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Iterated forcing indestructibility of MAD families

ZHEEA (Shunsuke Yatabe)
P KRFRF AR ERER

1 FX

Z D/ T3 Jorg Brendle Bi#d% & DILFERIZ (3] ICET &, MAD REHROMHIEIC L 53
W, Wk & (forcing indestructibility) ICDOWTEET 5,

BEDIZ1 0 ADFEBELBE L CHBLARRIZOWTER L TB L, #FE T2 [Hrusék i Sacks,
Cohen %X LD 5\ 5 L sk IC B § 5 R4 % ground model D THBfTIT, Tha=¢
L) BBALRIIHT 2RFDTT T Sacks LI & > TEIALZ WV MAD REHREER L/
& L7:h5, D% Hrussk OBBEDO BV ASHBE L 72, KIS & % Sacks @ik & 5 FEuT M
DR TIE, Gs-FAETREHAAZ LD o120, FNTIIHMTE, (- TENEZILH
L-BEREDREIIME-TWAE I Edbh o,

Z ZTid, %7 Sacks ML & HFETEEDOE L WHHMHIT 27, £ LTERALEICHE
+ 24884 (cov(M) = ¢) O FC Sacks FET A4 4 XAEBAD MAD RAKAMKTE B2 &
ERTo 7z, EIZR CEHBOT T, Sacks T 1 BITIRRF I, 2 BRERETIIIEND
L) ¥ A XD BEBAED MAD REHREEL ZENTEDL I L BRT,

1.1 EXNLES
Definition 1.1 ¢ 2<¥ % 0,1 DEMRRFISHELT S,
o 2V % 0,1 DERRFIEME L L, Cantor space £ LTR ER—HT 5,

Definition 1.2 ¢ BRMOEBREADE LK A C P(w) #F almost disjoint (AD) & i,
(VA,B€ A) ANBYHBRES Lab I L%V,

o AD 41K A »° mazimal (MAD) &3, EEDOHABDERRKSE X € P(w) IIHLT
(FA € A) XNADPERRE THHZILEZWV),

RIZ Sacks FEWEH O 2 TS L TEEL ‘Gs A2 ERT %,
Definition 1.3 (G5 PAB) EEND AC2<v (wl., A D Gs AR %

Ga={f€2: (3°n € w)fln € A}
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DHEAAGAIEGsEETHL, FTMRBE, D Gs BRI, Sacks Hifflli% T fusion argument
D limit &5 Z & 2IB LT3,
DL IR LTUTRERET %,

Lemma 1.4 A # MAD £8KE ¥ 5, £ED f: 2<¥ = w one-to-one XL, F =
{Gj-1»p: D€ A} 3R D disjoint HE & %25

proof F ¥ WM TRV EIRET 50 2F VDB gD HFELT g€ w”\ (UpeaGs-1vp) %50
ZZT B={f(gln) :n €w}ZEHETNI, TIIIMEED D € A & almost disjoint 2% 1,
maximality {23 5%,

Disjointness 1 almost disjointness 2> 58 & 2>, (VDg, D; € A)Do N Dy 2SERE S THhid
Gf—l"Do N Gf——l”Dl =0.0

Definition 1.5 MAD &K AV MMIEP (2 &> THAIM TH2 &3, A °P-generic extension
ETHHKAL LT mazimal THHI L%V,

cEERBRELTH, CTTMAD HRAKELBFHMOVTAEBAERELLT
Definition 1.6 a = min{|A| : A i3 R MAD £&% )}

REHET S, HONIIR <a<L AW LD, ,
FLAU RN RERARERE LT, EBOREDIFT VIV,

Definition 1.7 cov(l) = min{|A|: A C T AlUyecq A =R}

EEHET b,

2 Sacks @A IC & D IERiEM
2.1 Sacks #&#liE
X \Z Sacks X BT 5,

Definition 2.1 Sacks #HE S i3 2<Y OHD perfect tree THDEET, LEPRICL-T
order D32\F b L7z partial order THh 5,

perfect 84 (ZBIL Tid. perfect EKEEE ITL o T,
Fact 2.2 3XT® Borel 413
o MHEESTH DM,
o b L < i3 perfect MARELEATVS
CEMIZFCIZE > TREINS,
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IhDH ZOHEFETIE Borel B4 (ZRDIFLALIIEA GsEE) CoOVLPTEbRVAD,
[FETHES] & “perfect HTEEEEATNS” | (DF D Sacks MHEENTTHB) 2L Lid
FETH L LEZ TV,

Definition 2.3 cntble x EFD T BEEEERIIL > TERINIATTNET B,

D% V) Sacks #ifilik S Borel(2¥)/cntble ¢ dense subset (2% ), 23 HlE & LTH
ETHLI LR, 4&EA—HT 5,

Fact 2.4 cov(cntble ) = ¢
CCTHLNIIBTAHRILT %5,

Theorem 2.5 rgen % S-generic £ &35, B % ground model T3 — F &/ Borel RE
E¥h, ZDLX

e Becntble (%Y Ik “rgen &€ B”) £ 257,
o 4 L< 2 Bgentble (ZDL & Bl “rgen € B”).
BBRIC, ATTVOHE L LT homegeneous &) bDEEHT S,

