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A COMPLICATED FAMILY OF TREES WITH w+1 LEVELS

SAHARON SHELAH

ABSTRACT. Our aim is to prove that if T is a complete first order theory,
which is not superstable (no knowledge on this notion is required), included in
a theory T then for any A > |T1| there are 2* models of T} such that for any
two of them, the 7(T)-reducts of one is not elementarily embeddable into the
7(T)-reduct of the other, thus completing the investigation of [Shia, Ch.VIII].
Note the difference with the case of unstable T": there A > |T1| + Ro suffices.

By it suffices for every such A to find a complicated enough family
of trees with w41 levels of cardinality A. If A is regular this is done already in
Ch.VIII]. The proof here (in sections 1,2) go by dividing to cases, each
with its own combinatorics. In particular we have to use guessing clubs which
was discovered for this aim.

In §3 we consider strongly Re-saturated models of stable T (so if you do not
know stability better just ignore this). We also deal with separable reduced
Abelian p-groups. We then deal with various improvements of the earlier
combinatorial results.
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§ 0. INTRODUCTION

In [Sh:al Ch.VIIL§2] for unsuperstable (complete first order) theory T, it was
proved that A > |T|+8; = I(\, T) = 2*, in fact for every T} extending T, X > pu =:
Ty |+ N = fl()x, Ty,T) = 2*, and we have gone to considerable troubles to prove it
for all cases, in ZFC (recall that I(\, T) = I(\, T, T) where I(\, Ty, T) is the number
of 7(T)-reducts of models of T; of cardinality A up to isomorphism, where T' C T7,
and now both are first order). IE (A, T1,T) is the maximal number of such models
no one elementarily embedded into another; see Definition [Sh:E59 1.4=L1.4new].

Now [Shial Ch.VIIL§2] gets results of the form IE(\, Ty, T) = 2* under some
constraints on A > |T3| but have not tried to exhaust. In [Sh:136] this was put in
a more general framework (see [Sh:136] or [Sh:ES9l §2]) with several applications
and more cases for A > |T1[; the cases left open were:

() X strong limit of cofinality N

and
(8) A not strong limit, =(Ix)[x < x = x™° < A < 2X] (for example A < 2%0),

Looking through [Sh:al, Ch.VIII] you may get the impression that the general case
(A > |Ty|) is obviously true, just needs a proof (as this holds in so many cases
with diverse proofs). Now in addition to the accepted wisdom (at least among
mathematicians) that such arguments are not proofs, there was until recently (i.e.
before this was done in 1988) a reasonable argument for the other side: For most of
the cases which were left open in [Sh:al Ch.VIII], their negations have been proved
consistent (by [Sh:100], [Sh:262]). However here we prove this in all the cases.

Here we replace the properties from [Sh:E59, §2] by stronger ones (variants of
“super unembeddable”), prove they imply the ones from [Sh:E59] §2], look at their
interrelations and mainly prove the existence of such families of trees for the various
cardinalities. In we have the parallel of old theorems; in §2 new ones.
Lastly in we draw the conclusions.

For this we prove in ZFC theorems of the form “there is a club-guessing sequence”
(continued, see [Sh:el Ch.II], [Sh:572] and current summary in [Sh:E12]). Our main
theorem is for A > p, K¢ has the (A, A, 1, Rg)-super bigness property (defined
in [T 4] below). As a consequence we here shall get that for A > u, K has the
full strong (A, A, u, Rg)-bigness property (see definition in [Sh:E59L 2.5(3)=L2.3(3)],
by B.1§(2)).

Lastly in[Z20l we sum up what we get for K<, for every A > u. The proof of 220
is split into cases (each being an earlier claim) using several combinatorial ideas (in
some we get stronger combinatorial results than in others).

We conclude deriving some further results dealing with some specific cases in §3.

