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Abstract
Baire ZE[{] w®” 121 % null set, meager set 3 L o-compact set 7 SR X
BA T T IVICBET B EHAE RIS OV T OESHRAIE R, “Cichor’s diagram” & L
TECHISNTVAS. KT, THSDA F7IMI DT “shrinkability” &5 2
EEAL, ZNITL - THIEBREBAEREZEERT S, X510, 2N50H LEEKD
Cichon’s diagram {2351 B HLE S, w¥ LD A F7IVOMAA SR & OB
DNTEETS.

1 FCHIZ — W EDAFT7IVEEH AT S

T %% w ED o-A4 F TV (FIBEMENEA FTTIV) T, 1 HESA2TNTEATHEHD
ETB. IS UT, RO 4 BEOREMAEHT 5.

¢ 2dd(T): FCT o> UF¢T KB F OR/NLE
e cov(Z): FCIhDw' =F 183 F O/NEEE.
enon(Z): X Cw?* DX ¢T3 X Di/NEEE.

¢ cof(I): FCIT, [TRTDX ecZT ML, Y EF T, XCY KB Y WNEET
5] £570 F OB/NBE.

ZDEE, FHHHMT add(Z) < cov(Z) < cof(T) D add(Z) < non(Z) < cof(T) TH 5.
ILICT 8B 2DDA4FTIVI, T DT, cov(T) > cov(J) M2 non(T) < non(J)
THDIENEGIZHONS.

Baire ZZfl] w®, 977180 5, w ICEERNIART LU n € w 12 1/27H OMIEEAE 5 2 F2Z2f oD
ARTEEICH 1T 5 null set, meager set ¥ LN o-compact set DEEN SEREI NS A 7T
WEZNZEN N, M, K TET. KT, FICZh oA FTIVICHET 2 EMAEB LT
DI, FFIT K IZD0 TR, IRD K S MEIRT v EOMAEHEBFZE LTS,

w* D2IT f, g KN LT, ARMBERSTNTD n € w 22T f(n) < g(n) THB &
&, f<rg EERT. v DISES F WY unbounded(dominating) family TdH 5 &1, 4T
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cov(N) ——non(M)—— cof(M) ————— cof(N) ——— 2v

4

w; ————add(N) ———add(M)——cov(M)—————non(N)

1: Cichon’s diagram

Dgew ITHLT, fEF T, fL g (@< R fOFHETHEXITND. W ITHIT
% unbounded family ¥ & Uf dominating family Of/NEEZZ N b, 0 THET .

ROBRIL, 1 TTINVK EZEBZBIEITES>T, 0 BLL D b w EDATTIVNSESE
INBZEBMMELUTHE R TENTEBE I EERLTNAS.

EEI11IKIE B few ilids {gew g <t [} DEDESERISERINS A
FTIVIC—ET 5. FIL,KCM TH5.

% 1.2 add(K) = non(K) = b HX U cov(K) = cof(K) =0 TH 5.

LIicd-o TN, M BEK O3 DDA FT7IVHDSIEEDLET 10 AOEHIERIN
B EIIEB. TNODEMOMITIE, B 1 IZRIN5B & D I R/NBIEN ZFC H HREH X
NTWB[1,2,4]. (RFD “=7 13 “<” 2EW%T5.) ORI Cichon’s diagram D4 Tk
CHonTNS.

LIRSS | ARG (CH) Z2IRET 5 &, 26 DEHIT TN TERERE 2¢9(= w)
1239 5. 7z, CHDOED L/ W0BE T, Martin’s Axiom(MA) Db ETiE, K 11
BN AHEEIITNT 29 1IT—89 5 ([9, II Theorem 2.21}).

K712, add(M), cof(M) @ 2 DDARLEDIFIZDNTIH, S SITROERIF SN TN 5.

FIE 1.3 add(M) = min{cov(M), b} I I cof(M) = max{non(M),d} TH 5.