Definition 2.6 I % P(2¥) LOA F7 L e 5,
I %% homogeneous T 5 &%, fEED I-positive Borel 88 B I L TUTE®WT L%
function f :R — B BFEETEHI L TH 5,

VXCBXelI-f"XelI
cntble ¥ homogeneous TH b, ZhbHDEHIT Zapletal [7] I2& 5,

2.2 S-FAIRMEOEMM G
Theorem 2.7 MAD 46K AICBL. UTIXFMETH 5,
(1) Al S-FETTHE
(2) VA C 2<% such that G4 & cntble ,Vf : A — w, 3B € A such that Gy-1np & cntble .

(8) VA C 2<“ such that G4 ¢ cntble , Vf : A — w one-to-one, 3B € A such that Gj-1»g &
cntble .

(4) Vf :2<“ — w one-to-one, 3B € A such that Gy-1»g & cntble .

proof (1) 5 (3) /R 7201, B) BV VWERET S, 5 A C 2<v HFEEL.
Gadcntble »2 Jg: A—wTHH VB € A,
Gg4-1np € cntble

Rz LTVDERET S, CNLEGLEeSLEATEV, G2GA€G LB L) LREED
S-generic filter £ L, Tgen & G IC& > TEHKS 15 generic £ E 5, Theorem 2.5 12X - T,
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o V[G] E “rgen € G4,
o f£8D B € AISX L V[G] | “ryen & Gyo10”

PREINb,

CZTHREDB € AL V[G] | “rgen € Gg-1vp”id, EARBe AZLSTETH
g n) Crgen E%BneE BFABRBLIFELZVEV) ZETH S,

$€ - T generic extension DR TH LV ES De Pw) %

D={mew: (In)m = g(rgen|n)}

LEHETNE, DITERES (913 one-to-one) THYN, D LEED B € Al almost dls_]omt
(BENDBe A LT rgen € Gg-1rg £ 9 |g7”"BNg (D)| < No) &% 5,

(2 5 3) & . (3) »5 (4) biEﬁﬁ'@?)Zm

(4) 2% (3) iX. cntble H* homogeneous %4 T7 VTHHZ EIZ& 5,

(3) 226 (1) Z/RT DI, fusion argument I2& 5, (3) ZIRET S, T C 2<% L L. S-name
C A [T “C € [w]” kil7=T LIRET %,

(1) 2R3z, 5 perfect tree S C2<W AL, [S] < [T) 2. $5 Be AL

[S]IF “BNC| =Ry

2FN AMEKREL LTMAD TH 5 Z L 2REIT L,
T, [T)F “C € [w]*” & b, HE#ER % fusion argument i & ), C DfEZHRD T < fusion
sequence
Tr=TyzeTh 21 T2 22

PBREAZLEDNTES,
B, EnilBnT, T, 2ROB DL T,_1 D n-th. splitting node {oz‘_1 i< 20} %
ROTVL L THE, 2F), FEDi<2"ITBWT, Fh€h

(Tn-1)or I+ “m} € C

(2Rl mi<md < <mba_y) & (Tn-1)op HC D nFHOEEERIIRDZ D TH 2,
ZZT A=Upeofol:i<2r} LBE, LV function f: A—w e LT

flof) =
REHET D, TITHEUTOL ) ICHIT 5,
e G = Nyeo!Tn|(fusion limit it G4 € 8),
o (Ga)o I “flo) €C”

'0(3) & D »% B GA%’Y#ELT Gf g ¢Cntble Eeb ({)'Bé/va wg < Ga <
). ok s g BT 27,

Gf—lnB I “lB N CI = No” s (*)
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proof of (*) fEED k € w & perfect tree T' T [T'] < Gy-1g LR BIDEL ST % ZDE
X1>k&subtree T T, [T"]|<[T"] T F Y€ BNC” kit dboi o Tl El v,

L2 LEED [T < [T L, [T") C Gj-1ng 2 f #F one-to-one ZNT, | >k Tle B
ZbDE, o€ fTBNT" Tflo)=1l%bDERDFTHIENTESL, O

ST, COFEHORE LTUTARIERET LI ENTES,

Corollary 2.8 a < c L fRET 5. DL EH A XD a DEED MAD K&K A S-FETHRIC
%%, '

proof & ® function f £ X H 8, A A X a DEED MAD £EHEL TS, 2DE & lemma
&Y F={Gj-1rp: D€ A} HR D disjoint BB £ %%, 2% {Gj-1rp: De A} RHFAX
Vel D/hEv BB LEEE %D, o TEINIIB € ANHFEL., Gy-1np gentble L2 %
R¥THhs, O