In §3 we begin by deducing the results on TE(\,T1,T) being 2* when A >
|Ty|,T C Ty are first order complete theories, T unsuperstable (in BIK1)).Then we
get similar results for the number of strongly N.-saturated models: the case which
require work is T stable not superstable A = A(T') + 8y, 7 = T} this require some
knowledge of stability theory but is not used elsewhere; naturally this require F{;O—
constructions. We then deal with the number of reduced separable abelian p-groups
on A no one embeddable in another (not necessarily purely). We prove it assuming
A > 2% (in [B:25) for this we need to improve the main conclusion of §2 (in B.23).
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In §1 we, in a sense, redo results from [Shic, §2,VIII] and restated in
terms of super unembeddability in particular in [T}

The results in §2 were presented in a mini course in Rutgers, fall 88; it contains
“guessing clubs in ZFC”, which because of the delay in publication was also rep-
resented and continued in Ch.III], see more [Sh:572]; printed version exists
since the early nineties.

The results on the number of strongly N.-saturated model improve Theo-
rem [Sh:225 2.1] and [Sh:225a, 2.1] (see explanations below in B.3), they assume
knowledge of [Sh:al or [Sh:c] but the reader can skip it as this theorem is not used
later and move to B.23} some definitions are recalled in below. We refer to
for various combination facts, see history there (this will help if the book
on non-structure will materialize).

We thank Haim Horowitz and Thilo Weinert for help in the proofs.

Convention 0.1. 1) K (defined in [Sh:E59, 1.9(4)=11.7(4)]) is restricted (in this
section) to the cases each Suc(n) is well ordered, so I € K¢ is the class of trees
with w 4 1 levels expanded by a well ordering on each Suc;(n).

2) Also A, .(J) from 2.4(b)=L2.2(b)].

3) Strong finitary, see Definition 2.5(5)=L2.3(5)] or here [[LH(A).
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§ 1. PROPERTIES SAYING TREES ARE COMPLICATED

Definition 1.1. We say I € K{ is (p, k)-super-unembeddable into J € K if :
for every regular large enough x* (for which {I, J, u, &} C J2(x*)), for simplicity a
well ordering <. of J(x*) and x € J(x*) we have:

(%) there are n, My, Ny, (for n < w) such that:
(1) Mp < Ny < Mpy1 < (S0(x"), €, <5x)
(19) MpyNpu=MyNpand kK C My
(#i7) 1,J,p, x and z belong to M
(iv) n € P}
(v) for each n for some k,nlk € M,,nl(k+1) € N,\M,
)

(vi) for each v € P/, for every large enough n

{vil: L <w}nN, CM,.

Notation 1.2. We may write p instead (i, ) and may omit it if g = Rq.

Remark 1.3.

(1) The x can be omitted (and we get equivalent definition using a bigger
Xx*) but in using the definition, with z it is more natural: we construct
something from a sequence of I’s, we would like to show that there are no
objects such that ... and z will be such undesirable object in a proof by
contradiction

(2) We can also omit <} at the price of increasing x*.

Definition 1.4.
(1) K has the (x, A, i, k)-super-bigness property if : there are I, € (K{) for
a < x such that for a # 8, I, is (i, x)-super unembeddable into I3
(2) K has the full (x, A, p, £)-super-bigness property if :
there are I, € (Kg)x for a < x such that for a < x, I, is (p, k)-super

unembeddable into Y. Ig
B<x,B7#a

(3) We may omit k if K = Ng.

* * *

The next definition gives many variants of Definition [Tk but the reader may un-
derstand the rest of the section without it; just ignore 5] 6] 7 [[|(1); and from
[C¥ on, ignore the superscript to “super” (we are getting stronger results).

Definition 1.5. We say I € K is (i, x)-super‘-unembeddable into J € K¢ if one
of the following holds:

(A) £ =1 and for every regular large enough cardinal x* and x € 57 (x*) where
{I,J,p,k} € H(x*) and f : I — A, (J), which is strongly finitary on
P! [ie. for n € PL f(n) is strongly finitary in .#), .(J); i.e. for some
n < w and a strongly finitary term o (in 7, ., which means that it has
finitely many subterms)], and g a function from I (really PI) to finite sets
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of ordinals there is n € P! such that, letting f(n) = o(vo,...,Vn_1), for
infinitely many k& < w there are M, N such that:

(i) M <N < (H(x*), € <),
(#5) MNu=NNu,k <M,
(#3¢) {I,J,u, Kk, 2} € M,
(iv) nlke M
(v) ik +1) € N\ M,
(vi) for each m < n:
(a) vm € M or
(b) for some Ky, v [k, € M, vy, (k) € N or
(¢) Lg(Vm) =w,vm & N, (V& < wlvm |l € M]
(vid) if o = v (k) (so clause (vi)(b) holds for vy, ky,) or a € g(n) then:
Min[(x* \ @) N M] = Min[(x* \ @) N N]
(B) ¢ =2 and for every regular large enough x* satisfying {I, J, i, s} € 52 (x*)
and x € S (x*) there is n € P such that:

(x)  for any finite w C x*,n < w and vy, ..., Vp—1 € J, for infinitely many
k < w there are M, N such that:
(i) M <N =< (H(x*), € <)
(i) MNp=NnNu,kC M,
(t30) I, J,p, K, € M,
(iv) nlkeM
(v) nl(k+1) e N\M
(vi)  for each m < n one of the following occurs:
(a) vmeM
(b) for some ky, < w, U lkm € M, v [(km, +1) ¢ N
(¢) Lg(vm) =w,vm ¢ N,(Vl < w)[vm € € M]
(vii)  for each a, if @ = vy, (k) (Where m < n, vy, satisfies (b) of (vi)) or
a € w thenl:

Min(M N x* \ @) = Min(N N x* \ «).

(C) ¢ = 3, and for every regular large enough x* and = € J2(x*) such that
{I,J,p, 5} € H(x*), there isn € P such that for any n < w,vg,...,Vp_1 €
J, there are

(Mi, N 2 i < w), (< KRG, kg >0 < w)
such that: M;, N;, k* ki, ...,k;(i)_l satisfy (1) — (vii) of [LE(B) omitting
“or @ € w” in clause (vil) k* > i, with &, k{, ..., k;(i)_l here standing for
k,ko, ..., kn—1 there and
M; < Ny < My, M; N = N; N, 6 C© My

(we can assume k} < kj™1)

10.g. both can be undefined
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(D) £ = 4 and for every regular large enough x* (for which {I, J, u, k} C 7 (x*))
and x € J(x*) we have

(%)

there are n, D and M,, for n < w such that:
(7’) M, < Mn+l = ('%ﬁ(x*)v s, <;*)
(15) M,Nu=MyNpand x C M
(#4t) I, J,u,k and z belongs to My
(iv) mnel,in fact n € P!
(v) D is a filter on w containing the filter of all co-finite sets (usually
it is equal to it)
(vi) {n <w: for some k,nlk € My, nl(k+1) € (Mpn41\M,)} belongs

to D

(vii)  for every v € P we have
{n: for some k < w,v[k € My, vi(k+1) € Mpy1 \ My}
is® mod D

(D7) £ =47, and the condition of (D) holds just weakening (ii) to:
(i) {n:My,Op= M, 1Npu}eDandkC M,

(DY) ¢ = 4%, and the condition of [ holds (so (u, x)-super? -unembeddable
means (p, k)-super-unembeddable)

(E) ¢ = 5, and for every regular large enough x* (for which {I,J, u,x} C
H(x*)) and x € S (x*) we have

(%)

there are 7, D, M,, (for n < w) such that:
(1) Mp < Mpy1 < (H(X), €, <5)
(1) pC M, € Mpt1 (so k C M)
(#i7) 1I,J,pu,x and x belong to My
(iv) mn €I, in fact, n € P!
(v) D is a filter on w containing the filter of all co-finite sets (usually
it is equal to it)
(vi) {n <w: for some k,nlk € My, nl(k+1) € (Mp41\My)} belongs

to D

(vii)  for every v € PJ we have {n: for some k < w,v[k € My, v|[(k+
1) € Mpt1 \ My} is =0 mod D.

