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2 SAHARON SHELAH

§0 INTRODUCTION

Now A-good frame is for us a parallel of the class of models of a superstable theory.
Our main line is to start with A-good™ frame s, categorical in \, n-successful for n
large enough and try to have parallel of stability theory for £ for £ < n not
too large. Characteristically from time to time we have to increase n relative to ¢
to get our desirable properties; we do not critically mind the exact n, so you can
think of an w-successful s. Usually each claim or definition is for a fixed s, assumed
to be successful enough. So using assumptions on A*? rather than A** is not so
crucial now.

But a postriori we are interested in the model theory of such classes K; per-se, and
see as a test for this theory, that in the w-successful case we can understand also
the model in higher cardinals, e.g., prove that &) # () for every p > X. Recall
there are reasonable A-frames which are not n-excellent but still we can say alot on
models in K4(yp) for £ <n.

Moving from A to A we would have preferred not to restrict ourselves to saturated
models but at present we do not know it. However, in the w-excellent case we can
understand the class of AT*-saturated models in &, i.e., R5+%). This fits well the
thesis that it is reasonable to first analyze the quite saturated case.

Why are we interested in K (0.2(1))? we can “blow it up” by II§1 but for good
frames this is not so.

Concerning the framework note that the unidimensional (or just non multi-dimensional)
case is easier. In the characteristic unidimensional case, each p € (M) is min-
imal and any p,q € .#®(M) are not orthogonal. In the characteristic non multi-
dimensional case for any M € Ky,.#?5(M) contains up to nonorthogonality every
p€ . S"(N),M <g N € K.

Generally the unidimensional case is easiest and is enough to continue [Sh 576], and
to deal with categoricity.

A drawback in II85 is that we need to assume that the normal ideal WDmId(A™)
is not AT T-saturated. This will be improved in [Sh:F603]; it is easier to do it when
we have the theory developed here.

0.1 Notation: Let s denote a good frame (usually) or just a pre-frame, that is

0.2 Definition. 1) We say s is a pre-frame (or pre M\-frame) if 5 = (&, 725, ||))
)5
with £ = £(s) a A\s-a.e.c., LP5[s] = 72, (Js] = ||, <s=<g, and satisfying axioms
5

(A), (C), (D)(a), (E)(a)(b). We say s is a frame if it satisfies axioms (A), (B), (C),
(D)(a),(b), (E)(a),(b) from I1§2. Recall that s is a good frame if it satisfies all the

axioms there.
2) For a frame s let R = K[s] be the a.e.c. derived from & and &, = (£[s]), so
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Rs = ﬁi(s). Recall that if R is a A-a.c.e., then the a.e.c.-derived from it, R"P is the
unique a.e.c. & with 7(R') = 7(R),LS(R') = A\, &) = R, see II§1.
3) For a frame s let <*=<}, be <gs.

0.3 Convention: For simplicity we assume £ is such that if a € “~ M, M € K then
a can be considered an element of M.

0.4 Definition. Let s be a good frame and p > A;.
1) Let s(u) = (85,75, ) with 2%, () as defined in TI§2; also .75, /s W

5,400 ENE 5,<pr” 5,<007

5, p 5, p 5,< 1
and ||J are from there.
5, < 00
2) Let s(u) =: (Rsuy, 2%, U ) where K,y = {M € K3, : M is superlimit in
s(p)
ﬁi}, ng(u)zgsﬁ[ K, and of course Ysb(z) = ﬂbz i KE(H),ELUM =T KZ’S'
3) Let 5(i) = (Rspy, U ) where Ky = {M € K, : if N <gq) M,N € K and
s(mu)

p € SP5(N) then we can find I € M\N such that, if N <; Ny <g[sj M then Ny NI
is independent in (N, Ny).
4) If 5 is w-successful let 7 = s(+w) is s[w].

0.5 Remark. 1) In §12, R, under strong assumptions is proved to be good (and
categorical in p).

Note, if &, have the JEP then we can show that any two superlimit models M € K
are isomorphic but a priori not in general. However, here there is a canonical way
to proceed: if R has superlimit model My in A we can try to choose by induction on
¢ < w a superlimit model M, in Ky+¢ such that My, is a model in 8R{nm,] which has
cardinality AT*! and is saturated in R, It is not clear a priori if My, exists
but at least it is unique (we can continue in AT for ordinals with more case).

3) Let <& be the following two place relation on K, : M <J iff M <; N and N is
Rs-universal over M.

4) Note that R, includes Rq, and £, but it is not clear how to compare
Rsfp)s Rl

0.6 Claim. Ifs is w-successful then s is a good A% -frame categorical in (A\T).
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§1 GOOD™ FRAMES; BASICS

In I1.7(4) there was what may look like a minor drawback: moving from A to AT the
derived class not only have fewer models of cardinality > AT but also the notion
of being a submodel changes; this is fine there, and surely unavoidable in some
circumstances. More specifically, for proving the main theorem, it was enough to
move from s to a good frame t satisfying Ay = A7, A\ < p < AT = I(\,KY) <
I(\, K®) and forget s. But for us now this is undesirable (as arriving to AT“ we have
forgotten everything) and toward this we consider a (quite mild) strengthening of
AT-good.

1.1 Hypothesis. 5 = (Rx,-7"5,|)) is a good A- frame.
A

1.2 Definition. 1) We say s is successful if the conclusions under “no nonstructure
assumptions in AT " hold, that is:

(¥)(a) K5"%is dense; i.e. for every M € Ky and p € .#P(M) there is
(M,N,a) € Kf’\’uq such that tp(a, M, N) =p
(b) if (N; 11 < 6) is <%, [5]—i‘ncreasing continuous in K}1[s| and
i <= N; <{; N e K\ then Ns <3, N (see IL?(1)).

2) We say (the A-good frame) s is weakly successful if clause (a) of (%) above holds.

Usually at least “s is weakly successful” is used, but sometimes less suffice (and is
helpful though not crucial).

1.3 Definition. 1) Let K2P"I be the class of (M, N,a) € K2 such that: if
(M,N,a) <ps (M1,N1,a) and b € Iy, then tp(b, N, N1) does not fork over M.
We may say (M, N, a) has pseudo uniqueness.

2) We say that s has weakly pseudo uniqueness if K2 is dense in (K2, <y5).
3) We say that s has semi-pseudo uniqueness if & < A", (M; : i < a) is <s-increasing
continuous, (M;, M;11,a;) € K2 then for some <s-increasing continuous (N; : i <
Oé> we have (MZ, Mi—l—la ai) <pbs (NZ, Ni—l—h CLZ') c Kg’puq.

Remark. For successful s we can define a successor, st = s(+), a AT-good frame
(see 1.8 below), but not with the most desirable <g_ , for rectifying this we

consider below good™ frames. Together with locality of types for models in ﬁi(;)
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this seems to be in the right direction. Less crucial, still worthwhile, is that s’ = T
has a strong property we call saturative, which can be used in several cases as an
alternative of another version which says s’ has the form s™ with s a successful
good™ frame.

1.4 Definition. 1) We say that s = (&, |)) = (Kx,<g,, ") is a
A 1)
goodt \-frame or good! \-frame if:

(a) s is a good A-frame
(b) the following is impossible
(x) (M;:i< AT)is <,-increasing continuous in K and (N; : 4 < A1) is

<,-increasing continuous in K and M; <; N;,p* € .7P5(M,) and for
each i < AT we have:
ai+1 € Miyo\M;i1, tps(ait1, M1, M;12) is a nonforking extension
of p* but tp(a;t+1, No, Ni+1) is not.
We then say (M;, N;,a; : i < AT) is a counterexample (ignoring a;
being defined only for successor i; we could demand this for every ¢
by monotonicity of nonforking).

2) We say a good A-frame s is saturative if:

(a) every M € R is (A, *)-brimmed (for K;), equivalently: is superlimit
(b) if My <s My <; My and M is (A, x)-brimmed over My then My is (A, *)-
brimmed over M.

The “s is saturative” is a relative of “non-multidimensional”, but be careful, see
1.5(3) below.

Well, do we lose much by adopting the good™ version? First, are the old cases
covered? Yes, by the following claim

1.5 Claim. 1) In II§3 all the cases where we prove “good A-frame” we actually get
“good™ \-frames.

2) In fact those frames are also saturative.

3) If T is a complete superstable first order theory stable in A\ and k < X or k = X,
(in an abuse of notation) or Kk = 0,\ > |T| and [k > 0 = T stable in \] and
s=sh, (so K= ({M: M ET,|M|| > X and M is k-brimmed}, <), that is s is
defined in I1.?, then

(1) s is a good™ \-frame
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(73) assume 0 < k < A, then: s is saturative iff T is non-multidimensional (see
(43i) if 8" = s \[M] where M € R is the superlimit model (i.e., the saturated
one), then s’ is saturative

(iv) if Kk = A\, s is saturative.

Proof. 1), 2).

Case 1: Concerning Claim IIL.7.

So 2% < 2" < 2>‘++,ﬁ is an abstract elementary class categorical in A\, AT and
1< I(AT, K) < 22", with LS(&) < A, WDmId(A") is not A*-brimmed (or just
a model theoretic consequence). We let Ay = AT, &; = Ry+ and for M € K, we
let .P5(M) = {p € (M) : p is not algebraic and for some My <g M, My € K,
and p | My is minimal} and (|J(My, M1, a, M3) iff My <g My <g M are in K¢ and

a € M3\M; and for some M} <g M, from K, the type tp(a, My, M3) € .#5(M)
is minimal.

So let {(M;, N;,a;) : i < AF) be as in (x) of clause (b) of Definition 1.4. So for
success i < A\, tps(ai, Mo, Niy1) € 2%(Mp) so is minimal while tps(a;, No, Niy1)
is not its nonforking extension, hence necessarily i < A\J = a;11 € No\Mp, so
(a;11 : 1 < \) is a sequence with no repetitions of members from N\ M, while
Ny € Ky, so || No|| = As, contradiction. Also saturativity should be clear.

Case 2: Claim II.7; actually from [\88r |.

So let ((M;, N;,a;) : i < wi) be asin clause (b) of 1.4. So there is a finite A9 C M
such that tp(a;y+1, M;y1, M;y2) is definable over Aq (see 1.7), but tp(a;+1, No, Nit2)
does not have the same definition hence it splits over Ay. By 1.7 for a club of F of
w1 we have

XKédeFE & §<a<w & a€ Ns= tp(a, My, N,) is definable over some
finite B; C Mj.

We get a contradiction to the symmetry (i.e., (E)(f) proved in the proof of II.? that
is by 1.7). Also saturatively should be clear.

Case 3: Claim IL.7; actually from [Sh 48].

Similar to case 2.
3) First we prove clause (b) of 1.4(1), i.e. we prove s is a good™ frame; so assume
toward contradiction that (M; 14 < A7), (N; : 4 < A7), p* and a;y1 for i < AT are
as in (*) of 1.4(2) clause (b). Let M = U{M; : i < AT} and N = U{N; : i < AT},
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Now for every finite sequence ¢ from Ny, there is i, < AT such that tp(c, M, N)
does not fork over M;_, and let i* = sup{iz : ¢ € “>(Ny)} so i* < AT and easily
i € [i*,A\1T) & ¢€“(Nyg) = tp(c, Mi1a, N) does not fork over M, 1, hence by
symmetry and local character ([Sh:c, II1,80]) we have tp(@;+1, M;+1 U Ny, N) does
not fork over M; hence (transitivity) over My, contradiction. So clause (i) holds.
As for saturativeness in clauses (iii), (iv) in 1.4(2), to show that the model
(M2, ¢)cem, is saturated it is enough to show that for every A C My, |A| < Vo and
regular p € S1(A U My), we have dim(p, M) = X. Why this holds? If p L M,
then we can find a regular ¢ € (M), q L p and as M is (A, *)-brimmed over My,
dim(q, M) > dim(q, M7) = X and easily dim(p, M3) = dim(q, M2). If p L M see
[Sh 225]. The proof of clause (ii) is easy too (for the case k = 0 when for some
M, Th(M,c)ecns is categorical in AT, see [Sh:c] and properties as in [ShHM 158]
and the analysis of Laskowski of model of 7" in A = |T'| when T is categorical in
AT).
Uis

Also in the main result of Chapter II we get good™

1.6 Claim. Ifs is a successful A\-good frame, then s(+) is a At -good™ frame and
18 saturative.

Proof. Like Case 1 of the proof of Claim 1.5(1).

1.7 Goodness Plus Claim. Assume that s = (8&x,.7"5,|)) is a good™ \-frame.

A
Then:

(a) if My <g M3 are from K and M7 &5, M3 then (s%)n; ag from I1.2
holds

(b) if ® from IL.? (which holds if I(AtT,K) < 2X"" ) then
() <%y, <g agree on K}

i, <a v, as defined there, called s below) is a AT -goo
(B) (K%, <q, 2%, ) (as defined there, called s+ below) is a \*-good*+
At
frame.

nice

Recall in Chapter IT we get a weak version of (a) of (b): <3,<% agree on K¥i.

Before proving 1.7 we see a conclusion
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1.8 Definition. 1) For a good A-frame 5 = (&, .75, |)) define st = 5(+), a A*-
A
frame, as follows (so A[sT] = AT):

(a) Ky+[sT] = the class of A*-saturated models from K|s]
(b) <ge+)=<3:+ | Kx+[s7]
(c) SPs[st] = Y(H {tps(sy(a, My, M) : My <q1) Mz are from Ky+[s7],a €
M5\ M; and there is Ny <; My, N1 € K, such that Ny <g N <g M; &
N € K, = tps(a, N, M) € .#P5(N) does not fork over N; (in s’s sense)}
(d) WU ={(Mo, My,a, M) : My <41y M1 <q(4) My are of cardinality A*,
s(+)
a € Mx\M; and tpy(y)(a, M1, Ms) € .7, (+)( 1)
has a witness Ny <g My}.

2) If a, M1, Ms, Ny are as in clause (c¢) then we call Ny or tps(a, N1, Ms), a witness
for tps(4)(a, M, N); we may abuse our notation and say that tps((a, M1, Mz) does
not fork over V;. Similarly for stationarization (= nonforking extension).

1.9 Conclusion. 1) If s is a good™ A-frame and is successful (see Definition 1.2),
then <q4)=<gl Kq4) and 5T is a AT-good™ frame.

2) For My, Ms € K¥i°[s] we have My <!, M, for s (see Definition I1.7(3)) iff Mo
is (AT, *)-brimmed over M for s+.

Proof. 1) By 1187 particularly the proof of I1.7 and 1.7.
2) By the proof of I1.7(2). Oig

We shall use this conclusion freely.
Proof of 1.7.
Clause (a):

Assume that (+x)asr a7 fails, then by the assumptions of clause (a), from the
clauses of (**)arr a7y only clause (iv) there may fail. So we can find Ny <; Ny
from Ky, N; <g M} and p € #5(N3) which does not fork over N; such that
no a € M; realizes p in Mj. Let (M! : a < A*) be a <,-representation of M}
for £ = 1,2. Without loss of generality Ny <, MZ and M2 N M; = M} and as
M; € che also M, is (A, *)-brimmed over M} for o < AT, For each a < A the
type p | Nl € .Zb5(N7) has a nonforking extension p, € YbS(Ml) As M}, is
(A, *)-brimmed over M, clearly for every a < AT there is ao € M}, | \M, realizing
Pa.
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Let M, =: M} N, = M2 p* = pg; note that N; <, My, Nj <, Ny, so all
the demands in (%) of clause (b) of Definition 1.4(1) holds, in particular a;11 €
My o\M;1, tps(air1, Mii1, Miio) = pir1 € SP5(M;y1) is a nonforking extension
of p | Ny hence of p* =: py but if tp(a;+1, Ng, Ni+1) does not fork over My then
it is also a non forking extension of p (recall Ny <; Ny). So this contradicts “s is
A-good™”, i.e., clause (b) of Definition 1.4, in other words, some a; realizes p so
actually clause (iv) of (xx) of II.? holds.

Clause (b): Subclause ().
Straight by clause (a) and IL.7.

Clause (b): Subclause ().
Recalling I1.?7, the only new point is the + of the good™ (for s7) and the forking
extension of p in Ysb(i)(MiH).

So assume ((M;, N;,a;) : i < ATT) be a counterexample to the “sT is a good™ At-

frame”. So in particular M;, N; € Ky4)andp € QS’;%)(MO) and p; = tp(a;, Miy1, Mit2)
the type for 8¢ of course, which by clause (a) is (K}, <kl K}i®). As p =

pi | My € ysb(;)(Mo) there are M’ <g My, M’ € Ky and ¢ € ."(M’) which

witness p € QS’;?S_H(MO) (see 1.8). Let (N. : ¢ < A1) be a sequence which <g-
represents Ny. For each i < ATT, as p, = tps(ait1, No, Nit2) is not a non-

forking extension of p necessarily there is ¢ = ¢; < AT such that M’ <g N/
and p, | N. = tp(a;+1, N., N;12) is not a nonforking extension of ¢q. So for some
e < At the set B. = {i <A™t :g; = ¢} is unbounded in A**. We now choose by
induction on ¢ < A™ a triple (i¢, M, N{) such that:

)
)
)
)
e) NI <g N,
)
)
)
)

There is no problem to do this and letting a; = a;, clearly (M7, N, af) : ¢ < A1)
contradict “s is Ad-good™”. 017

The following claim sums up the “localness” of the basic types for s(+), i.e., how
to translate their properties to ones in s.
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1.10 Claim. [s is a successful good \-frame].

Assume (M, : o < \T) is a <s-representation of M € Ky
1) If pr,p2 € S5 (M) then pr = ps & [\ p1 | Mo =ps | My & (3 a)(pr |

a<At

My =pa | Ma) & (38 <AT)[pr | Mg =pa | Mg & (Va)(B <a <A™ = p
M, € #P(M,) does not fork over Mpg)].
2) If S C At = sup(9), a, < min(S) and for a € S, p, € .7P5(M,) does not fork
over M., and p, | My, = p«, then

(a) there isp € Ysb(j_)(M) satisfying o € S = p | My = pa

(b) there is no p' € ysb(:_)(M)\{p} satisfying this, i.e., p is unique
8) If p=tpsyy(a, M, N) € L1)(M) so M <41y N and a € N, then
p € QS’;‘[ZS_H(M) & [for every a < AT large enough, tp,(a, My, N) € SP5(M,)] &
[for stationarily may o < AT, tp,(a, My, N) € #>5(M,)].
4) Assume My <4y Mo <44y M3 and (M. : o < \') is a <;-representation of
My, and assume a € Ms. Then tp5(+)(a,M2, M) € Ysb(i)(Mg) does not fork over
My (for st) iff for some club E of X*, for every o < B from E,tp,(a, M3, M}) €
YSbS(Mg) does not fork over M} (for s) iff for some stationary subset S C A\t for
every & from S, tp,(a, M2, M3) € /P5(M2) does not fork over M} .

Proof. 1) Among the four statements which we have to prove equivalent, the first
implies the second, trivially, the second implies the third trivially, the third implies
the second easily and it implies the fourth by our assumption “pq,ps € 5”;21) (M)”

and the definition of Ysb(i)(M ). To finish we shall prove that the fourth implies
the first, so assume toward contradiction that this fails.

Let M° = M, M = M,, let M*, a, for £ = 1,2 be such that M° <,y M* a, €
M?* and tp(ag, M°, M%) = py and let (M’ : o < A\T) be a <g-representation of M,
for £ = 1,2. Without loss of generality o < f = NFE(Mg,Mﬁ,Mg,Mé),Mf;H
is (A, *)-brimmed over M2, U M{ and a; € M§. Clearly tps(ar, M§, M}) =
tps(ag, MY, M2) and we can build an isomorphism f from M} onto M, over My
mapping a; to as by choosing f | M} : M} — M?2 by induction on o < AT
2) Also easy.

3), 4) By the definition of s and properties of NF. (110

We may like in 1.10 to replace basic types by any types (later this is needed and
more is done):
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1.11 Claim. [s is a successful good A-frame]. (AT -locality)
Assume (M, : o < A7) is a <g-representation of M € Koy
1) For any p1,p2 € Fg4)(M), then pr = p2 & (Va)(p1 | Mo = p2 | My) &

(I ) (p1 | My = ps | My).

Proof. See Chapter II on raising automorphisms: i.e., the proof of I1.7(2).
U111

Recall

1.12 Claim. IfNF (Mg, My, Mo, M3) and (My, Ms,a) € K3 then tp(a, M1, M3) €
SPs(My) does not fork over My.

Proof. See 11.7.

1.13 Definition. 1) We define by induction on n:

(a) s is n-successful
(b) 5™ = s(+m) for m < n.

For n = 0: We say s is O-successful if it is A(s)-good.

Let 570 = 5.
For n = 1: We say s is 1-successful if it is As-good and successful; let sT! = s7.
For n = m + 1: We say s is n-successful if 7™ is 1-successful.

We let s+ = (s7m)+,
2) We say s is (n+ 3 )-successful or say is weakly (n+1)-successful if it is n-successful
and 5™ satisfies clause (a) of 1.2.
3) We say s is w-successful if it is n-successful for every n.

4) If 57 is well defined let B, = B2 = B = B(s") be a superlimit model
in £[sT"]; it is defined only up to isomorphism.

1.14 Claim. Assume s is an n-successful good frame.

1) NF4(4n) = NF[sT"] is well defined if s is (n + 3)-successful.

2) There is BE, € Kyin, that is a K[s™"]-superlimit is well defined.

8) Rs(1n) = Rs[B7].

4) If k+m = n then s1% is m-successful good frame and ((stF)+m) = g+tm,

5) s* is m-successful iff 5 is (k + n)-successful; and if this holds then (sTF)T™m =
gH(ktm),
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Remark. If s is also a good™ A-frame then B? is almost superlimit also in R5,.,:
the universality is not clear.

Proof. Easy, by induction on n (and for (5) on k + m). 0114

1.15 Conclusion. In the main lemma II.7, if we strengthen the assumption to
“s = (Ry, ", ||)) is a A-good™ frame”, then we can strengthen the conclusion to

A
(@) 80 = (ﬁﬁe,ﬂsgs,gj) is A*¢-good
¢
(B) s =s(AT), hence for some M, € Ky+c we have:
(i) My is superlimit (in &3,,)
(i1) Rsp) is RIMI] g0 SﬁiH:Sﬁ[ K/{H (new “<g” is the new point)
(i1i) 2%, are defined as in II§1 but restricted to () of course.
5S¢
Proof. Should be clear (or combine I1.7 with 1.7). 04 15

1.16 Claim. Assume s is a weakly successful good \-frame. Let § < AT, be a limit
ordinal and (M; : 1 < § + 1) be <s-increasing continuous.

1) If b € Ms.y satisfies tps(b, My, Msyq) € SP5(M;) for arbitrarily large i < 6,
then tps(b, Ms, Msy1) € /P5(Ms) hence does not fork over M; for every i < &
large enough.

Proof. 1) Let (N; : i < §) be as in Claim 1.17 below, so in particular Ny is (A, *)-
brimmed over M; hence <;-universal over N5, so without loss of generality Ms,; <s

Ns. So for some i < 0 we have b € N;, so without loss of generality tps(b, M;, Msi1) €
P5(M;), now as NF4(M;, Mg, N;, Ns) by 1.12 we have tp, (b, Ms, Ns) = tps(b, Ms, Ms. 1)
is a nonforking extension of tps(b, M;, N;), and so we are done. 4.16

1.17 Claim. 1) If (M; : i < §) is <s-increasing continuous, then we can find
(N; 1 < 6) such that M; < N;,i < § = NF¢(N;, M;, Niy1, M;11) and N;yq is
universal over N; U M.

2) If (M;, N; - i < 6) are as in part (1), then N5 isi < j <0 = NF4(M;, N;, M;, N;)
and Ny is (X, *)-brimmed over Ms.

Proof. By I1.7.
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1.18 Claim. If (Mg, No,a) <ps (M;, N1,a) € K& and (Mo, No,a) € K2 then
NF, (Mo, No, M1, Ny).

Proof. By I1.7.

1.19 Claim. [s is a weakly successful good frame.] Assume My <s My <g Msy,a €
M, andtp(a, My, M) does not fork over My andb € My, tp(b, My, M) € .#"5(My).
Then there are My, My such that My < M3, My <s M{ <, M3, (Mo, M{,a) €
K2 and tp(b, My, M3) does not fork over M.

Proof. By NF calculus (and the symmetry axiom). (119

1.20 Claim. Assume s is successful good™ frame. Then s* = s(\l) where on
s(A\T) see Definition 0.4(1).

Proof. Easy.
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§2 UNIDIMENSIONALITY AND NONSPLITTING

We may wonder how to define “unidimensional” and whether: s is categorical in A
and is unidimensional and s is n-successful (see 1.13), then K73, is categorical. By
2.8 below the answer is yes.

We may consider a more restricted framework closed to categoricity. Note that
“saturative” is closed to non multi-dimensional.

2.1 Hypothesis. s is a A-good frame.

2.2 Definition. 1) We say s is semi® unidimensional when for any model M € K,

if M <4 Nj, € K, for k = 1,2 then some p € .75(M) is realized in N; and in Ns.
Let “s is semi™ unidimensional” be defined similarly but we allow p € .#2*(M)
and “s is semi’ unidimensional” be called “s is semi unidimensional”. Instead of
na,bs we may write 0, 1 respectively.

2) We say s is almost unidimensional if for any model M € K, there is an unavoid-
able p € .#P5(M) (see below).

3) For M € K, we say p € .%s(M) is (s)-unavoidable, if for every N, M < N € K,
some a € N realizes p.

4) We say s is explicitly unidimensional if every p € .#P5(M) where M € K, is
unavoidable.

5) We call s non-multi-dimensional if for every My € K, whenever My <s M; <
My, there is p € .#>$(M;) which does not fork over My and is realized in Ms.

6) We say s is weakly unidimensional if for every M <; M, for £ = 1,2, there is
c € M;\M such that tps(c, M, My) belongs to .#P5(M) and has more than one
extension in .Z2(My).

On meaning in the first order case see 2.5(5) below.

We naturally first look at the natural implications. Note that being “semi! /almost
explicitly /weakly unidimensional” is influenced by the choice of the basic types
(compare 2.5(1) with 2.5(2)) as well as non-multi-dimensional but not so semi’-

unidimensional.

2.3 Claim. 1) If s is explicitly unidimensional, then s is almost unidimensional.
2) If 5 is almost unidimensional, then is semi‘-unidimensional for £ = 0,1; if s is
semi ! -unidimensional then s is semi®-unidimensional.

3) If s is semi®-unidimensional, then K* is categorical in N} .

4) If s is weakly unidimensional, then K* is categorical in A .

5) If s is semi-unidimensional, then s is weakly unidimensional.
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Remark. 1) Concerning non multi-dimensionality, does it follow from weak unidi-
mensionality under reasonable assumptions? Yes, see 3.6.
2) See more in 2.7.

Proof. 1) By Ax(D)(c) of A-good frames (density of basic types).

2) Check the definitions.

3) Let My, M; € K3, and we shall prove that they are isomorphic. Let (ML a <
A1) be <s-representation of M, such that « < AT = M. # ME, for £ =0,1. Let
(af : i < A*) list the elements of My. We choose by induction on ¢ < At a tuple
(N, al, f1, a2, f2) such that:

a) N. € K, is <;-increasing continuous
) ae < AT is increasing continuous

c fz is a <;-embedding of MQ into N

(0)
(©)e
(d); f¢ is increasing continuous
(e)e 1f e=4C+¢,¢ € {0,1} and j. = Min{i : f4<(tp( at, MY _, My)) is realized
by some d € Ny\ Rang(ff)} is well defined then aﬁ- 6 Dom(ff,;) and
£41(a5,) € Nig and I = f27}
(f)e ife=4C+2+¢,0€ {0,1} then af,; > ol

If we succeed, then for some club E of A" we have af, € M{ < a < § and

de E= Nsn U Rang(f) = Rang(f§). If§ € F and ¢ € {0,1} but Rang(f{) #
e< At
Ns then by the assumption (“s is semi’-unidimensional”) see Definition 2.2(1),
for some ¢ € M£4+1\M£4 and d € N\ Rang(ff) we have tp(d, Rang(ff), N5) =
s s

ff(tp(c MO{S, My)) so by clause (e), (as f5+£ fé) we have Rang(f6+2)ﬁN5\ Rang(fé) +
() contradiction. So 6 € E AL € {0,1} = Rang(ff) = N; hence f;, =: U ffis an

0eE
isomorphism from M, onto N =: U Ns, so M1 = N = M, and we are done.

6EE
So we have just to carry the induction, which is straight as K, is a A\s-a.e.c. with

amalgamation and the hypothesis®.
4) The proof is similar to that of part (3) but we replace clause (e), by

0

(e); if e = 4¢ + ¢ and for some ¢ € Ny¢\ Rang(ff) we have tp(c, f£(M!,), N.) €
S5 (fA(ME,)) and (f£) 71 (tp(c, fE(ME,), N.)) has at least two extensions

0

Lactually the “semi®-unidimensional” can be weakened - in Definition 2.2(1) we may ask Ny €

K+

5,
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e

nonforking extension of tp(c, fE(M.,), No) in #PS(fE, (M5, ).
£ e+1

in ,Va“(Mé) for some 3 € (af, \T) then tp(c, fZJrl(MOZ/H), Nc41) is not the

Again there is no problem to carry the definition. So it is enough to prove that
U{Rang(ff) : ¢ < AT} = Ny, and for this it suffices to prove that S, = {§ <
At Ns # Rang(ff)} is not stationary. For every § € S, by the assumption “s is
weakly unidimensional” we know that the assumption of (e); holds hence there is
c = cf; as there. By Fodor lemma for some ¢, the set S; = {6 € S, : cf; = ¢y} is
stationary. Choose §* € S}, 0* = sup(6* N.S)) and use “s is good”.

5) Easy. D2_3

A conclusion is (see Definition 0.4(r)):

2.4 Conclusion: [s is successful good™ A\-frame.]

1) If s is semi’-unidimensional then s(AT) = s so 85, = Re(4).
2) Similarly if K*® is categorical in AJ.

3) If 5 is non-multi-dimensional, then so is 5.

Proof. 1) Clearly K44y € K3, and by 1.9 we know <gs[ Kgy) =<g4). But
by 2.3(3), K4 is categorical in Agy) = AT. Hence K4y = K3, and even
Rs(+) = A3+ and check similarly above () and ./ bs

2) So again K44y = K3, and just check.
3) By 1.10. Uag

Remark. But we may need “non-multi-dimensional” (defined below), does it follow?
We also note that the cases we have dealt with categoricity hypothesis, give not
just good frames but even unidimensional ones.

2.5 Claim. 1) In I.? (= 1.5(1) Case 1 above) we can add: the s obtained there
1s explicitly unidimensional.

2) In 1.7, if R is categorical in Xy (see above 1.5(1), Case 2) then we get almost
unidimensionality for the s obtained there.

3) In I1.7, if 1 is categorical in Ny (see above 1.5(1), Case 3) then we get almost
unidimensionality for the s obtained there and is unidimensional.

4) In IL?(3), if s = (Rx, "%, ||)) is almost unidimensional (see above 1.5(3)), then
A
we get that also the A\ -good frame system s+ obtained there is almost unidimensional.

5) If T is complete superstable first order and s = s% , (see 1.5(3)) and A >
IT| + kT (k > 0= T stable in \) then:
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(i) s is saturative iff T is non-multidimensional (see [Sh:c]; this is (ii) of 1.5(3))

(1) s is categorical in At iff T is unidimensional iff s is almost unidimensional.

Proof. Easy. (in (2) we have to use a minimal type see 1.7, we get more on (5)
follows from the claims below).

Now we consider those properties and how they are related in s and sT.

2.6 Claim. [K, categorical in \s]. If K3, is categorical in AT then s is weakly
unidimensional.

Proof. Assume toward contradiction that s is not weakly unidimensional, hence we
can find My <, My for £ = 1,2 such that: if ¢ € My\ My, tp(c, My, My) € #P5(My)
then it has a unique extension in .(M7). By Axiom (D)(d) of A-good frames
(existence) we can choose ¢ € My\Mj such that p = tp(e, My, Ma) € /P5(Mj).
Now we choose by induction on o < A" amodel N, € K, <;-increasing continuous,
No # Nat1,No = My and p has a unique extension in .(N, ), call it pg and by
Axiom (E)(g) (extension) we know that p, € .#*3(IN,) does not fork over Ny. For
a = 0 this is trivial, for « = 8+ 1 by 2.11 below (noting that every M € K,
is isomorphic to My and is (A, %)-brimmed as K, is categorical in ) there is an
isomorphism fg from Ny = My onto Ng such that fsz(po) = pg, so we can find
No = Ngay1 and isomorphism gg from M; onto N, extending fz. Hence f(p) = ps
and so pg has a unique extension in .%(gg(M;)) = .%s(Na) as required. For § limit
use Axiom (E)(h), continuity.

Now N =: U N, € K3, (recall N, # Ngyy1), and pg is not realized in Ng for

a< At
B < AT hence p = pg is not realized in N, so N € K 1+ is not saturated contradicting
categoricity in \T. Oa s

2.7 Claim. Assume s is a successful A-good frame.

1) If 5 is semi®-unidimensional where x € {na,bs} then 5T is semi® dimensional.
2) If s is weakly unidimensional, then s* is weakly unidimensional.

3) If s is almost unidimensional, then 5T is almost unidimensional.

4) If 5 is explicitly unidimensional, then st is explicitly unidimensional.

Proof. 1) First let # = na. Assume toward contradiction, that st is not semi’-

unidimensional, so we can find My <44y M, for £ =1,2 such that ¢; € M1\My &
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ca € Mo\My = tp(cy, Mo, M) # tp(co, Mo, Ms). Let (MY : a < At) be a
<,-representation of M, for ¢ < 3, hence for some club E of AT the following holds:

(%) for £ € {1,2} and o < B in E, we have NF, (M, Mﬁ,Mg, Mé) (hence M! N
My = MO) and M? # M! and ¢; € M})\M? & cy € M2\M? & (Fy <
)\+>(tP(CI7MSaM$) 7£ tp(C2aM27M§> = tp(cl,MS,Mé) 7£ tp(c2:M27M§>'

Let § = Min(F) and apply the assumption so there are ¢; € Mj\MY, co € MZ\ M
satisfying tp(ci, MY, M}) = tp(ce, MY, M2). By the choice of F we have 8 < AT =
tp(cl,Mg,Ml) = tp(cz,Mg,Mg) and use 1.11(1).

If z = bs the proof if similar using basic types (and 1.10(3)) or use 2.3(2), second
clause.

2) So toward contradition assume My <g4) M, for £ = 1,2 are such that: if
c € Mi\Myand p = tpg4)(c, Mo, M1) € bs [ (My), then p has a unique extension

s(+)
in Y;ﬁ_) (M3). Let (MY : o < AT) be a <;-representation of M, and E a thin enough
club of A\*.

For each § € E we have MY <, M} for £ = 1,2 but s is weakly unidimensional
hence for some cs € M\ MY the type ps = tps(c, MY, M}) belongs to .#>5(MY)
and has more than one extension in .(M2). Clearly there is as < & such that
ps does not fork for s over MY and trivially ps | M2, € /P*(M3,) which has
cardinality < \. By Fodor lemma for some stationary S C A\™ we have § € S =
cs=co & as =0, & ps | M) = p,. By 1.11 the type ¢ =: tPs(+) (Cx, Mo, M1)
belongs to Y;a)(Mo) hence by the choice of My, My, My (“toward contradiction”)
q has at least two distinct extensions qi, g2 € -#5(4)(M2). Now by the choice of S
and as for each § € S there is ¢§ € .#>5(M2) which is a non-forking extension of p.
clearly

(xx) if 6 € S & £ € {1,2} then g, | M2 belongs to .#>5(M2) and does not fork
over M g and extends p, = ps [ M, 2* hence does not fork over M 3*.

By 1.10 we get a contradiction.

3) As for My, (M2 : a < A\T) as above there is p € Y;%(Mo such that {6 < AT :
p | M2 € .7P5(M?) is unavoidable} is stationary.

4) Straightforward. Uo7

Together we can “close the circle” to continuing “up” we shall get more (see more
in 3.12).

2.8 Conclusion: Assume s is a A-good frame categorical in \.

1) Then s is weakly-unidimensional iff K73, is categorical in AT.

2) If 5 is successful we can add: iff 7 is weakly unidimensional and 85, = R,4).
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Proof. 1) The second condition implies the first by 2.6, the first condition implies
the second by 2.3(4).

2) The first implies the third as by 2.7(2) we have s is weakly unidimensional
and RS, = R,(4) by 0.4(1) and the third condition implies the second as fs(4) is
categorical in A* by the definition of &, ). O g

Earlier (say in [Sh 576]) minimal type were central, so let us mention them:

2.9 Definition. 1) We say s is (a A\-good frame) of minimals when the follow-
ing holds: if p € #P(My), My <s My <s Ni,My <¢ No <5 Ni,a € My,p =
tp(a, My, M;) and a ¢ Ny then tp(a, Ng, N1) is a nonforking extension of p.

So the triple (M, N, a) is called s-minimal.

2) For an A-a.e.c. R,p € (M) is minimal if for every N, M <g N € K, p has one
and only one extension in .7 (N).

2.10 Claim. 1) In I.? (= above in 1.5(1)) we can add: s is a A-good frame of
minimals.

2) Similarly in 2.5(2),(3).

3) In 1.9, if s is a frame of minimals then so is 5.

4) If (Mg, My, a) is s-minimal (i.e., as in Definition 2.9(1)) then:

(i) p = tpg, (a, Mo, M1) is minimal,
(i) if My <s My and q € Ss(M;) extends p is not algebraic then q does not
fork over My; hence, in particular, € .#2%(My)

(1i1) if My <s My and q = tp(b, My, M) satisfies clauses (i) and (ii) then q is
manimal.

We could have mentioned in Chapter II:

2.11 Claim. /s is a A-good frame].

Assume My <; My are superlimit in Ky and p; € ,Vbs(Mg) does not fork over
My fori < a < As. Then there is an isomorphism f from My onto Ms such that
i<a= f(p; | M1)=p;.