Cichon’s diagram (%, [ZFC TIEBAR[E] WS BEHRICE W TRAETH S, 3785, ZFC
CRERA R HE7L A/ BRI Cichon’s diagram I LR SN TNB &N T EDFEBHEINT
WA, ZOFERE 2] Ik o TEKEL, 1] ITHE L E EDOoN TN S,

Cichott’s diagram IZB89 5 1 7 7 IVREH O ERRIEIZI DO TIIZ DN H 208, K
FTHRALUERREETI ) ICXE2b0TH 5.

2 FLOLWEHRAREZE b E20—fi%{t
b OEHAERDIMEE LT, [3] TRIRD & 5 585 LNEMOER SN T 3.
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FE2.10*: [FCw IZ20T, F D unbounded L SIE, HEITGCF TG <A D
G % unbounded 7% %  DMNFAET 5] K O EHEH N Oi/IME.

IHLTEREINI b I, IROEKRT O LoD [ED] PRICMAET H2EHMTH 5.

FIE 2.2 ([3, Theorem 1.4])
e b <P <0

e b<b &b <d BENTNIFC LEFETH 5.

EZAT, 0,0 B3AMTTIVK ZHVBEIET b =1non(K), ? = cof(K) EEXZNBDT
Hote. TOIEEEZB L, b* DERHEF, KD ' ED o-1 T TIVIZEAT HEHEL T,
HARICIRO L D iIl— AL g5 ENTES.

FFE 23 shr(Z): X Cw il X EIHROE, HEICYCX TY|<A»DY T
B Y WEET D] L HEEHE N OR/ME.

TIEDBL, sh(Z) 13, TAF7 TNV I IEIBMEROESE%E, TICBIXWOWHEHTES
ETNELTHIENTELD] ZRTEHEEZ LI ENTES. 74k, &5 shr i3
“shrinkability” (#i A9 ) OB TH 5. -

F9FTHL, shr(K) =b" TH 5.

PTF, ZOETE, B8 22 1IZ8BXSNTW 5 b* IZBIT 3R, £DF & shr(M) B&
O shr(N) iIc—f b 5s 2 &%RT.

FIE 2.4 —ED W’ ED o-A4 FT7 IV T iZ20TC, non(T) < shr(T) < cof(T) DYEL Y L.

FAERA. non(Z) < shr(Z) B3EFEL DI S . shr(L) < cof(T) T .

ET, WE cof(Z) OA F7 )V T OHJE A = {A : € < cof(T)} #EETS. X ¢ T 7
5 X Cw DNEZ oL %f < COf(I) 2D, Ye € X~ Ag 35 Ye NENS.
Y ={ye: £ <cof(T)} C X £FB&, V[ cof( ) DY ¢TI THZ. O

MF FEHAERRICHE A D, DNONDOHIE, I=M,T =N OZNZTNDHEIT DT,
non(Z) < shr(Z), shr(Z) < cof(Z) DZNENDOEF EHATRT I ETHS. EiE, 2o
AEBALE, b* 1CRE T AT EVER RO (3) LT 22 &ICED, I=M N, K D
FTRTOHEFIT DO TIAEATICAAT 5 2 ENTE S,

FREDOETIVIE, T = M, K 122U T Cohen forcing, £72 Z = N 12Tl random
forcing 2R TRk IN5.

IRES [ 12D T, I % index set &9 5 Cohen forcing notion ¥ XU random forcing
notion ZZNZN C(I) FLXO B(I) TET ([1, Chapter 3]). C(I) BHBXU B(I) Itk b
forcing FLRIZFU T, Cichoi’s diagram IZEN B EHBDMEIZIRD L D IT18 5 T EDEI S
NnNTN5.
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% 2.5 ([10, Theorem 3.19]) 2% < |I| = & 2 ci(k) > w, ET 5 &,
(1) C(I) 1z& 3 forcing € 7 MIHBUT, non(M) = wy, cov(M) = & = 2% DD ILD.
(2) B(I) 12 & % forcing ETIVIZE T, non(N) = wy, cov(N) = £ = 2 DERD LD,

DINTHEDNS, b L0 DL, random forcing TIXHEAE 1T T ground EFILVTD
EERDOIENFMOoN TN S.