2.3 cov(M) = c DT THS-F AR MAD KSTRDOMEL
RUSCRERA L7248 C & . S-FETHE% MAD KAKREMET 5 Z L HTE S,

Theorem 2.9 cov(M) = ¢ HET %, TN L & S-FET#% MAD REELMET HZ e T
&%,

proof a<cDEE, ¥4 XA a® MAD EEEITA R SIETHEL % 5,

a=cZRET 5. ®AITETD one-to-one function 2<¥ — w ZEN, {fy : 2<¥ — w one-
to-one; a < ¢} £ T B, TDL ERT v TH ¢ MIDRWHIEIC X o T S-indestructibile 2 MAD %
EHRA={Aq:a<c} ZUTZMHT L) ITBETLITIV, EEDa < cITHL,

o Ay IEED Ag (72721 B < o) & almost disjoint.,
o bLEBD < aitttl Gy y, VWABREE 02D, Gporny UHARKE RS

L) ERIZ X,
stepa <c _DODHENDHY H 5,

Gﬂ<®G£MMﬁ¥W¥$SC@&éu%&LTEEOABMjﬂﬂ<a)kwmﬂ&&
joint (2% 5 &) REEEBATLNITIV, (a<a=c&Y, {43:<a}dTMADT
‘i&llxo)'@ﬁ‘fﬁ&?%)o :0%%@&1’{{&%0=C %‘,Z‘E&T%o

Zhis oY, (VB<a) Gzina, HAUEEETHIHETHE, DL X, cov(cntble) = ¢
£ [Up<a G’f;h,ABl <c%DT, perfect tree T TUTZMWMAT LI Zb0PensbidT
ChD - (x)0
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2L Gs-BAaA L DRXBRGVEEGIZE > T, H5 BITHL f71"AgN[T) HERES
KAl lidd s (HBEBHIHNT OFRT anti-chain & 2 A5HBETHE), FOBEEST
b, IREPSOLUT O lemma /R 2 EWNTE S,

Lemma 2.10 cov(M) = c #IET 5, a<c ¥ EEDIEFERE T2, {A4s:<a} %
(V6 < @) Gyo1n g, € cntble &% AD REREES 5o COLE ACw TUT WL
THIDRLAZENTE S,

e AXEED <ol L Ag & almost disjoint 127 1),
° Gg;]'”A ¢ Cntble ?b%o

FLTAy=AtthidEv,

proof of lemma 2.10 (V3 < a) Gyziny, € cntble LIRET S, LEDIIHIX, TC2XY T h<a
I L TING oy, =0 LB S DEBESENTED, SITRBCT Tlgz"AgN Bl <w
ERBIDEBEL TV, BRIICIT A= fi"B edThid v,

EELLT, {g71"45NT : B < a} 3T OHT off-branch KEKE 25, (E> THEED
B<allxtl. nodes DESE T \g;"As 1 THT open dense & % 2 MFEELFHFD, L
open dense ZHFEAELR L LVERET S E . T ® branch T g; 1" Ag & DB HERE
Bl RBIDEENRTLE )PSO THS, TTT D %D open dense BE LT 5,

K2 V O elementary submodel ¥# X %5, ZFC DETFVM T, {A4g:<a} M P2V
WTIM|=lo|<c 2L TVE25D%LE, ZOLE

Claim 2.11 M £® Cohen EME %5 c€ RNV BHET 5o

proofofclaim2.11V |= “M| = |o| < ¢ TH 5728, V Tid £ Borel code * MATER S L
T3 &) %2 meager A, FLTH [o BLAIFEELLZNI LIRS,V E “a < cov(M) =¢”
ZOT, HE5EB ce RNV T LED X ) % meager BETRTIKEINLNVDDHEET S,
FhAHTM E Cohen Z2FEHKICE S, O

FlmohTwaiire LT, Cohen ZHA—EINIX, Eix Cohen EHD perfect K& %17
ABIENTEL, D2TNMBIEP ELTUTEZEZTARLL,

e SePIf SC T3 T DA subtree TH->T, £7TD top nodes IZIFLEE ((Fn) b L
t € S ' maximal node 25 |t| =n TH Y., TDn % S D height & IFEER),

o Sp < 81 iff S O 81 M2 Sp iX S D end-extension TH 5B (SoN2<™m =8 Z272L m i
S1 D height TH %), '

G % P-generic filter £ L. M[G]ATEZ %, HOLDIZ P34 XHPTHED BHETH L7120,
AE B Cohen MHIELR LI 5, claim2.11 ) GeV ThhH, M[G]CVELERXT
dwnwz ik b:tﬁéo

Claim 2.12 1. S6 =J{S €P:S € G} & T D perfect subtree & % 5,
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2 FEOEKR reRIIML., reM[GIN[SC] %6IE r 1d M ED Cohen ¥ &% 5,
proof of claim 2.12

1. ¥ % density argument 225 LN TH B, EED Sc P DEED node t € S 1TxF L,
S'<S TS IEt &Y LI splitting node #FH2 L) hdbDELD I ENTES,

2. genericity 2> 5B 5 2, FE EED f € [SC] 226, C-generic filter Gy % Gy ={peC:
pCf}EBRTAHIENTES, O