Proof. First assume that My is (A, *%)-brimmed over M;. Clearly we can find a
regular cardinal € such that o < § < A. Now we can find a sequence (Ng : 8 < )
which is <,-increasing continuous, Ng41 being (A, *)-brimmed over Ng (of course,
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we are using 1184). Clearl Ng € K, is (A, *)-brimmed over Ny, so without loss
g y B 3 3

B<0
of generality is equal to M.

So for each i < a for some $(i) < 6 the type p; | M; which € .#"(M;) does
not fork over Ng(;), so 8 = sup{B3(i) : i« < a} < 0, hence by transitivity and
monotonicity of nonforking i < a = p; does not fork over Ng. Clearly also Ms is
(A, *)-brimmed over Ng and by the choice of (N, : v < 6) also My is (A, *)-brimmed
over Ng hence there is an isomorphic f from My onto M; over Ng. Now for i < «
the types p; | My and f(p;) are members of .#"(M;) which does not fork over Ng
and has the same restriction to Ng hence are equal. So f —1is as required.

Second without the assumption “Ms is (A, *)-brimmed over M;” we can find
M3 € K, which is (), *)-brimmed over M, hence also over M; and let ¢; € .#"(M3)
be a nonforking extension of p;.

Applying what we have already proved to the pair (M7, M3) there is an isomor-
phism f; from M; onto M3 mapping p; | M1 = q; | M7 to ¢; for i < a. Applying
what we have already proved to the pair (M, M3), there is an isomorphism fo from
Ms onto M3 mapping p; to g; for ¢ < a. Now f2_1 o f1 is as required. Cs 11

Recalling Definition 0.4(3) note:

2.12 Claim. 1) Assume M = (M; : i < § + 1) is <s-increasing continuous. If
I C .7 (Msiq),|T| < cf(d) and Ms < N and p € T = p does not fork over
Ms. Then for every large enough v < § there is an isomorphism f from N onto
Ms.1 over M; such that p € ' = f(p) = p | My provided that i < § = Ms, N are
(A, x)-brimmed over M;.

2) Instead |T'| < cf(d) it is enough to demand: |I'| < As and p € I' = p does not
fork over M.

Proof. 1) For p € T', choose i(p) < d such that p € I' = p [ My does not fork over
M) and let i(x) = sup{i(p) : p € '} it is < J or |[['] < cf(0).
2) Similar. Oy 19

* * *

2.13 Definition. Let K be a M-a.e.c. (so 8 = K))(normally with amalgamation
(in A)).

1) We say that p € Sz(My) a-splits or (o, R)-split over A C M if there are
ai,as € “(My) such that:

() aq,as realize the same type over A inside M; that is,

(x) for some Ms, f we have:
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My <g Mo
f is an automorphism of Ms over A mapping a; to as

(B) if My <g My and ¢ € Ms realizes p inside My then aq,a; do not realize

the same type over A U {c} inside M, that is for no M3, f do we have
My <g M3 and f is an automorphism of M3 over M mapping a;” {(c) to
C_LQA<C>.

3) We may write a instead of A = Rang(a) and Mj instead of A = |My|. If we

omit o (and write split or K-split) we mean “for some «”.

4) We say R has y-nonsplitting if for every M € K, and p € %&, (M) there is

A C M,|A| < x such that p does not split over A (in K).

5) We say s has y-nonsplitting if K¢ has basically y-nonsplitting which means that
this holds for p € .#5(M).

6) In part (1), (2), (3) though not (4) writing s instead of 8 means Rs.

2.14 Claim. 1) IfNF (Mg, My, My, M3) and ¢ C M, then tps(¢, M1, M3) does not
split over M.
2) Similarly for ¢ € *(Mas).

Proof. Straightforward (by uniqueness of NF).

We could have noted earlier:

2.15 Claim. Assume

(a) 6 < A{ is a limit ordinal

(b) (Mg : a <0) is <s-increasing continuous
(¢) Myy1 is (A, x)-brimmed over M,

(d) p € S(Ms).

Then for some i < 9 the type p does not \-split over M; for Rs.

Proof. We can find a <-increasing continuous sequence (N, : a < ) such that
M, <s N, and N1 is (A, *)-brimmed over M,11UN, and NF;(M,, Ny, Mo11, Not1)-
We know (II§6) that Ny is (A, %)-brimmed over My, hence some ¢ € Nj realizes p,
so for some i < §,c € N; and this « is as required. Os 15

We define rank as in [Sh 394].
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2.16 Definition. rk = rkg, e.g. is defined as follows:
ke (p) is defined if p € (M) for some M € K,
it is an ordinal or oo
rks(p) > « iff for every 8 < a we can find (M7, py) such that

M <; My,p1 € %s(My) is an extension of p which splits over M and
rks(pl) > .

Lastly, rke(p) = a iff ke (p) > a and rke(p) # o+ 1.

Basic properties of rky are

2.17 Claim. Assume s is weakly successful good. If M € K¢ andp € /s(M), then
rks(p) < o0.

Remark. So this applies in 9.14 to s* but rky4) = rkg(,) so it applies to sT, too.

Proof. Assume rk;(p) = oo we can choose by induction on n a triple (M,,, Ny, a), M,, <,
Ny,a € Ny, rke(tp(a, My, N,,)) = coand M,, <; My, 1+1, N, <¢ Ny11 and tp(a, My+1, Npy1)
does A-split over M, (in the induction step we use amalgamation and having

< 2% possible isomorphism types for (M, 1, N,y1,a) over M,). Clearly we can
find (N, : n < w) such that M, <, N,; and NFs(M,, M,41, N7, N;), N\,

is (A, *)-brimmed over M, 1 U N,. By 1.17 we know that NI = U{N,} : n <
w} is (A, *)-brimmed over M,, = U{M,, : n < w}, hence we can embed N, =
U{N,, : n < w} into N} over M, so without loss of generalityn < w = N,, <,
NF. So for some n < w we have a € N,, and by long transitivity for NF we
have NF4(M, N,;, M, NJ). We get easy contradiction to tp(a, M1, N, ;) =
tps(a, M1, NT) = tp(a, Myy1, Nyy1) does A-split over M,,. Oy 17

2.18 Remark. An important point is that for any (M; : ¢ < §) which is <;-increasing
continuous and p; € % (M;) for i < § such that i < j = p; = p; [ M, in general
there is no p € . (U{M; : i < §}) such that i < § = p; =p | M;, but for 6 = w
there is.

2.19 Claim. 1) rky(p) is a well defined ordinal (< o) if p € Ss(M), M € K.
2)If M <5 N and p € S5(N) splits over M and rks(p) < 0o, then rkq(p) < rke(p |
3) If NFg(Moy, My, Mo, M3) and a € My, then rks(tp,(a, Mo, M3)) = rke(tps(a, My, M3)).
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4)If M <; N and p € .#5(N) does not fork over M then p does not split over M
and rks(p) = rks(p [ M).

Proof. 1) Immediate by 2.15.
2) - 4) Easy. Ua.19

We may like to translate ranks between s and s+.

2.20 Claim. [s is a successful good™ -frame]

Assume Ny <g[s] M, N, € Kq, M; € Ks(+),p € y5(+)(M1),
1) If p does not A-split over Ny for s, then rkyy)(p) = 1ks(p | N1).
2) Also the inverse holds.
3) If p € Ystzi)(Ml) and N1 witnesses it then p does not \-split over Ny and
moreover does not split over Ni.
4) If p € Sy (My) then for some Ny <gs) My of cardinality \,p does not split
over Ny and even does not split over Ny; we call such Ng a witness for p.
5)Ifpe QS’;b(S_H(Ml) then Np is a witness for p € QS’;b(i)(Ml) iff p does not \-split
over Ni.

2.21 Remark. No real harm in assuming “s is type full” (see Definition 9.4).

2.22 Conclusion If My <44y M and p € Ysb(i)(Ml) does s(x)-fork over M, then
kg4 (p) < rkoryy(p [ Mop).

Proof of 2.20. 3),4),5) should be clear.
1) We prove by induction « that

® for any such (N7, M1, p) we have
ko) (p) > a < 1ki(p [ N1) > «

This clearly suffices.

For @ = 0 and « limit there are no problems. So assume o = 4+ 1. First
assume 1kq1)(p) > o hence by the definition of rks) we can find p, Ma such
that My <q4) Ma,q € Fo4)(M2),q | My = p and g does AT-split over M; and
rks(4)(q) > B. Hence ¢ is not witnessed by NN hence ¢ does A-split over N; hence
for some Ny € Ky we have N7 <; Ns <gals] M2 and g [ N2 does A-split over Ny
for Rs and without loss of generality Ny is a witness for q. So by the induction
hypothesis rkg(1)(q) > < tke(q [ N2) > 8.
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But by the choice of ¢, rks(;y(¢) > B hence rky(q [ N2) > 3. By the definition
of rke, as ¢ [ Ny does A-split over N; for s, we get rkqs(p | N1) > rks(q [ N2) > S8
sorks(p [ N1) > B+ 1 = « as required.

Second assume rkg(p [ N1) > a so we can find Na, N3, a such that N1 <g; Ny <,
Ns,a € N3,q = tp(a, Na, N3) is a A-splitting (for s) extension of p~ =p | N;. We
use NF amalgamation to lift this to My, p.

2) It is enough to prove rky(y)(p) < 1ke(p [ N1) assuming the p does A-split over
N;. Now we can find Ny € K, such that N; <; Ny < K[s] — M; and p does not
A-split over Ny but p [ N does A-split over Ni. So by part (1) we have rky(4)(p) =
rks(p [ N2), and by the definition of rks we know that rks(p [ No) < rke(p [ Nq).
Together we are done.

3),4) Left to the reader. U220
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§3 PRIMES TRIPLES

3.1 Hypothesis. s is a good A-frame.

3.2 Definition. 1) Assume s = (&, ||J,.#") is a good M-frame. Let K" = K"

be the family (pr stands for prime) of triples (M, N, a) € Ki’bs = K2 such that: if
(M,N' da) e Ki’bs and tp(a, M, N) = tp(a’, M, N') then there is a <s;-embedding
f: N — N’ over M satistying f(a) = a’. So such triples are called prime.

2) We say that s = (&, ||),.#") is A\-good? or that s has primes if s is A-good and

(a) if M € Ky,p € .7P(M) then for some N, a we have (M, N, a) € Kf’\’pr and
p = tp(a, M,N).

3) (M, N,a) is model-minimal if it belongs to Kf’\’bs and there is no N’ such that
M <; N" <; N and a € N’ (this notion is close to “tp(a, M, N) is of depth zero,
N prime over M U{a}” in the context of [Sh:c]).

4) We say s has [model]-minimality if for every M € Kg,p € .#P5(M) there is
(M,N,a) € Ki’bs in which a realizes p and (M, N, a) is [model]-minimal (see Defi-
nition 2.9).

3.3 Definition. 1) We say (M;,a; :i < a,j < «) is a pr-decomposition of N over
M or of (M, N) if: M; is <s-increasing continuous, (M;, M;.1,a;) € K2P" My=M
and M, = N; we may allow N € K3, but i < a = M; € K,;. If we demand just
M, <; N we say “inside N” instead of “of N”. If we also allow M <; My, M, <s N
we say in (M, N). Instead “over M” we can say M-based. We call « the length of
the decomposition.

2) Similarly for uq (Ki’uq is from II.?) and we define ug-decomposition. We may
write just decomposition (or s-decomposition) instead pr-decomposition.

3.4 Claim. 1) If (M,N,a) € Ky* and M U {a} € N’ <, N then (M,N,a) €
K3Pr

2) Similarly for Ki’uq.

3) If (M,Ny,a,) € Ki’bs is model-minimal and (M, Ns,a3) € Ki’pr and p =
tp(a1, M, N1) = tp(az, M, N3) then there is an isomorphism from Ny onto No
over M, mapping ai to as (so both triples are model-minimal and prime and so
if (M, N',a’) is prime or is model minimal with tp(a’, M, N') = tp(as, M, Ny) then
for £ = 1,2 there is an isomorphism f; from N’ onto Ny mapping a’ to ay and being
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the identity on M ).

4) Assume s is weakly successful. If My <s My <s M3 for £ = 1,2 and (My, M1, a)
belong to K2 and tp(a, Ma, M3) does not fork over My (e.g. tp(a, Mgy, My) has
unique extension in . (Ms)) then NFs(My, My, Ms, Ms).

5) If My <g My <g My, ay € Myy1 and tps(ae, My, My 1) € P5(My) does not fork
over My for £ = 0,1 then (Mo, Ms,ag) ¢ Ki’uq.

Proof. Easy (e.g. (3)is 1.18 and (4) is by the definition of K% and the existence
of NFs-amalgamation).
Usz.4

3.5 Claim. 1) Assume that s has primes; if (M,N,a) € Ki’uq then for some
N, MU{a} C N <z N and (M,N',a) € Ky* N K",

2) If (M,N,a) € Ky™ and K" is dense (e.g. if s is weakly successful) then
(M, N,a) € K",

Proof. Immediate: part (1) by the definition and monotonicity of Ki’uq, part (2)
by the proof of part (1). O3 5

3.6 Claim. Ifs is non-multi-dimensional weakly successful and has primes then s
has model-minimality and all (M, N,a) € K2 are model minimal.

Proof. Let M € K, and p € .#”(M). We know (by Definition 3.2(2)(a)) that
there is (M, Ny, a) € Ki’bs which is prime and p = tp(a, M, N3). If (M, Ny, a) is
model-minimal we are done, otherwise there is Ny satisfying M U {a} C Ny < Ns.
As (M, N3, a) is prime there is an <;-embedding f of Ny into N7 over M U{a}, let
No = f(N3) hence MU{a} C Ny <; N1. So MU{a} C Ny <s N2, so by non-multi-
dimensionality there is b € No\ Ny such that tp(b, No, Na) € #P5(Ny) does not fork
over M hence by 3.4(5) we have (M,, No,a) ¢ K34 (the M, Ny, N, a,b here
correspond to My, My, My, ag, a;. This easily contradicts “(M, Na,a) € Ko®* C
K" which holds by 3.5(2). Os

3.7 Claim. [s is a good, weakly successful \-frame].
1) Assume My <q My <q Ms,ay € My for £ = 1,2 and (My, My, a;) € K" for
(=1,2.

Then tp(as, My, M3) does not fork over My iff tp (a1, Ma, M3) does not fork over
M.
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2) Assume My <5 My <, Ms and ay € My for £ = 1,2 and (Mo, My, a,) € K2
and tp(az, Mo, My) € #P5(My). If tps(ay, My, M3) does not fork over My then
tps(az, M1, Ms3) does not fork over Mj.

Proof. 1) By the symmetry in the claim it is enough to prove the if part, so assume
that tp(ay, Ma, M3) does not fork over My (see 1I§5 on <yg). As (Mo, M1,a1) €
K21 by 3.4(4) it follows that NFs(My, My, My, M3), hence by symmetry of NF,
(see I1.7) we have NF4(My, My, My, My) which implies that tp(as, My, M3) does
not fork over My by 1.12.

2) The proof is included in proof of part (1). Os 7

3.8 Claim. Assume s has primes.

(1) If M <; N then there is a decomposition of N over M (see Definition
3.3(1),(2)). Moreover, if (M,N,a) € K& then without loss of generality

apg = a.
(2) If M <gis) N,M € Ks, N € K3, then there is a decomposition of N over
M

(3) If N € K3, the length of the decomposition is AT
(4) In part (1) there is a decomposition of N over M of length < X

(5) In part (1) if N is (X, *)-brimmed over M, then there is a decomposition of
N over M of length exactly \.

Proof. 1) By the definition of Ad-good frame there is a € N such that tps(a, M, N) €
SPS(M), so it is enough to prove the second sentence, so without loss of generality a
is well defined. Choose a;, M; by induction i < A\*. Arriving to 4, if i = 0, M; =
M, a; = a. If i is limit let M; = U{M; : j < i}: if M; = N we are done, if not then
for some a; € N\M; we have tps(a;, M;, N) € S>5(M;). If i = j + 1 then M;, a;
are well defined and we know (as s has primes) that there is M;; <, IV such that
(Mj, Mji1,a;) € K3P": again if M; = N we are done and otherwise we can choose
a; € N\M; such that tp(a;, M;, N) € .#"(M;). So by cardinality consideration at
some point we are stuck, i.e., M; = N.

2) Let (b. : € < AT) list the elements of N. Repeating the proof of part (1), now in
choosing a; when i > 0 we can choose any a € I, = {a € N\M, : tps(a, M;, N) €
P5(M;)} so we can demand that a; = b., & b, € I, = &1 < g5. It suffice
to show that M+ = U{M; : i < A"} is not equal to N, obviously M+ <g;) N.
Otherwise we can find a € N\M,+ such that S = {i : tp(a, M;, N) € #*5(M,)}
is stationary and without loss of generalityi € S = tp(a, M;, N) does not fork
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over M;,,i(x) = Min(S) so without loss of generality S = [i(*), AT). The type
tps(a, M+, V) does not fork over M.y, so i € [1+i(x), AM)=ael,soifa= be ()
then ¢ € [1 +i(x),A\T) = a; € {b: : € < e(x)}, so we have a 1-to-1 function from
[1+4i(%),A) into [0,e(*)), contradiction.

3)-5) Left to the reader. Os s

3.9 Claim. 1) [s is a (good) weakly successful \-frame with primes].
If € € K3, is AT -saturated (over X of course), M € Ky, M <gs) € and a1,a; € €
satisfy tp(ag, M, &) € ./P5(M) for £ = 1,2, then the following are equivalent:

(a) there are My, Ms from K such that NFs(M, My, My, €) and a1 € My, as €
My (the meaning of NF above is for some Mz <g € from K we have
NFs(M, My, My, M3))

(b)e there is My <g[q) € from K satisfying M <y My <g[5) € such that a, € M,
and tp(as—g, My, €) does not fork over M

(c)e if (M, My, ay) € Ki’uq and My <gq € then tp(az_¢, My, €) does not fork
over M

(d)g if (M, My, ay) € Ki’pr and My <g[q € then tp(as_e, My, €) does not fork
over M.

2) [s is a (good) weakly successful \-frame.] Above (a) < (b)e < ()¢ = (d)s.

Proof. 1)
(a) = (b)y by 1.12 (and the symmetry of NF).

(b)y = (a) + (¢)3-¢. To prove (¢)3_g assume (M, Ms_4,a3_4) € Ki’uq. As we
assume (b), for some My <g € in Ky, we have tp(as_¢, My, €) does not fork over M
and a; € My, so as M <, My, and tp(ae, M, M) € .#P5(M) clearly (M, My, a;) €
K3, By 3.4(4) we have NF4 (M, My, M3_y, €) hence by 1.12 the desired conclusion
of (¢)s—¢ holds. This proves also clause (a) if we note, as s is weakly successful for
some (M, N,b) € K39, tp(b, M,N) = tp(as_¢, M, €), so as € is A\*-saturated??
without loss of generalityaz , = b, N <g[4 €.

(c)3—¢ = (d)3_y4: to prove (d)s_; assume (M, My, ay) € Kf’\’pr and My <g[5] €; now
“s is weakly successful” and 3.5(2) implies (M, My, ay) € Ki’uq, and we can apply
clause (¢)3—¢ to get the desired conclusion of (d)s_g.

(d)s—p = (b)3_s: as s has primes there is M3_, such that (M, M3_g,a3_¢) € Kf’\’pr
and use 3.5(2).
Clearly those implications are enough.
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2) The proof is included in the proof of part (1) except (c)p = (b)s like (d)3_¢ =
(b)3_¢ using “weakly successful”. Os 9

3.10 Claim. Assume s is good™ and n-successful and n > 0.
1) st is a Xt™-good*™ frame.
2) Y;fin] = y5b<s)\+n> i Kf\i: (see 0.4, the SP5 is from II§2 and is {p € .#P5(M,s) :
+n

M e K,.}).
3)If M € Kf\i: and p € y;fin](M) then for some (M, N,a) € KVP[st"] we have
tp(a, M, N) = p.
4) If (M,N,a) € K3Pr (st then (M, N,a) € K335,
5) If M <g N* <g N? are in K3, and a € N* then (M,N? a) € K¥'[s"] =
(M,N',a) € K35t and (M, N?,a) € KyP st = (M, N',a) € K}Pi[st"] =
(M,N',a) € K} s*m).
6) Assume n =m+ 1, and (My, M1,a) € Kif,f[ﬁ”] and My = (Myo o < XT7)
a <g-representation of My for { =1,2. Then:

() (Mo, M1,a) € KPi[sT7] iff for some club E of AT we have: for a < f in

B, (Mo.0, My o, a) € K25t and (Mo o, My oy a) <225 (Mg, @),
see 4.2.

Proof. Straight; all by induction on n; part (3), (6) by 4.9 + 4.3 below, part (4) by
3.5, part (5) by 3.4(1),3.4(2). Os.10

3.11 Remark. 1) If we assume sq is unidimensional (see §2), life is easier: (M, N,a) €
Kifnr implies model-minimality, see §3, 3.6. On categoricity see 3.12.

2) For 3.10(6), note that M; is saturated (in & above A=Y (M, My, b) €
Kiff[s*’”] and tpg[yn) (b, Mo, M2) = tpg[4nj(a, Mo, My) then we can choose an
<kl[s-embedding f, of M; o into Ms ,, increasing continuous with «, mapping a
to b. For o = 0 use the saturation, for a« = §+ 1 use (M o, M2 o,a) € KS{;EH‘F
saturation.

3.12 Claim. Ifs is an n-successful good™\-frame and weakly unidimensional and
categorical in X\, then

(Z) g = ﬁﬁzwrn

(i1) s(+n) is weakly unidimensional, and categorical in X",

Proof. By 3.10 and 2.7. U312
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64 PRIME EXISTENCE

We give some easy properties of primes for sT. A major point is 4.9: existence
of primes. We also note how various properties reflect from K.+ to K.

4.1 Hypothesis. 1) 5 = (8, ), ") is a successful good* \-frame, & = K[s] as

usual.

Recall

4.2 Definition. 1) We let <,,=<j_ be the following relation (really quasi order)
on K3 : (M, N,a) <ps (M’,N',a) if both are in KZ™, M <, M',N <, N’ and
tp(a, M', N') does not fork over M.

2) <;,=<;” is the following quasi order on Ki’bs : (M,N,a) <;, (M',N' a) if
(they are in K2 and) (M, N,a) <ps (M’,N’,a) and if they are not equal then
M’, N' is universal over M, N respectively (and <j, has the obvious meaning).

4.3 Claim. Assume My € K4y andp € y5(+)( 0). Then we can find a, My, My, M;
such that:

(i) My <&[s] M, € K3,
(i) My € K3, is saturated, for s, equivalently My € Ky(4,)
(44i) a € My and p = tpy4)(a, Mo, My)
(iv) My = (Mo : o <AT) is a <gq)-representation of My for £ =0,1
(v) a€ Ml 0
(vi) (Moo, M1,4,a) € K3’uq for every o < A\t
(vii) My ;11 is (A, *)-brimmed over My, fori < AT, 0 <2
(viit) (Moo, Mi,a,a) is <j,-increasing

4.4 Definition. If we say (Mg, M, a) is canonically sT-prime if there are M°, M*
are as in claim 4.3 above (see 4.9 below, formally this depends on s, but our s is
constant).

Proof. Let My <g My, Moo € Ky be such that My is a witness for p and
(by = v < AT) list | My
We choose by induction on o < A1, a pair (My o, Mi o) such that:
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(@) (Moo, My a,a) € K22
(b) (Mo,g, M1 5,a) <ps (Moo, Mi,q,a) for § < a

(c¢) if a is a limit ordinal then M, , = U My for £ =0,1
B<a
(d) for every even a, if (Mo o, M1 a,a) ¢ K3 then
= NFs(Mo,a, M1,0, Mo a+1, M1 a+1)

(e) for odd o, My o41 is brimmed over My, for s, for £ =1, 2.

There is no problem to carry the definition (concerning clause (d), it follows by 4.5
below).

Before we continue note

4.5 Claim. 1) If(M,N,a) € Ki’bs then (M, N, a) ¢ K5 iff for some (M', N', a) €
K we have (M, N, a) <ps (M',N',a) and -NF4(M, N, M', N').

2) If (My, Ny, a) <iy (Myy1,Neyi1,a) for £ =0,1 then (Ma, No,a) is universal over
(A%,A%,a)ﬂn’ﬁb&

Proof. By the definition of K f’\’uq and the uniqueness and existence of NF-amalgamation
by 1186 (i.e., any two NF ones are compatible), the conclusion follows. Ugs

Continuation of the proof of 4.3
By clause (e), necessarily M, =: U My € K3, are saturated for ¢ = 0, 1.
a<\t

Also Mg <gs) M7 and by clause (b) we have tpg4)(a, Mg, M7) € Y;ESJF)(Mé) is a

stationarization of p [ My, i.e., is witnessed by it. So without loss of generality
M} = My and tp(a, My, M{) = p and by 1.7, clause (b) we have My <}, M, so
by its definition (see I1.?) for some club E of AT we havea € E & a< 3 € FE =
NF, (Mo, o, Mi o, Mo g, M1 g), hence by monotonicity of NF, and clause (d) of the
construction we have a € E = (M o, M1,q,0a) € Ki’uq. By renaming we get the
conclusion. Ly 3

4.6 Claim. 1) Assume 8 < AT, (M; : 1 < B) is <s-increasing continuous and
(M;, M;1,a;) € K3bs fori < 8 and My < M. Then we can find (N; : i < f3)
such that:

(i) M; <s N;

(ii) N; is <s-increasing continuous
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(7i1) tps(as, Niy Niy1) does not fork over M,
(iv) (Ni, Nig1,a;) € Ko™

(v) M™ can be <-embedded into Ny over M
(vi) N; is (A, x)-brimmed over M; fori <

2) Assume further NFq(My, M+, Mg, M*), e.g. M+ = My, Mg <; M*, then we
can replace (v) by

(v)T Mt <; Ny and M* <, Ng.

Proof. 1) We try to choose by induction on ¢ < At a sequence M¢ = (MiC (1< B)
such that

(a
(b

M¢ is <,-increasing continuous
MO

=(M;:i<p)

c) for each i < 8 the sequence (M? : ¢ < () is <s-increasing continuous

)

)

(c) f

(d) tps(ag, M Mf_H) belongs to YbS(M-C) and does not fork over M?

() if ¢ =1 then Mt can be <;-embedded into MS over My = MY

f) if ¢ = e+1 and ¢ limit, then for some 7 < 3 we have - NF (M7, My, M¢, M
)

(
(9) if ( =&+ 2 then M< is (A, *)-brimmed over MEJrl

There is no problem to define for ¢ = 0,¢ = 1 and ¢ limit. For ( = e+ 1, ¢ not limit
straightforward as in Chapter I1, so assume ¢ is limit, if we cannot proceed then ¢ is a
limit ordinal and we are done: let (N; : ¢ < f3) = <Mf 1 < ). If we succeed to carry
the induction for all ¢ < A*. Now we have s is successful (we use the second demand

(b) of ?(3)), for each i < 3 for some club E; of AT, for every ¢ < ¢ from E we have
scite{705-stg.0B} undefined

NFg(M;, Mg, 4, M Mz<+1) Let € < ¢ be successive members of E = N{E; : i < (5},
so by monotonicity of non-forking we have i < 8 = NF (M7, N |, M, e+l Mf_r_rll)
contradiction to the construction.

2) Similarly with the following changes: we let M g 1= Mg, in the demand above

we have M¢ = (M¢ :i < 3+41) and
(e) if ¢ =1 then M* <, Mg, M* <, Mg,
(h) if ¢ = e+ 2 and Mj # Mg, then for some b € Mg, ,\Mj the type

tp(b, M5™, METT) € S (MG*) forks MS).

1+1
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Alternatively for every ¢ > 1, NF4(MQ, Mg, Mg, Mg) hence NF, (Mg, M}, Mg, Mé)
over M} U Bg (using uniqueness of NF).

As U{MﬁC : ¢ < AT} is saturated we can embed M* into this union hence into
Mg(l) for some ((1). In the end of the proof of (1) demand ¢ > ((1). O

4.7 Claim. Assume (%) holds (see below) and p € .#P5(My) then we can find N
and a such that (x)y y; holds, where:

(*)y.ar Lg(N) = Lg(M),M; <; N; are from K4 N is <g-increasing, a € Ny,
tp(a, M;, N;) is a nonforking extension of p and (M;, N;,a) € K" for
every i < Lg(M) and Ny is (), *)-brimmed over N; and Ny is (), *)-
brimmed

() M = (M; : i < «) is <s-increasing continuous, o < A\t My is (A, *)-
brimmed and M;iq1 is (A, *)-brimmed over M; for i such that i+ 1 < «
(hence [i < j < a = M; is (A, *)-brimmed over M;]) and if « is limit, then

[i <a=U{M;:j <a}is (X x)-brimmed over M;]).

=

Proof. By the proof of 4.3 (let (a¢ : ¢ € [1,d]) be increasing continuous with
ac € E,a; > Min(E), let ag = 0, let Ne = M o, for ( > 0 and lastly find
No <5 M1 min(E))- Uy.7

4.8 Conclusion: 1) K23 s <i,-dense in Kg’bs, also <} .C<ps (both by their
definitions).
2) If (Ml,Nl,a) <?:<>s (MQ,NQ,(Z) <bs (Mg,Ng,(Z) then (Ml,Nl,CL) <l>§s (M3,N3,a).
3) If (Ml,Nl,a) <ps (MQ,NQ,CL) <]>;S (M3,N3,a) then (Ml,Nl,a) <l>§s (Mg,Ng,(Z)
and (Ml,Nl,CL) Sbs (Mg,Ng,CL).
4) If § < AT is a limit ordinal, (M;, N;,a) € Kg”bs for i < 4 is <j -increasing then
(M;, N;,a) < (| M;, | Ny, a) € K3,

§<8 )

4.9 Claim. (Prime Ezistence) 1) If M € Kq4,p € Ysb(ir)(M), then there are

N € K4y and an element a satisfying (M,N,a) € Kg’(lf) This means that if
M <g M' € Kq4y,da" € N' realizes p then there is a <g-embedding f of N into M
such that f | M =idy, f(a) = d.

2) In fact if (M, N,a) is like (Mo, M1,a) of 4.3 then this holds, i.e., (M,N,a) is

canonical sT-primes are primes for sT.
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Proof of 4.9. Let My = M and let My, My, Mi,a be as in 4.3 and let N = M,
and we shall prove that N, a are as required. So let M <g M’ € K44),a’ € M’,
tps(4)(a’, M, M’) = p. We define by induction on a a <g-embedding f, of M,
into M’, such that f,(a) = a’, f, is increasing continuous and f, [ Moo = idag,a-
For a = 0, as M’ is saturated in R}, (over \) and a realizes in M’ the type
p | My, this should be clear. For o limit take the unions. For a = 8 + 1, there
is a model N, <g M’ from K, which includes f,(M; g) U My p+1 and is (A, *)-
brimmed for s over this set, there is such N as M’ is saturated over A\. So as
(Mo,g, My g, a) € Ki’uq and tps(a, Mo g+1, M) does not fork over My g, we have
NFs(Mo g, f3(M1,s), Mo g+1, No) hence by the definition of K2 we can extend
fs U idp,,o to a <g-embedding f, of M; , into N,.

So having carried the induction, f = U{f, : @ < AT} is a <g-embedding of
M, = U M o into M’ over M = My mapping a to a’, so we are done. Oag

a<At

4.10 Claim. (K2, <8) is A\T-strategically closed. Moreover, if § < At is a

limit ordinal, ((No, N1,,a) @ i < 0) is <ps-increasing continuous in Ki’uq and

Noi+1, N1 it1 is (A, x)-brimmed over Ny ;, N1,; respectively for each i < § (equiv-

alently, the sequence is <j_-increasing continuous), then (U No,i UNM,a) €
i<§ i<

KU,

Recalling

4.11 Definition. A partial order [ is -strategically closed if in the following game
the COM player has a winning strategy. A play last J-moves, for a« < § the INC
player chooses s, € I such that § < a = tg <7 s, and then the player COM
chooses t, s such that s, <;t,. The player INC wins the play if or some av < 4 he
has no legal move; otherwise, the player COM wins the play.

Proof. It suffices to prove the second sentence by 4.7 or 4.8. Let (Mo, M14,a) :
i < AT) and E be as constructed in 4.3 be such that i = 0 = (My;, M1 ,a) =
(No,is N1, a).

We now by induction on ¢ choose f;, o; such that:

(a) fiis an <;-embedding of N;; into M q,
(b) f; increasing continuous in ¢
(¢) fi maps No; into My q,
(d)

«; is increasing continuous, ¢ > 0= «o; € E
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(e) ap =0 and fy is the identity
(f fl(le U MO'y fz NOZ)
F<AT

(9) No,a; <a fi(Moit1).

Note that clause (f) follows automatically as (Ng ;, N1, a) € Ki’uq and non-forking
amalgamation is disjoint. Also for limit 4, clearly f;(No:) = Mo, (check) and
{a} U Moo, C fi(N1;) <s Miq,-

Lastly f; maps (U No.is U Ni s,a) isomorphically into (Mg, s, M1 a,,a) and

i<é i<5
maps U Ny,; onto My o (see clause (g), i.e., the previous paragraph). The latter
1<
belongs to K39, so (by 3.4(2) monotonicity for K¢™?) we are done. 0410

In 4.12(2) below we show how relevant situations in s reflect to s.

4.12 Claim. 1) If (Mo, My,a) € KB and M = (M : « < X) is a <,-

representation of My for £ = 1,2 then for some club E of AT we have
() if a € E then (M2, M2, a) € K2".

2) Assume My <44y My <44) M3z and ag € My and p; = tp5(+)(ag,M0,Mg) for
¢ =1,2. Then for a club E of AT for every § € E we have

(2) if pe € Vf(ﬂ(Mo) then pes = tps(ae, Mo s, Mo s) € S(Mos) and My
(and pg5) are witnesses for py
(ii) if £ € {1,2} and tpe(y)(ae, Ms_g, M3) is an sT-nonforking extension of py
then tps(ae, Ms_¢ 5, M3 5) is an s-nonforking extension of tps(ae, Mo 5, My s)
(hence Of tps(a€7 MO min(E)7 MZ min(E))
(iii) if « € 5N E then MY, is (X, *)-brimmed over MY for £ < 4

() if (Mo, My, ay) € Kirufl then (M2, M£, ap) € K29,

Proof. 1) We can find Ms, as such that (Mg, Ms,as) € K?’(’_’f) and this triple is

canonically sT-prime, i.e., is as in 4.3 (with My, M>, as here standing for My, M1, a
there, of course) and tpg(4)(az, Mo, M2) = tpg4)(a, Mo, My). There is a <g(4)-
embedding of M; into M5 over My mapping a to as so without loss of generality as =
a & M; <, M,. Let M’ be a <,-representation of M, for £ < 3 and E a
thin enough club of AT. As M, < <s(4+) Mgy for any @ < B from E we have
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NFs(Mﬁ,Mf;H,Mg,MéH) for £ = 0,1 and by the choice of My for any a@ < f3
from E we have (M9, M2, a) € K2"Y. By monotonicity of K%, i.e., 3.4(2) as
M2 U {a} C M} <gpq) M2 we get (MO, M, a) € K3 as required.

2) Straightforward (for (iii) recall that M, € K73, is saturated (above \) for s).

Ug.12
4.13 Claim. 1) (M,N,a) € Kj’(’_’f), then it is canonically s*-prime.
2) Uniqueness: if (M, Ny, a;) € Kj’(ir) and tpg(1y (a1, M, N1) = tpgyy (a1, M, No)

then there is an isomorphism f from Ny onto Ny over M satisfying f(a1) = as.

Proof. 1) By 3.4(2) and 4.12.
2) By part (1), we know that (M, Ny, ay) is canonically s*-prime. Now we build
the isomorphism by hence and forth as in the proof of 4.9. g1

It is good to know that also NF, () reflect down (when we have it).

4.14 Claim. Assume that also s is weakly successful so NFg4) 1s well defined.
If My € K5(+) for £ = 0,1,2,3 and NF5(+)(M0,M1,M2,M3> and M, = <Mg7a :
a < A1) does <;-represent M, for £ < 4, then for a club of &6 < AT we have
NF, (Mo 5, M1,s, Ms 5, M3 5).

Proof. Without loss of generality M, is (A, *)-brimmed over M for s for £ = 1,2
and M3 is (AT, x)-brimmed over My U My (by density of (AT, *)-brimmed recalling
sT is a weakly successful AT-good frame, and the existence property of NF4(4) and
the monotonicity of NF4y and NFy).

Let (Ngo,a’ : a@ < AT) be as in 3.8 applied to s(+) for (Mg, My) for £ = 1,2
(the length being AT is somewhat more transparent and is allowed as Mp is (AT, *)-

brimmed over M, for 5T by 3.8(6)). As M3 is (A1, *)-brimmed over M; U Mo,

without loss of generality we have (N3, : @ < AT) which is <s(4)-increasing con-

tinuous, Ngo = My, Ny s = Ms, N3 N My = Ny o and (N1, Ny g1, al) <207

(N3.0, N3.at1,al); see 11§6. For each o < AT, 0 < 2,3 let (Np i@ < AT) <,

represent Ny .. Let E; o be aclub of a such that i € E , implies (N1 4.4, N1,a+1,i al) e

Ki’uq and tpg(@a, N1,a,i, N1,a+1,i) does not fork over Ny nin(g, ) hence tps(al, N3 a.is N3 at1.)
does not fork over Ny nin(E, .4,); note that E , exists by 4.12. Let F = {6 <At

) limit,é € ﬂ El,a and M&g NM,, = M&(; for{ <m < 3, (E,m) 7£ (1,2),M1’5 =

a<d
NioMss = |J Nsas = | Ns.auas Mos = Nigs and Mas = Nyg,}. Now
a<d a<dé

check. Ug14
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Discussion: By the above in the cases we construct good A-frames s in I1.7, s is
essentially t7, t is almost good and we need that s is successful to get s has primes;
but t is close enough to being good and successful so that s itself has primes. In
the other two cases of 1.5(1) there are primes for different reason: Xy is easier. As
for the case we use [Sh 576] this is not clear.