(F) ¢ =6 and for every regular large enough x* for which {I, J, u, x} € S (x*),
and xz € A (x*) there are (M, : n < w),n such that:

() (i) My < Mppr < (H(X), €<%,

(i) M,Npu=MyNnuand k C M

(t30) {I,J,p, K, 2} C My

(iv) ne€ Pl

(v) nln € My,

(i) nl(n+1) ¢ M,

(vii)  for every v € PJ, for some n, {v|[l: ¢ <w}nN( J Mn) S M,

m<w

(F+) €= 6" and (i) - (v) of (F) and
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(vii)* for every v € P we have [A\v|{ € |J M,|=ve J M,

n<w nw

¢

(F~) £ =6 and the conditions in (F) hold but replace clause (v) by
(v)™ (Yn)Bm)[n [ n € My] but (Vm)(3n)[n [ n ¢ M)

(F*) ¢ = 6%, and the condition in (F) when we make both changes

(G7) £ =7 and for every regular large enough x* for which {I, J, u, k} € S (x*)
and x € J(x*) we have

(¥)  there are M, (n < w),n such that:
(1) Mp < Mpy1 < (H(X), €, <5)
(ii) M, € Mpy1,0 € Mo
(wir) {I,J,p,k,x} € My
(iv) ne Pl
(v) forevery k <w,nlke U M,
(
(

n<w

vi)  for every n for some k,nlk ¢ M,
vii)  for every v € P, for some n
{v[l:l <w}n( U M,,) C M,
m<w
(G) ¢ ="7and (i) - (iv),(vil) of (G™) and
(U)+ 77 r ne M’ﬂu
(vi)* nl(n+1) ¢ My
(GT) £=7"and (i) — (iv),(v)T,(vi)T of (G™) and
(vii)* for every v € P
{vitit<wic | Mp=ve U M,,
m<w m<w
(GF) £ =7% and (i)-(iv) of (G)~ and (vii)* of (G*) and
(vi)T for every n, for some k we have nlk € My, nl(k+1) € My41 \ My, .
Definition 1.6. The parallel of [.4] with super’ instead super.

Fact 1.7.

(1) If I € K is (u, k)-super™-unembeddable into J € K then I is (u,k)-
super’-unembeddable into J when 1 < £ < m < 7,(¢,m) # (5,6),4,m €
{]" 27 3’ 47 5’ 67 7} a'nd When (€7 m) 6 {(3’ 47)’ (477 4)’ (47 4+>’ (4+’ 6)7 (6’ 6+)7 (4+7 77)7
(77, 7),(7,70), (77, 7%), (75,7%), (67,7%), (6, 7), (67, 6%), (6%,6T)}

(2) if K has the (x, A, p, £)-super”-bigness property then K hasthe (x, A, y, 5)-
super’-bigness property for (¢,m) as above

(3) If K¢ has the full (x, A, u, k)-super™-bigness property then K has the full
(X, A, i, k)-super’-bigness property for (¢,m) as above

(4) All those properties has obvious monotonicity properties: we can decrease

u,k and x and increase A (if we add to I a well ordered set in level 1,
nothing happens)
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(5) The notions

“(u, &)-super? -unembeddable” and
“(u, k)-super-unembeddable” are the same; also

)
“[fall] (x, A,y /f)—super4+ -bigness” and
“[full] (3, A, i, k)-super bigness” are the same.

Proof. Left to the reader.
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Implication Diagram

6+/\7
NN
!

5

1

We shall now observe two things:

First (L8(1)) the “full” version (see Def. [0 is much stronger (increasing
the x) hence we shall later concentrate on it.

Second (L8(2)), the super version (from here) implies the “strong” version from
IIT §2, hence for example implies the results on unsuperstable theories.

Claim 1.8. 1) If K¥ has full (x, \, i1, k)-super’-bigness property, then K has the
(2MindAxt N i, k) -supert -bigness property.

2) If K& has the [full(x, \, p=<",2<%)-supert-bigness property, (x > \) then K
has the [full] strong (x, A\, u, k)-bigness property for @i for functions f which are
strongly finitary on P,, (see Definition[A(A) or [Sh:ES9, 2.5(5)=L2.3(5)]).