AREOHEF EHEFEAIZA B RNZ, Baire ZZ[iCH1F % Borel £#60 [ — M| 12D T
HE LU TE X720, Baire ZZ/] wv 128613 59T D Borel #i53r8£413, [Borel 23— F ] &
BTN S w¥ OTEIZE>TI— FNMLT A3 ENTE S, c N Borel I— K ThHhBEX, ¢
SHEKEINS w’ O Borel Si5EE% ¢ TERTILIZT 5.

—IZ, W OWHEEZDHDITDONTIE, null, meager, o-compact &> 7B

’

absolute T3 . LA LIS,
o N, M, K Db, Borel EEIEIINOHEKT B I ENTES.

e Borel I2— N ¢ @ L7 & X, ¢ 1IZDWT, null, meager, o-compact &I HHEIT, ¢
% Borel 3a— FE L TEL LD HEED ZFC OETIVIZBIL T absolute TH 5.

ENHEHEANS, A TTNVN, M BLU K 13, [Borel 3— FOEMRT absolute TH 5 |
EWNH ZENTES. (Borel I— FOFEMIZ DT [6, 10] 2R ENn/cl.)

IRDFEFRD L D 1T~ S5 5, 4 D forcing notion IZBE 2 HE L, —AXIC [forcing
ICBT AMRAEET | SRS ND. Zo o TREER | E, LT OERICB O TEER
wEERIZT.

F3 2.6 T 13 Borel I— FOEBRT absolute 7% w¥ ED o-1 7 7TIVAEEKT & T 5. forcing
notion P % Z-positive TEASERET S EE, AE T 105 v OEGFES AITHUTEIZ
lFp “A ¢ I” 785 EFITW .

SI9FETHAL, N-positive EIF “PRUBEDIE”, M-positive &1F “nonmeager”, £ LT
K-positive &1F “unbounded” DERTH 5.

Cohen forcing ¥ & Uf random forcing 1ZB8 U T3, IROLREEE DALY LD, (FERAIL [1,
Section 6] ZZHanii.)

R 2.7 (EFEOEEES [ 12D,
(1) C(I) & nonmeager 3 & f unbounded 7SS ERFT 5.
(2) B(I) 3 UEEDESERIFTS.

F# 2.8 P % forcing notion &9 5. IROMWHEA#72F {An, : myn <w} IZk->T—EIZ
WREIN S P-name f %, w¥ OJtAh 3 standard P-name &9,

(1) Apn CPIE P D antichain ThH->T,n#n' oS Apn N Ay =0 TH 5.
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(2) Uncw Amn 13 P @ maximal antichain T 5.
(3) B p€ A, 1L, plkp “f(m) =n" TH5.

LOEFELD, Ibp “g € w7 7L BEED P-name ¢ 12X LT, IFp “_f = ¢" 74 % standard
P-name f PEET 2 2 ENESITHNS. £/, standard P-name % 2 D X 5 HBIZED
TEL I &ET, TO#HBEA P D chain condition ZHWTEMT 32 EMTX 3.

EE 2.9 2 =X E2IRETS. v THEREHET 5.
(1) P=C(r) 2>, I=K /i3 T=M, H5 i
(2) P=B(x) d> I =N

E9BEE, PITLB forcing ILRIZENTIRDOIRILT 5: A ¢ T IEBEED w* OERSE
AL, ZDWIESE BCAT,|B|<ADDBEILRDEOIMEHRTS.

L. k < X DFEIR, P(k) 1IT& B forcing ETIVT 29 = X DD IL DD T, & > A DBE
DAZEZNE+52TH5.

BB DE Y, (1), (2) DA DHEITDONT, WATICHEHT 2 2 ENTE L. P=C(k) D
BE13 C(), £/, P=B(x) DHEET B() %, P(I) TETZ &iZd 3.