4.15 Claim. 1) Ifs is as in 1.2, then s has primes.
2) Ifs is as in IL.?211.2, i.e. Cases 2,3 of 1.5(1), then s has primes.

Proof. 1) Like the proof of 4.9.
2) Using stability in R we can construct primes directly. Ug.15
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§5 INDEPENDENCE

Here we make a real step forward: independence (of set of elements realizing
basic types) can be defined and proved to be as required. In an earlier version we
have used existence of primes but eventually eliminate it.

5.1 Hypothesis. s is a good weakly successful A-frame.

Remark. E.g. s = tT,tis AT-good and 1.5-successful, A = ).

5.2 Definition. Let M <; N (hence from K; = K3).

1) Let Insn = {a € N : tps(a, M, N) € #P5(M)}.

2) We say that J is independent in (M, A, N) if (x) below holds; when: A = N’
we may write N’ instead of A; if N is understood from the context we may write
“over (M, A)”; if A= M and we may omit it and then we say “in (M, N)” or “for
(M, N)”; where:

(¥) J C Iy N, M < N,M C A C N and we can find a witness (M;,a; : i <
a,j < a) and Nt which means:
(a) (M;:i< a)is <g-increasing continuous?

(b) MUAC M; <s NT, (usually M C A) and N <, N+

(¢) a; € M;11\M;, (if we forget to mention M, we may stipulate M, =
NT)

(d) tp(a;, M;, M;11) does not fork over M,

() J={a;:i<a}.

The name independent indicates we expect various properties, like finite character,
so we start to prove them.

5.3 Claim. Assume that NFs(My, My, Ms, M3). Then J is independent in (Mo, M>)
iff J is independent in (Mg, My, M3).

Proof. The if implication is trivial. The only if implication is easy by chasing arrows
and using NFs-uniqueness (and existence and 1.12). Og 14

2note that omitting “continuous” makes no difference
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5.4 Theorem. Assume M <, N so are from Kq; and J C I/ n.
1) The following are equivalent:

(x)o every finite J' C J is independent in (M, N)
(x)1 J is independent in (M, N)
(x)2 like (x) of Definition 5.4 adding
(f) M;yq is (N x)-brimmed over M; U {a;} fori< «

(x)3 for every ordinal B,|5| = |J| and list (a; : i < ) with no repetitions of J
there are M; (for i < ) such that (Mj,a; : j < 8,i < ) and Nt which
satisfy:

(a) M; is <s-increasing continuous, My = M

(b)) M <, M; < Nt and N <, Nt

(¢) a; € M1\ M;

(d) tps(ai, M;, M;11) does not fork over M

(e) IJ={a;:i<p}

(f)3 My is (N, x)-brimmed® over M; U {a;}

()4 like (x)3 replacing (f)s by
(fla (M, My, a;) € K29

(x)5 like (x)4 adding
(g) if there is M/, %5 My such that (M;, M] |, a;) € K2P" then
(MZ', Mi+1,ai) € Ks,pr

(%)¢ like (x)5 adding

(h) if (M, M1, a;) € K& for each i < 8 (holds e.g. if s has primes)
then M, <; N.

(so in (x)g (M;,a; : i < ) is a witness for “J independent for (M, N) and it is
an M -based ug-decomposition inside (M, N) see Definition 3.3).
2)IfMUJC N~ <, N and N <; NT € K, then: J is independent in (M, N™)
iff J is independent in (M, N) iff J is independent in (M, N~).
3) If J is independent in (M,N) and a; € J for i < 8 are with no repetitions,

3omitting {a;} give an equivalent condition
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Moy =M and (M; :i < [3),{a; : i < B) are as in (x)4 clauses (a)-(e),(f)s from part
(1) and Mg <, N, then J\{a; : i < B} is independent in (M, Mg, N).

4) If M~ <¢ M, M~ € Ks,J is independent in (M,N) and J' C J and [a € J =
tps(a, M, N) does not fork over M~], then J' is independent in (M ~, N'); moreover
if M— C AC M then J' is independent in (M, A, N).

Proof. First note that part (2) is immediate by the amalgamation property, and
also part (4) is straightforward so it is enough to prove part (1) + (3). Clearly

Mo (%)a = (+)3
[Why? We choose (f;, M/) by induction on ¢ < « such that M/ is <,-
increasing continuous, f; is a <;-embedding of M; into M/, f; is increasing
continuous, fo = idag,, tp(fit1(as), M, M{ ) does not fork over M, M/,
is (A, x)-brimmed over M/ U {f;+1(a;)}. By amalgamation without loss of
generality there are (g, N’) such that M/ < N’ g is a <;-embedding of N
into N" extending f,. Renaming g = idy+ so clearly we are done.]

Xy (%) = (%)5 = (x)a = (¥)3 = (%)2 = (x)1 = (*)o
[Why? The implication ()4 = ()3 by Ko, (¥)5 = (¥)4 as K>P* C K3ud
by 3.5(2) (as we assume 5.1, i.e., 5 is weakly successful). For the others,
just read them.]

Xy if (M :i < ), {a; : i < o) and NT are as in (x)y witnessing “J is
independent in (M, N)” then we can find M/ <, M/ for i < o’ such that
(M!" :i <), NT is as required in (x)4 clauses (a)-(e),(f)4 of part (1)
[why? choose M/ <, M/ by induction on ¢ such that M/ is <s-increasing
continuous, (M/', M/ ,,a;) € K3 and i < a = M/ <g M!, using the
hypothesis “s is weakly successful” and “M;, ; is (A, x)-brimmed over M;”].

Hence

X3 (¥)3 = (%)4
and similarly (recalling K §’ PP C K 3 )

&4 (*)4 = (*)5

Also if (M; : i < a),Nt,{(a; : i < «) are as in (x)1, i.e., satisfy clauses (a)-
(e) of (¥)3 with « instead of B then we can choose (M;', f;) by induction on
1 < « such that M;’ is <s-increasing continuous, f; is a <s-embedding of M;
into M;", f; is increasing continuous, NF(f;(M;), M;", fix1(M;), M) and M
is (A, *)-brimmed over M;" U {a;}. Without loss of generality f; = idy;, for
¢t < a. By renaming without loss of generality f; = idjs, and by amalgamation
without loss of generality M;" <, N*. So

&5 (*)1 = (*)2
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We prove part (1) + (3) by induction on |J|.

Case 1: |J| < 1.
Trivial.

Case 2: n = |J| finite > 1.
As J is finite (and monotonicity of independence) clearly

&1 (*)O = (*)1
We first show
X9 (*)2 = (*)3

As the permutations exchanging m, m-+1 generate all permutations of {0, ...,n—1},
above it is enough to show

®s3 if (Mg, ar:k <n,l <n)and N are as in ()2 and m < n — 1 and a} is ay
ifl<n & #m & {F#Fm+1,is a1 if £ =m and is a,, if £ =m + 1,
then for some M) for £ < n we have (M} aj,: k <n,f <n) and NT are as
in (x)s.

Why does ®3 hold? Let M; be My if £ <mV{>m+ 2.

As s is a good frame and tp(am 11, Mimi1, Myyo) € SP5(M,,41) does not fork over
M and M <4 M,, <4 My, 1 clearly tps(am+1, Mmi1, Myyo) € SP5(M,,1 1) does
not fork over M, and similarly tp(am,, My, Mymi1) € -725(M,,). Hence there are
by symmetry M’ M" such that M, 1o <s M" , M, <s M' <; M" am+1 € M’ and
tps(am, M', M) does not fork over M,, and without loss of generality M’ is (X, *)-
saturated?? over My, U{am+1}. As My,10 is (A, x)-brimmed over M, 11 U {a@m+1}
which include M, U {a,,}, without loss of generality M"" <, M,, 2 and, moreover,
without loss of generality M,, 1 is (A, *)-brimmed over M" hence over M'U{a,,} =
M'U{a;, 1} (equivalently over M'); just think on the definitions. Let M),  , = M’
so ®1 holds.

So (in the present case) we have

R4 (x)o < ()1 & (%)< (%)3 & ()1 < (%)5.
Next
®s5 part (3) holds.

Why? By the induction hypothesis, it is enough to deal with the case § =1, i.e., to
prove that J\{ao} is independent in (M, N) assuming (M, My, aq) € K2, a9 € J,
also without loss of generality J\{ao} # 0 (otherwise the conclusion is trivial) hence
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n > 2. Choose b, . .., b,_2 such that they list J\{ao} and we can let b,,_1 = ag and
possibly increasing N let (M, : ¢ < n) be such that (b, : £ < n), (M, : £ < n) are as
in ()4 clauses (a)-(e),(f)4, they exist as we have already proved most of part (1)
in ®, above in the present case. So tps(ag, M) _{,M}) = tps(bp_1, M} 1, N)
does not fork over M = M so as (M, My,a0) € Ky"? we can deduce that
NF (M, M/ _,, M1, N) by [\600 , §6],I1.7. Hence (or see 5.5(2)) easily by the NF
calculus for some N*T, N <g NT € K, we can find My, ..., M, such that M; <,
My <4 ... <g M, <g N*.0€{1,2,....n— 1} = NF (M}, Mgy, M},,, Myy).
By 1.12 tps(be, My41, Myi2) does not fork over M, hence by transitivity of non-
forking for ¢ < n — 1 the type tps(be, My+1, Myio) does not fork over M. So
(Miyp: £ < n—2) witness that (bg,...,b,_2) is independent in (M7, N*). So by
part (2), i.e., for n — 1, clearly (by,...,b,_2) is independent in (M7, N), so by part
(4) we have shown part (3), i.e., ®s.

To complete the proof in the present case we need

Xe (*)5 = (*)6

We do more: we prove this in the general case provided that part (3) has been
proved.

So let (a; : i < ) list J with no repetitions and let N*, (M, : i < 8) be as in (*)s.
The only nontrivial case is when i < § = (M;, M;11,a3) € K2P". We now choose
by induction on i < 8 a <,-embedding f; of M; into N such that f, = idys, and
fir1(a;) = a;.

Now fo is defined, if f; is defined, then by part (3) which we have already proved
for this case we know that J\{a; : j < i} is independent in (M, f(M;), NT) so
tps (as, f(M;), NT) does not fork over M hence f;(tp(a;, M;, M;11)) = tps(ai, f(M;), NT).
Hence f;11 exists as (M;, M;i1,a0) € K2P" and the definition of K2'P*. Lastly
(fe(Mp) : £ < n) witnesses that (x)g holds.

Case 3: |J| = pu > No.

Now we first prove what we now call (3)~, a weaker variant of part (3), which is:
replacing in the conclusion “independent” by “every finite subset is independent”,
this will be subsequently used to prove the other parts, so by (1) we shall get part
(3) itself; we prove (3)~ by induction on the ordinal 5 (for all possibilities) and for
a fixed 8 by induction on |J\{a; : i < $}| which without loss of generality is finite.

First, for g = 0 it is trivial.

Second, assume 5 = y+1 and let by, ...,b,—1 € J\{a; : i < 8} be pairwise distinct,
and we should prove that {bo,...,b,_1} is independent in (M, Mg, N). Now by the
induction hypothesis on 5 applied to (M;,a; : j <,i <) and {by,...,bp_1,0}
we deduce that {bo,...,b,—1,a4} is independent in (M, M,, N). Now the desired
conclusion follows from the case with J finite.
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Lastly, assume ( is a limit ordinal and let n < w,bg,...,b,—1 € J =: J\{a; :
i < 8} be pairwise distinct. We should prove that {bg,...,b,_1} is independent in
(M, Mg, N). By the induction hypothesis on 5 we have ¢ < 3 implies tp(bo, M., N)
does not fork over M, hence tp(bg, Mg, N) does not fork over M. By Claim 5.5(2)
below we can find (M : e < ), <-increasing continuous and N7 satisfying N <
N* € Ky and NFo(Me, M, Mj,., M],) for £ < ¢ < B, M} <q N+, My <, M}
and tps(ae, M1, ., M{ ., ,) does not fork over M such that letting ay = b, a’ ., =
a., M' = (Ml a; e <1+ 8,( < B) we have (M, M/ ,a;) € K3 and M, <,
Mj_ . for e < 3; note that 1 4+ § = § as § is a limit ordinal.
Now

®7 {Ml,ac:e<B,(<pB)isasin (x)4 for (Mj, NT).

[Why? As NF, (Mo, M}, N, N*+) by 5.3]

Hence by the induction hypothesis on n, {b1, ..., b,—1} is independent in (Mg, Mg, NT)
so by part (4) also in (M, M}, 5, N*) and recall tp(bg, Mg, N*) does not fork over
M while by € Mé,M <s Mg <, M{Jrﬁ, so easily {bg,...,b,—1} is independent
in (M, Mg, NT), i.e. by 5.6(1) below hence by the induction hypothesis (using
parts (2) + (4) for the cases of finite J) the set {bg,...,b,—1} is independent in
(M, Mg, N) as required so we have proved (3)~

Next we prove (x)g = (*)4 in part (1).

For proving ()4 let {(a; : i < B) be a given list of J and we will find N*, (M; :
i < B) as required; we do it by induction on 3, i.e. we prove (x)4 3. We now choose
by induction on 7 a pair of models M; <, N; such that

(] N; is <s-increasing continuous, Ny = N, M; is <;-increasing continuous,
My =M and ¢ = j + 1 implies (M;, M;,a;) € Ki’uq and every finite subset
of J\{a; : j < i} is independent in (M, M;, N;) and Ny = N and N; is
<s-increasing continuous.

Subcase a: For ¢ = 0 there is no problem.

Subcase b: For ¢ limit let M; = U M;, the least trivial part is the clause in [J on
j<i
independence. As for i = (3 this clause is trivial, in fact (x)4 g is already proved. We
can assume i < § and let {a;,,...,a;, ,} € J\{a; : j < i} be with no repetitions.
Now if ¢ < p then by renaming without loss of generality max[{iy: £ < n}U{i}] < p
so we can use our induction hypothesis on p. So we can assume 3 > uV (i = 5 = p)
and the case i = § = p is trivial and can be forgotten, so as we are inducting on
all listings of J of a given length we have actually proved (x)g = (*)4,5 for f = p,
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so J in independent in (M, N) (as witnessed by some list of length u!). So we can
apply (3)~ and get that {a;,,...,a;,_,} is independent in (M, M;, N;) as required.
Subcase c: For ¢ = j 4+ 1, as in 5§ we know that K2 is dense (as s is weakly
successful and good) we can find N;, M; as required and the induction assumption
on 7 holds as we have proved the claims for finite J.

So we have finished the induction on 7, thus proving (x)o = (x)4 for J of cardinality
< u. Hence we have part (1) for p by Xy + X + K5 from the beginning, as
(¥)o = (%)4 was just proved and (x)5 = (%)g was proved inside the proof of the
finite case. Hence we have proved part (1). Now part (3) for u follows from (1) +
(3)~. So we have finished the induction step for p also in the infinite case (case 3)
so have finished the proof. L4

Still to finish the proof of 5.4 we have to show 5.5(2), 5.6(1) below.

5.5 Claim. 1) [Assume s has primes.] If (Ni,a; i < a,j < «) is a M-
based pr-decomposition for s inside N (so N, <s N, see Definition 3.3), b 6 N,
tps(b, No, N) is a nonforking extension of p € .#P5(Ny), then we can find (N}, [ al
i <1+a,j <1+a)an M-based pr-decomposition for s inside Nt , such that
N; < Ny, ;,No = Ny,b = ag,a; = ay,, tps(a;, Ny ;, Ni,,;) does not fork over
N;, N <, N*,N <z N+.

2) Similarly for uq-decomposition only Ny < N{, (instead equality).

Proof. 1) Chasing arrows: first ignore b = a(, demand just tps(ap, No, Vi) =
tp(b, No, N) and ignore N <, NT. After proving this we can use equality of types.

In details, we choose by induction on i < « a pair (N}, f;) and b*,a (if i < «)
such that:

7

(a) fiis a <s-embedding of N; into N}
(b) Nj is <s-increasing continuous
(c) NO satisfies (No, N&,b*) € K2 and tps(b*, No, N) = tps(b, N, N)
(d) fo= idn,
(¢)
) tp

(f

For i = 0 just use “s has primes”.
For ¢ = j 4+ 1 first choose p; € YsbS(N;‘), a nonforking extension of p; =

fi(tps(aj, Nj, Njy1)) and second choose N;,a} such that (N7, NS, aj) € K2Pr

and tps(aj, NJ, N;) = p; (using “s has primes”), lastly choose fZ O f; mapping a;

fz—j—i—lthen (N7, N/ a*) € K& and fi(a;) = a*

1’] J

s (0%, fi(N;), N¥) does not fork over Nj.

to a} using the assumption (Nj, Ny, a;) € K2P" and a}’s realizing p;).
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For ¢ limit take union.

Having finished the induction without loss of generality each f; is the identity on
N;soj <a=aj=aj. So Ny <s N, and N, <s N and tp(b*, No, N) does not
fork over Ny (by clause (f)) and extend tps(b, Ng, N); also tp(b, Ny, N) satisfies this
so as K, has amalgamation without loss of generality b = b* and for some Nt € K,
we have N <, Nt & N <, N*.

Letting Ny = N, Ni,; = N; we are done.

2) As in II§6 D5_5

Some trivial properties are:

5.6 Claim. 1) If (M, :i < «) is <s-increasing continuous, and J; is independent
in (Mo, M;, M;11) then U{J; : i < a} is independent in (My, M,,).

2) If NF; (Mg, My, Mo, M3) and J is independent in (Mo, My) then J is indepen-
dent in (MQ,Mg). If NFs(MQ,Ml,MQ,Mg),MQ §5 Ml_ Ss Ml,Jl independent
in (M{,My) and Jo independent in (Mg, Ms) then J1 U Jo is independent in
(M, Ms).

3) [Monotonicity] If J is independent in (M, A, N) and1 C J, then I is independent
in (M,A,N).

4) If J is independent in (My, M3, N) and My <s My <s M3 for £ = 1,2 and
c € J=tp,(c, M1, N) does not fork over My, then J is independent in (My, Ma, N).
5) [s has primes]. Assume that NF (Mo, My, Mo, M3) and (Mo, a;:1 < a,j < @)
1s a decomposition of My over My. Then we can find M; satisfying Mg <, M;
and (M ; i < o) such that My o <q M;, (M ,q,0a; 11 < ) is a decomposition of
M, o over My and tp(a;, Ml,i,M;) does not fork over My ;.

6) Similarly for uq-decompositions except that My <q M o (not necessarily equal).
7) The set {a} is s-independent in (M, N) iff (M, N,a) € Ko.

Proof. 1) Should be clear (e.g., without loss of generality M; 1 is (A, *)-brimmed
over M; UJ;).

2) The first phrase is 5.2(2). The second phrase by chasing arrows.

3) Trivial.

4) Easy by the nonforking calculus.

5) As in the proof of the previous claim there is a sequence (M;; : ¢ < a) and
a <g-embedding f, of My = My into M;, such that My o = M, f | My =
idag, and fi(Mo,;) <s M;; and tps(f(a;), M7 i, M1 41) does not fork over f(M, ;)
and (M ;, M1 i1, fiv1(ai)) € K2Pr (e.g., just choose My, fi = f | Mo, by in-
duction on i < a). As (Mo, Mo iy1,a;) € KoP also (f(Mo,), f(Mo,),a;) be-
longs to Kg’pr hence to Kg’uq hence NFs(f(MO,i>:f(MO,i+1)7M1,i:M1,i+l) hence
by long transitivity NF(f(Mo,0), f(Mo.a), Mi1,0, M1,). By the uniqueness of NF,
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without loss of generality f the identity and for some M~ we have M o <s M
and M3 <, Mgr .

6) As in II§6.

7) Trivial by the definitions. Os 6

*x * *

5.7 Definition. 1) We say N is prime over M UJ (for s), or (N, M,J) € K2 if:

(a) M <¢ N in K

(b) ICIunN

(¢) if M <4 N',J" C Iy N and J’ is independent in (M, N') and h is a one to
one mapping from J onto J’ such that tp(a, M, N) = tp(h(a), M, N') for

every a € J, then there is a <;-embedding of N into N’ over M extending
h.

2) Let (M, N,J) € K2 means that M <, N and J is independent in (M, N), (see
5.2).

Some basic properties are

5.8 Claim. 1) [Assume s has primes.] If M <, N (in Ky) and J C Iy n is
independent in (M, N), then there is N’ <s N which is prime over M U J.

2) If J is independent in (M,N) and (M;,a; : i < a,j < «) is an M-based pr-
decomposition for J of (Mo, N) (see Definition 5.7(2)), then M, is prime over
MyUJ.

3) (M,N,{a}) € KI% iff (M,N,a) € K.

4) If (M,N,J) € K29 and MUJ C N~ <, N then (M,N~,J) € K3,

Proof. 1) By 5.4(1), ()1 < (*)g, letting (a; : i < ) list J we can find M; <; N for
i < a such that (M;,a;:1 < a,j < a) asin (x)g of 5.4. Now we can use part (2).

2) Let My <; N* and a one-to-one function h : J — J' C N* satisfying ¢ € J =
tps(h(c), My, N*) = tps(c, My, M,) and J' independent in (Mg, N*) be given. Let
h(aj) = ¢;. We now define by induction on i < o a <;-embedding f; of M, into
N7, increasing continuous with ¢ and mapping a; to ¢;. For ¢« = 0 this is given,
for ¢ limit take union. For ¢ = j 4+ 1, we know that tp(c;, f;(M;), N*) does not
fork over Ny = fo(Mo) by 5.4(3) (because (Mj, M;,1,a;) € K" by 3.5(2)) and
so as tp(a;, M;, N1) does not fork over My and fo[tp(a;, Mo, M1)] = tp(cj, No, N1)
clearly f;[tp(aj, M;, M,)] = tp(cy, f;(M;), N*). But (M, M;41,a;) € Ki’pr SO we
can find f; O f; as required. So f, is as required in Definition 5.7.
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3) By the definition.
4) Easy, like in 3.4(1). Us.s

* * *

5.9 Claim. 1) If (Mg, My,J) € K29 hence J is independent in (My, M) and

Ny <s; Ny, fo is an isomorphism from My onto Ny and {c, : a € J} is an indepen-

dent set in (N, N1) satisfying tp(cq, No, N1) = foltp(a, My, M1)] for a € J and of
course (¢, : a € J) is with no repetitions then there is a <s-embedding f of My into

Ny extending fo and mapping each b € J to cy.

2) [Assume s has primes]. Assume (Mo, My,J) € K29 and My <, My <,

Ms, My <s My <g M3 andJ is independent in (Mg, My, M3). Then NF¢(My, My, Mo, Ms).

Proof. 1) This just rephrases Definition 5.7.

2) We are allowed to increase My, Ms, ie. if M3y < ML, M <, Mj§, My <; M]
and (Mo, M{,J) € K2 then we can replace My, Ms by M|, M}. So by 5.8(2)
amalgamation in K and the definition of primes without loss of generality we can
find (M, a; : i < a,i < a) such that M = My, M2 = M;, M? is <,-increasing

continuous, (M, MP, |, a;) € K3P" C K2 for i < a and (a; : i < a) list J with

no repetitions. We now choose by induction on i < «, M?, M3 such that:

(a) M? is <i-increasing continuous
(8) M 3 is < -increasing continuous
(v) Mg = My, Mg = Mj

(0) MO <s M2 <, M}

(e) (M2, M2, a;) € K&

(€) tps(a;, M2, M?) does not fork over M?
(n)

n) M? < M3.

Why is this enough? For each i we have (M2, M?,,,a;) € K" (by the choice of

MP, MY, 1, a; we have (M2, M?, |, a;) € K¢®" and use claim 3.5(2)). By this, [\600

, §6],IL.7 and clauses (), (€), (¢) and the definition of K59 we have

NF (M, M2, M2, M2, ). By the symmetry property of NF; we have

NF, (M2, M? M?H, M? ). As this holds for every i < o and clauses (a) + (8) by

the long transitivity property of NF; (see [\600 , §6],11.7(1)) we get NF4 (M, M3, M2, M2),
which means NF (Mg, My, My, M?). Now by monotonicity we can replace M2 first

by M2 then by M3 so we got NF4(My, My, My, M3) as required.

Why is it possible to carry the induction? Having arrive to i the type tps(a;, M?, M3)



48 SAHARON SHELAH

does not fork over M by 5.4(3) and then we can find a M7 ;| <; M?_, such that
M? <y M2, and (M2, M2,,,a;) € K™ Now by the definition of prime, there
is a <s-embedding f; of MY, into M} , over M satisfying f;(a;) = a;. Chasing
arrows without loss of generality Mp,; < M?. Us .o

5.10 Claim. Assume (M; : i < § + 1) is <g-increasing continuous and J C
IMS,M5+1'

1) If |J| < cf(9) and J is independent in (Ms, Msi1) then for every i < ¢ large
enough, J is independent in (M;, Ms, Msi1).

2) If J C Iy ;.. is independent in (M;, Msy1) for every i < 6, then J is inde-
pendent in (Ms, Msi1).

Discussion: At this point, if (M; : i < «) is <g-increasing continuous M, < N,a €
N, tp(a, My, N) € #"(M,) does not fork over My we do not know if there is
(N; i < a) which is <g-increasing continuous a € Ny, M; <; N; and (M;, N;,a) €
K2 So we go around this. This claim is used in 6.14.

Proof. 1) For each ¢ € J for some i. € ¢, tps(c, Ms, Msi1) does not fork over M;,
let i(*) = sup{i. : ¢ € J} and use 5.4(4).

2) By 5.4(1) it suffices to deal with finite J, say J = {b; : £ < n} with no repetitions.
By the NF;-calculus there is a <s-increasing continuous sequence <MZ+ i <d41)
such that NF4(M;, M;", M;, MJ.JF) for any i < j < §+1 and M;, is (A, *)-brimmed
over M; 1 U.MiJr for i < 0 hence Mgr is (A, x)-brimmed over Ms see 1.17. Hence there
is a <;-embedding h of My into M; over M;, so without loss of generality M5, 1 <
M. As J is finite and M is the union of the < -increasing sequence (M, : i < §)
clearly for some i < § we have J C M," hence “J is independent in (M;, M;").
But NF(Mi,Mf,M(;,M;) hence by Claim 5.3 we deduce “J is independent in
(Mi,M(s,M;_> hence in (M;, Ms, Msy1) as required. Os .10

5.11 Claim. Assume s =t t a successful A\¢-goodt frame, A = \{.
Assume further My, € K, and (M’ : o < )) is a <g[y-representation of My for
(=1,2.

If My <¢ My and J C Ipgy ar, then: J is independent in (Mo, M) iff for a club
of 6 < X the set J N M, s is independent in (M5, M) (for t) iff for stationarily
many 6 < X\, J N M; s is independent in (Mo s, M1,s) (fort).

Proof. By 5.4(1), applied to s and to t without loss of generality J is finite.
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Using (%) of Definition 5.2, the first clause implies the second clause (by the
definition and 1.10) and trivially second implies third. So it suffices to assume
the failure of the first and show the failure of the third. Let J = {as : £ < n}
without repetitions. We can try to choose by induction on ¢ a model M; <, M
such that My = Mo, (M, My, a;) € K3 moreover is as constructed in 4.9(1)
+ 4.3 and tps(ag, M,, My) € #P5(M]) does not fork over My. We cannot succeed
so for some m < n we have M|,..., M/ as above but tp(am,, M,,, N) forks over

Mpy. Rename M; as My, ., and let (M, , : o < \) be a <-representation of M
for £ <m+1and M, = M3, M), ., = M}. Now by 4.13(1) for some club E of

A, if 0 is from E and £ < m then (M5, My, 5,a¢) € K3 and a,, € My, . s and
tPs (amy M, s, Mymy1,5) forks over My s while M, 5 <¢ Mp+1,5. By 5.4(3) for t we
get {ag : £ <m} C I ;0,5 is not independent. So we have gotten the failure of
the third clause. Us.11

We can deal with dimension as in [Sh:c, Ch.III].
5.12 Definition. 1) Assume that M <, N and p € .#5(M), then we let

dim(p, N) = Min{|boldJ| :J satisfies
(i) Jisasubset of {c € N :tp(c, M,N) is equal to p},
(ii)  the triple (M, N, J) belongs to K2'*® and

(747) J is maximal under those restrictions}.
We shall say more on dim after we understand regular types but for now 77

5.13 Claim. Assume M € K, and J is independent in (M, N*).

1) If tp(a, M, N*) € .#P5(M), then for some finite J' C J the set (J\J') U {a} is
independent in (M, N*).

2) If a € N* then for some finite ) C J and M’ we have: M U{a} C M’ <; N
and J\J' is independent over (M, M’) in N*.

Proof. 1) Let J = {a; : i < a}, we prove the statement by induction on «. For
a = 0, « successor this is trivial. For a limit < AT by the definition there is a <,-
increasing continuous sequence (M; : i < a) such that My = M, M; <, N+, N* <,
Nt and tp(a;, M;, M;y1) € P5(M;) does not fork over M;. As in the proof of
5.10(2) without loss of generality M, = N*.
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Now for some 8 < a,a € Mg and by the induction hypothesis on a for some
finite u C B we have {a; : ¢ € f\u} U{a} is independent in (M, Mpg). Clearly
by the Definition 5.2 the set {a; : i € a\S} is independent in (M, M,, Mg). By
5.6(1) and the last two sentences ({a; : i € B\u} U{a}) U ({a; : i € a\B}) is
independent in (M, M,,) hence in (M, NT) hence in (M, N*) by 5.4(2). But the set
is {a; : i € a\u} U {a} so we are done.

2) Similar. D5_13

5.14 Claim. Assume that M <, N and p € .#*(M). Then any two sets J
satisfying the demands (i) + (i) from 5.15(2) have the same cardinality or are
both finite.

Proof. By 5.13.

5.15 Definition. Let (M, N,J) € K2'9 means:

(a) M <s; N
(b) J is independent in (M, N)

(c) if N <g M3, M <; My <; M3 and J is independent in (My, M2, M3) then
NFs(M, My, N, Ms3).

So by 5.9(2)

5.16 Claim. 1) If (M,N,J) € Ko then (M,N,J) € K39,
2) If (M;, N;,J;) € K2 fori < 6,8 a limit ordinal < AF, M; is <s-increasing, N;
18 <g-increasing, J; is C-increasing then

(a) (Mg, Ns,Js) € K2 when we let Mg = U{M; :i <0}, Ns =
U{Nl 11 < (5},J5 = U{Jz 1 < (5}

(b) fork <j < (s,NFs(MZ',NZ',Mj,Nj)

(¢) a <j <9 is a limit ordinal then NFs(U M;, U M;, M;, N;).

<o 1<

Proof. 1),2) Clauses (b),(c) hold by 5.9(2).
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5.17 Claim. [5 = t*,t a successful good \i-frame, so A\ = \{ and t satisfies
Hypothesis 4.1].
Assume

(a) (ML :a <)) is a <s-representation My € K, for £ =1,2

(b) My <s My
(¢) I C Iy, w1, is independent in (My, M) and let J, = J N M2.

Then (My, My, J) € K% iff for a club of § < A the triple (ML, M2,J,) € K2V
iff for stationarily many & < g the triple (ML, M2, J,) belongs to K"V,

Proof. Like 4.9 we can prove “second implies first”. The second implies the third

trivially, the third implies the second by 5.16(2), clause (a). If the third fails,

without loss of generality the failure is for every o < A in particular, J, # () and

without loss of generality M ; is (), x)-brimmed over M/, for a < A\, ¢ =1,2.
By the definition of “(M{, M2,Jo) € KV we can find Ny, Ny such that:

(¥)1 (a) Mg <¢ N1 <( N
(b) Mg <(N;
(¢) Jo is independent in (M}, Ny, No)

(d) —NF; (Mg, MZ, N1, Ns).
Without loss of generality
(x)2 Njp is (A, *)-brimmed over Mg in t.

Hence we can find (N} :i < \) for £ = 1,2 and (a; : i < \) such that

()3 (a) (Nf:i< ) is <-increasing continuous
(b) N& = M§,N{ =N, fort=1,2
(C) Nil <s sz
(d) (NilvNizvai) EKf’uq
(why? see I1.7).

Now by induction on i < A we choose (M, Ms ;, f;) and if 7 is a successor also
b;_1 such that

(%)4 (a) (My; i <)) is <s-increasing continuous for £ = 1,2
(b) My, <s My,
(C) MAOZM[ OI‘EZI,Q
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d)  (Mui, Myip1,b;) € K3 for £ =1

e)  tps(bi, Mo, Mo ;1) does not fork over M ;
f)  fiis a <gg-embedding of N? into My ;

g) fi maps N} into M;; and maps a; to b; for j < i
h)

e N N N T

if 7 < i then fi(tpt(aj,le,leH)) is a witness for tps(b;, M1 j,m1 j41)-

For ¢ = 0 this is trivial, for ¢ limit take union. For i = j+1, ¢; = f;(tps, le, Nb) €
SE(f; (j)) is well defined and so there is p; € SP5(M; ;) such that g; witnesses it.

Now use the existence of primes (?) for s to choose b;, M; ; and as there we can
choose f;. The rest should be clear.

5.18 Claim. 1) If My <; My <; N andJ is independent in (My, N) and (Mg, My, M1N
J) e K29, then J\(M, N J) is independent in (Mg, My, N).

2) [s is successful ] If J is independent in (Mo, No), then we can find (M, N1) such
that:

(a) My <s My <g N1, My <5 No <5 Ny
(b) My is (A, *)-brimmed over My

(c) Ny is (A, *)-brimmed over Ny

(d) (My,N1,J) € K39

(e)

e) tp (¢, My, N1) does not fork over My for every ¢ € J so J is independent in
(M(): Mlv Nl)

[Similarly for towers?]

Proof. 1) Let J; = M; NJ and let it be {a; : i < a}. As J; is independent in
(Mo, My) (by monotonicity 5.6(3)) by Theorem 5.4 we can find a <,-increasing
continuous sequence (M;; : i < «) such that My <; M; o, M; <; M;, and
(M i, My o, ai) € K2 and tp(ai, My, My ;11) does not fork over Mj.

By the existence of NF-amalgamation without loss of generality for some N we
have NFq (M, M; o, N, NT).

Now (M ; : i < a) witness then J; = {a; : i < a} isindependent in (My, M1 ,0, M1,4)
so as (My, M1,J1) € K2V by the assumption of the claim definition we have
NF¢ (Mg, M0, M1, M o). By the transitivity of NF we get NF¢ (Mo, M; o, N, NT).
So as J is independent in (Mp, N) by Claim 5.3 we get that J is independent in
(Mg, My o, NT).

By 5.4(3) and the properties of (M ,a; : i < «,j < ) we can deduce that
N{a; : j <a} =I\J; = I\(M; NJ) is independent in (Mg, M; o, NT) hence by
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monotonicity in (Mg, N) as required.
2) We try to choose by induction on ¢ < A\, a pair (Mé, Né) such that:

9 Mé is <s-increasing continuous,

3 N¢ is <;-increasing continuous

*)s M <s N{,J is independent in (Mo, M, N{)

5 7 NFs(M[, N[, M{,,Ni, ) for ¢ even

6 M, is saturated over M/ and N7, is saturated over N{ if ¢ is odd.
There are no problems in successor stages and for limit stages use 5.10(2).

We necessarily (by §1) get stuck for some ¢ and (M/, N/) can serve as (M, N1).
Us.18
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§6 ORTHOGONALITY

Note that presently the case “orthogonality = weak orthogonality” is the main
one for us. In the latter part of the section “s has primes” is usually used and we
shall later weaken this, but this is not a serious flaw here.

6.1 Hypothesis. 1) s is a A-good™ frame, weakly successful.

6.2 Definition. 1) For p,q € .7P5(M) we say that they are weakly orthogonal,
pJI(q when: if (M, N,b) € K3 and tp(b, M, N) = q then p has a unique extension

in .75 (N) equivalently, every extension of p in .%;(/N) does not fork over M; note:
the order of p, q is seemingly important. (In the first order case the symmetry is
essentially by the definition and here it will be proved).

2) For p, g € .7P%(M) we say that they are strongly orthogonal, pggq or plqifp1,qq

are weakly orthogonal whenever M <, M; and p1,q; € .% bS(Ml) is a nonforking
extension of p, g respectively.
3)If p e SP(M),q € .S*(N),M <, N orthogonality of p and q means p’, q are
orthogonal where p’ € .#P5(N) is the unique nonforking extension of p. Similarly,
if pe SP5(N),q € S(M).

Naturally we now show that the definition is equivalent to some variants (e.g. for
some such pair (N, a) rather than all such (N, a)).

6.3 Claim. Assume thatp,q € .7"5(M) and (M, N,b) € K2 and g = tp(b, M, N).
Then pJI{q iff p has a unique extension in .#s(N).

Proof. The implication = holds by the “every” in the definition. So assume p has
a unique extension in .#’*5(N) and we shall prove pJT( q.
w

So assume (M, No, by) € K2 and tps(ba, M, No) = q and let ps € .7 (N2) extend
p. So there is Nt € K, and a € NT such that Ny <, NT and a realizes py in
NT. As s is weakly successful, possibly replacing N by a <-extension, there is
N1 <, Nt such that (M, Ny,a) € K2 and without loss of generality by = b (as
N, N7 are <;-extensions of M and b € N,by € Ny <, N7 realizes the same type
so we can amalgamate) also without loss of generality N <, N*t.