Proof. 1) Easy (and similar in essence to [Sh:E59, 2.19(1)=L2.8(1)]. Suppose
(I : a < x) witnesses the full (x, A, i1, k)-super’-bigness property, and (by [L7(4))
without loss of generality x < A. Without loss of generality the I,’s have a com-
mon root <>, and except this are pairwise disjoint. We can find (A, : o < 2X)
such that:
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Ao Cx, Ao < XNand [a # 8= A, € Ag)

(use just A C X such that [2a € A & 2a+1 ¢ A]).
Now let

I* .= > I, defined naturally: the universe is the union of the universes,
€A

each I; a submodel of I} and the lexicographic order is such that

[i <j&me L\{<>}&ve;\{<>}=n<ev]

[Note: x > 2* never occurs].
2) Tt suffices, of course, to prove for the case £ = 1, and clearly it suffices to show

the following. Urs

Subclaim 1.9. If I € K¢ is (u=<",2<%)-super' -unembeddable into J € K¢ then I
is strongly py-unembeddable for (u, k) into J, for functions f which are strongly
finitary on P (see [Sh:E59, 2.5=12.3(5)]).

Proof. Without loss of generality I,.J are subsets of “=@ for some cardinal 6 (see[0.1]
and [Sh:ES9, 1.9(2)=L1.7(2)]), and let <* be a well ordering of .#), ,[J] (respecting
being a subterm, i.e. if a is a subterm of b then a <* b). Suppose f is a function
from I into .#,, ..(J), so

(¥)1 form € I, we have f(n) = 0, (V,0, -+, Vnyi» -+ )i<a,, fOr some ay < K, vy € J.
Recalling f is strongly finitary on P,, we have

(*)2 n € PL = a,, <w& [0, has finitely many subterms].
Let x be regular large enough, = (i, k, I, J, f) and define for n € P!,

(¥)3 g(n) = {a: the a-th element by <* is a subterm of f(n)}

which is finite (so we use “the strongly finitary” so that g(n) is finite, this is the
only use). We shall now use Definition [[5(A).

So let n,k, M, N be as in (A) of Definition (so we use just one k), hence
n(Vn,0s- -+ Vnis - - -)i<a, 15 well defined. So by reordering vy, (¢ < a;) we can
have: there are ng < ni; < ng = oy, such that:

(¥)s (a) forf <ng,vyee M,
(b) for £ € [ng,n1) for a (unique) k¢, vy olke € M, vy o(ke) ¢ N and

ve :=min{y : vy an ordinal from M, vy ¢(ke) < v}
= min{~y : v an ordinal from N, v, ¢(k;) < v}

(c) for £ € [n1,n2),vye ¢ N but {vfm: m<w} C M.

Clearly k was chosen together with n, M, N and the sequence (Vm(kH)J- <
(k1)) evidently belong to N (as f € N and n[(k 4 1) belongs to N).
Now

(x)5 for each £ € [nq,n2) for some ky < w (necessarily not defined in clause (b)
above as there £ € [ng,n1)) we have: v, ¢[k; ¢ Ay := By U By U By where
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e By = {vyirt1),ilm kb <w,m <Lg(Vyprg),int < Qprgn) )
o By ={vyjlm:j<ng,m <Llg(vy;)}
® By = {(vyelk;) ~ () : j € [no,m1)}.

[Recall ~y; is from (*)3(b).]

[Why ()57
Case 1: kK > Ny

So for each ¢ € [n1,n2) if no such k; exists, then {v, ¢[m : m < w} is a subset of
the set A; appearing in the right side above, which belongs to N.

[Why? The first set By in the union belongs to N as n[(k 4+ 1) € N by the choice
of n,k, M, N. The second set By as j < 1y # vy; € M by (*)s(a), i.e. the choice
of 19 and the third set Bs by the choice of 7; in (%)4(b).]

Now A; has cardinality < s (as ayr41) < K ARo < k); hence A; € N and (as
2<f+1 C M because 2<% in[[.9 plays the role of x in Definition [[.6lrecalling we are
assuming x > Ng) not only is included in it, but every w-sequence from it belongs
to N, hence v, ¢ € N, contradicting £ € [ny,n2).