Claim 2.13 SCNg; " Ag WHEBED < o IS L THRER L &5,

proof of claim 2.13 Z @ claim iX density argument (2 & ViEBHT 5, EED SeP2R&U. m
¥ZD height £ 75, 8D B < a%B’EXR, Sy < § TEFNHETD maximal node 7 € Sp
B, EED o Drd o & g7l"Ag Lo TVBH LX) %R tree WK T S5, THDLEHL NI
SolF “SCNgzl"Agl <w b Y, EEBIXEDLYTH S,

Dg i3 T Topendense EETH o7z, S DIEED top-node o 124t L, 5 7, € Dg HBFLE
LToC1 &%oTV3i3TTHhHb, D, idopen THAHA0, LM, L) Eicidg "4
DILE %5 &9 % nodes ITFLEL 2\,

Eho

So = U{T"'a 10 13 S ® top-node } N2S"

(72721 n = max{|r,| : o I3 S D top-node}) & BT+ TH 5, O

HoT Ay =g"SC L BIFITL WV, O

3 Sacks REMHIE (XL 2FRiEM
Z ZTid Sacks MHEDHREI KB & 5 FETEHBOKFH O 2BNT %,

3.1 2 ExRERED [#m¥sh] BRA

C DEITiE Zapletal [7] 25MA L 7= REBAFIEICHT 2 [BMEN] 2lA2HE-T, 2K
BRED [#MEH] REE2R8MT 5,

CEEILSOTFEREREOEE X CRELTER, [BTHR] BRI Lk, SxSOT%
SEEX CRXR EEMFHLEOEELLTERSLZILTHS, 2% Y, SA*Borel(R)/cntble
EBEEL LTAMETHoDERLE I, SxSITHLTHMOLDRE LOA FT VI H
Ho> T S+SH Borel(R?)/I &5#fliE & LTRMEICZS X)LV,

FHINILFTNE LT, cntble 76 FTEHT 5 Fubini power % & 5T, cntble? L\ ) #
LWR2 EDAFTVEEET B,

Definition 3.1 (finite Fubini power of ideal) fE&ED 1 7V I C P(2¥) iat L, I? #*
(2¢)2 TD the Fubini power of I TH5 kit

Xe(I ) o{ze2¥: X, elt}elt



BTl THb, L Xo={y: (z,9) e X} THY), XDz PR EER, It = {z:
x &I} & L. I-positive sets &5,

RN # TEHEID Lebesgue 5% 3 5 & & Fubini DEE % 1§ ) »%. I ? Fubini power (X% h
E—RDATFTIVIHIRLIZDDTH S,
W) = [ pa(Be)din(z)
example 3.2 Z = T Borel(R?)/cntble 2 %% % %, HEED Borel 4 X C R? I22W\C,
X € Borel(R?)/cntble 2 & {z € 2¥ : X O s I HFETHES } 13 FTHES
EhbILilB,

¥ /- Sacks HHIED 2 BB S xS it Borel(R?)/cntble 2 & ik & LCRME o232 L
PhhEOT, TAPLEFAELFER—RT I, FEDp = (p,p) €SxSEEZ, 2D 2
35 Borel(R?)/cntble 2 Dt% P L &L 2 LI2T 5,

e pESIHIETBDIX {z €R: P, ¢ cntble } C R,

e z % S-generic EX & L7t &, plo] iICHET B DL P(P D z YIF)
b,
Fact 3.3 1. cov(cntble 2) = cov(cntble ) =,

2. cov(M?) = cov(M).

Z T T single step MHAENR LRI L L I 12, UTFERTILHTEL, n eEROHARKL
T5,

Theorem 3.4 7y, % Sn-genéric E¥ L T5, £72 B % ground model L Ta— F &7 Borel
setin (2¥)" & ¥ 5, TDLE

e Becntble™ (D% ) Ik “Fyen & B”) L %2 B,
e I7:ik Becntble™ (ZDHE Bl- “Fpen € B”) L kBN EL LD TH 5,

3.2 R?_LT® fusion sequence

A& T A L 7z Borel(R?)/cntble 2 &, % ® name % - 7 KBGaHIE: S+ S i &9 tf it
FToNBEDES ) B, BIZ, Sacks MiHliEL 2 1E, fusion sequence # B3 L L\ biFIZIi34T
vy, ZZ Tid Borel(R?)/cntble 2 T fusion sequence {23 B35 b DEEHRT 2 Z L XEW
TH5b, :

HEDY = (p,p) €S*xSEEZ, ZDp 13T 5 Borel(R?)/cntble2 DTt% P L &L Z &
\2¥ %, fusion argument % S*S TEZ BB, 0,7 € 2<¥ $%p’ D node TH 5, L\WH I L %L
TOEHEXT,
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Definition 3.5 £E®D 0,7 € 2<¥ {ZxF L. (o,7) € P’ iF

ocEPAPLIF “rEP’
Nl (N o X Y &
Pn([o] x [7]) & cntble ?