Now as a realizes py in N it also realizes ps | M which is p so tps(a, N, NT)
is an extension of p in Z(N) hence by our present assumption it does not fork
over M. We can conclude by Claim 1.18 that NF4(M, N, Ny, N*), but b € N,
tp(b, M, N) € .#$(M) hence by 1.12 tp(b, Ny, N*) does not fork over M. But
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we have (N, Ny, b) € K24 hence NF,(M, Ny, Ny, N*t) from which (as a € Ny,
tp(a, M, N*) € .#b(M)) we deduce tp(a, N2, N*) does not fork over M, but this
last type is ps so we are done. U3

6.4 Claim. 1) Assume (M,N,b) € K2P" or just (M,N,b) € Ko™ and q =
tp(b, M, N) and p € S25(M).

1) If p is realized in N, then p, q are not orthogonal and even not weakly orthogonal.
2) Let p,q € SP5(M). Then p i q iff for some a, N' we have N <4 N',a € N’

realizes p and {a,b} is not mdependent in (M,N").

Proof. 1) The type p has at least two extensions in .7;(N): one algebraic, is
tps(a, N, N) where a € N realizes p and the second is in .#5(N), hence nonalge-
braic, in fact a nonforking extension of p. So by 6.3 we have p + q.

wk

2) Let (M,N,a) € K2, q = tp(a, M,N). If p + ¢ then by 6.3 there is p; €
wk

Zs(N) extending p forking over M, and let a, N be such that N <; N’, and
p1 = tp(a, N, N’); now by 5.4(3) we get {a,b} is not independent in (M, N’); so
first phrase implies the second. If p_L g then {a, b} is independent over M inside N’
by the Definition 5.2. Ug.a

6.5 Definition. Fixing € € K*, if p, € .#>(M;) and M, <gls) € for £ = 1,2,
then let pi||p2, in words py,ps are parallel inside €, mean that for some M, p we
have My U My C M <gq) € and My € K, p € #PS(M) does not fork over M, and
extend py for £ =1, 2.

Remark. If My <g[5) € and p, € bs(My) for £ = 1,2 we can define when p; Lpy
and prove the natural properties. Similarly for pL M defined in 6.9 below.

Obvious properties of parallelism are

6.6 Claim. 1) Parallelism inside € € K*® is an equivalence relation.
2) If M € K, then on #P3(M), parallelism is equality.

Proof. Easy.
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6.7 Claim. 1) If p,q € ./P5(M) and f as an isomorphism from M onto N then
pJI(q < f(p) JI(f(q). Similarly for L.
2) If p,q € SP5(M) then pJI{q & qJI{p. Similarly for L.

3) Assume that M, N € K are brimmed (e.qg. Ks categorical). If M <s N, and
p,q € LP5(N) do not fork over M, then pJI(q S (p| M)Lyk(qg | M).

4) Assume M, N € Ky are brimmed. If p1,ps € .7P5(M) and q1,qo € .#P5(N) and
M <gq) € N <g5 € and p1lg1, p2llgz inside € then py Lpz < q1 Lgo.

Hence p1lp: & q1lg & p1Lp2.

5)If (M;,a; i < o, j < ) is an My-based pr-decomposition or just uq-decomposition

of (Mo, M) and p € S23(My) is weakly orthogonal to tps(a;, M;, Mj,1) for every

Jj < « then p has a unique extension in Ss(M,,).

6) Assume My <s My and p,q € .#"(M;) does not fork over My. If pJI{q then
w

(p TMO)VJVI{(Q [ My).

7) If M <4 N, N is universal over M,p,q € .#*5(N) does not fork over M and
pJI(q then plq (hence (p | M)Lq).

8) If (M; : i <) is <s-increasing continuous; § < A& and p,q € ./"%(Ms) then
pJI{q iff for every large enough i < 9, (p | Ml)JI((p [ M;).

Proof. 1) Immediate.

2) By 3.7 (alternatively follows from 6.4(2) + 5.4).

3) By 2.11 there is an isomorphism f from M onto N such that f(p [ M) =p, f(g |
M) = q so the results holds by part (1).

4) The first phrase follows by (3) and the definitions (using a third model (<g[4], €)
extending M and N). The second phrase follows by the first and Definition 6.2(2).
5) Let M, <s N and ¢ € N realizes p. We prove by induction on 5 < « then
tp(c, Mg, N) € .#P5(Mg) does not fork over M.

6) Assume toward contradiction (p [ M) ji (q | My). So there are My <, N1 <;

Ny, b € Nj realizes q | My, (Mg, N1,b) € K2" and a € N, realizes p | My but
tp(a, N1, N2) forks over Ny. By our knowledge on NF without loss of generality for
some N3 we have NF (Mj, My, N2, N3) hence a,b realizes p,q in N3 respectively
(see 1.12). By 5.6(4), if {a, b} is independent in (M7, N3) then {a, b} is independent
in (Mo, N3). So N;", N3, a,b witness pJI(q by 6.4(2).

7) Follows by part (6).
8) Easy. Ue.7
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6.8 Claim. 1) If p,q € #>(M;) does not fork over My where My <, M then

(pLg) & (p [ Mo)L(q I Mo).
2) If pLq then pJ_q

3) Assume that ( ta < 0) 1s <g-increasing continuous, § < \T limit ordinal and
p,q € S5(Ms). Then pJT{q iff for every o < § large enough (p | MQ)JI{(p I M,,).

Sitmalarly L.

4) If p1,p2 € SX(M) and q1,q2 € FP(N) and M <gig €, N <gpg € and
p1llq1, p2||lq2 inside € then p1Lps < q1lqo.

5) If K is categorical then 1, Ji are equal.

6) If M € K, is brimmed and p,q € #5(M) then pJI(q < plg.

Proof. 1) The implication < is by the definition. For the other direction assume p_lg
and My <, M and ps, o € .#"(My) are nonforking extensions of p [ My, q [ My
respectively. Without loss of generality for some M3 we have My <, M3, M1 <4 M3
and let p3, g3 € #%(M3) be nonforking extensions of ps, g2 respectively hence of
p | My,q | My respectively. As plq we have pgvjﬁ(qg and by 6.7(6) also ps |

My) J_( I M3) which means po Jti, as required.
W

2) Read the definitions.

3) By 6.3 and 5.10. For the last phrase use the proof of part (1).
4) By part (1).

5) By (6).

6) Flrst assume —(p JL q) then by the definitions =(p_Lq), the counterexample is M
w

itself.
Second, assume pJT{q and let N; be such that M <, N; and p;1,q € 5(IN7) be

nonforking extensions of p, q respectively; we shall prove p; JL q1, this suffices for
w

pLq hence finish the proof. Now there are N, ps,qo such that N; <; Ny, Ny is
(A, ¥)-brimmed and ps, ¢z € .#P5(IV3) are nonforking extensions of p, ¢ respectively
hence py [ N1 = p1,q2 [ N1 = q1. By 6.7(4) we have (PVJVT{(J) = (Pz“Jﬁ{fh) so by our

present assumption ps Ji g2 hence by 6.7(6) we have p; J} ¢q1 so we are done. [lgg

6.9 Definition. Assuming M <, N and p € .#"%(N), we let p L M (p orthogonal
to M) mean that: for any ¢, if ¢ € .#?5(N) does not fork over M then plq (but
see 6.10(1) below). Similarly for L

wk
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6.10 Claim. 0) Automorphism of any € € K, preserves p||q,pLq,pLM for x €
{wk,st}.

1) IfM <s Ny (Sﬁ[s] Q:)?pf S ysbS(Nf) fO’f’Z =1,2 andlePQ _th_enle_M <:>p2J—‘Z\4
(so we can write p LN if for some p' € SP5(N') parallel to p, M <, N’ & p' LN).

2) If (M : o < 8) is <s-increasing continuous, p € /5(N) where N <g[5) €, M <
¢ (so N € K;s)and o <6 = pL M, then pl Ms.

8) If M <s Ny <5 N and py € .SP5(Ny) for £ = 1,2 and NF4(M, Ny, No, N) and
p2 LM then paLlpy (hence po L Ny).

4) If p € SP(M3), My <; My <g M3 for { = 1,2,p does not fork over My and
me_Ml then p | Mng_MO when x € {st,wk}.

Proof. 0) Trivial.

1) Just note that if ¢ € #5(M),qp € #P5(Ny) is a nonforking extension of ¢ for
¢ =1,2 then by 6.8(4) because by ¢ ||g2 we have p; 1 ¢ < pa1gs and we are done.
2) Easy by the local character (i.e., Axiom (E)(c) of good frames) and 6.8(3).

3) By part (1) without loss of generality

(%) Nais (A, *)-brimmed over M and M is brimmed.

Also we can find (M,,, N3 ,, : n < w) such that: NF4(M,,, Na », Mpy1, No 1), My

is (A, *)-brimmed over M,,, Na 5,41 is (A, *)-brimmed over M,,+1 U N2, (by NF cal-

culus). So (I1.7) U Ny p, is (A, *)-brimmed over U M, so by (x) above without
nw nw

loss of generality U N3, = Ny and U M, = M. So for some k < w the type

nw n<w

p2 does not fork over Ny ;. By the NF, calculus we have NF4(My, No g, N1, N).
Recall € is (A, %)-brimmed over N, so we can find an automorphism f of € such
that f | Noj = idw,,, f(N1) © M1 € M. Let pj = f(p1) € *(f1(N1)) and
let p{ € #P(M) be a nonforking extension of p| as f1(N;) < M. Now p’l’Jx_pg

as po LM, hence pj L(p2 | M) by 6.8(4). By part (0) we have p; L(ps [ M) and
lastly p1Lps by 6.8(4).
4) Easy. D6_10

Naturally, we would like to reduce orthogonality for s = t*, to orthogonality for t.

6.11 Claim. Assume s = tT,t a successful A\¢-good™ frame, so A = \s = \{.
Assume further My, € Ky and (MY : o < ) is a <¢-representation of M and for
simplicity each M, is brimmed (for t) and M, <, €.

0) For s we have L. = L = 1.

wk st
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1) If p1,p2 € S25(My) then:*

p1Llspo iff for unboundedly many o < A we have (p1 | Mg)JI{t(pg I M?) iff for

every large enough o < \, we have (p1 | M) L(p2 | MY).

2) If Mg <s My <4 My and a € My\Mj, then: tps(a, My, My) € #P5(My) and is
orthogonal (for s) to My iff for a club of ordinals § < X\ we have tpi(a, M}, M2) €
SE5(M}Y) and is orthogonal (for t) to MY iff for a stationary set of ordinals § < \
we have tpy, (a, M}, M2) € S5(M}) and is L M.

3) In part (2), “for all but boundedly many § < \”, “for unboundedly many 6 < \”
can replace “club of 6 < N7, “stationarily many 6 < \” respectively.

Proof. 0) By 6.8(5) and the definition of t*.

1) Without loss of generality for every a < A, £ < 2 we have M? is t-brimmed and
pe | M2 € 78 (M?) does not fork over M (and so p, | M? is a witness for py)
hence by 6.8(4) for every a < XA we have (p; | M2) L(pe | M2) < (p1 | M) L¢(ps |
M) and by 6.8(6) + transitivity of equivalence (p; | Mg)JI{t(pg | Mg) < (p1 |

Mg)J_t(pg fMg) for a, B < A.

Case 1: Assume that (p1 | MQ)Li(pa | MQ).

As s has primes (by 4.9), we can assume that My <; M; < Ms,a; € M1\My,p1 =
tps (a1, Mo, My) and (Mo, My, a1) € K2 and ag € Mo, ps = tps(az, Moy, M) and
it suffices to prove that tps(as, M1, Ms) is a nonforking extension of py. By 6.3 with-
out loss of generality (M, M1, a) is as in 4.9(1), 4.3 i.e., is canonically prime. So
for a club F of A, for every § € E we have:

(x) (M2, M}, a1) € K" and M} <¢ M2 a3 € M2, tp(az, MY, M?) is a non-
forking extension of py | M and tpi(a1, MJ, M}) is a nonforking extension
of p1 [ M.

As we are assuming (p1 | M{)L¢(pa | M{) hence (p; | MJ)Li(pe | MJ) so we
get by (x) and the definition of orthogonality that tp¢(az, M}, M2) is a nonforking
extension of tp¢(az, MY, M?) hence it does not fork over M. As this holds for every
0 € E clearly M(()) witness that tps(as, M7, Ms) does not fork over M, as required
in this case.

Case 2: Assume that (py | M) £ (p2 | MY).
We shall prove that p; + po. Let My <g My,a1 € My, (Mo, My,a;) € K3Pr (recall
that s has primes being t*) and p; = tps(ai, Mg, M) and so as t is successful,

4here we use “Ki’uq is dense” in definition of L
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without loss of generalityaw < 8 < At = NF4 (M), M, Mg, M, g). By easy ma-
nipulation there is ¢o € #(Mj) extending py | M which fork over M{. We
can choose M@, as such that M} <; M2 ,ax € M and o = tp¢(az, M, M3).
Now we can choose inductively f,, M2 such that M2 is <-increasing continuous,
fa is & <¢-embedding of M} into M7, increasing continuous with o, fo = ida,,
and o = f+1 = NFt(Mé,Mg,MO{,Mz). No problem to do it and at the end
without loss of generality U fo = idp, and let My = U{M2 : a < \}. Easily
a<g
My, a1, Ms, as exemplifies p; & po; that is by 1.12 for every «, tpi(as, M2, M?2) is
a nonforking extension of tp(az, M{, M&) = ps | M{), hence tps(as, Mo, M) = po.
We conclude tpg(ag, My, M) extends py but is not its nonforking extension in
s(M7y) as required for proving p; +s po.
2) Without loss of generality a € MZ and for £ < 2,a < 8 < X we have
NF¢(ME:, MSH Mé, Mé“) hence M is a witness for p. Clearly tps(a, My, My)Ls M,
iff for every q € #P5(My) we have tps(a, My, M) L4q iff for each o < A for every
q € SP5(Mpy) which does not fork over M? we have tps(a, My, Ms)1sq iff for
each a < A for every ¢ € .#P5(MD), for every B € [, )), the types p | Mﬁl is
t-orthogonal to the nonforking extension of ¢ in %bS(Mg) iff for each v < A we
have (p | /P*(M})) LMY, Thus we finish.
3) By monotonicity and 1.16. Og 11

6.12 Claim. 1) Assume (M, N,a) € K2"9.

If MU{a} C N’ <4 N,b€ N\N' and q = tp,(b, N', N) € SP>5(N") then q is weakly
orthogonal to M .

2) s has primes.] Assume (M,N,a) € K. We can find (M;,a; : i < o) for
some o < AV, which is a pr-decomposition of N over M with ag = a, i.e., such
that:

~—~

a) ag =a
b) My= M.

)
)
c) M; <s N is <s-increasing continuous
)
)

—

d) tps(a;, M;, N) € #25(M;)
e) stipulating M, = N we have:
(M;, M1, a;) € K&P" fori < o

—~ T~ —

3) [s has primes]. In part (2) if also (M, N,a) € KoY and (M;,a; 1 i < @) is as
there then we can add

(f) if i > 0 then tps(a;, M;, N) is weakly orthogonal to M.
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4)If(M,N,J) e K2"% and MUJ C N’ <; N andb € N\N' and q = tp,(b, N',N) €
SPS(N') then q is weakly orthogonal to M.

Proof. (1) If ¢ & M then for some ¢, N;",r we have N <, Nt ¢ € N;",r =
wk

tps(c, N', Ni") € #P5(N') does not fork over M but {b,c} is not independent in
(N',NT) (or b = ¢). Possibly <;-increasing N1 as tp(c, N’, NT) does not fork over
M <, N’, clearly there is M’ such that M U {c} C M’ and NF4(M,M’, N, Nt).
As a € N’ and tp(a, N') € (M) this implies that tp(a, M, NT) € .#P5(M’)
does not fork over M. As (M, N,a) € K2 it follows that NF4(M, N, M’, N*),
and this implies that {b, ¢} is independent in (N’, NT), by 5.6(2), contradicting the
choice of c.

2) This is 3.8(1).

3) Follows by (part (2) and) part (1).

4) Like part (1). Us.12

6.13 Claim. 1) [s has primes]. Assume (M,N,a) € K2, Then we can find
(M;,a; i < «) such that:

(a) — (d) asin 6.12(2)

(f) asin 6.12(3)

(9) a <A

2) If in addition s = tT,t is a successful \¢-good™ frame (so A = \[) then we can
add

(h) for each i < «, for any <-representations (M : e < \[), (MIT!:e < A1)

of M', M1 respectively, for a club of ordinals 6 < \{" we have (MY, Mé“, a;) €
KM,

Proof. 1) Exactly as in 3.8(5), i.e., in the proof of 3.8(1) use a bookkeeping in order
to get clause (g).
2) By 4.13(1). Us.13

6.14 Claim. [s with primes.] Assume

(CL) NF5<M07 MJ? M17 M3)
(b) J is independent in (M7, M)
(¢) tps(c, My, M3) is orthogonal to My for every c € J.
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Then we can find M;™, M3~ such that:

(a) Ms <g M3

(8) MiUM" € My <g My

(v) tps(c, MiT, M3) does not fork over My for c € J
(8) J is independent® in (M, M3").

Before we prove 6.14 note that:

6.15 Conclusion. [s with primes.] If to the assumptions of 6.14 we add
(d) (My, M, J) € K29 or just (M, Ms,J) € K24 and M, <, Ms,
then we can add to the conclusion (in fact follows from it):

(6) NFE(Ml, MQ, M1+, M;)
Proof. By 6.14 and 5.9(2) or by the definition.

Proof of 6.14. We can find (M?, a; : i < ) which is a decomposition of MJ over M,
and stipulate MQ = M. We can now choose by induction on i, (M}, f;) such that
M} € K, is <,-increasing continuous, M} = My, fo = iday,, fi is an <s-embedding
of MY into M}, increasing continuous with ¢ and (M}, M} |, fit1(a;)) € K3P" and
tps (fit1(a;), M}, M}, ;) does not fork over f;(M?). There is no problem to do this,
(as in stage i = j + 1 first choose p; = f;(tps(a;, MY, MP,,)) and then M}, ; such
that some b; € M, realizes p; and as (M}, MiOH, a;) € K2P" we can choose a <g-
embedding of M, ; into M} | extending f; and mapping a; to b;). As K3Prc g2Ma
and the definition of K74 easily NF,(fi(M?), fip1(MP2, ), M}, M} |) hence by
NF-symmetry NFq(f; (M), M}, fis1(M2.), M}, ) for every i hence by long tran-
sitivity NF(fo(Mo), Mg, fo(M2), M}), and recalling fo = idas,, MY = My, M} =
My, M2 = MJF this means NF (M, My, fa(MJF), M}1). But also we assume NF4 (Mg, My, M(;r, Ms),
hence by NF, uniqueness without loss of generality for some M3, M3 <, M, f; =
idypo and M} <g M3

For i < « for each ¢ € J, note that tps(c, My, M3) is orthogonal to My (by a
hypothesis). We prove by induction on i < « that J is independent over (My, M})
inside M; and for every ¢ € J, tps(c, M}, M3") (does not fork over M} = M,
and) is orthogonal to M?. For i = 0 this is trivial for does not fork given for

550 (7) + (&) says that J is independent in (M, M, M)
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orthogonal. For i limit easy. For i + 1, as tps(a;, M}, M;) does not fork over M},
it is orthogonal to tps(c, M}, M3") for ¢ € J hence JU{a;} is independent over M} .
As (M}, M} | a;) € K&P we get tps(c, M} 1, My) does not fork over M} hence
over M. Let M be chosen as M}.

By 6.17 below we are done. .14

6.16 Remark. We can phrase the proof of () + (3) as a subclaim.
6.17 Claim. /s has primes.] Assume

(a) Mo <s My <4 M3 for{=1,2
(b) (Mo,a;:i<a)is a decomposition of Ma over My
(¢) J is independent in (Mg, M)
(d) tp(e, Mo, My) Ltp(a;, Mo i, Ms) fori < a and c € J.

Then J is independent in (Mo, M3) moreovr in (Mo, Ms, Ms).

Proof. We prove this by induction on |J|.

By 5.4 without loss of generalityJ is finite and let J be {b; : ¢ < n} where
n = |[J|. If n = 0 this is trivial and let (Mo : ¢ < n) be such that My, =
Mo, My <s My and (Mg, Myi1,be) € K2P" so tp(be, Mo ¢, Mo ¢+1) does not fork
over My hence is orthogonal to tp(a;, Mo, Mo i+1) for i < a.

We choose by induction on ¢ < n, a sequence M, = (Mp; : i < a) and N; such
that:

N; = M

My is <s-increasing continuous

M, as above

My ; as above hence My o = Mo

(Mg, Myiy1,a;) € K&P"

tp(ai, My, My iy1) does not fork over My ;

For ¢ = 0 this is clear. For 41, tp(be, M0, Myy1,0) = tp(be, My o, N;) is orthog-
onal to each tp(a;, Mo ;, Mo,i+1) = tp(ai, Mo, N;) hence to tp(a;, My, N;) so by
6.7(5) we deduce that tp(be, My o, V) does not fork over My o hence NF (Mo ¢, Mo p41, Me,o, NJ)
so by 5.6(5) we can choose Mpy1, Nj, ;. Oe.17

Below the restriction v < w may seem quite undesirable but it will be used as a
stepping stone for better things. Note that in the proof of 6.18(1), clause (¢) in
the induction hypothesis on (M : i < «), primeness, is not proved to hold for
(MY ;i < «), though enough is proved to finish the proof, this is why the proof
does not naturally work for v > w.



64 SAHARON SHELAH

6.18 Claim. [s has primes.]
1) Assume

(a) (Mg : B <7) is <s-increasing continuous with v < w

(b) My <s My <g M3 and M, <, M3

(¢) NFs(Mo, My, My, M)

(d) if 0 < B < v then (Mg, Mpi1,J3) € K&V (so Jg is independent in
(Mp, Mp1)

(e) for every B € (0,7v) and a € Jg the type tps(a, Mg, May1) is orthogonal to
M.

Then NF4(Mo, M.,, M, M3).
2)If (Mg : B < 7),Jpg : 0 < B < ~) satisfy clauses (a), (d), (e) above and
(Mo, M1,3) € K2V then (Mo, M.,,J) € KV,

Proof. 1) We choose (M?,a; :i < «,j < a), a decomposition of M over My (as in
the proof of 6.14). Now by induction on n < v,n < w we choose N3, M"™ = (M :
i < ) such that:

For n = 0 this is done. The step from n to n + 1 is by the first paragraph of the
proof of 6.14 or 5.6(5), but for this we need to know that NF¢(M,,, M1, M7, N;).
First if n = 0 this holds by clause (c) of the assumption as MY = M. Second
if n > 0 then holds by clause (g) of 6.15 using 6.10(1). If v < w we are done.
So assume v = w, and let for i < a, M =: U M. Now for each i < «, and
nw

n < w we have (see the proof of 6.14), NFg (M, M} ,, Mi”H, M;fll), hence by long
transitivity of NF, (see I1.7) we have NF¢ (M, MY, ,, M, M{, ;). By symmetry we
get NFg(MP, My, M.\, Mg ) for i <w. As (M :i < a), (M{ :i < a) are <q-
increasing continuous, by long transitivity of NFs we get NF4(MJ, My, M2, M<)
which means NFs(My, M,,, M", M¥) so by using monotonicity twice we get

NF (Mg, M,,, My, M) as required.

2) By definition 5.15, Claim 5.9(2) and the first part of the claim. U618

We could have noted earlier
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6.19 Claim. Assume p; = tp(a;, M, N) € .#P5(M) for i < a are pairwise orthog-
onal. Then {a; : i < a} is independent in (M, N).

Proof. By 5.4 and renaming it is enough to deal with finite «, (not really used).
We now choose a pair (My, N;) by induction on ¢ < « such that

®(1) My <s Ny
(ii) My = M,Ny=N
(vi1) 1fm < £ then M, <; My and N,, <; Ny
) if £ =m +1 then (M,,, My, a,,) € K29
) tp(am, My, My,41) does not fork over M.

(iv
(v

For ¢ = 0 this is trivial. For £ = m + 1, first we prove by induction on £ < m
that p* = tp(am, My, N,,) is the nonforking extension of p,, in .%(My), now for
k = 0 this is trivial by the choice of p,, and for k£ + 1 < m we use the assump-
tion prLlp, and (Mg, Myy1,ax) € K2 noting that by the induction hypothe-
sis on k,tp(am, Mk, Np,) is a non-forking extension of p,, and by clause (v) for
k,tps(ak, My, My,) is a non-forking extension of py.

Second, as s is weakly successful there are b,,, M/ such that (M,,, M}, by,) € K3
and tpg(by,, My, M) = pp,. By the definition of types and as K has amalgama-
tion by renaming there is Ny such that M, <; Ny, N,,, <s Ny and b, = a,,. So
we can define (M, Ny) for £ < n as in ®. By the definition of independents we are

done.
Us.19

6.20 Claim. If p; € #"(M) for i < a are pairwise orthogonal and q & p; for
i < a then a < w.

Proof. By 5.13 and 6.19. That is assume o > w, let ¢ = tps(b, M, Ny) and we can
find N, (n < w) <g-increasing and a,+1 € N, reazling p,, such that {b,a,} is
not independent. By 6.19, {a,, : n < w} is independent in N, = U{N,, : n < w}
and so by 5.13, we get a contradiction. Ug.20

6.21 Claim. [s has primes]. Assume that (Mg, My,J) € K3V and (My, My, a) €
K2P" or just € Ko™ and tp (a, My, Ms) is orthogonal to M.
Then (M, My, J) € K3V,
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Proof. Assume My <; Ng <; N, My <; N5 such that J is independent in
(Mo, Ng, N3) and we should prove that NF¢(My, Ny, Mo, N), this suffices.

We can find a decomposition (M ;,a; : i < ) of (M, Ng). By 6.17 we can find
N5~ and an <,-increasing continuous (M ; : i < a) such that Ny <, N7, My, <,
M, ; stipulating My, = No and M; g = My, tp(a;, M1, NT) does not fork over
Moy, and (M, My i41,a;) € K2P". Now we prove by induction on i < « that
tp(b, NLZ-,NQJF) does not fork over M; = M. As usual NF(Mo, My, Mo, M ;)
for i < a. For i = 0 trivial for ¢ limit by Axiom (E)(h) and for i = j + 1 just
note that by 6.10 tp(b, My, Ny ) = tp(b, M1, My) is orthogonal to My ; hence
tp(as, Mo i, Mo i+1) hence to tp(a;, My i, My iv1). So tp(b, M 4, N57) does not fork
over My = My o and (M, My, a) € K24 so NF,(My, M o, My, Ni°). By transitiv-
ity of NF we have NF4 (Mo, No, M2, N5) hence NF (Mo, No, M2, N3) is as required.

Us.21
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§7 UNDERSTANDING K24

We would like to show that K2V9 = K29 and K2P" = K2 and more remember-
ing that every M € K, is saturated.
The hypothesis below holds if t is successful, s = t® is successful.

7.1 Hypothesis.

In the definition below note that our aim is to analyze (M, N, Jg) so Jo has a special
role.

7.2 Definition. 1) #, = {(N,M,J): M = (M; : i < a) is <,-increasing continu-
ous, M; <, N and J = (J; : i < «) and J; is independent in (M;, M;,1) stipulating
M, = N and we let

v =] 7

a<\t

2) <y=<y[s is the following two place relation on #:

(N', MY, I <y (N? M?,J3?) iff (a) + (b) where
(a) N' <y N2 lg(M*Y) < lg(M?),i < bg(M') = M} <, M? & J; C J7 and
(b) a€J!= tpsa, M}, M7 ) does not fork over M,

3) < is defined like <y but also J! = J? (so £g(M?') = £g(M?) in particular).

Swhere do we use successful rather than weakly successful? E.g. in 7.3(3). This can be
somewhat weakened: replacing a club of A\{ a member of a normal filter on A"
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7.3 Claim. 1) <y is a partial order. o
2) If § < \{ is a limit ordinal and (N®, M*,J) : a < §) is <y -increasing, then
this sequence has a <y -lub (N, M,J), with £g(M) = sup{fg(M®) : a < 0}, N =
U{N® 1 a <6}, My = U{M : « satisfies that i < £g(M*) and o < 0}, 37 = U{J7 :
o satisfies that i < Lg(M®) and o < 6}. o
8) If (NY, MY, JY) € #,, then for some (N?, M2, J?) we have

(@) (N, 01, 3Y) < (N2, 012, 32)
(8) (M2, M2, 32) € K3 for each i < lg(3)
() N2 =U{M? :i < tg(M?)}.

Proof. Straight: part (1) is trivial, part (2) holds by 5.10(2), and part (3) is proved
repeating in the proof of 5.18(2) but using part (2) here. O73

We are interested in “nice” such sequences; we define several variants.

7.4 Definition. 1) K = {(N, M,J) € #,,: if a € J,,11 then tps(a, My 1, My 42)
is orthogonal to My}, if we omit N we mean N = U{M,, : n < w}.

2) K" = {(N,M,J) € #,: if a € J,41 then tps(a, My11, M,,12) is orthogonal to
M., }.

3) K = {(N,M,J) € K': if b € J,41 then for some m = m(b) < n we have
tp(b, My11, Myi2) does not fork over My, 1 and is orthogonal to M,,}.

4) We say that (N, M,J) is K&-full if it belongs to K¢ and” pJI(Mo & pe
I (Myy1) = ds = {c € Jpy1 :p = tps(c, Mpy1, Myi2)} and N = U{M,, : n <
w}.

5) We say that (N, M,J) is K&-full if it € K2" and p € /> (M,,11) & pJI(Mn =
As = [{c €Jng1:p= tps(e, Mpy1, Myy2)}| and N = U{M,, : n < w}.

6) We say that (N, M,J) is KPr-full if it € KP* and p € S™(M,11) & p
does not fork over M,,+1 & pJI(Mm = As = [{¢ € Jnq1 : c realizes p}| and
N =U{M,, : n < w}.

7) <or=<3, is the following two place relation over K*:

(N, MY, JY <, (N2, M? J?%) iff (NY, MY, JY) <y (N2, M?,T?) and
Ji=7J3.

8) We say that (N, M,J) € # is prime if (M,,, My,41,Jd,) € K2 for n < Lg(M).

"Note that on Jg there are no demands
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7.5 Definition. We say s has enough regulars when: for any M = (M, : a < §+1)
which is <;-increasing continuous, My # M;, there are o < 6 and ¢ € M1 such
that tps(c, Ms, Msy1) € /P5(M;s) does not fork over M, and « = 0or a = 8+1 &
pL Mg for some 3.

Remark. If we are dealing with s% ,, see 1.5(3), then using regular types this
property holds.

7.6 Claim. 1) K¥ C KP' C Ko,

2) <or 18 a partial order on K*; for an <..-increasing sequence of length < A\, it

has a <g--lub which is a < -lub.

3) If (N, M, J*) € Ko for a < § < AT is <c-increasing, then its <y -lub (see

7.2) is its <oc-lub (so it belongs to K*).

4) In part (2) if (N®, M, J*) € K2 for a < § is <o-increasing then the <, -lub
belongs to K2*.

5) In part (2) if (N®, M*,J%) € KP* for a < § is <..-increasing, then the <. -lub

(of this sequence) belongs to KPr.

6) If (NY, M, JY) € KO then there is a Ko -full (N2, M?,J?) such that (N', M, J') <,
(N2, M?,J?).

7)If (NY, MY, JY) € K2 then there is a K2 -full (N?, M?,J?) such that (N', M, J') <.,
(N2, M2, J?).

8) If (NY, MY, JY) € KD then there is a KPr-full (N2, M?,J?) such that (N*, M',J') <,
(N2, M2, J?).

9) Like parts (3), (4), (5) for Ko -full, K2*-full, KP*-full triples.

Proof. Straight (for (9) use the local character of non-forking.

7.7 Claim. 1) Assume that (M,N,J) € K29 or at least (%) (m,n,3) below. Then
we can find (M,J) such that (%) (A1, N,a),07,5 below holds, where

(*)m,n,3) (M,N,J) € KPS and for no N',b do we have J C N',M <, N’ <; N,
be N\N’ and tp(b, N, N) + M
wk

() (M1,3,3), 07,3 a) (M,N,J)e K™

b) M =M, :n<w), M, <s M,
) Moy=M and U{M,, :n <w} =N
d) (M,J)e KT

(
(
(c
(d)
(e) (M, Myiq1,3,) € K29
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(f) Jo=J
(9) ifn <wandb € J,y1 then tp(b, Mn,Mn_H)JI{MO (follows by

(clause (d)).
2) If M <, N we can find M,J such that (a)-(e),(g) above holds.

Proof. 1) By 6.12(4), we know that (x)as,n,5) holds in both cases.

We shall choose M,,,J,, by induction on n satisfying the relevant clauses in (xx).
Let Mo = M, let Jo = J and let M; <; N be such that (Mg, M1,J) € K2 exists
by 5.8(1). If M,, <¢ N is well defined, n > 1 let J,, be a maximal subset of I, n
independent in (M, N) such that b € J,, = tps(b, M,,, N) L M,.

Lastly, let M, 1 <s N be such that (M, M,+1,J,) € K2 exists by 5.8(1).
To finish we need to prove that M, =: U M, is equal to N. Clearly M, <; N,

n<w
if M, # N then for some b € N\M,, we have tps(b, M, N) € .#*5(M,), by
(%) (ar,n,3) clearly tp(b, M, N) LMy and clearly for some n < w, tps(b, M,,, N') does
not fork over M,, (and necessarily n > 1), and similarly we have tp(b, M,,, N) JLMO

so b contradicts the choice of J,, (as maximal such that ...). So we are done.
2) Should be clear. O~

7.8 Claim. [s has enough regulars].
1) In 7.7 we can get

(**>?_M,N,J),M,j (a)-(f) as in 7.7
()t (M,J) € K2 (i.e. we strengthen clause (d)).
2) In 7.9 below we can add
(B)* like (B) adding (N, M,J) € K.

Proof. 1) Similar to 7.7 using the definition of “s has enough regulars”.
2) In 7.9 note that (C) = (B)" by 7.8(1) and (B)" = (B) trivially. Or.s

) ) 3,
Now we arrive to “understanding K3V,

7.9 Conclusion. For every triple (M, N, J), the following are equivalent:

(A) (M,N,J) € K2
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(B) We can find M,J such that (N, M,J) € K&, Jo=J, My = M,N = U M,
n<w
and (M, My, 41,J,) € K29 (we then say (N, M,J) is prime), note that
necessarily tps(b, My y1, My42) is orthogonal to My for every n < w,b €
Jnt1
©) () M<N
(b) J is independent in (M, N)
(¢) ifMUJC N <, Nandbe N\N' and tps(b, N', N) € .ZP5(N')
then tpe(b, N', N) LM
(D) (a),(b) as above
(¢) if N<; Nt be NT\M\J and JU{b} is independent in (M, NT)
then tps(b, N, NT) € .#P5(N) does not fork over M
(E) there is a ugq-decomposition (M;,a; : i < a,j < ) of (Mp, N) such that
(M, My,J) € K2V9 M, = N and each tps(aj, Mj, Mj4q) is orthogonal to
M.

From this we shall deduce (after the proof of 7.9):

7.10 Conclusion. [s = tT,tis a good™ and successful frame.]
1) K2 = K2P"; so together with 4.13(2) we get uniqueness.
2) (M, N,J) e K29 iff (M, N,J) € K2V so together with 5.10(k) we get unique-

ness.

7.11 Claim. If § < A} and (M; : i < §) is <s-increasing continuous, and (J; :
i < §) is increasing continuous and (M, M;,J;) belongs to K2V for i < 6, then
(M, Ms,Js) belongs to K2V,

Question: Can we assume less than s = t7?

Proof of 7.9. The following implications clearly suffice.

(A) = (E): Let a =0,My= N.

(E) = (D): Clauses (a), (b) are obvious, so let us turn to (c¢). Assume b, N* are
as in clause (c) of (D), so by Claim 5.18(1) we know that tps(b, My, NT) does not
fork over M; now we prove by induction on i < a that tp(b, M;, NT) does not fork
over M, for i = 0 see above, for i limit use Axiom (E)(h), for i successor by the
definition of orthogonality. For ¢ = a, M, = N. So we are done.

(C)= (B): by 7.7
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(B) = (A): by 6.18(2)

(A) = (D): Clauses (a), (b) are obvious. For clause (c), as tps(b, M, NT) €
FP5(M), there is M’ <, Nt such that (M, M’,b) € K3*" (recalling s has primes).
By 5.4 we know J is independent over (M, M’ N*) hence by Definition 5.15, we
have NF4(M, M', N, N*t) hence 1.12) we get that tps(b, N, NT) € .#*(N) does
not fork over M as required. (Actually not used).

(D) = (C):

Again the problem is to prove clause (c) of (C) so toward contradiction assume
that M UJ C N’ <4 N and b € N\N’ and p = tps(b/, N, N) € .#P5(N’) is not
orthogonal to M hence by Hypothesis 6.18(d) is not weakly orthogonal to M. So for
some q € .7P5(M) we have p+q, and let ¢; € .#"%(N’) be a nonforking extension of
q. We can find N such that N’ U {b} C Ny <, N and (N’, N, b) € K2*". So (see
6.3) q1 has some extension gz € .#”(Ny) which is not a nonforking extension of g,
and so we can find Ny and ¢ such that N <; Ny and g2 = tps(c, N2, Ny). Now as ¢
realizes ¢ clearly tps(c, N’, N) does not fork over M hence J U {c¢} is independent
in (M, Ny4); but as c realizes g clearly tps(c, No, Ny) does not fork over M, hene as
Ny <; N <; N also tps(c, N, Ny) forks over M. So we have gotten a contradiction
to clause (c) of (D). O7.9

Proof of 7.10. 1) This is a special case of (2).