Case 2: kK =N

So aypkt1) <w and let £ € [n1,n2); toward contradiction assume the conclusion
in (x)s fails for £. So one of the following possibly occurs. First, if (3°m)v, ([m €
By, then for some i < aj(x41) for infinitely many m < w, vy, ¢Im = vy (kg1),i[m. As
Lg(vy,e) = w (remembering £ € [ny,n2)) this implies vy ¢ = vy (41,35 DU Vyp(ht1).4
belongs to N whereas v, , does not belong to N (remembering ¢ € [n1,n2)), con-
tradiction. Second, if (3%m)(vy.eIm € B1), similarly some j < ng, vy ¢ = vy, ; but
Jj < ng C ¢, contradiction to (x),. Third, if (3°n)(vye[m € By) but Bs is finite,
contradiction. So ()5 holds indeed.]

Note:

(*)6 Oy1(kt1) belongs to M.

[Why? It belongs to N (as f,n[(k+ 1) € N) and it belongs to a set of cardinality
p<* from M (the set of 7, .-terms) and M N p<" = N N p<" by clause (ii) of
Definition [LE(A) as in subclaim [[9 the cardinal ;<% play the role of p in[LH(A)].

Now recalling the definition of ¢y, (in [Sh:E59, 2.9=L2.4A]) and of unembeddable
(in [Sh:E59, 2.5(1)=L2.3(1)]) clearly it is enough to show:

(%)7 there is p such that:

(A) p € By, pk) # nk),ptk = nlk,p € M and 0, = 0p(rs1) (s0
Qp = (k1))

(B) the sequence (v,; : i < «,) is similar (i.e. realizes the same quantifier
type in (J<%)) to (U (k+1),i 1 ¢ < Qupkt1)) Over the set

Ay ={vpe: b <no} U{(vyelke) (ye) 1 £ € [no,m1)}
U{vnelke i £ € [n1,n2)}

(C) A3,p = A3>77F(k7+1) and A4,p,'r7 = A4>77F(k7+1)777
where for p € I
o A;,={(c',0%) : 0!, 07 subterms of o,
and o (..., Vpiy...) <F 02 (e Ungis- -}
and
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o Aypn=1{(,o',0%) :0€{0,1},0! subterm of o,,0% a subterm of
on,t=0=and o' (..., Uy pes1),is---) <F (o vy,
t =1 = they are equivalent}
(%)s the sets As ,, A4, belongs to M.

[Why? Like the proof of (x)g, remembering (x)g.]

Now the set Aj is a finite subset of M by (x)3(a), the choice of k; in (x)3(b) and
the choice of k; in (¥)s5. Also the “similarly type in J” of (vyj(et1),i 17 < Q1))
over As belongs to M (in whatever reasonable way we represent it), as the set of such
similarly types over A is of cardinality < 2 and it belongs to M. Hence there is a
first order formula () (in the vocabulary of (J#(x), €, <})), with parameters from
M saying z € I is an immediate successor of [k, 0, = 0y (t1), and (Ve 2@ < ag)
is similar to (Vp(k+1),6 : ¢ < Qyp(kt1)) OVer Ap in J and an expression of (C) from
(*)7 (using the choice of g and (vii) of [T clause (A)). So there is a solution to ¢ in
M (as M < N < (H(x),€,<%)), now n[(k + 1) cannot be the first in {x : ¢(x)},
but the first is in M, hence there is an € M such that ¥(z) & z <gz n[(k+1). So
we have finished. )

Remark 1.10. If we weaken the conclusion “I is strongly ¢y-unembeddable...” to “I
is p,-unembeddable” (see Definition [Sh:E59) 2.5(1)=L2.3(1)]) then we can weaken
the demand on f to “f(n) is finitary for n € PL”.

Claim 1.11. 1) If X is reqular > u then K has the full (A, A, p, u)—supe?"7i -bigness
property.

2) If X is singular > x = X" and 2X > X then K& has the full (\,\, x, No)-super®-
bigness property (even the full (2X, ), x, k)-super® bigness property) getting M, ’s
such that (V0)[k® = k = °(M,)) C M,]; so if K¥* = K we actually have the full
A f<a)—5upeT6+ -bigness property (and even the full (2%, A, x, f<a)—5upeT6+ bigness
property).

3) If X is strong limit singular of cofinality > k > No, k < p < A then K has the
full (M, i, k)-super®-bigness property and even the full (2%, \, i, k)-super®-bigness
property.