P(I) @ condition i3 27 (F 723 w!) D Borel subset EEZ SN BDT, I Db 5 AlEEL
£E J OLEEZITHRESNTNS. DL AEED p € P(I) 1IZDWT, #Y7E ] EES
JCITBXU P eP(J) &, p=p X 1ppy ZAHTEIITEND. ZOXHBA[EES T
%z p D support EFFELN, supp(p) TEIT I EIZT B, 5T, w OTTEETHED standard
P(I)-name f 1&, P(I) ?8ccc. THBIEEEZDE, EBITIE [ OB 5 AEERSES J
IZDWTD P(J)-name &E78 5T 5.

MIRES [ I L, w OILERT standard P(I)-name £HOELS%E X(I) TET.
X =X(k) &EBKL.

EENRDILIZIENERE X ZDEE, condition py € P(k) BLU, w ODTEET
standard P(k)-name Q4 A (ZHEEKD v OEHMESEET P(k)-name T¥H 5 EHZ
TE LA T,

po ey “A¢ I AVBC A(IB|< )\ — BeI)

EAITTEONENS.

S =A{X(I): 1 € [£]** Asupp(po) C I} EBL &, S 13 [X] (= P (X)) B33
stationary set &785. LA EENIE, BHSIC S 1F unbounded T, U b S 1T wy- E5F
FHCBALTH U TV A5 THSE. X = X(I) € S #EEICE>TRHER L ZD&X
I X]| <A THENS, IREITL D, Borel I— F4%9 standard P(x)-name éx T,

polFpey “ANX Céx Aéx €L
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BLDONENBD, P(x 1) 1T I-positive WESGERIFT 5D T, ¢x 13 standard P(I)-
name TH5E LT, T3&, éx € X =X(I) THBMD, X € [X]S 06 éx ~D
SIS regressive &78%. Z 2T, Fodor’s lemma([5, Theorem 3.2]) iZ & D, stationary 7&
4 S C S &, Borel 23— F%%7 standard P(k)-name ¢ T, 3XTD X € 5 iZDT
ix = cBBHONEND. bBAA, TOEE pylrpy “C €T THB. S F X i<
#HUVT unbounded HDT, & 3 € A IKDWNT, 2 € X 153 X € S WHEAET S, DRI,
polFepy “AC & THB. THUL, po lbpy “AED EBKRT BOT, FETHS. O

% 2.10 CH #ET 3. & % cf(k) > w, WHEEHMET S &,

(1) C(k) 1T & B forcing ETIMZHEBWNT, b = b* = non(M) = shr((M) = w; HLU
0 = cof(M) = k VLD LD,

(2) B(x) i2& B forcing €T IMIZEINT, non(N) = shr(N) = w; BEU cof(N) = & 2
B AL,

B 5 MR TEPERERALE, #RE 2.7 B L OVEH 2.9 ZHNWTESICEITTE 5.

#3E 2.11 7 13 Borel 3— KO EBRT absolute 7 w“ ED o-A T T IV AEEKT LTS, P
D c.c.c. T, D I-positive WEESEREFT S L X, P 12L& 3 forcing €T INMITENT
(shr(Z))V < (shr(Z)) 238D ILD. (V i ground E7N%EEKT. )

. A <shr(Z) 782 A AAERICED. ZDEX, AEI D, |B| SN RBBEED BCA
IZOWTC BeTI &3 ACw DEETS. 20D AD, ZOF X forcing FLKIZENT
A < shr(Z) Z#RTHEAILE > TOBE I EERT.

P 13 T-positive HESFRTETENS, IFp “A¢ T TH5. Fp “BCAA|B| <N 7553
P-name B #{TE&ICE 5. Pldccc. 72005, B C AT, |[B| <X D lkp “BC B” 115
EONENDS. IREIZELD, B Céel 7% Borel 3— F ¢ DMFEFET B. I D absoluteness
LD,

Fp “BC B C(&)V=¢nVCeéeT

THbb I “Bel &5, O

F 212 MABID w0 <2 =X ZRETS. £ %2 A< & D cf(k) > w BEHEHET
5. ZDEX,

(1) C(x) 12 &3 forcing ETIWMITHNT, b = non(M) = wy, b* = shr(M) = X v D
0 = cof(M) = k DVRILT 5.