2) The “only” if implication we already proved in 3.5(2), more exactly 5.16. For
the other direction assume (M, N,J) € K2V and by 7.7(1) applied to (M, N,J)
we get (M,J) satisfying (**)(M,N,J),M,J of 7.7(1) hence it is as in clause (B) of
7.9 in particular Jo = J. Let <Mf : i < As) be <irepresentations of Mgz for
B < w. Now by 5.17 there is a club E of A, = A\{ such that for § € E, ((Mf :
B < w), (T, N M i n < w)) are as in 7.9 clause (B) for t, hence clause (A) so
(MY, My, INMY) € Kf”vq, hence (see 4.9 as My, M, € K, more exactly by 4.12(1)
if J is a singleton, by 5.17 in general) the triple (Mg, M,,,J) belongs to K2'%", as
required. Uz 10

Proof of 7.11. 1t is enough to check clause (D) of 7.9, now clause (a) is trivial, clause
(b) holds by 5.4(3). For proving clause (c) we assume Ms <; NT,c € NT\J\M
and J U {b} is independent in (M, N*1), and we should prove that “tps(c, Ms, N)
belongs to .#>(Ms) and does not fork over M”. Now clearly for each i < § the
set J; U {b} is independent in (M, N*) by monotonicity of independence. Hence
by 7.9 (A) = (D) as we are assuming (M, M;,J;) € K2V we can conclude that
tps(c, My, N) € #P3(M;) does not fork over M; so this holds for every i < §. Now
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tps(c, Ms, NT) does not fork over M by Axiom (E)(h).
U711

We now try to show that there is a parallel to universal homogeneous or saturated
among {(M, N,a) € K" : tps(a, M, N) = p}

7.12 Definition. 1) If M € K,,p € />(M) let K339 = {(M*,N*,a*) € K29 :
M = M* and p = tps(a, M, N)}, we identify (M, N, a) with (M, N, {a}) and recall
M* = Dom(p*).

2) We say (M, N,J) € K2V%is full or is K2"V9-full if there is a full (N, M,J) € K2
satisfying My = M,U{M,, : n < w} = Ny. If J = {a} we may write a instead of J
and say (M, N,J) is K2"-full and if p = tp(a, M, N) we say (M, N,J) is K25
full.

7.13 Claim. 1) If (M,N,a) € Ki’gf and (N1, M1, J) is Ko -full, Jo = {a*},
(M, M}, a*) € K203 and M = M} then there is a <s-embedding f of N into
Nt =U{M} :n < w} over M mapping a to a*.

2) If (N*, M*,J%) is a KO -full and prime (see 7.9, clause (B)), J§ = {as}, tps(ae, ME, MY) =
p forf=1,2 (so M{ = Dom(p) does not depend on £) then there is an isomorphism
f from N1 onto N? over Dom(p) which maps ay to as.

3) Similar to (2) with J§ = J, M§ = My and tps(c, M}, M}) = tps(c, M2, M%) for
ced fort=1,2.

4) If (M,N,J) € K2 and (N', M',J") is K&-full and ¢ = J} and c € J =
tp,(c, M, N) = tp,(c, M3, N') then there is an embedding of N into U{M} : n < w}
which s the identity on M U J.

7.14 Remark. In 7.13 we can allow stronger demands on f. In part (1) if MU{a} C
N’ <g N, f' a <g-embedding of N’ into M}, f’ C idy, f'(a) = a*, then we can
require f’ C f.

In part (2) of 7.13, if M§ U {a,} C M, < M for £ = 1,2, f' an isomorphism from
M onto Mj extending idpom(p) U {{a2, az)} then we can require f’ C f.

Proof. 1) By 7.9 (A) = (B), we can find (N, M,J) € K with My = M,Jo = {a},
as in 7.9, clause (B). Now we choose by induction on n < w a <s-embedding f,, of
M, into M} increasing with n, fo = idag,, fi(a) = a*. For n = 0 this is trivial,
for n = 1 note that tps(a, M, My) = tps(a*, M, M;) and recall the definition of
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(M, My, a) € K. For n. = m+1> 1, by the definition of “full” in 7.4(4) we can
find a one-to-one mapping h,, from J,, into J;, such that

(1) b€ Jm = tps(hm(b), My, My ;) does not fork over Rang( fy,)
(i) b€ Jm = frn(tps(b, My, Mt1)) = tDs(hun (D), Rang(fm), My 1)
Then choose f, 2 fim, fm(¢) = hm(c) for ¢ € I, by the definition of (M,,,, My41,Jm) €

K3,
2) We choose by induction on n a tuple (N}, N2, f,,, IL) such that (with ¢ € {1,2}):

() I, is a maximal subset of {b € Iyz ppe @ tp(b, NE MEY LMy}
(B) (Np, Npgr,Jn) € Ko
(v)1 if £ =1, fry1 | I, is a one-to-one mapping from I, into J2_,

(7)2 ifl =2, fn_il | I, is a one-to-one mapping from I, into J},_ ;.

There is no problem to carry the induction and f = U fn is as required as in the

n<w

proof of 7.7.
3), 4) Similarly. U713

7.15 Claim. 1) If (M, Ny, a) € Kp% is full for € = 1,2 then Ny, Ny are isomorphic
over M U{a}.

2) Similarly for K2V,

3) If (M,N,J) € K2 then for some N’ <; N" we have J C N’ and N <, N”
and (M, N',J) is K2V-full.

Proof. By the proof of 7.13(2) (note that under somewhat stronger assumption in
7.10 we get uniqueness even without assuming fullness). Ur1s
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7.16 Claim. 1) Assume (M;, N;,J;) € K2V for i < & where § < A} and i <
j<d & celd; = tp,(c,Mj,N;) does not fork over M;. Assume further that
(M; =i <) is <s-increasing continuous, (N; : i < §) is C-increasing continuous
and (J; : 1 < 9) is Cs-increasing. Let My = U{M; :i < 6}, Ns = U{N; : i < 0} and
Js =U{J; :i < d}. Then (Mj, N5, Js) € KoV

Proof. Note that J; is independent in (Mg, Ny).

[Why? For each i < j < ¢ as J; is independent in (M;, N;), but J; C J; hence
also J; is independent in (M;, N;). However, ¢ € J; = tps(c, M;, N;) does not
fork over M;, hence J; is independnet in (M;, M;, N;), so as N; <s Ns, clearly
J; is independent in (M;, M;, Ns). As fixing ¢ < § this holds for every j € (i,0)
and as (M; : j € (i,0)) is increasing by 5.10 as get that J; is independent in
(M;, U Mj, Ns) which means that it is independent in (M;, My, N5). So J; is

J€(i,0)

independent in (Ms, Ns). As J; is increasing with ¢ < § by 5.4(3), Js = U{J; : i <
0} is independent in (Ms, Nj) as required.]

We shall use Claim 7.9, our desired conclusion is clause (A) for (Ms, Ns,Js) so
it is enough to check clause (D). So let Ms <, N;,b € MT\Js\M;s and assume
that J5 U {b} is independent in (Ms, N;'). So tp(b, Ms, Nj*) € 7% hence for some
i(x) < 0 the type tp(b, Ms, Ngr) does not fork over M. It is enough to prove that
for every i € [i(x),d), the type tp(b, N;, N5*) € #P5(N;) does not fork over M; (as
then the nonforking extension g € .#>5(Nys) of tp(b, Ms, Ny satisfies i € [i(x),4) =
q | N; = tp(b, N;, NJ")). As J;U{b} C J5U {6} and c € J;U{b} = tp(c, My, N}")
does not fork over N; it follows that J; U {b} is independent in (M;, Ms, N;). As
(M;, N;,J;) € K2V and 7.9 clearly tp(b, N;, Ni7) does not fork over M;, and as
said earlier this suffices.

U7.16

7.17 Claim. Assume (M; :i < «) is <g-increasing continuous and (M;, M;11,J;) €
K3V and J; is independent in (Mo, M;, M;11). Then (Mo, My, U{J; : i < a}) €
K2,

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on a. Let J = U{J; : i < a}. First note
that J is independent in (M, M,) by 5.16[??]. To prove that (My, M,,J) € K29
by 7.11 it suffices to prove clause (D) there, so assume M, <; N and b € N\J\ M,
and J U {b} is independent in (My, N). If @ = 0 this is trivial. For o limit it
is enough to show for every i < « that tp(b, M;, N). But each ¢ < «, clearly
{J; : j < i} U{b} is independent in (My, NT) hence by the induction hypothesis
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and 7.9 we know that tp(b, M;, N) does not fork over M;; as this holds for every
i < a, we can deduce that tp(b, M,, N) does not fork over My as required.

So we are left with the case « = 4+ 1. So J U {b} is independent in (Mo, N)
and clearly (J U {b}) N Mg = U{J; : i < [}, so by part 5.18(1) we know that
JU{b}\Mg = J5 U {b} is independent in (Mo, Mg, N). As (Mg, M,,Jg) € K3v4
by 5.18(1), tp(b, My, N) does not fork over Mg hence over M. Os.18
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§8 TRIES TO DECOMPOSE AND INDEPENDENCE OF SEQUENCES OF MODELS

We try to find smooth or otherwise good decompositions; at present only 8.3
works. We shall get really what we want after using fullness + regular types. This
assumption having .7 equal to %%, i.e., fullness is “soft”, see §9.

8.1 Hypothesis.

(a) s is a successful good™ frame,

3 3 3
c) K" = K", moreover K7V = K" and

)
(b) s has primes,
(©)
(d) L

The last hypothesis is reasonable by the last section and also by 8.57 below, but in
some examples it holds without going to a successor, so we use it as an hypothesis.

8.2 Definition. We say that (M;,a; : i < ,j < «) is a smooth decomposition
inside N over M if:

(a) it is a decomposition inside N over M (see Definition 3.3), which mean
(M; : i < a) is <g-increasing continuous
M, <N
M = My,
tps(ai, Mi, Mi—l—l) - ysbS(Mi)
(Mi, Mi_|_1, Cli) c Kg’pr
(b) for every i < (8 there is nonlimit j < i such that tps(a;, M;, M;11) does not
fork over M; and is orthogonal to M;_; if j > 0.

8.3 Claim. [No need of 8.1(b).] If M <, N then we can find M = (M;,a; : i <
a,j < «) such that
IXM’N’M,ZE((I> M() =M and N Sﬁ Ma
(b) M; is <g-increasing continuous
) (M, M q,a;) € K2 and € K2 if s has primes
)

d) for each j < o eithertp(a;, Mj, Mjy1) does not fork over My or it is weakly
orthogonal to My.

Cc

(
(
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Proof. We try to choose by induction on i a pair (M;, N;) and if i = j+1 also a; such
that: M, <, N;, M; is <s-increasing continuous, N; is <;-increasing continuous,
and the M;, a; satisfy the relevant cases of clauses (b), (c), (d) and My = M, Ny =
N and i = j + 1 = =NF,(M,, N;, M;, N;). We cannot succeed (as s is good™ and
successful, see §1) and we can define for ¢ = 0 and 7 limit. Hence for some i we
have (M;, N;) but cannot choose M; 1, N;t11,a;. If M; # N; there is b; € N; such
that tp(b, M;, N;) € .#"5(M;), and one of the following cases occurs.

Case 1: tp(b;, M;, N;) is orthogonal to Mj.

Then we let N; 11 = N;,a; = b; and we can find M; 1 <; N;y1 such that N; <, N;11
and (M;, M;11,a;) € K2 and if 5 has primes even € KoP'. All the induction
demands hold and =NF(M;, N;, M;+1, N;) as NF implies disjointness (by the defi-
nition of NF; see Chapter II).

Case 2: tp(b;, M;, N;) is not orthogonal to M.

So there is p; € .%P5(M;) which does not fork over My such that p;, tps(b;, M;, N;)
are not weakly orthogonal. Hence we can find N;;; € K, such that N; <; N;;; and
some a; € N;41 realizing p; in N;;1 and tps(a;, N;, N;11) is not the nonforking ex-
tension of p; in . bS(Ni). As we can increase ;41 without loss of generality there
is M; 11 <s N;y1 such that (M;, M;;1,a;) is in K2P if possible but always in K29,
so clearly =NF¢(M;, N;, M;11, N;1+1). So all the demands hold.

So if M; # N; then we can continue the induction, contradiction, hence M; = N;
and so o =i, (M; : j < ), (a; : j < ) are as required. Os 3

8.4 Claim. If (M; : i < «) is <s-increasing continuous p € /(M) does not
fork over My, then we can find an <s-increasing continuous sequence (N; : 1 < «)
and a such that M; <s N;,a € Ny, a tps(a, My, No) = p and (M;, N;, a) is s-prime
fori < a.

Proof. We choose by induction on i < « a pair (NV;, f;) a a such that N; is <,-
increasing, f; is an <;-embedding of M; into N;, f; is increasing continuous, fy =
idpg, , tps(a, Mo, No) = p | My, (f;(M;), N;,a) € K3%", tpg(a, f:(M;), N;) does not
fork over fo(My) = My. For i = 0 use existence of primes.

For ¢ limit use 7.16 and the hypothesis (c¢) of 8.1, and for i = j 4 1 use the defini-
tion of prime chasing arrows. In the end, renaming without loss of generality f; =
isz. for ¢ S Q. D8_4
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8.5 Claim. [No use of 8.1(b),(c),(d).] If Ry n 1.4 from Claim 8.8 holds and
J = {a; : tp(a;, My, M;11) does not fork over M = My} then (M, N,J) belongs to
KoV,

Proof. We shall use Claim 7.9, now the desired conclusion is clause (A) there, so
it suffices to prove clause (D) there. Now subclauses (a), (b) are obvious so let us
prove subclause (c). For this we prove by induction on 8 < a = g(a) that letting
Js ={a;: 1 < f and tp(a;, M;, M;11) does not fork over My}, we have:

®p if Mg <s N",n < wand by € N for £ < n and Jg U {bo,...,b,_1} is
independent in (Mo, N*) (and by ¢ J,¢ # k = by # by, of course), then
{bo,...,bp_1} is independent in (M, Mgz, NT).

For § = 0 this is trivial. For £ limit this holds by 5.10(2) as (Mg, M, {b; : £ < n})
is independent by the induction hypothesis for each v < 3. Lastly, let 8 = v + 1;
then by 7.9, as we have proved ®., we have (M, M,,J,) € K2 First assume
ay € Jg. So

(¥) we are given n,bg,...,b,—1 we let b, = a, and we are assuming Jg U
{bo,...,bp_1} is independent.
Hence J, U {bo, ..., b} is independent.

Hence apply (*) for n+1,bg, . .., bu—1,bn, so {bo, ..., by} is independent in (M, M., NT)
as (M, Mg,a,+1) € K™ by 5.4 we deduce that {by,...,b,_1} is independent in
(Mo, Mg, N*), which gives the desired conclusion.
Second, assume a, ¢ Jg and n,by,...,b,—1 are given as in (x). By the induction
hypothesis {bo, ...,b,—1} is independent in (M, M., NT). But tp(a,, M., Mg) =
tp(a, My, NT) is orthogonal to My, tp(bs, M., NT) does not fork over M, M, and
(M., Mg, ay) € K3P" 0 by 6.15 necessarily tp(b, Mg, NT) does not fork over My,
as required.

Having carried the induction we got ®, which for n = 1 is the statement (D) of
7.9 hence gives the desired conclusion. s 5

Now we can show that any type in a sense is below a nonforking combination of
basic ones. (Compare with 8.6).

8.6 Claim. Ifp € /(M) then for some n, My({ < n),ar(k <n) and b we have:
(a) M() =M
(b) <M€7 Mé-l-l? CL@) S KS,DF
(¢) tps(ag, My, Myy1) does not fork over My, so
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(d) {ag: ¢ < n} is independent in (Mo, M) and (Mo, M, {ag : £ < n}) € K&
(e) be M, and p =tp(b, M, M,,).

Proof. We can find Ny, b such that M <; Ny and b € Ny and tps(b, M, Ny) = p.
By 8.3, without loss of generality, possibly increasing N, we have X, n y7 5 for
some M,a as there. By 8.5 we have (M,N,J) € K27 for some J. Among all
such pairs (N, J) choose one (N*,J*) with the cardinality of J* being minimal. Let
J* = {a; : i < 0}; by hypothesis 8.1(c) we know (M, N*,J*) € K2'% so we can find
an M-based pr-decomposition (M;,b; : i < 6,5 < 6) over M, i.e. My = M such
that tps(b;j, M, Mjy1) = tps(a;, M, N*) and tps(bj, M;, M;11) does not fork over
M, of course. So by the section hypothesis 8.1 there is a <;-embedding of N* into
My over M so without loss of generality N* <, My. Now if # < Xy we have gotten
the desired conclusion, otherwise b € N* C My = U M; so for some [ < 6 we have
<6
b € Ny and has clearly (Mo, Mg, {a; : i < 8}) € K2 by 8.1 so we have gotten a
contradiction to the choice of (N*,J*). Os.6

8.7 Definition. 1) We say that (M, : i < «) is s-independent over M inside N if
M <s M; <¢ N and we can find a <;-increasing sequence (NV; : i < «) such that
No =M, N <; N, and NF¢(M, N;, M;, N;11). We call (N, : i < a) a witness.

2) For a = A" we define similarly.

8.8 Weak Uniqueness Claim. Assume
a) for 0 =1,2,(M! i < a) is s-independent over M, inside Ny as witnessed
7
by (Nf :i < a)
(b) f is an isomorphism from My onto My
(¢) fori < a,f; is an isomorphism from M} onto M? extending f.

Then there is N3 such that No <; N3 and a <s-embedding f* of N1 into Nj
extending every f;.

Proof. Without loss of generality M; = M, call it M and fy is the identity on M,
so N§ =M.
We choose by induction on i < « the tuple (N3, gl, g?) such that

(B) N3 is <;-increasing continuous
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(7) gfis a <;-embedding of N} into N for £ = 1,2
(8) g¢ is increasing continuous for i
(6) (Va € M)(g}1(fi(a)) = giy1(a)).

For ¢+ = 0,¢ limit this is obvious. For ¢ = j 4+ 1 use the uniqueness of NF-
amalgamation. Having carried the induction, by renaming we get the conclusion.
Us.s

Proof. Straightforward.

8.9 Claim. 1) Assume that M <; M; <, N fori < a,a < A*. Then we can find
NT, (M :i<a) such that (N;" :i < a)

)

)
(c) M; <4 M1~+ < Nit1
(d) NF4(M;, N;", M, N7 )
(e)

2) In part (1) it follows that

(f) there is J; such that (M, M;",J;) € K39

(9) if u C o and {M; : i € u} is independent over M inside N then {M;" :i €
u} is independent over N inside NT.

8) If M <; M/ fori < « then we can find N and M = (M; : i < ) such that M
is independent inside (M, N) and M;, M! are isomorphic over M fori < .

Proof. Easy.

8.10 Claim. Assume that (M; : i < «) is s-independent over M, inside N with
N = (N; :i < ), a witness.

1) If M <, M] <¢g M; fori < «, then (M] :i < «) is s-independent over M inside
N.

2) In part (1), N is also a witness for (M : i < a) being s-independent over M
inside N.

8) If M; <5 M then we can find N*,(N;" :i < a),(fi:i < a) such that:

(a) N; <¢ N;t and N <, N*
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(b) (N;' i < a) is <s-increasing continuous

(¢) fi is a <s-embedding of M;" into Niy1 over M;
(d) (N :i < a) witness (fi(M;") :i < a) is s-independent over M inside Ny .

4) There are (M} :i < a),(N;":i < a), N*,(J; i < a) such that:

(a) M; <¢ M}, N <s N* and N; < N;' fori<a
(b) (N, :i < a) witness that (M} : i < o) is s-independent over M inside Nt
(¢)

¢) (M,M? J;) e K2V,

5) If N < NT then (M; : i < &) is s-independent over M inside N*t.

Proof. 1), 2) Straightforward.

3) By 8.9(2) and then use part (1).
4) By 8.9(2).

5) Trivial.

8.11 Claim. Assume M <; M; <s N fori < a.

1) For any M' = (M : i < '), a permutatz’on of M = (M; : i < o) (that is
for some one to one function © from « onto o, M; M’( )) we have: M is s-
independent over M inside N iff M' is s-independent over M inside N.

2) M = (M; :i < «) is s-independent over M inside N iff every finite subsequence
M’ of M is s-independent over M inside N.

3) Assume (M, M;,J;) € K29, Then: (M; : i < a) is s-independent over M
inside N iff U{J; : i < a} is independent in (M, N) and, of course, the J; are
pairwise disjoint.

Proof. 1) By the symmetry assume (M; : i < «) is s-independent over M inside N.
By 8.9(2) + 8.10(1) without loss of generality, for each ¢ < « for some J; we have
(M, M;,J;) € K2V, Now using (3), part (1) is translated to parts of 5.4.
2) Similarly (note 8.9(2), clause (g)).
3) First assume that (M; : i < «) is s-independent over M inside N, let (N; : i < «)
witness this; of course, i # j = J; NJ; =0,i < j = M, N M; = M (by properties
of NFy). For = a we get that U{J; : i < a} is independent in (M, N) as required.
We prove by induction on § < « that U{J; : ¢ < 8} is independent in (M, Ng) =
(No, Ng); of course, we can increase Ng (see 5.4(2)). For = 0 this is trivial, for /5
limit use 5.4(1), for § = v+ 1, by 5.6(2) we have J is independent in (M, N, Ng)
and so by 5.6(1) we have (U{Ji 11 < yp)UJy = U{J; : i < B} is independent in
(M7 NB)'
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Second assume that the J;-s are pairwise disjoint and U{J; : i < «} is inde-
pendent in (M, N). Let Jog = U{J; : i < B}, so (J<p : B < ) is C-increasing
continuous.

We now choose by induction on 8 < a, the tuple® (M5, Nj,J%) such that:

Note that by clauses (a),(e),(j) this is enough to prove (Mj : 8 < a) witness that
(M; : i < «a) is independent in (M, N), (see Definition 8.7) as required.
For 8 =01et M3 = M,Nj = N and Jj = {J; easy to check.

For 8 a limit ordinal let M3 = U{M} : v < B}, Nj = U{NJ : v < B} and
J% = U{J : v < B} the least obvious point is clause (h) which holds by 7.16 and
clause (i) which holds by 5.4.

Lastly, for 8 = v+ 1 as (M, M3, 32 UJ.,) € K39 by clause (h), and Jru
J<y € J2UJ g is independent in (M, NJ) by clause (i), by 5.18(1) we deduce that
Jy = J2UTp\JZUT o is independent in (M, M7, N7). So as (M, M, J,) € K3V,
by the definition of K2"? (see Definition 5.15) we get NF (M, M3, M, N3) hence
J is independent in (M, M7, N3) by 5.6(2). By 5.18(2) we can find (M, N ) such
that: M> <, M <; N.,N» <; N, M is (A, x)-brimmed over M}, N/ is (A, *)-
saturated over N and (M, N!,J,) € K3V and J., is independent in (M, M, N?).
By Definition 5.15 (of K2¥9) this implies NF4(M, M., M/, N'). There are also
(fs, N/) such that NI < N7, fg is a <s-embedding of M into NI over M} and
NFs (M3, N, fs(M)), N7), simply by the existence of NF,-amalagmation.

As we also have NFs(M, M., M, NJ) (see above), by transitivity for NFs we
have NFs(M, M., fs(M), NJ). As we have NFs(M, M,y,M,’y,NA’Y) by the unique-
ness of NFs-amalgamation, possibly increasing Ny, we can extend fg to f5, a <,-
embedding of N into N/ such that idy, C f5. Let Nj = Ng, Mg = fi(N;),

8the sequence (Mg : B < o) will witness that (M; : i < o) is independent in (M, N)
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note that f5(M)) is (A, *)-brimmed over fz(MJ) = My and J3 U J., is in-
dependent in (M, f5(M;)) and J3 U J<, C f5(MJ) = M, hence we can find
J., C ME\(J* UJ<y)\M such that: J., UJ* UJ, is independent in (M, f5(M?))
and (M, f5(M), I U TEUToy) € K&V by 7. As M <, f4(M]) <q f5(N!) = M
sc1te{'% 05- XXX} undefined
and (M, fa(M!), 3,035 0T ) € KoV and (f5(M.), f45(N,),J,) € KV we get
by 5.18(3) that (M, f5(N3), J,UIZUT,UT,) = (M, M3, (J,UJ5)UT <) € K3V,
Let J3 = J’ U JZ%, so we have almost finished proving the induction step, we
still need: J7p dlSJOlnt to JZ, and Jj U J<, is independent in (M, Nj); for this
we know that Jj U J< is 1ndependent in (M, fg(M)) and M < fB(M’) <s Nj
and (J3 N J<a)\f[’3(M§) = (J<a\J <) hence it suffices to prove that J.,\J<, is
independent in (M, fg(M,), N3). But NFs(M7, fg(M), N3, NJ/) and J<o\J < C
N is independent in (M, M3, N7) as stated above, so by 5.6(2) we are done,
Us.11

8.12 Conclusion. 1) If (M; : i < «) is s-independent over M inside N, f; is an
isomorphism from My onto M; over M for i < o and 7 is a permutation of a and
NT is (A, *)-brimmed over N, then for some automorphism f of N over M we
have (i) = j = f;0 /i C J.

2) Assume that (M} : i < a) is s-indiscernible over M, inside N, for £ = 1,2 and
fi 2 f is an isomorphism from M} onto M? for i < §, f an isomorphism from
M; onto My and Ny is (A, *)- brimmed over U{M/ : i < a}. Then there is an
isomorphism from N7 onto Ny extending U{f; : i < a}.

Proof. 1) By (2).
2) By 8.10(3) and uniqueness of the (A, x*)-saturated model over a model in K.
Us.12

8.13 Definition. 1) We say that (f; : i < ) is (< #)-indiscernible over M if: for
some sequence a = (a. : € < () (possibly infinite), Dom(f;) = {a. : € < (} for every
i < a and for every partial one to one function 7 such that Dom(7)U Rang(7) C «
and |Dom(7)| < 6 there are N*, g such that N <, NT, g is an automorphism for
N7 over M and for every i € Dom(w) we have: g maps f;(a) to fr(;)(a).

8.14 Claim. Assume (M; :i < «) is s-independent over M inside N, f; (i < «) is
an isomorphism from My onto M; over M, and p € .#5(My). The following are
equivalent:

(A) pLM
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(B) pLfi(p)
(C) for some i < j < a we have f;(p)Lf;(p)

Proof. By 8.9(3) [NO!: ad proof] it is easy to show that without loss of generality M

is (), x)-saturated and by ? without loss of generality « is infinite.
scite{705-xxX} undefined

(B) & (C): by the indiscernibility (8.12(1)).

—(C) = =(A): By the indiscernibility we have i < j < a = f;(p) £ f;(p).

First we can find (M} : n < w), <s-increasing, M, ; is (A, x)-saturated over M
such that U{M} : n < w} = M. Second, we can also find (M7, : n < w) <,
increasing such that NFs (M, Mg ., M. 1, Mg, . 1) and Mo <s UMg ,, by 7. Third,

scite{705-yyY} undefined

without loss of generality U{Mg, : n < w} = M. Fourth, for some n,p does
not fork over M{,, so without loss of generality n = 0. Hence we can consider
Mg, (fi(Mgo) 11 < a),(fi = fi | Mio:i<a),(p;= filp ] M§,):i<a)and can
choose f,, fo (Mg o) <s Mo such that (f/ [ Mg, :i < ) is indiscernible over M.
By the indiscernibility clearly pj & p!, but pj||po and there is ¢ € .#(M), q|p’,, so
we are done. [This is similar to 6.10].

(C) = (A):

Assume ¢ € .*(M),q £ p, so q £ p; for i < a where p; = fi(p). Let N*,b
be such that N <, N*,b € Nt and tp(b, N, N*') is a nonforking extension of
q. So by 6.4(2), possibly increasing N*, for each i < « there is a; € NT such
that tp(a;, N, NT) is a nonforking extension of p; and {b,a;} is not independent
in (N, NT). But by 6.19(1) {a; : i < o} is independent in (N, N1), contradicting
5.13(1) as « is infinite. Og 14

The following will be used in §9[7].
8.15 Claim. Assume:

(@) (NL:a <6) is <s-increasing continuous for £ = 1,2 and \|§

(b) Mf <s N§ fori<i

(¢) if N§ <¢ M <, Nf,c € N\\M and p = tp,(c, M,N{) € SP5(M) then
p £ M{ for some i < i*

(d) ifp € SP(NE),a < 6,0 € {1,2} and p=M/ for somei < i* and p is reqular,
then for \ ordinals B € («,d) there is ¢ € Mé—H such that tps(c, Né,NéH)
is a nonforking extension of p

(€) fo is an isomorphism from N} onto N§ mapping M} onto M?.
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Then there is an isomorphism from N} onto NZ extending fo.

Proof. Hence and forth, as usual.

8.16 Claim. 1) If (M, :i < «) is independent over M and a; € M;, tps(a;, M, M;) €
SPS(M) then {a; : i < a} is independent over M.

2) If above (M, M;,J;) € K™ i < a = M; <, N then U{J; : i < o} is indepen-
dent in (M, N).
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§9 BETWEEN CARDINALS, NONSPLITTING AND GETTING FULLNESS

Our aim is to get full A-good™-systems. Fullness seems naturally desirable (being
closed to superstability) and help in proving the existence of enough regular types.

9.1 Hypothesis. 1)s is a successful A\-good™ system.

9.2 Definition. 1) For A < p we define s is a [\, p)-frame as in Chapter II, except
that R is a [\, p)-a.e.c., i.e., Ry = Kf\/ i U{K,i/ tk € [\ p)}. Let Ag, us be A,
respectively.

2) We define “a good [\, p)-frame”, K3Ps g3er g3ua g3 g3V gimilarly.

3) For a A-frame s and p > X we define s[\, p) naturally; so Rqpy ) = K° [ U{K} :
k€ [\ )}

9.3 Claim. The claims on good \-frames hold for [\, u)-frames with some obvious
changes.

Not central but we may note

9.4 Definition. 1) We say that s is type-full if .7 = .71,
N

2) Let a ||J b means that tp(a, M, N), tp(b, M, N) € .#>5(N) and for some M, (¢ < 3)
M

we have My = M, N <g Ma, My <s M1 <s Ms,a € My and tp(b, My, M3) does not
fork over M.
3) We may allow not to distinguish types of elements and of finite tuples, so we
use S5 (M) = U{L(M) : m < w} we call such s of (< w)-type, then let ab be the
concatanation (this makes no real difference).
4) We say that s is type-closed if 5 is of (< w)-types and tp(as, M, N) € .#5(M)
N
for £ = 1,2 and a; ||J ap implies tp(ajas, M, N) € #P5(M). [See Claim x]|.
M

9.5 Definition. For a A\-good frame s (not necessarily satisfying Hypothesis 5.177)
we define a frame t = 5%¢:

/\t = )\57ﬁt = Rs
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S = {tp(ag...an—1,M,N):M <, N,a; € N\M for £ <n

N
and |J{as: ¢ <n}, ie. we can find M, satisfying
M

M=My<;, M <,;...<y M,, =N and
ag € Mo, tp(ag, My, Myy1) € F2°(M,)
does not fork over M for ¢ < n}

WU = {(Mo, My,a, M3) : for some n and (M; : £ < n) we have

a:ao...an_l,Mg Ss M;,Ml :Mg Ss Ml* Ss Ss M:;
and tp(ag, My, My,,) € 3°(My)

does not fork over MO}.

9.6 Claim. 1) If s is a good \-frame as in Hypothesis 5.1[?], then s*° is a good
A-frame as in Hypothesis 5.1 and deal with (< w)-type.

2) If 5 is a good™ \-frame, then s*° is a A-good™ frame.

3) Primes, KoV dense, etc., are lifted [FILL!].

Proof. Saharon: We may wonder (see answer later).

* * *

9.7 Definition. 1) We say 8! is situated above £ if for some \g < A\; we have: &!
is a Aj-a.e.c., with amalgamation, £ is an \p-a.e.c. with amalgamation and letting
RO be the lifting (from II§1) we have K} C K", <qt=<gown| K}. We may
write Ay = A(RY). We may treat tpgi (a, M, N) as tpgo(a, M, N) when no confusion
arises, e.g. p | N, N € K.

2) We say £} is weakly £%-local (or weakly local above £°) if:

(a) R is situated above K°
(b) if M € 8], and p,q € a1 (M), then

X p=gq& (VN)N <goww M & N € Kygoy > p [ N =g¢q | N(€
a0 (N))] which means if p = tpg1 (a, M, M) and ¢ = tpgi (b, M, M)
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then: p = ¢ iff for every N € R0 satisfying N <gouo M we have
tpgo.w (a, N, M1) = tpgous (b, N, M) recalling that this means that
N <goww Ny < My,a € N1,b € Ny = tpgo(a, N, Ni) = tpgo(b, N, Ny).

2A) R} is basically weak &%-local if (a),(b) above but in (b), p,q € #*5(M).
3) We say &! is £%-local (or local above &) if

() &' is situated above K°

(B) 8! is weakly R%-local

(v) if M € &' and p = tpg:(a, M, My) € S5 (M), then for some A C M, |A| <
A(R?) the type p does not split over A which means that: if A C N €
K9 Ny <gomp M for £ = 1,2 and f is an isomorphism from N; onto N,
over A, then tpgo(a, No, M1) = f(tpgo(a, N1, M;) (by Definition 2.13 this
is equivalent to: if A C N € 8% N <goup M then (tpgo.ua(a, N, M) does
not split over A.

4) We say s is situated above t if:

(a) s,tare good frames

(D) A < Ag

(c) Rs is situated above £
(d)

d) if M € &, and p € ¥ (M), then: p € #5(M) iff for every large enough
N <gzpq M of cardinality A\¢ we have p | N € DS (N)

(e) similarly “p € .#P(M;) does not fork over My <, M;” iff there are Ny <g,
Ny (so Ny € R) such that Ny <gjq My:

(x) if Ny <g, N{ <gjg My then p | N € .ZP5(NJ") does not fork over
Np.

5) We say s is weakly t-local (or local above t)

(o) s is situated above t

(B) R is weakly R'-local, i.e., clause (b) of (2) (which deals with not necessarily
basic types); but even for basic types this (b) of (2) is not implies by “s
situated above t”.

5A) We say s is t-local (or local above t) if

(a) s is situated above t
(B) R is R-local (see (3)).
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6) In (5) we add basically if in (b) of (c) we demand this.
6A) In (5A) we add the adjective “basically” if we weaken clauses (8), (v) of part
(3) to (B)"® + ()P respectively; that is s is basically t-local if:

(o) s is situated

(B)Ps if M € R and p,q € SP5(M), then p = ¢ & (VN)[N <gqy M & N €
Ri—=p| N=gq]N(E€AN)

(7)Ps if M € Rq,p € #P5(M), then for some A C M we have |A| < A\¢ and p does
not split over A.

7) We say s is a strongly t-local if:

(a) s is basically t-local
(B) s,t are weakly successful

(v) if M <, N, then for almost every X € [N]S*MY the type tprg (X, M, N)
does not split over X N IV, see Definition xxx

(6) for M, € K, for £ < 4, we have NF (My, My, My, M3) iff for almost all
Y € [MyUM; UM, UM, NF(Mo | Y,M; | Y,M> | Y, M5 ]Y)

(8)" NF have? reflection from s to t and lifting from t to s and x.x.
8) We say s is super t-local if:

(a) s,t are weakly successful frames

(B) s,t have primes!? and | = J} (for both)

(7) s is strongly t-local

(8) if (My, My, a) € K& then for almost all Y € [M;]*® we have
(Mo | Y, M, | Y,a) € K7™

8A) We say that s is super-t-local if:

B) s is strongly t-local
v) if My € Ry, p € .P5(M) then there are My, a such that
(i) (Mo, My,a) € Kg"9
(i) tp(a, Mo, My) =p
(ii) for almost all Y € [M;]*® we have (Mo | Y, M, | Y,a) € K9

)
(a) s,t are weakly successful frames
(
(

9is it reasonable to demand this instead for Kf’“q? Then for NF it follows.

10To demand every (Mo, M1,a) € Kf’uq is reflected incomparable. To demand for a dense
family is enough and weak.
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9) In any of the above we add “fully” if &} = ﬁ?\’fp (for a.e.c.) or Ry = (K[t])x(s)
(for frames).

9.8 Claim. Assume s = tT is weakly successful and t is \¢-goodt and successful.
1)If M € Rs and p € S5(M), then p does not split over some A C M of cardinality
A¢ [even in a stronger sense: for Ny <gq M, Ny in any cardinality/.

2) s is strongly t-local.

8) [22] If M € Rs, A C M, |A| < Xs and p € S5(M), then

p does not split over A iff (VN € Ry)
[N <ge M & AC N — p | N does not \i-split over A

4) s is super t-local.

Proof. Essentially from II.7.

Some of the obvious properties are

9.9 Claim. 1) If so is s1-local and s1 is so-local, then so is so-local.

2) If so is strongly s1-local, s1 has x-nonsplitting, then so has x-nonsplitting.

3) If 5o is strongly s1-local and s1 is strongly so-local, then so is strongly sq-local.
4) Similar results for the “basic” version.

5) Similar results for “R° a A\g-a.e.c.”.

6) Similar results of “s is super t-local”.

Proof. Easy.

We now investigate the reflection of the following properties and their negation:
independent, orthogonal K39 K3v4,

9.10 Claim. 1) Assume 82 is situated above 8. If My <g» My then for almost all
Y € [Ma]MY we have My |'Y < Ma; similarly for My %42 My & {My, My} € 82.
2) [s is situated above t]

(a) p € FP3(M,y) does not fork over My <, M, iff for almost every Y € [M;]MY
we have: p | Y € SP5(M; 1Y)
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(b) if My <s My <5 My and J C Iz ar, i independent in (Mg, My, M) for s,
then for almost allY € [MQ]A(t) we have: INY C Iy v Mty 1S independent
in (Mo [ Y, My [Y,Mz[Y) fort,

(¢) if p,q € SP5(M), then for almost all Y € [M]*®) we have p + q = p |

wkg
(MTY) £ql(MTY)

(d) if My <s M, pg € LP5(My) then pi||ps iff for almost every Y € [M]MY M, |
Y <¢Mandpy | (My [Y)[lp2 [ (M2 Y).

9.11 Claim. Assume s is super t-local.

1) If My <4 My <¢ M3 and J C I3/, a1, then J is independent in (Mo, My, My) iff
for almost every Y € [My]MY the set INY is independent in (Mo | Y, My | Y, My |
Y).