4) We can in (8) weaken “\ strong limit” to (V0 < \)[6" < )]

Remark 1.12. On part (1) see also 213

Proof. 1) Previous version is the proof of [Sh:al Ch.VIIT 2.2]), latter versions is
B23(1) case 1, (and see in [Sh:511]) but we give it fully.
Let S = {0 < A:cf(d) = w}, let (S¢: ¢ < A) be a sequence of pairwise disjoint
stationary subsets of S. For each ¢ we can find C = (Cs : § € S¢) such that:
(a) Csis aclub of ¢
(b) otp(Cs) = w.

For 6 € S¢ let ns € X be defined by:

Ns(n) is the (2n)-th member of Cs.

For ¢ < Alet Ir = XU {ns : § € S¢}, and we shall show that (Ir : ¢ < )
exemplify the conclusion (for super#).
So let ((x) < A\ I:=1I¢yand J = > I¢.
C#C(*)
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Let x* be regular large enough, <}. a well ordering of J#(x*) and = € J(x™).
We choose by induction on oo < A, M such that:

(«

(8
(v) MZN A an ordinal

) My < (H(x), €, <}) increasing and continuous with «
)
)
(6) (M5 : B < a) belongs to M,
(€)
)

IIM*||</\

g) n < Mg
Q) M, I, Jyx, {((ns : 6 € 8¢y : ¢ < A), (Ie : ¢ < A) and ((x) belong to M.

Let E= {6 < A: MjynA=4},itis aclub of A (by clauses (v), (9)), so for some
0(¥) € S¢() we have 0(x) € acc(E). Let (my : £ < w) be a strictly increasing
sequence of natural numbers such that letting k, be minimal such that 7 (ke) >

ANM, 775( y(me)?
as o C M)

Let M, M%( J(mn) and 1 = 7s(x)-

Let us check the conditions in (x) of Def[[H(G*) (see (G)~ and (vii)t from
[L3(G)) hold for those M, n

we have ky < mgiy1 (or just nse.(ke) € which follows

M*
Ns(x) (Meg1)

Clause (i): is obvious, as 75(,(n) is strictly increasing, and M is <-increasing with
a.

Clause (ii): Now g+ 1 C M,, as M,, N A is an ordinal ( by clause (v)) and p € M,
(by clause (¢) (and p < A by assumption). Also M,, € M,+1 by clauses (y) + ().

Clause (iii): by clause (¢) above.
Clause (iv): n € PL as I = I¢(.), 6(*) € S¢(x),m = Ns(x) and our definitions.

Clause (vi)™: By our choice of ky.

Clauses (vii)™:

Note: if v € P/,a < X and {v|f : ¢ < w} C M} then for some £ < A and
§ € S¢ we have £ # ((x),v = (§)"ns, so cf(6) = Vg and § = sup(d N M) but
(Se : &€ < \) are pairwise disjoint so for every o, § < A we have at most one such v,

so{vePJ: A\ vl € M} has cardinality < || M| hence is a subset of M}, (as
I<w

M}, J e M} ). Moreover § € Sg.

Clause (vii)*: To prove it we assume v € PJ; we should prove that {v[{: ¢ < w} C
U My =ve U My, but this union is equal to Mj,). So using o = () above

m<w n<w
we have (&,0) as there and one of the following occurs, and it suffice to check the

implication in each of them.

Case 1: £ < 0(x) & < §(*)
Clearly as Rang(v) C ((§ +1) Ud) and so v € M, ) 54 hence v € Mgy =

U M,.

nw

Case 2: £ > 0(x)
So even v [ 1 ¢ Mj(,) hence
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Tk <w)(wk) ¢ | Makvike | M)

nw n<w

Case 3: £ < () <46

So as 0(x) € Se)&d ¢ Sy clearly §(x) < 6§, so for some k we have (V£ <
k)ns(£) < 6(x) and ns(k) = 0(x). Soms [ k € M), and ns(k) = (), hence as
M3, (VA = 6(x) because 0(x) € E we have ns[(k+1) ¢ My, but Mg, = U{M, :
n < w}, so we are done.