ERBIEThHA, FNEND g BEEE, y BT perfect 4 % perfect tree TE XL NI, p,geS
oW Tp<nqgl. pyd €S+8IDVTY <pp (7L F = {0,1)) 5EHT 5 LATE
Bo L7:d5o TS-FHETEROHMMATOIEHRETO LS 2. SxS DILD fusion sequence A& - 7=
L&, FRICHIET 5 AC2W x 2<W T, #D G5 BIRD G4 F fusion limit 12&H7-5 b D&k
LT EMTES, ‘

DD, FFVLOPOXEELBAT S, T 2RTICBIS G5 BLEEL b,

Definition 3.6 (G5 A& in R?) BN A C2<¥ x 2<% {Z72wl, A D Gs S %
Ga={(f,9) € (2*)*: @°n € w)A(0,7) € A)fln =07 A gln =7}

LEHET Do

RIZ. fusion sequence IZXET A bDEEHET 5,

Definition 3.7 1. A C (2<¥)? %% 2D-fusion sequence (2dimensional fusion sequence) in-
dexzed by I4 TH 5 LT,

A={oy € (22 :ue s} THY. £12 I4 C (2<9)2

u(0) C v(0) 2*2 u(l) C v(1) iff 0u(0) C 64(0) 22 04(1) C oy(1)s

e EEDI€2DH L u(l)Lv(l) 61T oy(l)Loy(l) E% 5,

b L u(0) =v(0) THNIT 0,(0) = 0,(0).

THHI EEZVI,

2. A C (2<%)2 2% 2D-fusion sequence & i¥. the index set In of A 7 G, = (2<¥)2 Th 5%
LERWV, ”

G, ¢ cntble? THNITHL DI Gagentble? Thb, TOL &
Lemma 3.8 f£E® 2D-fusion sequence A i
Ga€SxS
i3,
KIZ “consistency” * E#7T %,

Definition 3.9 &N B € S*xS LEED 2D-fusion sequence A C (2<%)? indezed by I IZ



1. A% B t consistent ThbEid, EED ue [ 123 L T,
BN ([ou(0)] x [ou(1)]) & entble 2,
LB ETHA,
2. Aln % B & consistent T b L3, EED jul <nbZdue LT
BN ([04(0)] x [04(1)]) & cntble 2.
ERBIETHA,
LREEERIF,

Lemma 3.10 B € S8, f % function ® S xS-name T, BIF “C € " # A3 LIKET 5,
Z D& & 2D-fusion sequence A T\ B & consistent TH Y, EED u € 2<@ iTH L. n = |u(0)]
7T E I Hbm, cwdFLEL

BN (0u(0)] X [ou(L)]) I “F(n) = my”
RS 5o

CDFEHD . 5D D fusion argument (2 & Y RE S,

3.3  SxS-FER[MEDREYA T

AEOEHELE-> T AREO XEMME 12X 2FETEM 2 ground model HTEHEHTSIT 2
CLEHTEDL,

Theorem 3.11 M FRFMEL & 5, D MAD HAH A4 L,
(1) AL SxS-FTEE
(2) VA C (2<v)? such that G4 ¢ cntble 2, Vf:A— w, 3B € A such that Gj-1np & cntble 2.

(8) VA C (2<%)2 such that G4 ¢ cntble?, Vf : A — w one-to-one, 3B € A such that
G- g & cntble 2, ‘

4) Vf:(2<“)% — w one-to-one, 3B € A such that G;-1-g & cntble 2.
f

5513 &M L 72 single step D S-FET B OBBATIT L B L. R LD A F TV cntble % . R2
EDALFTN entble 2 IZBEERRIBDIZE D,

proof (1) 2*5 (2) Z/RY HEEIL, S-FETREDIFHET T DR LIZIZE L TH B, (2) P D LA
LIRET 5. AC (2<¥)2 % G4 ¢ cntble 2 %2 g : A — w function, VB € A, Gg-1»p € cntble 2
ERBBEEIELTH, TDEEGLeSkSENDTGLEeG ELD generic filter G # £ hiE, 20
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TS ETEREOR LR L AD maximality %3 & ) 2EEGEH L ERTE S, Theorem
34 50, Galk “Tpen € Ga” DD EED B € AT L Tgen & Gy-1np £ % B0 €D generic
B % Tpen = (ro,71) € Ga £ B T generic £ 2V, FLVWES D e P(w) % generic
extension N CLLTFD X ) ICERT 5,

D ={m € w: (3n) g(roln, T1|n) = m}

BH S DM ZNIIEED B € A & almost disjoint (2725

2) 5 (3) & (2) 25 (4) BB B

(3) 5 (1) b SFETEHROEHMNI OB LR L L. fusion argument (727ZL4EIRR?2HT)
ICEDFED, B) 2EEL., $7-PecS*SES*xSnameD X TPIF“X e w” &%bd
OHFFEETHET S, COLEP SPHPFELT, 5 Bec AIHL