(2) B(k) & 3 forcing ETIIZHEINT, non(N) = wy, shr(N) = A VD cof(N) = « B
JMYAC RN
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cov(N') —non(M)——shr(M) —— cof(M) —— cof(N) — 2w

b —— b — D shr(N)

w; ——add(N) ——add(M) cov(M)———non(N)
2: LR N7z Cichort’s diagram

3 Cichont’s diagram MDL5E

RO BEF FEPERENIIC & - T, 6%, shr(M) 3L shr(V) 13, BUTHI SN T B EERE
BLIIREBEH LOERTS 3 2 EAHED Sz,
XSIZ, 2O OH LOHESICE LT, IRD & 5 0 A/NEHEAS ZFC 2SI S5,

EIE 3.1 (B [12)) b* < shr(M).

P ED#ERIZE Y, Cichoit’s diagram IZ b, shr(M) 8L shr(N) ZMZ T, K 2 DX
DITHLIRT B Z EINTE 5.

ZN T, Ik a7z Cichol's diagram 13 [584 ] HWDIEAH D). K 2 1Z1F A 460ER
BIS, £FRED NEIT [0 <shr(N) 13 ZFC TIEHAFEN? ] EWHETH B3P, 2D
EZZTH] THs.

shr(N) < 0 %729 € 7V, Laver forcing 12k - T X415 . (Laver forcing D%
13 [11] E£7213 [1, Definition 7.3.24] 2&BH L.) T OHKIZH T H, forcing 1ZBI9 2 #
FEHENEREEHRENEZRIT.

LU, S OETI3AFICH 51RO CH Z2RET 5.

Laver forcing {ZB89 5 HEARRILFELIRITIH RS, LT % Laver forcing notion & L, LT
@ a-stage countable-support iteration % LT, TFET.

#78 3.2 (1) LT i3 axiom A ([1, Definition 7.2.1]) & #4729

(2) (11, Lemma 9]) & o < wy IZ2WT, BE wy @O, LT, O dense 7S EEE D, DE
ET 5. F T, a < w, IZ20WT, LT, I3 wy-cc. THAS.

(3) & o <wy IZDWT, LT, 2k 5 forcing HLKIZIH T CH D3k D 31D,
(4) LT, IZ& % forcing JLRKITH T, b=w, =2 TH 5.

AEADE LT85 DI, RORFEHTH 5.
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#78 3.3 ([, Theorem 7.3.37])) FEE®D o 12T, LT, FHNUKIEDESERIFT 5.
FIE 3.4 LT,, i2& 5 forcing ETIMTHBNT, shr(N) = wy BUKDILD.

FIERA. %7'(7&(:\2:?‘5 &, pe LT, BLDY w* OILHEFEKT standard ]L'H‘w?—name DESL
A= {fé € <wy} T,

plhw, “AET AVE <w,({fe:€<8}eT)

155 bDOVFHET 5.

So = {6 < wy : VE < §(f¢ is an LTs-name) A cf(6) = w1} &F5E, So b3 wy IZHBNT
stationary 7S & 5. § € Sy AEER L. IREHL LUHIE 3.3 £V, Borel 23— K&
3" standard LTs-name ¢ T,

plbs Afe 1 €< 8YCE NG el

2B BOVEET B, LT i3 axiom A 25729 DT, fusion argument 12D, g5 € Dy B
XU Borel @ — N4 %7 standard LT, s)-name ¢5 %,

(1) gs ks “¢s = &7
(2) ¢s &A% 9 5 antichain (T3 XTHE

ALK TE S, EZAT,cf(f) =w; THENS, p(§) <6 %, qs € LTy 22, ¢
¥ LT, s)-name £ 5 K HI2LE5 2 ENTE 5.