2) If p,q € SP5(M) then p jlf q iff for almost every Y € [MP*® p | (M 1Y) +q |

wk
Y).
3) If (Mo, My,3) € K& then for almost all Y € [My]*V we have (My | Y, My |
YV, INY) e K>, similarly for ¢ KoO.
4) Like (8) for K2V,
5) If My € Ks for { < 4 then: NFs(My, My, Ma, M3) iff for almost all Y €
[ MMV we have NF(Mo | Y, My | Y, M, [ Y,Ms | Y); similarly for the

{<4
negation.

6) If My <gjq M2 € Kg, My <¢ My, My N My = My then we can find M3z such

that: My <; Mz, My <gq M3z and for almost all Y € [M3]MY we have NF

(Mo Y, My [ Y, My [ Y,Ms ['Y). We express this as NF (Mo, My, My, Ms3).

Similar we define “p € .#P5(Ms) does not fork over My for (t,5).

7) If My <, Mo anda € MY (My,), then for some A € [M1]MY we have tps(a, My, M,)
does not \s-split over A.

8) The parallel of 8.14 (fill).

Proof. Fill (particularly (7)).

For some club 6, C [M,]* we have Y € 6, = M, | Y <qpg Me.

Now without loss of generality Y € $5 = Y N M; € %] so now for every Y € %5
we have M1 rY = M1 r (Y N Ml) Sﬁ[t] M1 Sﬁ[t] M2 and M2 rY Sﬁ[t] M2 and
My 'Y C Mz ['Y hence by axiom V of a.e.c. we have My [ Y <[gq M2 [ Y which
means that M1 r Y St M2 [ Y. Dg_ll



CLASSIFICATION THEORY OF FRAMES AND CLASSES 93

9.12 Claim. 1) We say s = (sp : \g < 0 < A1) is a super local sequence if:

(a) each sg is a weakly successful good O-frame
(b) if Ao < 0y < 61 < X then sg, is fully super sg, -local.

2) For suchs let: Rs = (ﬁ[g,\o])[/\o’w) and we write <, for <g_. Let NF5(My, My, Ms, Ms)

iff My <s My <z M3 for £ = 1,2 and for almost every Y € [M3]* we have
NFs, (Mo [Y, My [Y, My [Y,M5]Y).

9.13 Claim. 1) If5= (sg: 0 € [\o, A\1)) is a super local sequence and Ay is a limit
cardinal then for one and only one sy, the sequence 5 = (sg : 0 € [Mo, A])) is a
super local sequence.

2) If 5 = (sg : 0 € (Mo, \])) is a super local sequence and sy, is successful, and we
define s+ = 5; then the sequence s' = (sg : 0 € [X\o, \[ 1)) is a super local sequence
(but not necessarily full!).

PT’OOf. FILL! Dg.lg

Now we return to trying to deal with all types in (M), i.e. fullness.

9.14 Definition. [s is a A-frame]

1) For M € K, let /(M) = {tp(b, M, N): M <; N and b € N\M}.
2) The M-frame s is type-full if M € K, = ./P5(M) = ./2(M).

3) [s is a weakly successful good A-frame]

Let s = 5(nf) be the following frame (see below)

(CL) ﬁ5(nf) = Rs

(b) LRap(M) = F2(M)

(¢) U (Mg, My, a, Ms) holds iff My <, My <; M3 and a € M3\M; and there
s(nf)
are M, My such that My <; My <; M}, M3z <, M} and a € M, and
NFg (Mo, My, My, M3).

4) [s as in (3)]
Let sT7P be the A\ -frame which we also denote by s(x) or s(+nsp), defined by

(@) Rs(x) = Rs(t)
(b) ysb(f‘k)(M) = YE??)(M) = {p € Y;}i)(M) : for some My <gjs) M from
K3, p does not Ag-split over My (see Definition 2.13(1) in our case as M is
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Kt-saturated over A, this means that every automorphism g of M over M;
maps p to itself), if s is successful this is YS‘@)(M )

() U (Mo, My, a,Ms)if My <, My <g M3,a € M3\M; and tps(a, My, M3)
s(*)

does not As-split over some Ny <g[5] Mo, No € K.

9.15 Claim. Assume s is a successful good™-frame. If M € Kg(1) and p,q €
(M) andNSﬁ[s] M & NeKs=(pIN)=(q[N) thenp=gq.

Proof. Similar to 2.15.

9.16 Lemma. Assume that s is a successful goodt frame. Then the frame s(+nsp) =

s(*) 1s a good™ \] -frame and Y;ES)( ) = Fo(x)(M),s(%) has primes and weak or-

thogonality and is equivalent to orthogonality for it and R4y is categorical.

Proof. We have to check the axioms there.
Axioms: (A),(B),(C).
As Ry(4) = Rg(4) this follows from 1.9(1).

Axiom: (D),(a),(b) by the Definition of ,7;25)

Axiom (D)(c): Any a € N\M is O.K. by [\600 , §6],I1.7 (2) (use representation,
remember that every model M € K, is a saturated in £ above As of cardinality

)\j = )\5(*)). Hence we get also Y;ES)( ) yslz )( )

Axiom (D)(d): This holds as R4y is stable in AJ by 1.9(2) + [\600 , §4],IL.? but
Rs(x) = Rs(4), alternately use [\600 , §6],11.7(1)(?7).

Axiom (E)(a): By the definitions.

Axiom (E)(b): [monotonicity].
So Assume My <q) My <g() M <o) M1 g0y M3 <) Mzand |J (Mo, My, a, Ms)

5(%)

so it is witnessed by some Ny <k Mo with Ny € K.

Now the same Ng witness (|J (M], M7, a, M3). The other statement ( ||J (Mo, M1, a, M3) <

5(%) 5(%)
WU (Mo, My, a, M3)) is immediate by tps.(a, M1, M3) = tps)(a, M1, M3).
5(*)
Axiom (E)(c): (local character).
So assume that (M; : i < 0 + 1) is s(x)-increasing continuous, 0 < (Ag4))T =
ATt c € Msy1\Ms, and assume toward contradiction that tDs() (¢, Ms, Msy1) €
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5
Let M? = (M} : o < AT) be a <,-representation of M;, E a thin enough club of
AT, so e.g.

b (1) (Ms) is a counterexample. Without loss of generality § = cf(d), so § < AT

acE=ceM™!

and

aceFE & a<felE & i<di= tps(c, Mé,Mé“) does not A-split over M}

and
a<fBeFE & i<d= tps(e, Mg,Mg‘H) does A-split over M.

Choose ¢; € E for i < ¢, increasing continuous, so (M! :i < §) is <s-increasing
continuous, each M is (A, *)-brimmed for s and i < j < § = Mj is (A, x)-brimmed
over M! fors. If § < AT, by Subclaim 2.15, for some i < 4, tps(c M, ngjl) does
not A-split over M! for K, contradiction to the choice of E' above (and obvious

monotonicity of nonsplitting). If § = A", use Fodor’s lemma.

Axiom (E)(d): [transitivity]

Assume

(@) My <ge) Mo <g0e) M3 <g04) My

(B) a€ M4\M3

(7) tps(x) (@, Mz, My), 5(*)-does not fork over M; and
(0) tpss) (@, M3, My), 5(*)-does not fork over M.

Let M¢ = (Mf : ¢ < AT), for £ = 1,2,3,4 be a <,-representation of M, such
that a € Mg and without loss of generalitya < 8 < At & 1</l <m <4 =
NFg(ME, M, Mg, M) and for £ = 1,2

X, M¢ witness tDs(x) (@ Moy 1, My), 5(*)-does not fork over M,.
Let a, list M¢ so a; € *(M,). Now assume b, ¢ € *(Ms3) are such that
(e) tpajs (b, MY, My) = tpgpg(C, MY, My).
As My is £[s]-brimmed above s we can find b’ € *(M>) such that
(€) tpgpg(b’, M, My) = tp(b, MY, My)
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similarly we can find € € *(My) such that
(77) tpﬁ[s]( M27M4) p<é7MS7M4)‘

Chasing equalities (¢) + (¢) + (n), as MY C MY, clearly tpg(b’, MY, My) =
tpas) (€', MY, My), hence by clause (y) more exactly by K; we have

(0) tpsgs)((@) B, M7, My) = tpgg((a) "€, M?, My).
By clause (6), i.e., by Xy and the statement (1) we have

() tpsps((a) €, M3, My) = tpga(s)((a)c’, M3, My)
and similarly by Xy and ()

(k) tPaje)((a) b, M3, My) = tpgpq((a) " b', M3, My).

By chasing the equalities (6)+(c)+(r) we get tpa(s) ((a) b, M§, My) = tpgps)((a) ¢, Mg, My)
as required.

Axiom (E)(e): [Unique nonforking extension]

So let My <g4(+) M1 and p,q € Y( )(Ml) does not fork over My and p | My =
q | My. Let My <4y Mz and ay,az € My be such that tpg(,)(a1, My, Ma) = p
and tpg(s)(az, M1, Ma) = q. Let (M : ¢ < AT) be a <,-representation of M, for
¢ =0,1,2 with a1,as € M. By the assumption and the definition of s(x) for a
club E of AT we have, for ¢ € E,p | Mo¢ = q | Mo € Ss(Mo,) call it r¢ and
p [ Mic,q | Mic belong to .#5(M; ) and does not A-split over My and they
extend 7¢; also for ( < € in F and ¢ < 2 we have NF (M ¢, Myy1,c, Moe, Motq ¢)
and for ¢ < &, My is (A, x)-brimmed over M, for s. Now for ( < & from E, let
g be an isomorphism from M; ¢ onto My ¢ over M ¢, (clearly exists). Let a list
Mi¢, and b = g(a), so as for £ = 1,2, tps(as, My ¢, Ma¢) does not A-split over
Moy,0 <¢ My (by the hypothesis) there is an extension gy of g to an automorphism
of My such that gs(ag) = ay, so clearly p | M1 ¢ =q [ My¢. By 9.8(2) we get p =g¢
(recall that R,y = Ra(s))-
Axiom (E)(f): [Symmetry].

The proof relies on (E)(g) proved below.

We use freely Rs.) = Rs(4)-
By the symmetry (in the axiom) assume clause (b) there and we shall prove clause
(a). So there are My, M5 such that M3z <) M5 and My U {az} C My <4 Ms
and tpg(. (a1, My, Mg) does not fork over My for s(x). By (E)(g) we can find
MG,M7 € Ks( ) such that M4 Ss(%) MG Ss(x) M7,M5 Ss(x) M7 and M6 is (/\;'_,*)—
brimmed over Ms for s (equivalently for s(x)) and tpg,,., (a1, Ms, M7) does not
fork over M, for s(x).
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By transitivity (i.e. clause (E)(d)) we know that tp.(a1, Ms, M7) does not
fork over My for s(*). By 8.6 applied to s we can find My, J; such that My <

My <oy Mo, Jo C L7, s finite and (Mo, Ma, J2) € KT and az € M. Also
by 8.6 for st without loss of generality we can find M, a} such that M <s(%)
M{ <4y M7 and a] € MY such that tps(y)(aj, Mo, M{) = tps(+)(a1, Mo, M3)
(equivalently, for tps(,)) and NF g (Mo, M7, Mg, M7) and M is (AT, %)-brimmed

over My for sT. We also can find M; such that Mo U {af} C My <y M{,J2 C
I%M{ is finite and (Mg, M7,J;) € Kj’(‘j_r)
Now

®; J1 UJy is independent in (Mg, M7) for s
[why? see 8.11(3)]
®2 tps(s)(af, Mg, M7) does not fork over My for s(x)
®3 tDPs() (al, Mg, M7) = tps(s (a1, Mg, M)
[why? as both are s(x)-nonforking extensions of tps(.(a1, Mo, M3).]

We are done by subclaim ? below.

scite{705-x.X} undefined
Axiom(E)(g): [extension existence]

So let My <4(,) My and p € ysb(s)(Mo) so for some Ny € Rs, No <g[s) Mo and
Ny is a witness for p. So My, M are saturated models in A* for £° hence there is
an isomorphism f from My onto M; over Ny and f(p) € ysb(s)(Ml) is witnessed by
Ny and extend p [ Ny hence p. [Saharon: say more]

Axiom (E)(h): By claim 9.17(1) below.
Axiom (E)(i): By [\600 , §2],I1.7 it follows.
Lastly
s(*) is good™:
So assume M‘ = (M! : o < A*F) is <5( «-increasing continuous, M7 <,

M}an € M2y, tp(aat1, MO, 1, M3,,) € ,75( X MQ. ) is an s(x)-nonforking ex-
tension of p* € QS’;(*)(M(S) but tps () (aat1, Mg, ML, 5) does s(x)-fork over M and
we shall get a contradiction.

As p* € ,75( )(M(?) clearly for some N* € Ky we have N* <g[q M and p*
does not A-split over N* hence (by 9.17(2) below) also tps(s) (@at2, Moy 1, Mo o)
does not A-split over N*. let (N. : ¢ < AT) be a <,-representation of M7, and
without loss of generality N* <, Nj.

Now for each v < AT the type tps(s)(@at1, My, My ,) does s(x)-fork over Mg
hence it does A\-split over N*, but clearly for some (, < AT it does not A-split over
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N¢(a)- So for some ¢* < AT the set W = {a < ATt : (4, = (*} is unbounded in
ATT. Now choose by induction on & < X a triple (e, Mo, M1 o) such that:

a. € S is increasing

My <grq) M§, is <s-increasing continuous

Qe

MO,E Ss Ml,a

)
)
c) M. <g[s] ML s <s-increasing continuous
)
) e (o) € MO,E—|—1

)

There is no problem to carry the definition and ((My ., Mi c;a.) : € < AT) provide
a counterexample to “s is good™”.

Uo.16

9.17 Claim. 1) Assume the pre-\-frame v (see 0.2) satisfies axiom (E)(c),(d) (of
good frames of II.2) and .7/P% = S

Then it satisfies (E)(h), too. [have appeared?]
2) In clause (c) of Definition 9.14(4), an equivalent condition is

(*) if No <g[s) Mo, No € Ks and tps(.)(a, Mo, M3) does not \-split over N
then also tps(.(a, My, M3) does not \-split over it.

Proof. So assume (M; : i < §) be <,-increasing continuous, p € .#5(Mjs) and
p | M; belongs to #5(M;), does not t-fork over My for i < 6. As p | M; is not
realized in M; for ¢ < § this holds for i = 0, too. Let (Ms, Msy1,a) € KS”bS be such
that p = tp.(a, Ms, Ms.1); now by an assumption p belongs to .#**(Ms) hence by
(E)(c) for some i < ¢ the type p = tp.(a, M5, Msi1), does not v-fork over M;. But
we assume that p [ M; does not t-fork over M. So by Axiom (E)(d) together we
get p does not t-fork over M. Lg.17

Of course

9.18 Claim. Ifs is a successful type full \-good™-frame, then sT is a full \T-good
frame and s* = sT.

Proof. Easy.
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9.19 Claim. [s is successful and type-full \-good frame].
If My <4 My <5 My and (My, Myi1,a4) € Kf’\’pr fort =1,2, then (My, My, apa1) €
K3Pr

Proof. Use 5.8(2).
[But @-closed suffices.]

9.20 Question: Add on "/ for s saturative. Saharon!

* * *

9.21 Claim. [Here?] Assume s is super t-local, both full.
If My <gg M1, My € Ky, My € R, p1 € Y (My) does not fork over Mo, po = p |
My < S(My), then rks(p1) = rke(po)-
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§10 REGULAR TYPES

10.1 Hypothesis. s is a A-good weakly successful frame with primes such that s is
type-full.

10.2 Definition. 1) We say that p € #(M) is regular if there are Mg, My, a, My
such that:

(a) My is (A, *)-brimmed over My for £ = 1,2

(b) Mo, M <; My <; Ms,a € M,

(¢) p' = tp(a, My, My) is parallel to p

(d) p’ does not fork over M,

(e) if ¢ € M5\ My realizes p’ | My then c realizes p’.

2) We say that p € .#P5(M) is regular™ if there are My, My, a such that clauses
(a)-(d) above holds and (see §2)

(e)" if ¢ € Ms\ My, then rk(tp(c, M, Ms)) > rk(p).
3) We add “directly”, if

(9) My =M.

Remark. Note that regular # regular™, e.g. T is the first order theory of M =
(wxwUw, PM QM FM)when PM = wxw, QM = w, FM((n,m)) = n, FM(n) =n.

By and for our purposes every regular type is “equivalent to a regular™ type so
those suffice.

10.3 Claim. 1)

(a) If p1||p2 then py is reqular iff po is reqular
(b) if M is (X, x)-brimmed (trivially holds if Rs is categorical) and p € SP5(M),
then p is reqular iff it is directly regular.

2) If p € ./P3(M) is regular, M is (X, x)-brimmed over My, p does not fork over My
and (M, M, a) € K&, tp(a, M, M) = p and we let My = M. Then p is reqular
iff clause (e) of 10.2 holds. So trivially (a), (b), (¢), (d)) of 10.2 hold, i.e., holds
fOT’ Mo, Ml, Mg, a.

3) The parallel of parts (1),(2) holds for requlart.
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4) If (M, N,a) € K& and p = tp,(a, M, N) is regular™, M is (\, %)-brimmed, then
c € N\M = rk(tp(e, M, N)) > rk(p).
5) If p is reqular™ then p is regular.

Proof. 1a) So assume that M’ <, M and M"” <, M and p' € ./P(M"),p" €
PS(M") are parallel, that is some p € (M) does not fork over M’ and over M"
andp [ M =p',p | M" = p” and we should prove that p’ is regular iff p” is regular.
By the symmetry it suffices to show that p’ is regular iff p is regular. Now the
“if” direction is trivial (the same witnesses My, M7, Ms, a works). For the “only if”
direction, let (M{, M1, M}, a) witness p’ is regular and without loss of generality M}
is (A, *)-brimmed over Mj.

As R has amalgamation and M’ <, M, M’ <, M/ without loss of generality for
some M; we have M| <; M; and M <, M; and without loss of generality M;
is (A, *)-brimmed over M] U M. There is an isomorphism f from M| onto M;
over M as both are (A, *)-brimmed over it, and we can find f, My, a* such that
My <¢ Mo, f* 2 f, f* an isomorphism from M} onto My and f*(a) = a*.

Now f*(M}), My = f*(M]), Ms = f*(M}) and a* witnesses the regularity of p.
1b) The if direction is obvious (same witnesses).

For the other direction assume that My, My, My, a witness that p € .7P5(M) is
regular. There is M| such that My <; M| <; M; such that M} is (A, *)-brimmed
over My and M; is (A, *)-brimmed over M]. Clearly there is an isomorphism f
from M/ onto M and it can be extended to an isomorphism f* from M; onto Mj.
Without loss of generality f(tp(a, My, Ms)) = tp(a, M1, Ms) (as both types does
not fork over My and M|, M; are isomorphic over My hence there is g € Aut(M))
over My such that g(tp(a, M}, Ms)) = f~1(p). Hence replacing f by f o g we are
“done”. Using f* we can find f*, M}, a’ such that f* O f* is an isomorphism from
M onto MY, f*(a) = a’ and (f*(My), My, M}, a’) is a witness to p directly regular.
2), 3), 4) Similar.

5) Because if M is (), *)-brimmed over My and p € .#*5(M;) and q € . (M), q #
p,q | My =p | My then rk(p) = rk(p | Mp) > rk(q), see 2.19(4) + 2.22. (103

10.4 Claim. 1) If M <s N and M is (X, x)-brimmed, then for some ¢ € N\M the
type tp(c, M, N) is requlart (hence regular).
2) If My <s M <4 N, M is (X, *)-brimmed and p € .#P5(My) is realized by some
member of N\M and M is (\,x*)-brimmed over My, then for some ¢y € N\M
realizing p we have tps(c1, M, N) is regular.

Proof. 1) Choose ¢ € N\M such that rke(tps(c, M, N)) is minimal. Then choose
(A, *)-brimmed My <s; M such that M is (A, *)-brimmed over My and tp(c, M, N)
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does not fork over M.

2) Choose ¢ € N\M realizing p with rks(tps(c, M, N)) minimal. Let a3 € M}
realize p | My, let f be an isomorphism from M; onto M (exists as there is M~ <,
M such that M is (A, *)-brimmed over M~ and p does not fork over M ~. [jg.4

10.5 Claim. [s = t" t is A\-good" successful with primes or just s is super t-local
t with primes [Saharon]].

Assume (M,N,a) € K3 p = tps(a, M,N) and q € SP(M) and My €
K, My <grg M (so M is (X, x)-brimmed [if s = t7]).
1) If p does not fork over My then

(a) p is regular (fors) iff p | My is regular (for t)
(b) Similarly for reqular
(¢) if (M,N,a) € KZ* and c € N\M realizes p | My then c realizes p.

2) There is a regular® type p; € SP5(M) not orthogonal to p, and realized in N
such that tke(p1) < rks(p) and rks(r) < rke(p1) = rlp for r € S(M) or just
re (M), M <; M'. Question: Is s not t?

3) If p, q are reqular™ not orthogonal, then q is realized in N and rks(q) = tks(p).
4) If M* <s M,p | M* =q | M*,p+# q,p does not fork over M* and p is regular
then plq.

5) If p is reqular™ and rks(q) < rks(p) then plq.

6) Let p1 € .SP5(M) be not orthogonal to p with minimal rank. Then

(a) p1 is realized in N and is reqular
(B) if p is regular and (M,N',a') € KSP then p is realized in N'.

7) If a1 € N\M and pLq and (M,N,a) € K2 then tps(ai1, M, N)Lq and M' <,
M & plM’' = tp (a1, M,N)LM'.
8) If p,q are regular not orthogonal then q is realized in N.

Proof. For the case s = t* let (M, : o < A1), (Ng : @ < AT) be < gg-representation
of M, N respectively. Without loss of generality (M, N,a) € K3 and o < A\t =
(My,No,a) € K" and a < = NF(Ma, Na, Mg, N3) hence (M, Ny, a) €
Kf”pr [used?] and oo < B = Ng, Mg is (A, %) — t-brimmed over N,, M, respectively.
1) Easy. (see 2.20 which deals with rk, but the proof works).

2) Choose p; € .#P5(M) realized by some ¢; € N\M with rks(p;) minimal and let
Ni <. N be such that (M, Ny, ¢;) € K2P". Now p; is regular™ by 10.3(2),(3) it is
realized in N as exemplified by ¢;. Also rk(p;) < rk(p) by the minimality of rk(p;).
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Lastly, assume r € .#P$(M"), r+p, M <, M'; without loss of generality M = M’
(see 8.14 and its proof). Without loss of generality p,p;,r do not fork over My,
so as N is A\{-saturated (for K!) there is c; € N realizing r | My such that
{a, 2} is not independent over M, inside N. Now this implies c; ¢ M hence
rks(tps(co, M, N)) > 1ks(p1) so necessarily using 2.207 rke(r) = rke(r [ My) =
rke(tpe(co, Mo, N)) > 1ke(tps(ce, M, N) > 1ke(p1) as required.

3) First assume rk(q) < rk(p).

Without loss of generality p,q does not fork over My, so p | My,q | My are
regulart not orthogonal (by part (1) and by 6.11 respectively). As a € N realizes
p [ My and N is Af—saturated there is ¢ € N realizing q | My such that {a,c} is
not independent over My inside N for t. Hence ¢ ¢ M, hence rkq(tps(c, M, N)) <
rk¢(tpi(c, Mo, N)) = rks(q) < tke(p) so rks(tps(c, M, N)) = rk(p).

As pis regular® and (M, N, a) € K2b" this implies that rks (tps(c, M, N)) is equal
to rks(p), hence to rke(q), so necessarily tps(c, M, N) = q and rks(p) = rks(q). We
are left with the case rks(p) < rks(g). But then interchanging p and ¢ (and
replacing N, a by others) we get a contradiction.

4) Without loss of generality M =: M* N My < M; and p does not fork over it.

Without loss of generality and p and ¢ does not fork over (are witnessed by) M)
and p | M7 and plqg < (p | MoLlqg | My). Assume toward contradition that p £ ¢
hence for some ¢ € N realizing q | My, {a,c} is not independent over M; inside
N, hence ¢ € N\M. So choose ¢’ € N\M realizing q [ My with rke(tps(c’, M, N))
minimal, and choose a < A such that M, < N’ <; N, and tp(c’, M, N) does not
fork over M, and ¢ € N/, and (M., N',a) belongs to K;™? hence to K", and
N'is (A, %) — t-saturated over Mj.

So My, My, N';a,p | Mg, c contradict “p [ Mj is tregular (check Definition
10.2(1)).

5) Proof similar to (3).

6) Clause («): as in the proof of part (2).

Proof of Clause (3):

By clause (a) we know that p; is realized in NV, so without loss of generality Nt <,
N hence a' € N. Without loss of generality both p and p; does not fork over M,
and so as in earlier cases there is ¢ € N! realizing p | My such that {c,a'} is not
independent in N over My. This implies ¢ € N\ M hence by clause (c) of part (1)
we know that c realizes p, as required.

7) Easy.

8) Let p; € .P(M) be not orthogonal to p of minimal rank, and let ¢; € .#>5(M)
be not orthogonal to ¢ of minimal rank. By part (6), clause («) p1, ¢ are regular™.
By part (6) clause («), p; is realized in N say by a;. Now p; +¢; (apply twice part
(6)(B)+(7) to get (p1Lgr = pLq)), hence by part (3) some by € N realizes ¢; hence
by part (6) clause () (applied to ¢, q1) some b € N realizes ¢, as required.

Uio.5
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10.6 Conclusion. 1) Non-orthogonality among regular types is an equivalence
relation.

2) For regular p,q € .#P(M) and r € .(M) we have p£+q,q+r =p+£r.

3) For p,q,r € .#P5(M), q regular, p & q, ¢ = we have p % 7.

4) For nonorthogonal p,q € .#*(N) and M <; N, we have pl M < gL M).
[Saharon: with categoricity use (s, t),s saturated over t.

10.7 Claim. [s categorical in Ag].

1) If M <; N and p € .#P5(N) is not orthogonal to M then there is q € S>5(N)
not orthogonal to p, conjugate to p (i.e., f(p) = q for some f € Aut(M)) and q
does not fork over M.

2) If (M; :i <6+ 1) is <gs-increasing continuous and Ms # Ms,1, then for some
¢ € Msi1\Ms and nonlimit i < 0, we have tp(c, M5, Ms11) does not fork over M;,
and is orthogonal to M;_1 if i > 0 so s has enough requlars (see Definition x.x).
8) If in part (2), q € SP5(Ms) is reqular realized by some member of Ms,1, then
we can demand tp(c, M;, Msi1) is conjugate to q.

4) In part (1), if for some My is (X, *)-brimmed over My, then we can get q conju-
gate to p over M.

Proof. 1) Let r € .#P3(M) be not orthogonal to p. Let (M, : a < w), (N, : a < w)
be as in the proof of 8.14, i.e., M = M,, = U{M,, : n < w},N = N, = U{N,, :
n<w}, NFs(My,, Ny, Myyy1, Mypyy1, Npy1) and M,,11, Nppyq is (A, *)-brimmed over
M.,,, N,, respectively; without loss of generality p does not fork over Ny and r does
not fork over My. We can find (f; : i < A1) such that f14; is a <;-embedding of
Ny into M over My, fo = idn,, such that (f;(Np) : i < w) is independent over M
(see 8.14) and clearly f;(p [ No) & q [ Mo, hence f;(p | No) £ My. By 8.14 clearly
p I No=£ fi(p | No) and let ¢ € .#P5(N) be a nonforking extension of f1(p | No).
2) By 10.4(1) for some d € Msy1\Ms, the type tp(d, Ms, Msyq1) is regular, and
apply part (3).
3) Let j = Min{i <§:q=+ M;}, as ¢ £ M; clearly j is well defined. By 6.10(2), j
is a nonlimit ordinal and by part (1) there is 7 € .#P5(Ms) not forking over M; not
orthogonal to ¢ and conjugate to ¢ hence r is regular and by 10.6(4)a is orthogonal
to M;, for j; < j but not orthogonal to p.

By 10.5(8) some ¢ € M1\ M; realizes 7.
4) Easy. D10_7

10.8 Claim. If NFs(My, My, My, M3) and p € .#P5(M3) is reqular and p+ My, p+
My then p + M.

Proof. FILL (used in 12.9).
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10.9 Claim. 1) Assume

(a) s is super t-local

(b) t is weakly successful with primes, categorical in \;.

Then the conclusion of 10.7 holds.
2) If s satisfies 10.7(1) then it satisfies 10.7(2), (3), (4).

Proof. 1) By part (2) it suffices to prove 10.7(1), it holds by the same proof using
9.10(8) instead of 8.14.
2) Same proof. Oio.9

10.10 Definition. We call (M,J) € # regular if ¢ € J; = tp(c, M;, M;y1) is
regular; we say “regular except J” if ¢ € J are excluded.

10.11 Claim. /s categorical in As or just the conclusions of 10.7.]

1) Assume M <4 N and J C Iy N is independent in (M, N). Then we can find a
prime (M,J) € K& with I C Jo, My = M,N = U{M,, : n < w} and (M,J) is
reqular except (possibly) J.

2) If (M, N,a) € K2 then we can find prime regular (M,J) € K3 with Jo =
{a}, My =M,N = U{M, :n < w}.

3) If Ng <s N1 <s Na,c € No\Ny,tp(c, N1, No) £ Ny then for some b € No\Ny the
type tp(b, N1, No) does not fork over Ny and is reqular.

Proof. 1) Like the proof of 3.8 using 10.7(2).

2) Follows.

3) Apply part (1) with (N, No, () here standing for (M, N, J) there and get (M, J)
as there. If for some ¢ € Jg, tp(c, My, M1) = Np, then by 10.7(3) we get the desired
conclusion. Otherwise, we get contradiction by claim 10.12 below. Uio.11

10.12 Claim. If (M,J) € K2 is prime, N <; My and c € Jog = tp(c, Mo, My) LN
then My <3 UM” (see Definition 5.7(2)), i.e., every q € #5(My) not forking

over N has a unique extension in .#5( U M,).

n<w

Proof. Easy (put in §57).
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10.13 Definition. 1) For M <, N let I}y = {c € N : tp(c, M, N) is regular},
2) For M < N, we define on I’y a dependence relation called the (M, N)-
dependence relation by:

(a) J CI)Py is (M, N)-independent if it is independent

(b) ¢ € Jyfn is (M, N)-dependent on J C JyPy if there is an independent
J’ C J such that ¢ € J’ or J U {c} is not independent.

We omit (M, N) if clear.

Remark. We can use only regular™ types; somewhat simplify.

10.14 Claim. Assume M <4 N.

1) The relations in 10.13 and their negations are preserved if we replace N by a
<s-extension.

2) If 31,32 C TPy are (M, N)-independent, every b € Jo does (M, N)-depend on
Jiandc e IR‘}%N depend on Jo, then ¢ € (M, N)-depend on J.

3) The (M, N)-dependence relation satisfies the axioms of dependence relation, such
that dimension is well defined.

4) I C TPy is a mazimal (M, N)-independent subset of Typy iff (M, N, J) € K3
iff (M,N,J) € K29,

5)If P C{pec P(M) : p reqular} is a mazimal set of pairwise orthogonal types
and J C Iypy, Then we can find J', f such that:

(a) I C Iy is (M, N)-independent
(b) h is a function from J onto J' such that h(c), (M, N)-depend on {c}
(¢) ceJ =tps(c, M,N) € 2.

Proof. Straight. [Details???]

10.15 Claim. 1) Assume J; C Iy n fori<i* andi#j & a€dJ; & beJ; =
tps(a, M, N) L tp(b, M, N).
Then

(@) i#j#JiﬂJj:(b

(8) U{J; : i < i*} is independent in (M, N) iff for each i,J; is independent in
(M,N).
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2) Assume J C I’;\‘}g’N and & 1is the following equivalence relation on In N : aEb &
tp(a, M, N) £ tp(b, M, N). Then J is independent in (M,N) iff J/(a/&) is inde-
pendent in (M, N).

Proof. Easy.

10.16 Remark.: 1) Say on weight and simple; so 8.3 and (M, N, c) € K3P*; here?
2) Where [s saturative| if My < My <s Ma, tp(c, M1, My) L My and (Mo, M7,J) €
K39 then (My, My, J) € K3V9?

For more on groups see [Sh:F569].

10.17 Claim. Assume

(a) M <; N are superlimit

(b) if p € (M) is regular then for some reqular q € (M) we have
dim(q, N) = A\s and p +q, (see Definition 5.12, 7 .
scite{ 705-5.1A} undefined

Then N is (A, *)-brimmed over M.
[Used in 12.34. (is 6.0rth.z)]

Proof. FILL!

10.18 Claim. If NFy(My, My, My, M3),p € #"5(Ms3) is regular and p+ My, p£ My
then p + M.
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§11 DOP

Note that this is meaningful for non-excellent frame.

Question: Change the framework to super local §7 or s super t-local?

On weight: see 11.5, 11.6, 11.7. Main gap for describing M, € K, where <;-extend
a fixed N.

11.1 Hypothesis. s is A\-good™ frame which is successful, with prime models (see
below), such that K34 = K", [check]
Let € € K3, be saturated over \.

11.2 Definition. 1) We say s has DOP if: we can find M, (for ¢ < 4) and ay (for
¢ =1,2) and ¢ which exemplifies it, which means

(a) NFs(Mo, M1, Ma, M3)

(b) (Mo, My, ay) € Ky % for £ =1,2

(¢) (M, Ms,az) € K?”uq

(d) q € #P5(M3) is orthogonal to M; and to My.

2) Above we also say that (pi, p2) has the DOP if there are M, (¢ < 4),a, (¢ =1,2)
exemplifying it which means exemplifying DOP and tps(ag, Mo, My)||pe; we say
(p1, p2) has the explicit DOP if tps(ag, Mo, M;) = pe for £ =1,2.

3) We say s has NDOP if it fails to have DOP.

11.3 Claim. 1) If M, (¢ < 3),a,(¢ = 1,2) satisfies clauses (a), (b), (c¢) of Defi-
nition 11.2 and (p1,p2) = (tp(a1, Mo, M1), tp(as, My, Ms)) has the explicit DOP,
then replacing Ms by some My, My U My C M5 <, Ms clauses (c), (d) hold.

Proof. 1) Let M; (¢ < 4),a, (¢ = 1,2),q" exemplifies (p1,p2) has explicit DOP, so
My = M, tp(ay, My, M;) = p;. By uniqueness of primes we are done.

[Saharon: need!]

[Or first find Mz such that (My, M3, a9) € K3 then as (Mo, My, ag) € K3™"
there is <g-embedding f of M5 into M3 over My U {as}, let g € AUT(C) extend
f U idyy, (exists as NF(M, My, M3, €) and NF(M, My, f(Ms),€)), so g~ *(M3) is
as required. 013
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11.4 Claim. 1) [s has NDOP see Definition 11.2.] Assume

(a) NFs(Mo, M, Mo, Ms3)
(b) (Mo, My, ap) € K& for £ =1,2
(¢) (M, M3, as) € K39,

Then
(d) (Mg, Ms,a1) € K39,

2) If NF, (M, My, My, Ms) and (Mo, My, a;) € K2 for £ = 1,2 then the following
are equivalent:

(a) M3 is <g-minimal over My U M,
(B) (M, M3, a) € K3
(v) (M2, M3,a1) € Kg”“q,

Proof. 1) If this fails, then by 7.9 we can find M} <, Mz, (Ma, M}, a;) € Ki’uq

and b € M3\Mj such that tp(by, M5, Ms3) is not orthogonal to My. Hence by

the Definition of “a type is orthogonal to a model” there is ¢ € € such that

tp(c, M3,€) € #P(Mjz) does not fork over My and ¢ Wy b. By the choice of

Mg

c,c |J M but a; ||J a2 hence {aq,az,c} is independent over My hence {c,as} is
My My

independent over (My, M7). Also c is independent over (M7, Ms) hence c is indepen-

dent over (My, M3), i.e., tp(c, M3, €) does not fork over My hence by monotonicity

tp(c, M3, ) does not fork over M. By the choice of b this contradicts ¢y b.

2) Similar.

[Question: can move to §5, ignoring regularity?] (y1.4

11.5 Definition. Assume M, M; € K;, 2 C P[Mi] =1 U{F(N) : N <gpq
Mi,N € K¢}. Then M; <4 4 My means that M; < My and if p € &, p, the
nonforking extension of p in .Z5(My) for £ = 1,2, then ps is the unique extension of
p1 in S (My).



110 SAHARON SHELAH

11.6 Claim. Let M € K, & as in 11.5.

1) <4 2 is a partial order on {M' : M <g M' € K,}.

2) If (M; : i < 8) is <g g-increasing continuous, § < AT and Ms = U M; then
1< 6= M, <4, Ms. =

8) If r € SP5(M) is orthogonal to every p € 2 and (M, N,a) € Kg’(’io)l,
tps(a, M, N) =1 then M <4 » N.

4) M <4 . N iff there is a pr-decomposition (M;,a; : i < a) of N over M (so
letting M, =: N, M; is <s-increasing continuous, My = My(M;, M;1,a;) € K2Pr
and) tps(a;, M;, N) £ P for every i < a.

Proof. Straight.

11.7 Claim. 1) Assume p € .5(M) and

(x) & is a type base for M which means:
(a) P C PM]=U{FP(N): N<, M, (so N €K}
(b) for every q € SP5(M) there is r € & not orthogonal to it.

Then we can find a decomposition (M; : £ < n),{ag: ¢ < n) such that

(i) Mo =M,
(i) p is realized in M, and
(7i1) for each £ < n, either tps(ag, My, My11) is a nonforking extension of some
q g P or tp (ag, My, My, 1) is orthogonal to M (can be waived if K29 =
KgP).

2) Assume that s has NDOP and NF4(My, My, My, Ms) and (Mo, My, ag) € Ko™
for £ = 1,2 and (My, Ms,as) € K2P". Then /P(My) U.#P5(Ms) is a type base
for Ms.