PIF4BnX|=Ry

DFN ADKIKREL LTMAD Tha I LiREid L,
ZhDE &, R2 ETOE#EM R fusion argument £ Y, LT lemma 2R3 Z EHTE 5,

Lemma 3.12 (Main lemma for S*x8) P & consistent % 2D-fusion sequence A, f: A - w
one-to-one CULTRMZ-TEILDDERDIIHIENTESL,

Vo, 7) € A) Gan (o] % [7]) I+ “f(a,7) € X”

.. qm:gcf g i X OER R, &bl

Gi-1p - BN X| =Ro”

kb,
(4) 25 (3) tX. cntble ? A% homogeneous TH5Z L IZ&k %, O

proof of lemma 3.12 P I “X € [w]“” & ¥, IEH#EAY72 fusion argument {2 & 1, C"Oﬁﬁ%i‘kﬁ)f
v»{ fusion sequence
P = (po,po) >0 (P1,P1) 21 (P2,P2) 22
EBREZLENTE S,
BHIICIE, Bnl2BNT, (pp,pn) 25D 5 DI (pn_1, Pn_1) P n-th. splitting node {(? 2, 71)

i<} ERDTNLIETHD, o), BFEDOi<2"IIBNT, ThTh

o o E€pu1, EHIZ{oP:i< 2"} DF p, D n-th. splitting node & 2 5,

e (Pn-1), n-1 I+« e pnt?, E51 (Pn)op IF “Tf* 2% P D n-th. splitting node” ,

® ((Pn-1)ops (Br-1)rp) IF “m? € X", ((Pn-1)or> (Bn-1)sp) 2 X O nFHOMEN m} TH2
CERBICRDELDTH S,
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(7272l m»

i<2lgltBE, FloFmLvifunction f: A wE LT
f(eit, ")) = mi
EFEHRT D, 2ITHEUTOL ) ILHFIT 5,

T
t Gy = P,,(fusion limit ¥ G4 2 §?),

n2w

t EBED o2 AH L. (Ga)\ (0(0)] £ [o()]) F “f(0) 2 X7

ST, ERCHBOERICO o L N IBEE T 5, P perfect KA LB, u2 V)2 DREK
X5 BWEICLD, UTEMELTV,

t P & consistent T& 5 & 9 % 2D-fusion sequence A = £l (0), 0, (1)i: u 2 (2<¥)3g,
t f:A! wonetoone #LT

T .
1 powbPn]l=Gat%BnP,28/S:n2wi%,

stage n <w BMEDOEEEL LTUTETTICRE>TVE LRET 50
t Pni 1 P;
t £y (0),0u(1)i: w2 (2" Y)2g (7272L P,,1 & consistent TéH 5)

t £ED u 2 (27 1)2 |23 L one-to-one I f D f(toy(0),04(1)i) = m, 25T TITHR
FoTwW5

(2™ 1?2 A HENMEFE TS, 2F ), 2" ! D enumeration fs; : i < 2" lgEk b il
BEARD & B E, hid : uf(0) = 8~ 5 <2 1i:d < 2% 1A 34(0)F= u(L)j=n; 1ik
index ¥ 21} %,

T
t Pbe Pk
t hifoy(0),04(1)), myi: v 2 (2")%i%

(72721 P\ ([0w(0)] £ [ou(DDIF “my 2 X? %25 L)% bD) ki< 2™ !steps D I
ML X DL T,

step 0 P'=P,,, £ B,
stepi<2til BWEDREL LT, SITRUTHTTICRE->TWVELDET B,
t PUl

40
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o (((04(0),04(1)),my) : v € AT) (F272L P! & consistent THH, T/ A= {ue
(@M)?2 : (Fk < u(0)lnos = i} (S UZBIS 2o HIRIER)

o flow) =m, 7227 5)

RELD, EED j <201 T L (04 (0), 0 (1)) (B pads a8
P10 ([0 (0)] x os (D)) I “X € [w]”

CETCUTRMT LD % so,8 € 2<% 2 EOIFB I LHTE B,

1. (Vi< 2"—1)0,,;;(0) C 50N sy,
2. 80_]_31,

3. (V€ 2)(Vj < 2" 1) P1n ([s) x [0y (1)] & cntble 2,

fF 310k o T EED j <21 L PRI (o) x oy (D) IF “X € W] THBZ L

PREb,

HoT PP< Pl gDg btht Dau.(l) T, UTO&GZH-Td0ERDII5Z L

HTE5, E%@leZ L

o PPn([s)] x [th]) F “mb € X LELEED ue A IS L mb > ma,

L] m0<m1 <m0<m1,

o (Vu € (2 1)2) (jou(0)] X [ou(1)]) N P & crtble .
CZTLUTFoX5IB<L,

® Tuiqk) = = (s}, k),

. f(%;(z,k)) = mj,

step 2! ZZ T Py =1 P EB G

stage w A = {oy:u € U,,(2")?} £ B 5 TOMEL,S

»5,

1. f: A — w one-to-one,

2. G4 €S*S (Gy, e 22 = (22 LWL D), O
[, BEED new i LTORAL X ) A EBEIRILT 5,
Corollary 3.13 DT iXFEEE 25,

(1) A% Sp-FETTIR

v UTzmzLTwas I eddb

(2) VA C (2<%)" such that G4 & cntble ™, Vf : A — w, 3B € A such that Gy-1npg & cntble ™.
(3) YA C (2<¥)" such that G4 & cntble™, Vf : A — w one-to-one, 3B € A such that

Gf—I”B & cntble ™.