© 1T So DS wy D regressive function &78 5. wy D Fodor’s lemma([9, Lemma 6.15])
25T,y < wy BLU wy LD stationary set S; C Sp T, HEED 6 € 51 1T/ LT p(6) =
WHELDONENS. X5, |D,)|=w L0, BFE w, DSy C 5, q€ D,, Borel 23— %3
3 standard LT, name ¢ T, fEED 6§ € S, ITDOWT Ik, “c=¢&" D g = ¢ 5 HON
Ens. :
CIT, g, eeD THB. AREICED, plh, “AET THEDS, r < ¢ BEY
n<w &, 1k, “f, ¢ & BEIITENSE. EIAD, S, iF w; iIZHWT unbounded 75
DT, 6§€8, T,6>n,relTs D fn N LTsname EBEH78 6§ DFETS. ZD 6
22T,

glbs “{fe €< 6 CE

THEN, i qlbs “f, € & AERTEDT, FETHS. O

% 3.5 shr(N) <0 T ZFC EIEFETH 5.
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4 W EOMECHIHE L D=

Baire ZZHIZH 1T 5 o-A FTTIVK 2%, b 5L 0 E0v) MAERIGITEES & BIME LT
5 &, BTl /G® D TH B, T ERERIT, meager 1 T T M DS EZIN B I
DI B, non(M) BLU shr((M) @2 DD TH, IROFIITE > T w” EOHEHEH &
BIEDIT ST 5.

- %EH 4.1 (Miller-Bartoszyniski [1, Theorems 2.4.1 and 2.4.7])

(1) non(M) iF, FCw” TIMHEED few” i, ge F T, ERMED n < w 1T LT
f(n)=g(n) 185 g WEIET B k970 F O/NEEIZ—8T 5.
(2) cov(M) 13, F Cw” TIHEED few i, g e F T, HBREABRL TTD
n<wiIXHUT f(n) #g(n) 5% g DEET ] I8 F OR/NEEIZ—HKT 5.
COEEEZRS &, non(M) L cov(M) DHABRWBIEH DI, ZNZEN b, D
DEFICISUTOE I EIZEM L. b, 0 1220 T, FE 111D, 1 FF7ILK 0
TERINBEDTH-7. £ T, non(M), cov(M) IZD0ThH, M EiZBID, #HABHRIIZ
EFEINDATTIVICE > TRRAMETH S Z ENHRITTHINS.

EFE 4.2 few 1L,
Ey={gew’ : HRMEEBRL TRTO n <w IZH LT f(n) # g(n)}

EBL. B few 0T 5 E DED w OWIESDOTEFLERTEELEING o-1 F
TIVE ED THET.

E; DEOREEZDEIEDIDOTE, v’ LOA FTIVOHEETS X80, EBE E;
EOEREEEI, FIEMIb LI 2 20 TTSHUTOVENI EXBEIZHI D SN S,
i ED 1T “eventually different ideal” DM TH 5.
fizd 4.3 (1) K C D C M.
(2) non(ED) = non(M).
(3) cov(€D) = cov(M).

AERA. (1) K C ED BMISH. FBD few’ IZDWT E; e M THADS, EDC M TH
5. &7z,
H={geuw’:Vnew(g(2n)=10)}

EBE, HEMNED THA.

(2) D C M & non(€D) < non(M) WIS, 42, F ¢ ED 75 BIEED F 1358
H4.1(1) OZH%EH12F DT, non(M) < non(ED) TH 5.

(3) €D C M &£ cov(M) < cov(ED) WIAS. i, F Cw” HVER 4.1(2) DEM:A A
TS, U{Er: fe F}=w” &£78BDT, cov(éD) < cov(M) TH 3. O

BEIEMN S, add(ED) # cof(ED) 12D T, BHRD H 2 FERITE SN,
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fiEE 4.4 add(&D) = wy D cof(ED) =2¥ TH 5.
. 2 S OIS WL TR, IROBENAREINTH 5.

BE A5 )\ >w EF5. {faia <)} Cuw? id, o HBEED a,f < A ISHLT,
EIRED n 1IZDWT fo(n) # foln) THBETS. ZDEE, FED v OILOAIHT
{g; 11 < W} I UT, IREATT h€w” DIFET B!

(1) FIRAAER  TNTD n < w 15D0T h(n) £ fuln) 55 a < A DYFHET 5.
(2) TRTD i < w IZDNT, h(n) = gi(n) 55 n <w PERAFLET 5.