3) [22] If (M; @i < «),(a; : i < «)) is a decomposition of M, over My, so
(M;, M;,a;) € K2P" N; <4 M1 then {p: for somei < a,p € SP(M;11) and
pLM;} U.ZP5(My) is a type base for M,,.

Proof. Easy.
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11.8 Claim. Assume

(a) (M;:0<4),{ag:0=1,2),q are as in 11.2

(b) a¥ € € realizes tp(ag, My, My) and {a} : £ = 1,2 and k = 1,2) is independent
over My

(c) MF <gq €, fF is an isomorphism from M, onto M} over My for ¢ = 1,2,
k=1,2 and fF(as) = af

(d) (M, AR k) € K3
(€) fFv*2 is an isomorphism from Mz onto M*1-*2 < g & extending ffl U fzk2

(f) qkhkz — fkhkz(q)_

Then the types ¢-t, ¢*2, ¢*>1, q
onal in Mf fort=1,2k=1,2.

22 are pairwise orthogonal and each of them orthog-

Proof. Straightforward.

11.9 Claim. s has DOP iff s has DOP.

Proof. FILL! Straight. Decide!

Our aim is to get strong nonstructure in A*™* when s has DOP. [Why in AT1T? We
have quite strong independence but it speaks on A-tuples, hence it is hard to get

many models in AT, and if we deal with K3, ., why not ask A*-saturation. Using
[Sh:F569] we hope to deal with K%, too.]

11.10 Definition. 1) We call a an approximation or an s-approximation (in sym-
bols a € 2) if a consists of the following objects, satisfying the following demands

(a) If, I disjoint index sets of cardinality < AT
b) R, C I{ x If, we write sR,t for (s,t) € Ry, ~sR4t for s € I},
1 2 1
te I3, (s,t) ¢ Ra
c) M} for £ < 4,a} for £ = 1,2 and ¢, exemplifying DOP
‘ ¢
(d) M* € K+ saturated (so € Ky+[s"]) such that M§ <g M*®
e) f, an <g-embeddiing of M} into M*® for £ =1,2,t € I} and we let M}, =
L.t 4 £ Lt
th(Mea)v ag,t = fﬂit(“?)
(f) {ag;:€=1,2and t € I}} CIpe, M* is independent over Mg; hence
(M7, :£=1,2,t € I}) is independent
g) if sRqt then f¢, is a <g-embedding of M$ into M® extending f{' U f5,;
s,t 3 1,s 2,t
we let Mg,t = g,t(MS),qg,t = f&:(q%).

s,t
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2) For an approximation a let 25 = {q$, : sRqt hence s € If and t € I§}

P ={f(qa) : for some f and (s,t) € I} ><12 such that =sRt, f is a <g-embedding
of My into M extending f7 U f3,}.

3) Let 2 = 2, be the class of s-approximations.

4) We call a* a DOP witness if it consists of M (¢ < 4),a} (£ =1,2),¢* which
are as above. If b is an approximation let b~ be defined naturally.

11.11 Definition. 1) If a, b are approximations let a < b means:
(a) M
(B) IlE‘CIb for ¢ =1,2 and Ry = Ry N (I x I§)
(v) for £ =1,2,t € I{ we have ff, = f&t
(6) for (s,t) € R* we have f&, = f?,

() M <g MP®, moreover M*® <p oo M®.

= M} for £ < 4,a} = af for {=1,2,¢* = ¢°

2) If (ac : ¢ < §) is <-increasing in A and § < AT let their union a = U ac be
(<
defined by I} = U I R, = U R, fiy = f; for ¢ < § large enough, f¢, = ;‘@
¢<s ¢<s
for ( < ¢ large enough when sR,t and M® = U{M*% : { < §}.

Below we restrict ourselves to K4 for the application we have in mind but K+
would be also O.K.

11.12 Claim. 1) (s, <) is a partial order.
2) If {ac : ¢ < 0) is increasing in A, 6 < AT then a = U ac belong to A, is the

(<o
lub of the sequence.

Proof. Straight.

11.13 Claim. 1) If a € ,p € LP5(M*®) is orthogonal to every q € P, and
(M®,N,a) € K?’(io)l then for some b € 2 we have a < b and M® = N.

2) Assume a € A, U(x) € {1,2},Y C I§ , ), t" ¢ If,) and (Mo 1 o < AT) is a
representation of M® such that My = M§ (and of course Mq41 is (A, x)-brimmed
over M, in Ry). Then we can find b,a, (N, : a« < A1) such that:

(A)(a) N, is <g-increasing continuous in Kx, Not1 is (A, x)-brimmed over N,
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e) (JMa,|Na,a) € K31

(B)(a) beA,a<b
() Tfy = Iy U1 T30 = Iy

(c) f(b>is R*U{(t*,s) : s € Y} if £(x) = 1 and is R* U {(s,t*) : s € y} if
*x) = 2

(d) f;‘(*),t* is an isomorphism from M;(*) onto Ny mapping a;‘(*) to a.

Proof. 1) Easy.
2) First choose a, N, to satisfy (A). Then the choice of b is actually described in
(B); the orthogonality hold by 11.6. 01113

11.14 Claim. Let a be a DOP witness and R C A\ x AT be given. For a < AT
let IV ={i:3i+1<a},I§ ={i:3i+2<a},R,=RnN(I{ xI$). We can find
(a® : o < A1) such that

(a) an € AUs is increasing continuous and ay, =b
(b) (7", 18", Rae) = (IT, IS, Ra),
(¢) for (s,t) € Ry for arbitrarily large 8 € (a, \TT) (by some bookkeeping),

some b € .MC‘SMB\.M“SﬁJr2 the type tps(b, M“3ﬁ+2,M“3ﬁ+3)
extension of qg4

(d) ao depends just on (If*, IS, Ry)

(e) the universe of M®" is 7o < AT (really 7o = N\ x (1 + «) is O.K. for
nontrivial cases.

s a nonforking

Proof. We choose a® by induction on . For a = 0 this is trivial, for o limit by

11.12(2), for o = 38 4+ 1 by 11.13(2) for £(x) = 1, for « = 35+ 2 by 11.13(2) for

l(x) = 2 for a = 3 + 3 bookkeeping gives as a pair (sq,ts) and we use 11.13(1).
U114
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11.15 Claim. In 11.14 we can add: letting M* = U{M“a ca < AT}

(x) for (s,t) € Xt x ATT the following are equivalent

() (s,t)€R

(B) dim(g%;, M*) = AT when o = Max{3s + 1,3t + 2} that is, there
is a sequence (b, : v < A*T) independent in (M®", M*) of elements
realizing qgj for any o > 3s+ 1,3t + 2
(check the existence of formal definition, §5 defines dimension)

(v) there is a <g-embedding f of M$" into M*, extending ff‘o; UfQ“:: such
that dim (f(q®"), M*) = \t* for a = Max{3s + 1, 3t + 2}

(6) for mo a < At and f as in (), we have: ¢* € SP5(M"), the
nonforking extension of f(qe) in .#P3(M®") satisfies: for every B €
(a, \*1), ¢* has a unique extension in S5(M®s)
(Saharon - check in the reflections].

Proof. Easy.

11.16 Claim. [2*" < 27|, Ifs has DOP then I(A\*+, K3(H)) = 22"

11.17 Remark. 1) It is a strong nonstructure (i.e., neither like for deepness, no even
like unsuperstable.

2) We can in 11.14, 11.15 restrict more the types realized.

3) We may use here [Sh:e, I1I]. FILL!

Proof. We use the construction above in the framework of [Sh 576, §3].
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§12 BRIMMED SYSTEMS

Saharon: s[u] the canonical lifting!!!

This section generalizes [Sh 87b], [Sh:c, XII,84,85]. Here every system is in the
context of some good frame s and usually we look at models of cardinality A = Ag
(in this section), but we vary s.

The adoption of “RKs categorical in A\” (in 12.2) is very helpful here but there is
a price: when we shall work on “all AT™¥-models in K*” we cannot just quote the
results. Note that this restriction fits well the thesis that the main road is first to
understand the quite saturated models.

12.1 Convention: 1) Without loss of generality always I N Z(Dom(I)) = Q!
2) In the cases we assume categoricity of K° in A\ we add * (e.g., 12.3(2)).

12.2 Hypothesis.

(a) s is a good A-frame
(b) L= JL is well defined

(¢) s has primes (in the sense of K2'%) and they are unique

(d) s is full or at least satisfies the conclusion of it “has enough regulars” (see

Definition and Claim ?)
—> scite{705-xxX} undefined

(e)* R is categorical in A = \g

Recall (by ?)
—> scite{705-xxX} undefined

12.3 Claim. 1) The following'* condition on (M, N,J) are equivalent

®; (M,N,J) € K™ which means that (M,N,J) € K2 and J is mazimal
(used in ?)
—> scite{ 705-zz X} undefined

® (M,N,J) € K™ and if M +3 C N’ <, N,b € N\N’, tp(b, N, N) €
SP$(N') then tp(b, N',N) LM,

®3 (M,N,J) e K29,

Hwe may be interested in the case we replace Kf’bu by Kf’qr, but we have troubles enough
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2) We have K2 = K3

3) K3 C K3bs,

4) For every M € Kq,i* < \f and p; € SP5(M) for i < i* we can find N and
a; (i < i*) such that: (M,N,{a; : i <i*}) € K2 C K™ and p; = tp,(as, M, N)
and, of course, {a; : i < i*) is without repetition.

12.4 Definition. Let u, be a set (usually finite) and I a family of finite subsets
of u, (so for u, finite this is automatic) satisfying I C Z(u,) is downward closed;
I, J will denote such sets in this section; let Dom(I) = U{u : u € I}.

1) We say s is an I-system or ([, s)-system or [-system for s if:

(a) s consists of M, (for uw € I), and hy, (for v C v € I) (mappings, with
hy,u = idas, so we may ignore (h,,, : u € I) when defining s)

(b) M, € Ks foruel

(¢) ifu C v € I then h, , is a <;-embedding of M, into M, and the diagram of
the hy ,’s commute and we let M, , =: hy (M, ) and recall h, , = idaz,;
soif u Cv Cw e I we have My, ,, <s My, and M, , = M,.

2) We say s is a (u, I)-system or (u, I,s)-system if we replace (b) by
(b)* M, € K.

Similarly for (> u, I, s), etc.

3) We shall write u§ for Dom(I) and A ,, I°, Mg, for hy ., I, M,, respectively. If
hy o = idyg, for w C v € IS and M N M = M3, for u,v € I we call s normal.
4) We say g is an isomorphism from the I-system s' onto the I-system s? if § =

(gu : u € I), g, is an isomorphism from Mjl onto MZQ such that u Cv € I =

2

2 . . .
b w0 gu = goo b3, If s!,s? are normal we may say g = U gy 1s an isomorphism

from s! onto s?. Similarly g is a <;-embedding of s! into s? if gu(Msl) <s M52
or'2 g, (M=) <&ls] M foruelanduCuvel= hS

1
u v,u © gu = gU © h’i,u Let
s1 <g, So if <iszl cu € 1) is a <s;-embedding of Mjl into MSu for u € I, similarly

Sﬁ[s]~

5) We say f is an embedding of an I-system s to a model M if f = (f, :u € I), fu
is a <g-embedding of M, into M and v Cv € I = f, = fy 0 Go,u-

6) Similarly for (> p, I)-systems, (> pu, I, s)-systems, so we use <g[q-embeddings.

The important case here is:

12the difference is meaningful only if MZ2 € K°\ K,
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12.5 Definition. 1) We say that d is an expanded stable (I, s)-system or I-system
or (A, I)-system or (A, I,s)-system if it consists of s and J,,, for u C v € I such
that:

(a) s=(My,hyy:uCwvel)isan (A I,s)-system
(0) Jou CIngy wor, \U{ My :w Co}foruCovelsod,, =0

such that

(¢) if up Cug Cug €I and ¢ € Jy, 4, then tp(c, My, 4, , My, ) is orthogonal to
My, iy, recalling that Moy, v, = fusuy (Mu,)

(d) J, . is a maximal subset of {¢ € M, : ¢ ¢ U{J ., : w C u} and tps(c, M, o, My,)
belongs to .>$(M) and is orthogonal to M, ,, for every w C u} such that
Jouw UU{Jvw : w C u} is independent in (M, ,, M,).

1A) For ug C uy C ug € I we define (if ug = w3 we may omit it, this catch the

“main action”, so J9 o =J% 0= Tus u)
(Oé) J’lO,Lz,ul,uo = {h’u2,u1 (C) rce JUl:“O}
(/8) J’lll/z,ul,’u/o = U{ng,ul,u ‘U g UO}
() I2, e = VLI, 0y g - w0 S w1 € ug,wo € up and wy C ug}

If we omit clause (d) we say “an expanded (I, s)-system”.

2) We say d is normal if each h, ,, is the identity (on M, ) and M, N M, = Myny,
that is s is normal.

3) For an expanded stable (A, I)-system d and M € K, we say that f is an embed-
ding (or <;-embedding) of d into M when:

(A) f embeds s? into M, i.e.

(@) f={fu:uel)
(b) fu is a <;-embedding of M2 into M

(¢) ifuCwvelthen f, = f,0hd,

(d) if u € I then U{f,(J*9) : v satisfies u C v € I}, is an independent
set in (f,(M2), M) ana, of course, u Cvy € I Nu Co€ I Nwy # vg =

Fu(JZ9) N fu(329,) =10

4) We say that a normal expanded stable (A, I)-system d is embedded into M € K

if (d is normal and) f = (f, : u € I) is an embedding of d into M when we choose

fu - lde
5) We say d an expanded stable I-system is explicit or strongly regular if:
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(a) if uCv el andcedg, then tps(c, Mg, M) is regular (see 12.7(2))

(b) if ¢y # co € J9, and u C v € I then tps(cr, M2, M3), tps(co, MS,,, MT)

v,u v,u? v,u?
are equal or orthogonal.

12.6 Notation: Above we let s9 = s[d], Mg = M5, hS ,, = hS

v,V

Jg,u = JU?’“’ Je’d
J ﬁbu L up Dut we do not write the superscript d when clear from the context.

12.7 Definition. 1) We say f is an isomorphism from the expanded stable I-

system d' onto the expanded stable system d? if f is an isomorphism from sd'
2 1 2

onto s and f, maps ngu onto JS’u foruCwvel. )

1A) For expanded stable (A, I)-systems dj,ds, we say f is an <s-embedding of d;

into dg if

() fis an <s-embedding of s; into s

(8)

(8)T moreover, if u C v € I and ¢ € I, then tps(fu(c), M2,
fork over f,(Mg).

foru Cv eI, f, maps Jg}u into Jgfu

M92) does not

2) An expanded stable (A, I)-system d is called regular if
(f) fuCvel,ce Jg’u then tp(c, My o, M,) is regular.

3) A system s is called stable if for some expanded stable system d we have s =
s (called an expansion of s), we call the Jgﬁu’s witnesses. Similarly for other
properties.
4) A (X, I)-system s (or an expanded stable system d with s9 = s) is called very
brimmed if:

(g) for every v € I,s is very brimmed at v which means
(9)Y M is brimmed
(9)s M3 is (As, *)-brimmed over U{M3 , : u C v}.

5) A stable I-system s (or an expanded stable system d with s = s) is weakly
brimmed if for every v € I it is weakly brimmed at v which means

(h), MS is brimmed!3.

Bnote that if K, is categorical (in As) then this follows from the other demands

uU2,U1,U0
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6) An expanded stable system d is called brimmed if for every v € I it is brimmed
at v which means

(h)? M9 is brimmed
(h)) if u Cv €T and p € (M, is orthogonal to M, ,, for every w C u,
then the set {c € J, 4 : tps(c, My o, M,) £ p} has cardinality ||M,]|.

7) An I-system is [very][weakly] brimmed if there is a [very][weakly| brimmed ex-
panded stable system d expanding it (so the system is stable).

12.8 Definition. 1) We say s is a (I,5)’-system or a brimmed’ I-system when it
is a I-system and: if / = 0 no additional demands; if £ = 1, it is stable; if / = 2 it
is a stable system which is weakly brimmed, that is each M is brimmed; if £ = 3,
it is stable and brimmed; if £ = 4, it is a very brimmed stable (1, s)-system.

2) Similarly for d, an expanded stable (I,s)-system (so { = 0,f/ = 1 become
equivalent).

3) We say M is brimmed* if letting I = {#}, My = M, we get that (M, :t € I) is a
brimmed? system.

4) For £ = 1,2, 3,4 we say that an expanded stable I-system d is brimmed® in u € I
if the demand in Definition 12.7 holds for w (so for £ = 1: no demand).

Notation: Let P~ (uy) = {v C uy 1 v # uy}.

12.9 Claim. Let d be an expanded stable I-system.

0) If u C v €I then (Mg, MZ,I29) belongs to K3 equivalently (see 12.3) it
belongs to K29, recalling IS =J08.

1) If uy Cu € I, uy Cu,upg=us Nug, then NFg(My uos My g, Mg, My)-

1A) If ug,uy,us Cv € I,ug Cuy,c€ ng’uO and uy € us then tp(c, My vy, My u,)
is orthogonal to M, .

2) If p € S5(M,..,) is reqular, then there is a unique set w C u such that p is not
orthogonal to M, , but p is orthogonal to M, ,, whenever w’ Cu & w SZ w’ hence
even when w' Cv & w ¢ w'.

3) d is isomorphic to some normal d’ (see Definition 12.4(3)).

4) If ¢ € {1,2,3} and the expanded stable I-system d is brimmed'™' then it is
brimmed’. If the I-system s is brimmed" and £ = 0,1,2,3 then s is brimmed’.
5) If ug C ug € I then ng 15 @ mazximal set J such that

»UO

() J C M,, is disjoint to U{My, . : w C uz}

(B) for each ¢ € J we have tp(c, My, vuys Mu,) € FP5(Myy ) and it is orthog-
onal to M,, ., whenever w C ug
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() JUWUATY, oy - W1 € ug,~ (w1 = ug Awg = ug) and wy € up,wo C
up Nwy,wo # wr} is independent in (My, vy, My,); note that necessarily
there are no repetitions in the union.

6) Assume that in addition to d being an expanded stable I-system we have

(a) foru Cwvel,J, , is a mavimal subset of {c € Ina, g tp,(c, M&u, M3 1L Mma
for w Cu and ¢ ¢ M3, for w C v} such that the set I}, , U U{I . wy
wy Cv,~(wy =v & wo =ug), w1 € ug, wy C wiNug, wy # wy} is indepen-
dent in (Mg, MZ); for the last phrase alternatively: 3, , U{ Ry w, (Ty, w,)
w1 C v, (w; =vNwy = ug),ws € ug, wo C up Nwi,wo # wi} is indepen-

dent in (M2, M2)

v,u?

(b) d’ is defined by s4" = sd,Jg:u =J,, forucvel.

Then d’ is an expanded stable I-system.

7) If d is a brimmed® I-system and u € I then M\ U{Mg, : w C u} has
cardinality \; moreover, for wi C u,Jyw, is a subset of MI\ U{Mg, :w; C u}
of cardinality \.

Proof. 0) By 12.3(1), clause (d) of Definition 12.5(1) (and the choice of J29 in
12.5(1A)).
1) We have

(1) Myuynus <s My, <¢ M, for £ =1,2 when u; Uug Cu €l
[Why? Each case by a different instance of clause (c¢) of 12.4(1)]

(i1)e (M uyrvugs Moy, I2 )€ K2 hence € K24

U,Ug,uo

[Why? Without loss of generality uq # ug S0 ug Nug C uy, ug Nug C ug. By
part (0), we know that (M, u,nug> Mu,, I2, ) € Ko®" and by the definition

Ug, U

of J iu ,.u We know that h, ., maps this triple to the one mentioned in clause
(i2)]

(4i7) Ji,ul,ulﬂuz"]’lzhuz,ulﬁuz are disjoint
[Why? E.g., as on the one hand Ji’uhumw - J%M and J?WQ is disjoint to
My, and on the other hand (My, uy» Muuwnus s o sy cy) € K2P" hence
J’%L,ug,ulﬂuz - MU,uz]

(iv) Ji,ul,umuQ U Ji,uz,ulﬂuz C Juurnusg

[Why? By their definitions]
(v) J? uJ?

oy s (s I s sy N, 18 independent in (Mo uynus > My) hence in (My, uynus s Mouus Uus )

[Why? By monotonicity properties.|
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Now by 5.18(3) we are done.

1A) By Part (1) and 6.10.

2) As [ is finite, there is w C w such that p is not orthogonal to M,, but is orthogonal
to M, . if w' C w. The “hence” follows by part (1) and 10.8 (or use part (1A)).
3) By renaming; possible as My, ,, N My 4, = My 4y, Whenever uq, ug C v by part
(1) and properties of NFs.

4) The least easy part is £ = 3. So we have to check clauses (h)?, (h)} of 12.7(6).
For the first, clearly every MZ(u € I) is brimmed, see clause (¢)0 in 12.7(4) so only
the second clause (h)} there may fail.

Assume toward contradiction that v C v € I,p € S>*(Mg,) and the set J =:
{c € Jg’u tp(e, M3, M3) + p} has cardinality < ;. By Definition 12.5(1), ¢ €

J2NIS = tple, MY, M) Lp hence we have J' =: {c € J23 : tp(c, M, M) £
p} is equal to J so it still has cardinality < As.

By the assumption there is N such that U{MJ, : w C v} C N <; Mg and
M2 is (), *)-brimmed over N. Hence there is I of cardinality \; independent in
(Mg, N, M) such that tp(c, N, M) is a nonforking extension of p € .7P5(M,)
for every ¢ € I. By dimension calculus (see Claim 10.17 or 6.4, we get contradiction
to (M2, M3, 32d) e KPP
5),6) Left to the reader using the dimension calculus (recalling (7)).

7) The first conclusion follows from the second which holds by parts (0) + (1) (and

clause (d) of Definition 12.9(1)). U129

12.10 Conclusion. [Density of explicit expanded stable systems, see Definition
12.5(5)] Assume:

(a) s is a stable I-system

(b) for each u € I*,P, C {p € SP5(M,) : p is regular orthogonal to Mg,
whenever w C u} is a maximal subset of pairwise orthogonal regular types.

Then there is an expanded stable I-system d* such that:

(B) d* is regular, moreover, d obeys P = (P, : u € I?) which means:

X ifucoveldandce ngu then for some g € P,, we have tps(c, Mﬁu, M2)
is q

() d* is explicit.
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Proof. Note that () follows from (/). This holds by 12.9(6) and 10.14(5). Uia.10

12.11 Claim. Assume ¢ € {1,2,3,4} and

(a) dg is an expanded stable (A, I)-system for k =1,2
(b) s =gdz,

Then d; is brimmed’ iff d? is brimmed’.

Proof. The least easy case is £ = 3, see Definition 12.7(6), which is similar to 12.10.
2.1

12.12 Definition. 1) For expanded stable I-systems dg,d; let dg <; d; or dg gg
d; mean'? that:

(a) Mdo <, M for uw e I and hio, C hSY, forucuel
(b) Jdo, C I foruCuvel
(c) if c € Jgo, then tps(c, Mg

v,

M) does not fork over Mg,

2) We say that J is a successor of I if for some t* ¢ Dom(I) we have J =
TU{uU{t*} : v € I} and we call t* the witness for J being a successor of I;
so Dom(J) = Dom(I) U {t*}.

3) For stable I-system sg,s; let!® sp <; s; or sg Sg s; mean that for some expan-
sions dg, d; of sg,s; respectively we have dg <! d;.

4) Assume that dg gg d; and J is a successor of I with the witness t* and

(x) ucvel] & ceIBN\I, = tps(e, M, M) either does not fork over
M&% or is orthogonal to Mﬁ%.
Then we let d &~ do*;d; mean that d = (M3, hd . I3 - u C v e I) (but note that
d

d is not determined uniquely by dg,d1, J as we have freedom concerning J¢, | ()

for u € I, still we may use dg *; d; for any such d) where

(@) M2 is Mo ifu eI
(b) I, =Jd fucCvel

(¢) M3 is Mj\l{t*} ifue J\I
14in Definition 12.7’s terms this means that (ideO :v € I) embeds dg into dg

15this relation, <, is a two-place relation, we shall prove that it is a partial order.
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(d) I3, =A{ce Jgi{t*}u tc ¢ JS‘\){t*}u and tpg(c, M1, M) does not fork
over MS\O{t*}’u} ifuel,ve J\I,uCv
(e) J¢, = {c € Jgi{t*}’u\{t*} . tps(e, Mf\l{t*}’u\{t*},Mfl) is orthogonal to

MS\O{t*} u\{t*}} if w C v are both from J\I

(f) hd, is: b9y, if u Cv e I;hd, is hgy ift € w C v € I and AY, is hS°,, if

y Yo v1,U
v=v U{t(x)},uCv €T

(9) Jgu{t(*)}’u is a maximal subset of {¢c € Md1 : tps(c, Mo, M) € .7Ps(Mrdo)
is orthogonal to M3° for every w C u} which is independent in (Mo, Mdr)
for every u € 1.

4A) Similarly for s = sg *; 81 (but now s is uniquely determined).
5) If § < A\F and (d, : a < §) is a <l-increasing sequence of expanded stable
I-systems (see 12.13 below) then we let d = Uda be (M3, hd IS cuCovel)

u v,

where Mg = U{MJ> : o < 6} and hS,, = U{Mge : « < 6} and T, = U{J9s, :
a < 6}. Similarly for (s, : a < 6).

12.13 Claim. 1) <I is a partial order on the family of expanded stable I-systems.

2) If 6 < M\ and {(d, : a < 6) is <I-increasing sequence (of expanded stable I-

systems) then d = U d, is an expanded stable I-system and o < 6 = d, §£ d.
a<d

3) If dg <[ dy and u C v € I then NF (Mo, Mdo, M1 M),

4) If dg <l dy and d} is an expanded stable I-system satisfying sdo = g0 then we

can find an expanded stable I-system d) such that dfy <! d} and s% = sd1.

5) The relation <L on the family of stable I-systems is a partial order.

6) In Definition 12.12(4), always there is d such that d ~ dg *; dy is an expanded

stable (X, J)-system; similarly without “expanded”.

7) For I-system s1,s2 we haves; < s iffs1 < sy andu Cv € I = NF (M, M3, M2, M3?).

Proof. 1) Obvious. Check the definition.

2) First we prove this for stable expanded systems. The main point is why, for

u C v € I, the triple (Mg, Mg, J2:9) belong to K2P". This holds by 12.3.
Second, for stable systems, given (s, : a < §),8s =: s we choose by induction

on a < ¢ an expanded stable I-system d, such that sde = g, and (dg 8 < a)is

increasing continuous. For = 0 this is by the definition, for « = g+ 1 by part (4)

below (which does not rely on parts (2), (3). Lastly, for o limit use what we have

proved for stable expanded systems. For a = §,ds witnessed which we need.
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3) As in the proof of 12.9(1).

4) As in the proof of 12.9(6).

5) Being partial order follows by (4) and (1). The union of increasing continuous
sequences follows by (4) and (1). [Note that the cases of non-continuous chains
are problematic, those are parallel of AxIII; of a.e.c.; compares with 12.15.] As for
brimmed? for d’s version: if ¢ = 1 this is trivial; if £ = 2 this is as “the union of an
increasing chain of brimmed model” (for s) of length < A is brimmed. Lastly, for
¢ = 3, by the finite character of nonforking (= Ax(E)(x)) and the definition.

6) Easy by §10.

7) Think (that is let d; be an expanded I-system with s[d;| = s, for £ = 1,2. Now
we shall choose J/, ,, for u C v € I'such that dy < dj where s[d)] = so, J&% =J 0
We do this by induction on (v), as in previous cases). 1213

12.14 Claim. Assume

(a) s1 is a stable I-system

(b) so is an I-system

() Mgo <s M3+ foru €I and h30, C h3L, foru Cov el
(d) if uC v el then NFo(M3o, M, ML  M3).

v,u? v,u?

Then sg is a stable I-system and sg Sé S1.

Proof. Let d; be an expanded stable I-system such that st = s;. For each
u C v € I we choose I, ,, as a maximal set such that

(1) Lpu © MSOA\U{M3®, : w C v} and for any ¢ € I, ,, we have tps(c, M3, M5°) €
Ps(MS0) is orthogonal to M3e,, whenever w C u

(ii) L, , U{IZ5 :wy Cwp Co,wy C u} is independent in (M5, MS1).

v, W1 ,Wo v,ur o
Let J/ ., be maximal set such that

(6) T © M3 U (M3, :w C v}
(1) I, U{IZSE ot wo € w1 C v, wy C u} is independent in (MY, M3)
(iid) Lo C .
So by 12.9(6), d} =: (M3*, h3l,, J;, ,, : uw € v € I) is an expanded stable I-system.
Also dg =: (M3, h3%,; Ly s u C v € I) is an expanded stable I-system. Now easily
sy = s and dg <! d.
So we are done. 01214
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12.15 Claim. Assume J is a successor of I with witness t*.
1) Assume sg,s; are stable I-systems satisfying so <. s1. Then

(a) for one and only one s,s = sg *; S1

(b) s is a stable J-system.

2) Assume that § < \] and (s, : a < 9) is a <L-increasing continuous sequence of
stable J-systems and s, s brimmed® for o < § and € < 3 then ss is brimmed’ and
S §£ ss for a < 4.

3) Assume that s is successful hence st is as in 12.2 and £ = 3. If (84 : « < AT) is
a <I-increasing sequence of stable I-systems and Sq *J Sqy1 is brimmed® for each
a < At then s = U{sy : a < AF} is a brimmed’ (A1, I, 5)-system.

4) In part (3), if § = A} and £ € {0,1,2} and a € I = M; € K4 then s is
brimmed’ (I,57)-system.

Proof. 1) Clearly s is well defined.

Recall that dg <! d; above does not imply that for some d,d = dg * d;.
By Definition 12.12(3) there are stable expanded I-system d;, dy such that sde =g,
and dg <; dy. For each u € I let Pg be a maximal set of pairwise orthogo-
nal regular types from .#P5(MS°) orthogonal to M3, for every w C u. For each
u € I let PL be a maximal set of pairwise orthogonal regular types p € Sb5(M31)
orthogonal to M3y for every w C wu such that either p is a nonforking exten-
sion of some ¢ € P? or p I MS. By Claims 12.9(6), 12.10 (and see 12.13(4)),
without loss of generality {0,1},w C u C v € I,c € J3, = tps(c, M&%,Mﬂz) €
P! and Jgf’u - Jg}u.

So do, d; are as in Definition 12.12(4) (as J, t(*) are given) hence there is a stable
expanded I-system d ~ dg *; d;. So s = s9 is as required.
2) For ¢ = 0 this is just by properties of a.e.c.. For £ = 1 we use Claim 12.13(1)
(we can expand s, to d,, d, increasing continuous by Claim 12.13(4) and 12.13(5).
For ¢ = 2 note that the union of an <;-increasing continuous sequence of brimmed
models in brimmed.

For ¢ = 3 use the basic properties of orthogonality.
3) Easy, too.
4) Easy, too. D12.15

12.16 Lemma. 1) Let £ € {0,2,3}. Assume that s is successful (hence s has the
properties required in 12.2) and

(a) J a successor of I, in details I C P(uy) is downward closed, u, finite,
Ups = U U{t"H " Euy, J=TU{uU{t*} :uecl}
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(b) s is a brimmed’ (AT, I,s%)-system

(¢) (Mg, o <A) is a <gps-representation of M

(d) for oo < Xt we try to define (N, I,s)-system sq by M5« = My, hi, =
Wy I M

(€) for a < B < AT we try to define a (N, J,s)-system sq.5 by

My** = M; , foruel

Muz’{ﬁt*} = ME
Wt = h3 | Myl ifue LuCoeJ
Wy Zhi,ufMS“’ﬁ ifue L,buU{t'} Covel.

v,uU{t*}

Then for some club E of A\t we have

() for every a € E,s is an (I,s)-system which is brimmed’
(B) for every a < B from E,s, 5 is a brimmed® (J,s)-system.

2) Assume that £ € {2,3} and (a),(c),(d),(e) of part (1) holds for s = s and
(b)" d is an explicit brimmed® expanded stable (AT, I,s1)-system.

Then for some club E of X, we can define for o € E,d% as below and we can find
d*? for a < B from E as below such that

(o) dg is an explicit expanded stable (N, I,s)-system

(B) d*” is an explicit brimmed’ expanded stable (\*,J, s)-system
(7) s[d*P] = s from part (1) and s[d®] = s* from part (1)

(6) forucvel,J&, =33 NnM>

Proof. 1) We leave the case £ = 0 to the reader, so it is enough to prove part (2).
2) Choose for each u € I a maximal subset of P, of P} = {p 5’;(”( Np

regular orthogonal to M, for every w C u} of pairwise orthogonal types.
Let d be the stable expanded (), I)-system and let s =s. Now

® if p € P} then for some ag = ag(p) < a1 = a1(p) < AT we have:
(a) M3

.0y 18 @ witness for p
(b) pl M;,, is orthogonal to My _ iff v < ap.

U,
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s = U{Iys MS

For each p € P, let J, be a maximal subset of Ips M oy M2
u, u u,o u,

B € [aa(p), A7)} of elements realizing p | M? on(p) I MG which is independent in

(Msaal(p), MS)'

We can find a club E of A} such that

®o if § € E then
(a) for u C v € I we have hgm(M;’é) = Mgy, NM; s

(b) for u C v and c € Jd

v,

if c € M s then 6 > aq(tp(c, My

o M3))
(¢) (M3, ,NMS 5, M35, U{I2% | OMS 5 up Cu,ur Co,ur € u}) belongs

V,U1,U0
3,b
to KoY

(d) ifu € I,p € Py,a1(p) < ¢ then J, N My 5 is a maximal subset of

M2y M2 of elements realizing p | Mz’a(p) which is independent

in (M3 M 5)

uaal(p),

(e) ifu Cvelanddy < dgarefrom E then NFg(MS s M3, M3 s M3

u,01° 0,01 “ w02 v,62)

(f) fucvel,ced; , andp= tps4)(c, My, M7) and ap(p) < 6 then
ay(p) < 6.

Let a < 8 be from E and let s*# be as in part (1) of the claim. We define an
expanded (), J)-system d*# by (recalling d is explicit)

(a) sd™” = gaB (defined in part (1))
(b) if u Cv eI then J&,° =Jd N MS,
(c) ifucCcve Jjuel,v=uvU{t*} hence u C vy € I then
Jg;’ﬁ ={ce Jg’u ic€ MEQ'B and o > a1 (tp(c, Mﬁu,M;}i))}
(d) fuCveJju=u U{t*},v =0 U{t*'},u Cv el then
ngﬁ ={ce Jg’u ic € ng and a < a1 (tp(c, M&u, M)}
(e) ifuel,v=uU{t*} then
ngﬁ = {c: for some p € P,,a1(p) <aandce J, N MEB\MEQ}

Now check. Ui2.16
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12.17 Definition. Let ¢ € {1,2,3,4}.
1) We say that s satisfies (or has) the brimmed® weak (), n)-existence property if:

Case 1: n =0.
There is a brimmed? model in K, (so always holds).

Case 2: n=1.

If My is brimmed?, p; € #P%(Mjy) for i < i* < A} then we can find ¢;(i < i*) and
M{@} such that p; = tp(Ci,M@,M{@}) and (M@,M{@},{Ci 1< Z*}) S Kf’bs,i <
Jj = ¢ #cj.

Case 3: n > 2.

Every brimmed’ expanded stable &~ (n)-system d can be completed to an ex-
panded stable (s, Z(n))-system d™, i.e. there is an expanded stable Z?(n)-system
d* such that d* | #(n) = d; recall Z (n) = {u : v € {0,...,n —1}} =
Z(n)\{n}.

2) We say s satisfies (or has) brimmed? weak (A, n)-uniqueness property when:
Case 1: If n = 0, K¢ has amalgamation.

Case 2: If n = 1. If (M, Ny, {a¥ : i < i*}) € K" for k = 1,2 and tp(al, M, N,) =
tp(a?, M, Ny) there is a <;-embedding f of N; into some N such that Ny <; N}
and f(a}) = a?.

Case 3: di,dz are brimmed® expanded stable &(n)-systems and d™ = d,, |
P~ (n) and f = (f, : u € P (n)) is an isomorphism from s[d!] onto s[d?], then
we can find (f, N) such that:

(a) Mj» <, N,

(b) f is a <;-embedding of MJt into N

(¢c) for u C n we have fohdl, =h32 o f,.
3) We say that s has the brimmed? strong (A, n)-existence when:
Case 1: n =0, just Ky # 0.
Case 2: n =1, as in part (1) but (My, Mgy, {c; 11 <i*}) € K2Pu,

Case 3: n > 2.
For every brimmed® expanded stable (\, 2~ (n))-system d we can find an ex-
panded stable (\, Z(n))-system d* such that d* | 22~ (n) = d and d™* is reduced

in n which means u C n = Jgj; = 0.
4) We say that s has the brimmed? strong (), n)-uniqueness property when:

Case 1: If n = 0, K, categorical in ;.
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Case 2: If n = 1, uniqueness for Kf’bu see 7.15.

Case 3: n>2 and /£ € {3,4}.
In part (2) we add N = MJ2 and f is onto N.

Case 4: n>2 and ¢ € {1,2}.
The conclusion of Case 1 holds!® if we assume (what is said in part (2) and) that
dy,ds are regular (or just ¢ € J,, o = tps(c, hy o (M3I*), M3r) is regular):

Difu Cve P (n) and p € (ML) then the cardinality of {c €
Jd, : tps(e, My M) + p} is equal to the cardinality of {¢ € J32,

n,u’
tps(c MS%L, Md2) + f(p)} assuming for simplicity d; is regular.