(4) Vf: (2<9) 5 w one-to-one, 3B € A such that Gy-1np & cntble ™.
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4 S-FAMET S+ S-A[E & MAD £AEDEBK

COETIEH A XA D SIFETE TS«STETHH L MAD £4HK #» KT 2,
T/, FAIRICZ ZTOBREEZ 2P 2IE, BRAT v 70 Sacks AEMHIE 3B % 49 (I
BEOBRE I L, S,-FEMEEZA5S,41-TTE R MAD £4KFHETS) L LbRES,

Theorem 4.1 cov(M) = ¢ ZIRET 5. MAD EEKR A={Aa:a<c} T, UTFEH~-T &
IRLDEBRT LI LN TE S,

1. Al SETETHY,
2. AXSxS-TTETIH 5,

proof fEE ® bijection f : 2<¥ x 2<¥ — w ¥R S, 2<¥ — w D one-to-one functions E&ED
enumeration ¥ {go:a <c¢} £ 5,

CCTRRAT Yy 7HcDRMEICE Y MAD AR {Aa:a <c} TUTZ@EATd 0L
LTw<{, .

A7y 7T a<cOBBRBUTORY, ITRMEOREE LT, ad BEK {45:8<a} T
DTF2@2-TIDPFELTVWSLERET S, 2FVEBED y<allxfl, ’

1. L (V< 'y)Gg;l,,Aﬂ € cntble 7z Hi% G-y, & cntble

2. (a) (3.’13 € 2“)Gf—-1»A_Y - {.’L'} x 2%
(b) FQADS (V.’B € 2w)|(Gf_1"A-Y)$| <1 & &Z)o

L)L THD, ZDLE g ICHLTTD lemma #FEHTHZ LATE B,
Lemma 4.2 DT %7 F APHFET 5,
1. L (VB< a)Gy-1n g, € cntble %518 Gy y & cntble

2. (a) 3z e 2W)Gf—1»A - {.’L‘} x 2 Lip B,
(8) %7213 (Vo € 29)|(Gprp)al <1 k7220

1 &) SETHELOEHELD, 24D, (a)(b) ¥ THAI & Gpoiny, € cntble? L7251

B, S+STHE %5, |
bEAAINTI] {As: B < a}U{A} % almost disjoint 2% % 2 idb D 5%\, %, theorem
29 DFEHDBFEFLL, REL Y . '

Lemma 4.3 cov(M) = ¢ ¥IRET %, DT/ THERES BC APHFLET 5,
1. BI3fEE®D Ag & almost disjoint TH Y,

2. Gp-1rp JMRIRE LT perfect BRETH 5,
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> T Ay = B EBITIE, Ay & Ap % almost disjoint & %5 Z LD 5,
S5, (2)(a),2)(b) EHLHLDETH, Rx REE%L cover TAHIIE cBAPLETHY, 20D
B cfEToNsZ &b, O

proof of lemma 4.2 = ZTid A %# ZODBAIZFTTHEL T <,
casel: (38 < &)Gy-1,, PHAREKS BME OREL a<c &Y,
(3z € 2°)(VB < a)|G -1 4, N ({x} x 29)| < 1
kb, ERDE % ze2¥ &, perfect tree T C 2<% T

o [T] C {z} x 2v,
[ (Vﬂ < a)[T] nt”l”Aﬁ = 0

ERBHDEES,

cov(cntble?) =c X ), LD X % {r} x2¥ TR % cover ¥ 521 c MOEEVVLETD
5o a<c &, cardinal invariant IZBTARHELZ L TLD L) Ltree T L BT LHT
&5, ‘

BRIZA= T EBTIEIV,

case2: ThLUSt ie. (VB< O;)ch;lu 4, € cntble .

Dk BRI, perfect tree T C 2<% T, £ED B < a (23 L [T] NGyzrny, =0 &%
LL5DERBEIENTES,

B=g,"T &8s bL Gy-1rp VEIDFMH2 2l T, A=BLBTEDITHS,
ELLTHORVERET S, 2T floge i T ETonetoone 7ZLREL T\,
S=flog,' TLHELZLIZT A,
CCTII HIES ACTEL, subtree T* < T TLT%ifi7-9 b D% T L fusion argument
WCEDBERLTW,