THL. FF, T4 0 < w ST UT, fa(n) # g:(n) 53 n < w MNMERMBEEST 2] L9572
A< ADEETAIEERED. TITHNETEE, K allD0T, iy <w DNFELT,
BRMEZBREL TNTD n <w DT fo(n) = gi,(n) &85, ZOLEE, a <P <A T,
o =g 125 bDOODFET BD, ZHUIFRMEEZER TXTD n < w IZD20T fo(n) = fa(n)
MBI EEERTAHDT, FIETH 5.

DX o ZBATHEETS. ZO&EE, AVICEKL w OERIITES DR[ES]
{X;:i<w} T, [Fi<wiTHLT, TXTD n e X; IZD0T fo(n) #9:(n) 1 85
DNENS. hew’ &,

h(n) gi(n) HBi<wlIDONTne A HLbHEX
n)=
fa(n)+1 ZNPHNOD & X

12 & > TERBAUE, b IZHEOEM (1)(2) £44T. O

{fo:a <29} Cw” %, FOMEDIELEHIZTEIITERIENTE S, FHEIZLD,
U{E;, ca<wi} ¢ ED TH BN S, add(ED) =w; TH5S. £, MEICKD, D O 120D
FETE, {Fy, 1o <2¢} OO D LAEMUNED T ENTELL. LIch - T, €D 0%
EOREIL 2¢ TRIFNER OSBRI, §78hD5 cof(€D) =2¢ TH5H. O

A FFTIVED IZDWTh, shr(éD) BAREEEEZEZ LI ENTES. EH 24 1TLD,
non(ED) < shr(€ED) < 2% TH B, non(ED) < shr(ED) B LT shr(€D) < 2 IIMEF JHIZ
2 9. ED 3 Borel 21— FOEBRT absolute ThH 5 Z EIFESITHN B DT, IROFEIC
Lo TliF DT BRI RENS.

FEE 4.6 EEOEIBES 11220 T, C(I) i ED-positive EEGERIFT 5.

FERA. C = C(w) A% ED-positive WEEERFT 5 Z LERBE 4. £ TR EEL
T5E, p €C, EDITEENT 0w OEHEE F BLU w? OLEHKY Cname DFI
{gz 11 < w} T,

polke “F ClKEy i <w}”



52

BBELOWHHETSD. K p<py, it <w,n<wiIHL, F, CF BIU ¢f € w” %

Fio = {fe€F plkcVm 2 n(f(m)# g(m))},
gi(m) = min{k € w:3¢ <p(qlFc g:i(m) =k)}

WKEDEHKT S, ZOLEE, B p<py,i<w,n<wilDNTF, C Eg D IDDT,
f:U{}"zn:pSpo/\i<w/\n<w}§U{ng:p§po/\i<w}
755, CIIR]EROT, FIZED OtEliy, FETHS. O

F 4T MABIU 2 = X ZIRETS. £ Z A<k DD cf(k) > wy) BEEEETS. 2
D& X, C(k) iI2& B forcing EFIMITBT, non(ED) = non(M) = wy, shr(ED) = X vD
cof(M) =2% = k DIKRILT B.

ETAT,non(Z) BLU shr(Z) OEFICHE T, RIX I DA TTIVTH B EIIRE
BT, ZZT, A7 T7IVED 2HOARDODI, ROLHDBEHEBAEEZEZ L EHTXB.

o ie: FCw’ T, dXRTD few ITDNWTF L E; 135 F Oi/NEE.

o ie": [FCWwW IZDWWT, EEDD few ITHLUT FL E; 861, HITGCF T,
G| <A 2D, FEED few IKMULT GZ E; MBbDMNEET S L5 7HH A
D/ M

bHAA, FH 41 I1IZ&>Tie=non(M) THED S, ie DEFRZTDHDITEKRITA L,
b* D7 F Y —Ti" 2EFEITH7HDIC, BEHMIT e LOHRBBFEBEALICETTHS.