5) We say that s has the brimmed? weak/strong (A, n)-primeness property when
n = 0,1 or for any brimmed’ &~ (n)-system dy and expanded stable & (n)-system
d; which is reduced in n which means u = n = Jgfu = () and d; satisfy d; |
P~ (n) = dy we have: d; is weakly /strongly prime’ over dg, see below.
5A) We say d; is weakly /strongly prime’ over dy (and also say that s is weakly /strongly
prime’ over s9°) when for some n, d; is a brimmed® & (n)-system, dg = d; | 2~ (n)

and:

(¥) if dg is a brimmed? (£ (n), 5)-system satisfying do | ™ (n) = ~(n),
then there is an <;-embedding f of M2 into M2 such that u 6 “(n)=
fo hd1 = hd2 and in the strong case, for every regular p € .#Ps(f(M21)

n,u’

orthogonal to Mgz for every u C n we have dim(p, Mg?) = A.

6) In (1)-(5) we may restrict ourselves to one expanded stable &~ (n)-system or
P(n)-system d, i.e., consider the property as a property of d; so in this case the
brimmed? may refer to only u = n!

7) We say that s has the brimmed? weak/strong (\,n)-prime existence if for ev-
ery brimmed? expanded stable (A, 2~ (n))-system d; there is an expanded stable
(A, Z(n))-system do which is weakly/strongly prime’ over d;, (note: ds is only
brimmed! and is reduced in n).

8) Writing “...(< n)... property” we mean

(13

. property” for every m < n.

Our main aim is to show that if s is excellent and (2>‘;r " . n < w) increasing then
every one of those properties is satisfied by s for m < w large enough.

16in the csae central for this section the M,E}m are brimmed so the only freedom left are about
dimensions of types from %bs(Mg,’ﬁ)
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12.18 Claim. 1) For n = 0,1,2, the frame s has the brimmed’ weak (\,n)-
existence property for £ < 4.
2) For n = 0,1,2, the frame s has the brimmed® weak (\,n)-uniqueness property
for € =1,2,3,4.
8) For n = 0,1 the frame s has the brimmed® strong (\,n)-existence property for
(=1,2,3,4.

4) For n = 0,1, the frame s has the brimmed‘(\,n)-primeness property for
(=1,2,3,4.
5) For n = 0,1 the frame s has the brimmed’(\,n)-primeness existence property
fort=1,23,4.
6) If s has the brimmed’ strong (\, n)-existence property and the brimmed’ weak/strong
(X, n)-primeness property, then it has the brimmed’ weak/strong (X, n)-primeness
existence property 12.34.

Proof. 1) If n = 0, this is clear, for n = 1 this is the existence theorem for Kg”bu,
‘?
¢ scite{705-xxX} undefined

Lastly, if n = 2 by ?; “the existence of stable amalgamation” we can find a sta-
scite{705-yyY } undefined

ble (A, Z(n)-system s* such that s* | 2~ (n) = s? and we can extend M5~ and
choose J,, ,, for u C n.

2) For n = 2, by the uniqueness of NFs-amalgamation, see ?.
scite{705-yyY} undefined

3), 4), 5) Easy, too.

6) Let d be a brimmed’ (\, 2~ (n))-system. By the strong (A, n)‘-existence prop-
erty there is an expanded stable (A, Z(n))-system d*, reduced in n such that
d* | 2~ (n) = d. By the (\,n)-primeness’ property d* is prime’ so we are done.
Ui2.18

Remark. Assume R, is the class of (A, E),|A| = A, E an equivalence relation. If
(M, N,a) € K" a/EY disjoint to M, if a/EY is too large then (M, N, a) ¢ K2P".

12.19 Claim. The following properties of d are actually properties of s, that is,
their satisfaction depends just on s9

(A) “f being an embedding of d into M ”

(B) d is brimmed® at u for £ =1,2,3,4

(C) d has weak/strong uniqueness/existence property
(D) d has the weak/strong primeness existence property
(£)

E) d has the weak/strong primeness property.
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Proof. The least easy case is that replacing J gm by similar Jj, , does not make a

difference which holds by ?. Oi2.19
scite{705-xxX} undefined

£ exis-

12.20 Discussion: Why do we define the “strong primeness”, “strong prime
tence?

The problem arises in 12.34. Assume d is a brimmed? expanded stable (A, 2(n))
system, d; is an expanded stable (A, & (n))-system, d; [ Z~(n) =do [ £~ (n),dy
is reduced in n, M <, Mo and h3!, = hdo, for u C n. Is M9 (X, %)-brimmed
over M31? If 5 has the NDOP (and n > 2) yes, but in general for p € .7b5(Md)
which is L hG%, (MJ1) for every u C n, we do not know that dim(p, Mo) = A,.

This motivates the definition of strong primeness.

12.21 Claim. 1) Assume I; C I and s has the brimmed’ weak (), |u|)-existence
property whenever uw € I,\I;. Then for any brimmed’ expanded stable (X, I,s)-
system dy there is a brimmed’ expanded stable (X, Iy, s)-system do satisfying dy |
L =d;.

2) Let { € {3,4}. Assume that for any m < n,s has the brimmed’® strong (\,m)-
uniqueness property. Then for any two brimmed’ expanded stable (A, 2~ (n))-
systems di,da, the systems s[di|,s[dz2] are isomorphic. Similarly for (A, 1) if
uel=|ul <n.

8) In (2) if dy is a brimmed® expanded stable (I3,s)-system, for k = 1,2 and
I, C I and s has the brimmed’ strong (A, |u|)-uniqueness whenever u € I;\J; and
f = {fu:u € I) is an isomorphism from s[dy | I1] onto s[dy | I ], then we can

find f', an isomorphism from s[d;] onto s[ds] such that f' | I} = f.

Proof. Natural. 2,21

12.22 Conclusion. 1) Assume ¢ € {3,4} and

(a) s has the brimmed? strong (\, < n)-uniqueness property
(b) there is a brimmed’ stable (), £ (n))-system.

Then s has the brimmed? weak (), n)-existence property.

Proof. 1) We prove this by induction on n, so we can assume that s has the
brimmed® weak (), m)-existence property for m < n. The cases n = 0, 1 are trivial,
see 12.18. Now by clause (b) there is a brimmed’ expanded stable (\, 2(n))-
system d*. To prove the brimmed! weak (\,n)-existence property, let d be a
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brimmed? expanded stable (A, 2~ (n))-system. By assumption (a) and 12.21(2) and
the induction hypothesis, d and d* | &~ (n) are isomorphic hence, by renaming,
without loss of generality they equal, so d* prove the existence. (1292

12.23 Claim. 1) Let £ = 1,2,3,4. The brimmed® weak (\,n)-existence property
is equivalent to: for every brimmed’ expanded stable 22~ (n)-system d there are
M e Rs and f = (fy :u € P~ (n)), such that

® f is an embedding of d into M which means
(a) fu is a <s-embedding of M into M
(b) ifuCuveE P (n) then f, = f, o f4

(¢) for any u € P~ (n), the set U{f,(IS ) : v satisfies u Cv € P~ (n)}
is independent in (f,(M2), M), as an indexed set'”.

2)

(a) Ifs has the brimmed’ strong (\, n)-existence property then s has the brimmed®
weak (A, n)-existence property

(b) if 5 has the brimmed’ strong (\,n)-uniqueness property then s has the
brimmed’ weak (\,n)-uniqueness property

(c) if s has the brimmed® strong (X, n)-primeness existence property then s has
the brimmed’ weak (\,n)-primeness existence property

(d) similarly for primeness.

3) If {(€(1),€(2)} € {(1,2),(2,3),(3,4)} and s has the brimmed" V) weak/strong
(X, n)-existence property then s has the brimmed’®) weak/strong (X, n)-ezistence
property.

4) Similarly to part (3) for weak (X, n)-uniqueness.

4A) IF{(€(1),0(2)} € {(1,2),(2,3),(3,4))} and s has the brimmed) strong unique-
ness, then s has the brimmed’® strong uniqueness.

5)

(a) every expanded stable (\s, I)-system for s is brimmed?

(b) for each of the properties defined in Definition 12.17, the weak brimmed?
version and the brimmed" one are equivalent.

17this just means that ({fy(c):c € ngu} cu Cv € P (n)) is a sequence of pairwise disjoint
sets
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Proof of 12.23. 1) First assume that s has the brimmed? weak (\,n)-existence
property and we shall prove the condition ® in 12.23(1). By the present assumption,
we can find d’ as in the definition 12.17(1), and we let M = M2, f, = S’/u, clearly
they are as required in ®.

Second assume that s satisfies the condition ® from 12.23(1). Let d = do, a
brimmed? expanded stable (X, 2~ (n))-system be given, so by our assumption there
are M, (f, :u € & (n)) as there. Now we define an expanded stable (A, #(n))-
system dy as follows: di | 27 (n) = do, M§* = M,h3Y, = fu for u C n let JG?,

be a maximal subset J of M\ U {f,(M,) : v C n} such that JI, = U{f,(Jd,) :
v satisfies w C v C n} is independent. Clearly d; is as required except that in the
brimmed? case we are missing “M is brimmed”, and in the brimmed? case, we are
missing the J,, ,, and in the brimmed* case the relevant condition. Choose M* such
that M <, M* and M* is (), *)-brimmed over M letting M = M* and lastly,
for each u € &2~ (n) let J9, be a maximal J such that:

() JC M\ U{fu(JZ,) : v satisfies u C v € 27 (n)}

(B) c € I = tpsle, fu(MI0), M*) € #b(f,(Mdo) is orthogonal to f,(M3o)
for every w C u

(v) JUU{fuw, (L, ) s u Cwy € P (n)} is independent in (f, (M), M*)
(6) J is maximal under (a) + (B).

By 12.9(7) we are done.
2), 3), 4), 5) Left to the reader. 19.03

The following claim will give a crucial “saving”.
12.24 Claim. Assume that (¢ =3 or just ¢ € {1,2,3,4} and n > 2 and)
(a) s has the brimmed’ weak (\,n)-uniqueness

(b) d is an expanded stable (A, P~ (n))-system

(c) d | [n]<"~! is a brimmed® system (but d not necessarily).
Then d has weak uniqueness, i.e.

® if d1,ds are expanded stable (N, P (n))-system satisfying d1 | P~ (n) =
d,dy | £~ (n) then we can find (N, f) such that M32 <, N, f is a <s-
embedding of M into N and u C n = hgfu =fo hg’lu.

Proof. We prove this by induction on kq = |#4| where P4 = {v € £ (n) : d is
not brimmed’ in u (so u € [n]""1)}.
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Clearly kq < (," ) =n(< |2~ (n)| < 2"). If kq = 0 the conclusion follows from
assumption (a).

So assume that kq > 0 and choose v, € Pq. We can find M which is (), x)-
brimmed’ over M . Next we define an expanded (X, 2~ (n))-system d:

®1 (o) dT [(Z7(n)\{v.}) =d [ (2~ (n)\{v"})
() hd", =nd ifuco,
(¢) M =M
d) J&, =32, ifucve 2 (n)\{v}
(e) JS:U, for u C vy, is a maximal subset J of
{fece M\U{MZ ,:ucCu.}:tple, M ,, M) e s"5(M, )
is orthogonal to M, ,, when w C u} such that J is
independent in (M,, o, M,,) and J 2 J3 .

Now let di,ds be as in the assumption of ®. Next for k = 1,2 by the existence of

stable amalgamation there are (N, f) such that M3+ <. Ny, fx is a <;-embedding
of M = MS: into N extending fa% —and NFg (M5 M+, fi.(M), Ni,) holds.
By renaming without loss of generality fi = fo = idy;. We now define an ex-

panded stable (\, 2~ (n))-system d;
&% (a) df | 2 (n) = d*
b MY = N,
) hh, = s, for u e 2 (n)\{v.}

(
(
d) hd, = fu
(

C

M,V
dt . .
e) Jnk for v C n are defined as in previous cases.

Now we use the induction hypothesis (on kq) (19 24

12.25 Claim. 1) Assume that (a) + (b) and: (c)1 or (c)2 where;
(a) s* is a stable (\, I)-system for k =1,2
(b) st | J=s2|J where J=:{uecl:Fvel)(ucCwv)}
(e)1 if u € I\J then s* | 2~ (u) has the weak uniqueness property
(¢)2 ifveI\J thenu Cv= hf,lu = hs, and MSZ <s MSZ_E for some £ € {1,2}.

v,u

() s has the weak existence property iff s> has the weak existence property

(B) s! has the weak uniqueness property iff s*> has the weak uniqueness property.
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Proof. Similar to 12.24. L1225

In 12.16 we have proved actually some things on s concerning Definition 12.17.
[Why do we ignore £ = 1? As for s, brimmed! = brimmed?.]

12.26 Conclusion. Let £ € {0,2,3} and assume that s is successful hence s satisfies
the demands in 12.2. If for st there is a brimmed stable £ (n)-system, then for s
there is a brimmed’ stable &(n + 1)-system.

Remark. For ¢ = 0,2 we can find trivial examples.

Proof. By 12.16.

12.27 Claim. Assume that dy, is an expanded stable (X, I)-system for k = 1,2 and

f is an embedding of dq into da, see Definition 12.7(1A).

1) If I = &£ (n) and do has the weak existence property then dy has the weak
existence property.

2)If I = 2 (n) and f | [n]<""! is an isomorphism from dy | [n]<"~1 onto
ds | [n]<""! and dy has the weak uniqueness property then d; has weak uniqueness
property.

Proof. 1) Easy (and was used inside the proof of 12.24).
2) Very similar to the proof of 12.24 (and we can use part (1)). Cig2.27

12.28 Lemma. 1) Let £ =3,n > 2. Assume 2* < " and:

(a) s is successful hence s has the properties required in 12.2
(b) s has the brimmed’ weak (\, < n + 1)-existence property
(c) s has the brimmed® strong (\, < n)-uniqueness property
(d)

d) s does not have the brimmed® weak (\,n + 1)-uniqueness property.

Then s+ does not have the brimmed’ strong (\*,n)-uniqueness property.

Remark. Of course, it would be better to have “strong” in clause (d) of the as-
sumption and it would be better to have weak in the conclusion. Still we can prove
a slightly stronger claim.

A variant of ? is
scite{705-12.b11} undefined
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12.29 Claim. 1) In 12.28 we can replace clause (¢) by (¢); +(c); (which obviously
follows from it) where

(c)] s has the brimmed® strong (X, < n)-uniqueness property

(c)5 s has the brimmed’ weak (\,n)-uniqueness property.

2) We can strengthen the conclusion to: sT fail the brimmed® weak (A", n)-uniqueness
property.

Proof of 12.28. 1) We choose by induction on @ < A*,s, for every n € “2 such

that:

®

Now

s, is a normal brimmed® stable (), 2(n))-system
the universe of M," is an ordinal Yegm) < AT
the sequence <M5”M : v < a) is <s-increasing continuous
if o(z)\ig(—i—zi_tf)e;r_lsizt;;lsn |8 * P (nt+1) Sn 1S @ brimmed? stable
if « =B +1,v € P2, then:
Siocos | P (n+ 1) =s)- 5 [ P (n+1)
if « = 841 and v € #2 then for no f, N do we have:
f is an <;-embedding of M21f°>
into N, M3 £> <, N
and f is the identity on MS’*’”<O> = Mzikb forue = (n+1)

if vy, € *2thens,, [ Z (n)=s,, | Z (n)
(this strengthens clause (¢)).

(%)1 we can carry the induction

[Why? For a = 0 trivial. For @ = 8+ 1 and 1 € #2 by clause (d) of the
assumption there are brimmed’ & (n+1)-system s’,s” with s’ | 22~ (n+1) =
s” | 2 (n+1) as in clause (¢), i.e., for no (N, f) do we have M3" <, N and
f is a <¢-embedding of Ms» into N which is the identity on MS/ for every
u C n+ 1. Now for proving 12.28, by assumption (c) and claim 12.21(2)
renaming we have s,- <o, S,~<1> as required in clause (¢) and (¢) of ® and
by renaming we have (5); by the proof we can get clause (n), too. (For

proving 12.29 this is done in its proof). For a limit s, =: U Syip s a

B<a

stable (A, Z(n))-system by Claim 12.15(2); moreover is brimmed®.]
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For n € "2 we define a normal (A*, 2(n))-system for s called s, by My" =
U{M;"" - oo < AT}, clearly

. + + . Sy
) - u 5

(x)2 sy isreally a (AT, #(n))-system for the frame s (noting that M," € K4

as it belongs to K® and is saturated over A, because by clause (8), My"' "

is (A, *)-brimmed over My"'® for every o < A\})
(x)3 s, is a brimmed stable (AT, 22 (n))-system for s(+)

[why? by 12.15(3).]
(¥)a sy [ & (n) is the same for all n € A9 call it t*.

[Why? By Clause (1) of ®.]

Let p € A2 To finish the proof it is enough to find n € A"2 such that h, =
U{idps @ u C n} cannot be extended to an isomorphism from My’ onto M,";
toward contradiction assume that f,, is such an isomorphism for every n € Ao, By
the weak diamond, (see 1§0) for some 79,7 € AT9 and § < AT we have v = Ne |

o, v () amg and f,, [ Myv = fp,, | M3». Clearly we get contradiction to clause ()
in the construction. [12.08

Proof of 12.29. In the proof of 12.28 there one point in which the proofs differ. We
are given s, for n € #2 and we know that there are normal brimmedZ(n + 1)-
system s’,8” such that s’ | Z (n+1) =s" | # (n+ 1) but there is no <,-
embedding of M,ﬁ;z into any N, M,ﬁil <¢ N over U Msl. By the amount of
uCnt

uniqueness we have, i.e. by assumption (¢); without loss of generalitys’ [ &~ (n) =
sy | 27 (n) (for every n € P2, hence also s” | 2~ (n) =s,)). Without loss of gen-
erality the universe of M,SL/H and of Mflljrl is v + A (recall 12.9(8)) and, of course,
the universe of M3 = M3 is Vn-

Now we define sy, a (A, &~ (n+1))-system by sy [ (Z(n+1)\{n,n+1})=¢"]

(2 (n + D\{n,n+ 1}) = " | (2~ (n+ D\{n,n +1}) and My’ = M3». Clearly
s, 1s stable and brimmed*.

Now by 12.25, the version with (c); as s’ [ &~ (n + 1) fails the brimmed?® weak
uniqueness, also s; fails it. Hence we can find a stable (A, #*(n+1))-systems s; , s,
witnessing it, to s; [ 7 (n+1) = s, = s’ | # (n+1). By renaming we take
care of clause () of ® (we use freely 12.9).

2) We choose in addition to s, also NN, such that

® (a),(y)—(n) asin the proof

(B) N, is brimmed over My the universe of N, is an ordinal
Yeg(n) (instead of (3))
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(0) if vanthen NFg(M2S», N,,, M,", N,)) and N, is brimmed over M,"UN,,.

In the end for 7 € * 2 we define also Ny = U{Nyja : @ < AT} hence M3 < 1) N,

and N, is (AT, x)-brimmed over My".

So if p,n € >‘+2, Ny <4y N and f is a <;(4)-embedding of My’ into N over

U{M," : u C n}, then N can be <s(+)-embedded into N, over M, so without loss of generality N <s(4)
My, N, is (AT, x)-brimmed over M.". The rest should be clear. O12.29

12.30 Claim. 1) Assume £ =2,3,n>1 and

(a) s has the brimmed® strong (X, < n)-ezistence property
(b) s has the brimmed® weak (), < n)-primeness property

Then there is an expanded stable P (n + 1)-system d reduced at n + 1 such that
d | 2 (n) is brimmed>.
2) If in addition clause (c) below holds then s has the brimmed’ strong (A, n + 1)-
existence property where

(c) s has the brimmed® strong (A, < n)-uniqueness property.

Proof. 1) Let My € K, be brimmed’. Let M € K, be (), *)-brimmed over Mj.
Let 2y C {p € .#5(My) : p regular} be a maximal family of pairwise orthogonal
types. Let J % be a maximal subset of {¢c € M : ¢ realizes some p € @5 in M over
My} which is independent in (Mg, M) so |Jg| = As and let {JZ’Q 0 CucCn+1}
be a partition of J % to sets each of cardinality As; such that for every p € @5 and
u C n+1 the set {c € J,: tps(c, My, M) = p} has cardinality ;. For v € I\ let
M, <, M be such that (My, M, j,g) € K&

Let Iy ={uCn+1:|ul <k} for k<n+ 1. We now choose by induction on
k€ {1,2,...,n}, the objects di, and (P, Iy : u € Iy,u Cv Cn+1),(N,, P}
w € I, lul > 1),(J, ,;uCvCn+1and (u,v) # (0,0) and ¢ = 1,2) such that

®(a) dj is a normal brimmed? expanded stable (), Ij)-system embedded in M
and Mg" = My, M3* = M, for u € [1\Ip, J& =T, 9
by m<k=d,,=dg [ In
(¢) for u € I;\I1, N, is such that U{M3* : w C u} C N, <; M and d, is
reduced in u where d is the normal brimmed! 22 (u)-system d} | 22~ (u) =
dy, | 2~ (u), Mdw = Ny, J5 =0 forw Cu

(d) for u € Ix\I1, 2} is a maximal set of pairwise orthogonal types from C

{p € #P5(N,) : p regular orthogonal to M3+ for w C u (hence to M3* for
w € Ij, such that u € w by 10.18)
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(e) for u € I;\I1, the set J! is a maximal subset of {c € M : tps(c, N, M) €
2L} independent in (N, M)

(f) if w € [\I1, then (J; , :u Cv Cn+1but (v,u) # (0,0)) is a partition of
J! to sets each of cardinahty \s such that moreover, for every p € &} the

set J}) wp = {c €Ty 0 tps(c, Ny, M) = p} has cardinality A,
(9) (N, M3, U JiwU U J2 .)€ K31 for u € I\ {0} where we stipulate
wCu wCu

I} w =0 when w C u,|w| <1

(h) 22 is a maximal set of pairwise orthogonal types from {p € .#">(M3*) : p
orthogonal to N, when u ¢ I and to My if uw € I}\Ip} when u € Iy, (if
u = () then 922 has already been chosen)

(i) J2 is a maximal set of {¢ € M : tps(c, M3* M) € 22} independent in
(M3 M) when u € Iy, (if u = (), J2 has already been chosen), note that

the J7 , used is clause (g) has already been chosen)

(j) (J2,:uCve P (n+1))is a partition of J; such that for every p € P2
and v such that u C v € 2~ (n+1) the set {c € I2 , : tps(c, M+, M) = p}
has cardinality A when u € I

(k) Jgfu =J},UJ2., where u Cv € I

For k = 1,dy is defined by clause (a) and choose 22,J2, (J2 , : v satisfies u C v C
n + 1) as above for u € Ix\Ip (i.e., u ={m},m <n+1).

For k = m+1 > 1 for each u € I}\I,, clearly d,,, [ £~ (u) is a normal brimmed*
expanded stable &~ (u)-system hence by assumption (a) we can find a normal
brimmed! 2 (u)-system d* such that d* | 2~ (u) =d, | 2~ (u), M% = N,, which
is reduced in u hence d; is prime over d,,, [ &~ (u), use (b).

Now d | & (u) is embedded in M (by clause ( ) of ®) so by the definition of
the primeness without loss of generality N,, = M <s M. Now as |u| > 1 choose
2L T, and (I, ¢ v satisfies w C v C n + 1) as required. Now let M3+ <, M
be'® such that (N, M&, U{J, ,UJZ, : w C u}) € K2 We then choose
22,32,J2 , (uC v Cn+1) as required.

Having carried the induction we define a normal &(n + 1)-system d,, 1 by

dn_|_1 rt@_(n-i-l) :dn

dny1
M =y

18exists as for every w C u, the set Ju,w is independent in (N, M) because (M, Ny, U{Jv; ,u; :

v1Cuu1Cwu1Cv1})EK3bu
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Jgrilu =( foruCn+1.

It is easy to check that d,, 41 is as required.

2) Easy, by 12.21(2). L1230

12.31 Claim. Assume

(a) d is an expanded stable (A, P (n))-system
(b) d is reduced at n.

Then we can find d’ such that

d’ is an expanded stable (\, P (n))-system reduced at n
d 2 (n)=d] 2 (n)
hg:u = h%u forucCn

M <, M¥

(«
(8
(v
(6
(e

~— ~— ~— ~— ~—

dim(p, M9") = \.

if p € S"(MQ) is reqular orthogonal to Mg’u for every u C n then

Proof. Let M*T € K, be (), *)-brimmed over M2, let P = {p € .#>»(M3) : p

regular L Mg for every u C n}. Let J = {cp.a : p € P, < A} be such that

(i) cpo € M realizes p

(i) pePANa#B=cpaFCpp
(ii7) J is independent in (M2, M 7).

Now let M <, M™* be such that (M3, M,J) € K2™ and define d’ such that
((@), (8), (v) above holds and) M9 = M. Tt is easy to check that d’ is as required.
Li2.31

12.32 Claim. 1) Assume ¢ =3 and

(a) s is successful hence s* satisfies the hypothesis 12.2

(b) s has the brimmed® weak (A, < n + 1)-uniqueness property [actually only

n+ 1 and n are used]
(¢) s is a brimmed’ stable (2~ (n),st)-system
(d) s* is a stable (2 (n),s™)-system reduced at n such that s* | 22~ (n) =s.
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Then s* is prime over s for sT.

2) Moreover, s* is strongly prime’

over s for st.

Remark. This is similar to the proof of the existence of primes in sT.

Proof. 1) Without loss of generality s is normal. Let (M& : a < A7) be <,-
increasing continuous with union Mj* and let F be a thin enough club of A\f.
By 12.16 for each a« € E,s} = (M2 : u € Z(n)) is a normal stable &(n)-
system reduced at n and letting # = {u C n+1:n ¢ u} for o < B from
E, s}, 5 =!Sa *@(nt1) Sp is a stable (Z(n + 1), s)-system and sq,5 [ & is a normal
brimmed? (2, s)-system, see 12.16. Suppose that M € Koy and (fy, :ue€ 27 (n))
an embedding of s [ &7 (n) into M (see Definition 12.5(3)).

As s is normal, we have u C v € 7 (n) = f, C f,. Let (M, : a < )
be <;-increasing continuous with union M and without loss of generality E' is a
thin enough club for this too; by renaming £ = \J. Let f& = f, | MY, so
fe={(fo:ue€ P (n))is an embedding of s, into M, <gls) M. Now we choose
£ by induction on « such that

® (i) fr is a <gps-embedding of M into M (hence into Mg, for some () <
Ad)
(43) f& extend fP for B < a and f& for u € 2~ (n).

For a = 0, f0 exists as s has the brimmed?® weak (), n)-uniqueness property and M
is \T-saturated.

For o limit let f{ = U f2.

B<a

For « = 8+ 1 let ¥ < Al be such that M, is (), *)-brimmed over Rang(f?) U
U{Rang(f% : u € 22~ (n)}. We shall show that there is a <s;-embedding of M
into M and even into M., extending fz UU{f$ : v € &~ (n)}. For this we shall use
“s has the brimmed?® weak (), n+1)-uniqueness property” defined in 12.17(2) for the
(As; 7 (n+1))-system s}, 5. The embedding are O.K. as My does not contribute
(as s is reduced in n). But the assumption is not fully satisfied because s}, ; the

brimmed* demand does not (necessarily) holds for u = n, i.e., for f¢(M2); however,
by Claim 12.24 this is overcomed. We get that there is a pair (f, N) such that
Mpg(a) <s N and f a <s;-embedding My into N, but without loss of generality N' <
M., so we are done.

Now f,, = U fris the required embedding.

a<)\j
2) By part (1) and 12.31. L1232
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12.33 Conclusion. Assume ¢ = 3 and

(a) s is successful hence s satisfies 12.2

(b) s has the brimmed? weak (), < n + 1)-uniqueness property.

Then st has the brimmed? strong (AT, n)-primeness’ property.

Proof. By 12.32.

12.34 Claim. 1) Let £ =3 and

(a) s has the brimmed’ strong (\,n)-existence property

(b) s has the brimmed’ strong (\,n)-primeness property.

Then s has the brimmed’ strong (\,n)-uniqueness property.
2) Let { = 4 and s has the brimmed® weak (X, n)-uniqueness property then s has the
brimmed® strong (X, n)-uniqueness property.

Proof. 1) Assume d;,d, are brimmed? stable (A, 2 (n))-system and f = (f, :
u € P (n)) be an isomorphism from d; [ &~ (n) onto da | &~ (n). As s has the
brimmed* strong (A, n)-existence property, (i.e., assumption (a)), clearly for k = 1,2
there is an expanded stable (A, Z(n))-system d*,d* | #~(n) = d; | & (n),d”
reduced in n, i.e., such that v C n = Jgfu =0).
Let f| = f, for u C n. Without loss of generality there is an isomorphism f/ such
that (f! :u € £(n)) is an isomorphism from d! onto d?.
By clause (b) of the assumption + (x) of Definition 12.17 without loss of generality M;Lik <s
M3r; recall u C n = hgfu = hgfu.
Now

(x) MY <, M3 and p € #P5(M2") = dim(p, M) = X (or just for a dense
set of regular p € th(M;}’“).

[Why? Let p € .7 bS(MSk) be regular; without loss of generality such that for some
u(p) C n,p does not fork over M:,Z(p) and u C u(p) = p orthogonal to Mg . Now
dim(p, M3x) = X. Why? If u(p) = n by (x*) from Definition 12.17(5),(5A),(6) and
if u(p) C n as dy, is brimmed’ (i.e., the definition and basic properties of dimension
and regular types).]

We know that if M is ()4, *)-brimmed?, N <, M and p € .%5(N) = dim(p, N) =
As then M is (A, x)-brimmed over N (see 10.17). But this demand by (*) holds with
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(Mgk,Mgk) here standing for (M, N), hence M2* is (), x)-brimmed over M,‘fk. As
f! is an isomorphism from MS2 onto MS2 there is an isomorphism f, from M
onto M9z which extends f’. So clearly (f, : v C n) is an isomorphism from d;
onto ds. L12.34

12.35 Theorem. 2" < 27 forn < w]. Let £ = 3. Assume s is w-successful.
Then for every n > 2 and m > n — 2,5T™ is n-excellent’; (see definition below).

12.36 Definition. 1) We say that s is n-beautiful® if:

(a) s has the brimmed? strong (A, < n)-existence property

)
(b) s has the brimmed? weak (), < n)-uniqueness property
¢) s has the brimmed’ strong ()\, < n)-uniqueness property
)

(
(d) s has the brimmed’ strong (\, < n)-primeness property.

2) We say that s is w-beautiful® if s is n-beautiful® for every n.

Remark. In the Theorem we could restrict our demand to n < n,(< w) and get
the appropriate conclusion, essentially 57 is n-excellent? if s is 2n-successful (and

(2>‘+1Z : £ < 2n) is increasing).

Proof of 12.35. We know that

(¥); 7™ satisfies the demand in 12.2 and is successful.
We now prove by induction on n > 2 that

X, st™ is n-beautiful? if m > n — 2.

First we prove Xs.

By 12.18 for n = 0,1 the demands in 12.36 holds. Now s has the brimmed*
weak (), 2)-uniqueness as s is a good frame (i.e., the uniqueness of NFy,)-
amalgamation. Lastly, the brimmed? strong (), 2)-existence holds by 12.30.

So let n > 2 and we assume X,, and we shall prove X, 1, this suffices

(¥)2 there is a brimmed?(Z(n + 1),s7™)-system for m > n — 2
[Why? By 12.26.]

(x)3 s1™ has the brimmed! weak (\,n + 1)-existence property if m > n — 2.
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[Why? By (x)o there is brimmed? (£ (n+1),5t™)-system call it d*. Let a (2~ (n+
1),57™)-system d be given. By X, we know that s has the strong (\, < n)-
uniqueness property hence by 12.21(2) without loss of generalityd* | [n+1]<",d |
[n+1]<™ are isomorphic so without loss of generality they are equal. Now we shall
apply clause («) of the conclusion of 12.25 to d and d* | &~ (n + 1), as the latter
has the weak existence property (as d* exemplify) it suffices to check the assump-
tions of 12.25. So here I = #~(n+ 1) and J = [n + 1]<", clause (a) of 12.25 is
obvious, clause (b) was assumed above and clause (c); follows from “s*" has the
weak n-uniqueness property, which holds as we assume X, ]

(¥)4 s7™ has the brimmed® weak (A, n + 1)-uniqueness property if m > n — 1.
[Why? We try to apply 12.29(2) hence implicitly 12.28 + 12.29(1) to s™™
and n. Its conclusion fails by clause (b) of Definition 12.36, aplied to
(st™)* = sT™*L for n which holds as we are assuming X,. Clause (a)
from its assumptions holds by (x)1, clause (b) holds by (x)s for n 4+ 1 and
by clause (a) of Definition 12.36 and for m < n.

Now clause (¢); holds by clause (c) of 12.36 by X,, applied to st™ and
clause (c¢); holds by clause (b) of Definition 12.36 by X,, applied to s™™.
So in 12.29 only the fourth assumption (d), may fail, so as the conclusion
fails, (d) there fails.

Hence clause (d) from 12.28 has to fails which is the desired conclusion.]

()5 1™ has the brimmed® strong (A, n)-primeness property if m > n — 1.
[By 12.33 applied to n’ = n and s’ = st(™~1_ It gives the desired conclu-
sion. As for its assumption clause (a) there holds by (x); and clause (b)
there for n + 1 by ()4 above and for 0, ...,n by X,.]

(¥)6 57™ has the brimmed® strong (), n)-uniqueness property if m > n — 1.
[Why? By 12.34, assumption (a) there holds by clause (a) of the definition
12.36 of excellent and clause (b) there holds by (x)s above.]

()7 s1™ has the brimmed? strong (A\t™, n+1)-existence property for m > n—1.
[Why? By 12.30, its conclusion is what we need, assumption (a) there holds
by K,,. Assumption (b) there holds by (x)5 and 12.23(2d) (which says that
strong prime = weakly prime. Lastly, assumption (c) there holds by (x)g
above so we are done.]

So X,,+1 holds. Ui2.35

Recall that Chapter II has tried generalizing [Sh 87al, [Sh 87b] but through it give
the parallel conclusions about each A™, it does not say anything on u > A%, In
the claims (12.37), 12.38, 12.39, 12.40 below we derived the parallel of several of
the further conclusions of [Sh 87a], [Sh 87b].
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The aim of the following claim is to help proving for the case ¢ = 3 that for non-
unidimensional s, we can prove non-categoricity in higher cardinals (of course, we
shall get better results when we prove excellency for £ = 1).

12.37 Claim. Assume that

(a) s is a good \-frame

(b) M* € K, (c; =1 < \s) list the elements of M*,
P C .7PS(M*) is a non-empty set of reqular types such that there is q €
P (M*) orthogonal to P (so s is not weakly unidimensional)

(c) ™" =7U{c; : c € M,}
(d) K* ={M : M is at*-model and M | 7 € K°,¢; — M is a <gs)-embedding

of M* into M | 7} and if ¢ € ./P(M*) is reqular realized in M | T then it
1 orthogonal to P

(6) M <g+ Moy _Zﬁ(Ml,MQ e K* cmd) My |1 Sﬁ[s] My | T
(f) s* = (8,72, ) where
*
(i) .ZPs(My) is essentially {tp(a, My, M) : My <g- My is of cardinality
)‘57 tp(a’7 Ml r7-7 M2 TT € ysbS(Ml TT)}
(22) LU similarly, i.e., UJ(Mo,Ml,CL, Mg) _ZﬁMO <gr My <g« M3,a € Ms;

* *
and UJ(MQ, Ml, a, Mg).
*

(o) s* is a good \-frame
(8) K* C K K{ #0,K3, £0

(v) Af IATTL K < prga(ATHL, 28 for n < w, then s* is w-successful and
is well defined for every pu > .

Proof. Clause ().
Check

Clause ().

Trivial.

Clause (7).
By 12.35 applied to s*.
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12.38 Major Conclusion. Assume that s satisfies the conclusion of 12.35 and let
t =51 (see Definition 0.4(4)) then

(a) s = s(+w) is a good AF¥-frame (recall that Rq(4,) is H{RA(:Z”) in<w})

)

(b) t=sT is w-beautiful®
) for p > AT t{u] = s[u], see Definition ? is a good p-frame, which is w-
01te{705 XXX} undefined
beautiful®, categorical in u for every p > A*¥, so in particular p > \ =
K #0 (on t[u] see Definition 0.4

(d) if s is weakly unidimensional and p > X then s[u] = s[u] = s[u]; hence K*(+)
is categorical in p for every p > A (if K, is categorical in A\ then K* is
categorical in y for every u > Ag

(c

(e) if s is not weakly unidimensional then s(y) is not weakly unidimensional
(f) s has NDOP iff t = 57 has NDOP iff 5(u) has NDOP (for any u > \s)
(9) K # 0 for p > A, s[u] well defined for 1 > A (on 5[] see Definition 0.4(4)).

12.839 Conclusion. Assume 22" < A" for n < w and

(a) s is a good A-frame not weakly unidimensional
() T(AT™HL K) < prga(AT™, 22" for n < w.

Then K* is not categorical in u, for every pu > A.

Proof. For each p > A, there is M/} € K, see 12.38. But we can define t as
s*[+w], where §* is as in 12.37 and apply it to 12.35, 12.38, and get M € Ky
Looking at <g{s-submodels of M, ! , M, 2 it is clear that M, L~ ~ M 2 so we are done.

We can sum up

12.40 Conclusion. Assume 2" < 227" for n < w. If an a.e.c. & with LS(&) < A

is categorical in \,AT,1 < I(ATT, K) and I(A*"2, K) < piga(A"F2,227") for
n < w then R is categorical in every pu > A.

12.41 Remark. 1) This through light on [MaSh 285], [KISh 362], [Sh 472], [Sh 394].
In those works we start with an appropriate a.e.c. K and assume that it is categorical
in A large enough then LS(8) and prove that for some o, (2"5()* that the class
is categorical in every X' € [3,,,\), but nothing is said about A’ > A. However,
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if for some p, u™ € (J,,, A] then by 12.40 we are done. This weak set theoretic
assumption will be eliminated in a sequel.

2) Moreover, we can eliminate the “\ successor” assumption.

3) We can say much more: w-successful frames are very much like superstable first
order classes and more. We delay this.
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