1. G4 = [T*] C [T] iZ perfect subset Td .

2. (V(l: € 2w)|(Gf‘1oga”Aa).’l:| <1Thb,

T 2T 5720, LTOZ2OI8BE85) T 5,

subcasel: x ¥75[@ T incompatible IZ % 3 & 5 % ¢t »* unbounded (CTFET 3188 ie (I)(VH €
T;)(3to,t1 € T) such that

o tolty AtgNty DY,
o 7D sy & s #F incompatible 7272 L (sg,sh) = f~! o galte) *2 (s1,8}) = flo
ga(tl)- v




COBE. BOEES ACT TUTEZMATID%, T £ fusion argument 2 & 0 5
5, »

o G4 iI perfect £#ETH Y,

L] (V(L' € 2w)l(Gf_loga”A)z, < 1 k &60
BERICIE, step w DRWIEICL VIBHT 5, step n ICBVTIE {(s7, ") 1 i < 2"} ¥'H
BL&, &P DRI (shH, sty b (shHY, st ) R ENEROD x R s L oD A5 ¥
TIEHLZ-DDLD, BEWIZYH incompatible I2% 5 X 5 IBATW L, I subcasel
DIE L YBATW LD TRETH 5,

unbounded ICF D& ) Rt IIFETEDT, ZD step IFERICIHITTWL T LMTE, ¢
WHNCELSRVE Il o TR, BEEZ G; LI (Vo € 29)|(Gp-10g24)2] < 1
ERBixTTHSL,

the 1st level REICH B LI RTeT 28R, FLTUTDLHIIZBL,
o Ap = {t},
e By = {f_l Oga(f)}.

the n + 1th level BMEDEEL YUT2®23 LI % (A :i<n)and (B; :i < n) IFHE
T3,

BEEDi<nlIxL,

o A= {t}:j <2} C T ix TP antichain TH Y.
o B;={(s},8}):j <2} i¥ S antichain TH Y,
o EBDj <2 ITHL (s, 8)) = flogalth) L% B

Ihdbj<2® ETORME ICLY, DT>
o {t7M1:i<ontl},
° {(8?"'1,3;""'1) ci< 2n+1}
% . fusion argument {2 X {PA72R D HF T, LTOLBFLWT L) ICHRD TN,

+1 +1 +1 | 4n+1
1L Cey N s o tgi 1)

2i+1 241
n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1
2. 87T CayT Neyly D sy syl

m+1 m+1 m+1
3. s C 8y M8y -

step j < 2" subcase 1 DIRKEH S, x @A T incompatible 2% % & ) % t A% unbounded Z#F
ETH5DT, BEWH x MM Tincompatible IZ%2 5 tg,t €T # RO} 52 LHTE& 5,

o toglty D tgNt; D t;-',

44




45

o solsy 7272 (s0,80) = f7! 0 galte) %22 (s1,8]) = f~! o galt1),
o (Vk < 29)sgLspt! 2D sy LsPtl.
FZTUTOLHIIBITIELV,
o 1571 =to 2 (s51, 53%) = (50, 50),
° t;ﬁl = t1 B2 (85}, s5i11) = (81, 8)).
cWHEICELZS 2V E ) (M, M) 2 & o TwidiE, BEER Gs AR
(Vo € 29)|(Gy-10g,74)zl <1
ERBIITTH,
step 2" LLTD L HiB<,
o Anyr = {t5H 831} 5 <2},
® Bny1={(s5",857), (s5 sy31) 1 5 < 27},
¢ Ty = UtEAn+1 I;.

the w level UTD L3128,

* A% = Un€w A"’

e B® =|J,c, Bn,
o T* =hew Tn-
£ITHE

o [T*] = Gpo, %2V, F7-T* 13 fusion argument X V) perfect tree I2% 5, L7z2%o
T Ga KWTHE LB,

e B® = f1log,”A® and Gpeo 3THED L IZZEEIZR 5,

DL EHLPIC
(Vz € 2¥)|(Gpee)s| <1
ERB, 12006 A=A EBIFIT LW,
subcase2: x #/5R T incompatible & & 3 & 5 & ¢’ »* bounded ICUHTFEEL Z VMBS ie. (Vte

A)(3t € Tt)(Vto, t1 € T) _
bL tolty AtgNt; DEL BT s & 51 i compatible
12721 (s0,50) = f~! 0 ga(to) and (s1,8) = f~' 0 ga(t1).

D& &id subcasel E[F L & 9 I inductive (2, 772 LA EIX y BiHHICHE L TWitid,
(32 € 29)G-10gra C {2} x 29 L% B ACT % E>TL B EDTE D,



proof of lemma 4.3 B D & 9 12 cov(M?) = cov(M) = ¢ TH BT L ¥ EBLTH < R2 TR
%E cov(M?2) = ¢ £ ) lemma 2.10 L [FRRICKD B 2 EASTE S, O

F7/:. LolREzIcHETE

Corollary 4.4 cov(M) = ¢ 2 IHET %, BEDne w XL, MAD HaH A= {Ap:a < ¢}
TUTFTEMT L) BRI LI LA TES,

1. AL S,-ETTHTH D,
2. ¥7- AL Spy1-destructible TH H 5,

SE M
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