EIAMN, ) UTERSNEL i 13, RICRTLDIZ, BARLDIZE-TLES.
L7c¥-> T, ED ZHIT E; I bDHEED EFTEDTIL, oA T TINZIE B X DITIRL
TEFE LI EN, RERENIE 500D T EIH S, ROGEBBRKOEMIZX 3.

fnRE 4.8 ie" = 2v.

AEBH. A %, w £ ® maximal almost disjoint family T, UA = w 56D EFT 3. (]9,
Theorem 1.3] IZ& D, ZDXHE A BEHLETS.) F={fcw’:3JA € A(ran(f) C A)}
EHL. ZDOF D" =2 ZRTHRETHE I LEHWOD 5.

9, EBD gew ITHL, fEF T, f¢ E, BbDNVFIET S E%RT. ran(g)
NERDBZEIE, 5 bk <w iZDWT g7 ({k}) DMERESEL DT, UA=w DS
. ran(g) DERDE AL, A€ A T, ANran(g) DEERES LR EZEDONEFEET B DT,
PIEORDS [ A2 F OFHSHENS,

RIS, GCF TG <2 B bDHAEEICES. ZTDE X, A maximal almost disjoint
family TH 5 I LS, w ORIREEIEES B T, I9XTD f € G IZD0T BNran(f) M
BIRICIED SONFET 5. h ZwhS B D11 B#HETEE,GCE, &85, O
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5 &

% 3.5 12k D, FE &N Cichod’s diagram([¥ 2) 1N 5 EHO B OK/NBEED 5 B,
2 FRIDOBIRIC DV TIE, TNTORFERAEN SN/ S22 5. LNLADS, ROE
R, JEER & 7z Cichort’s diagram 3 [584& ] TH B0, EWH MBI E/THR - T 5.

RI%E 5.1 2% = w, O H & T, IEE X N7z Cichol’s diagram IZFJE Ligndk D 78, FEEDE
DH S5 W BAFEILHAEDRIZDONT, TNEHIZT L H X LFC DET IV TE 507

b*, shr(M) B L shr(N) bEDIEHDMEDRIRERHAEHET, 2] ORNOED
ICETFIDESNENEDIFISHEDHE. ZNSDH B, BLZPHMTDONTIE, EH 2.9
BLOEH 3.4 OFHEE BT EIEICED, TTICASN TS forcing 1ZBIF 54k
FEHEAMALUTETIIVEBKRT 5IENTES. LML, BODOHEAEDLEIIDONTIE,
ZECIzFET At H B L, ETIOFET AICLTH, TOBAICIERRT THE~R
D TR BHIIETFEDLEITIE S LB S.

RIZ, A T 7V ED 12T % RIREAERT . shr(ED) B non(ED), cof(ED)(=2¥) DEBL L &
RLZIEFRATICE>TREINT S, ZDfER%E R S &, Cohen forcing 1IZBI L
T shr(ED) i shr(M) ERIU LD BEBZRL TS I LI, €I T, RODEIHE
MENEZ o 5.

RAIRE 5.2 shr(ED) = shr(M) TH 5V
HBHNE, —HFE- T,
P9%E 5.3 b* < shr(€D) TH B

Z 4, non(ED) = non(M) ® b* < shr(M) 2EZ 5 &, BRETFETHHLIITHA
Z 35, EiZZ I EEHBE T, she(T) IZD0TIE, 1 F 7 IVOAEHEEEHD RN
EDOMICIIEBEOBEFENI NS TH 5.

EEML,ED & M DREEFANDE Z &iF, M OHMAERNEHEEEHSMNITHI &
IZDIENB DT, RIOIZHERENETH 5.

b OHWEITDWOTIE, BRI RIERLIMNZ DO DO DERDPH SN > T B
ED, RIFROMBIE G > Td. 05120 TR [8] BLU [12] 2R Eh/z0.

B AR T > T DF LB E % K 12X - FoKEFR e, GHRRERIK, [1] ©
S AIRMAE U T { 72 & 572 Tomek Bartoszynski KiZ, Z OB B0 UTHLE U EIF£ 9.
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