As this holds for any v € P we are done.

2) See an earlier version [Sh:136] 2.7,pg.116,§3], it is easier than the proof of part

3)-
We are assuming x = x”, now there are subsets A; of x for i < 2X (i < \is
enough) such that (see [Sh:E62, 3.12=L4.EK], i.e. by Engelking-Karlowic [EK65]):

(%) if w C x has cardinality < x and i € x \ w then 4; ¢ | A;.
JEW
Let S¢ C {0 < x* : cf(§) = Rg} be stationary pairwise disjoint for ( < y. For
i<2Xlet S;= |J S¢and
CEA;
I; =“7 AU {n €“(x") : n strictly increasing with limit supn(n) € S;}.
n<w
We shall show that (I; : ¢ < 2X) is as required, so for ¢ < 2X let I = I, let
Je= > I and x* large enough, z € J(x*).
i<2XiAC
By [Sh:E62, 1.16(2)=La48(2)] there is (N, : n € ), such that:

N, NN, = Ny,

(l) NnﬂX=N<>ﬁX

For each n € lim(7) = {n € “(xT): if n < w then nln € F}, clearly N, :=
U Ny has cardinality & so there is € = €, € A¢ \ |U{A¢ : £ € N, N2X and § # (}.

l<w
For each € < A, let

Y€::{nelim(ﬂ):eeAg\U{AgI€€Nnand§7éC}}

Clearly Y is a closed subset of lim(.7), and those A closed sets (Y : € < A) cover
lim(7) as n € im(.7) = ¢, well defined by a previous sentence, so by [Sh:E62]
1.16(1)=La48(1)], without loss of generality ¢, = €* for every n € im(7).

Now the set
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C={<xt:ve“”§=sup(N,Nnx") <}

is a club of x* and we can find p € lim(.7), strictly increasing with limit § € CNS¢ .
Now let M,, = N}, and choose by induction on n an ordinal o, € (M1 \My)Nx™T
and let = (o, : n < w), and we can prove as in the proof of part (1) of [LT1] that
it is as required.

3)-4) Choose an increasing continuous sequence (\; : ¢ < cf())) of cardinals, such
that:

(@) A= > A

i<cf(N)
(b) i non-limit = \; = p;" & pf = p,
() Ao > u" 4+ cf(N).

Choose further for any

0€S=:{i:i<cf(N) and cf(i) = Np}

a sequence (As, : n < w) such that:

Xom € {115 < 0} and A < Xs g1 and As = Y Age

n<w
Let for § € S, 50 be the family of N = (N, : n € 7) satisfying:

(A) 7 is a subset of |J T[] s, closed under initial segments, () € .7,[n €
n<w 4<n

T &lg(n) =n = (Fra)(n" () € 7)]

(B) for some countable vocabulary 7 = 75 where <, belongs to 7, each N, is a
7-model of cardinality x,x +1 C Ny, {Asn : n <w} C N, <= (INy), N,
has universe a bounded subset of As, Nyjx < N, and N, N N, < N,, an
/)77(5) € Ny.

For .7 as in clause (A), recall

lim(.7) = {n: n an w-sequence such that every proper initial
segment of 7 is in T'}.
For a given N € m{, and 7 € lim(.7) we use freely N,, as |J Nye, (clearly still N,,

I<w
is a 7-model of cardinality x with universe C As,x +1 C N, and Nyjr < Ny)).

Let n Nv be the largest common initial segment of 7 and v.
Let 5(15# be the family of N = (N, : n € J) satisfying (in addition to being in
sd):
(C) (i) ifn,velim(7) thetd N, NN, = Ny,
(i) ifp,v € J and Rang(n) C N, then n < v
(191) Ny,Np=NcsNp.
2if n € J = Ny < € and € has Skolem functions then N, N N, < Ny follows, we can add

K =k = [Ny]<0 C N,
3this simplifies the clause before last in (B) above
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Binsi

Before finishing the proof of [[11] we prove the following claims:

Subfact 1.13. (Recall A be strong limit singular, cf(A) > k.) Suppose M* is a
model with countable vocabulary and universe A and <M =< [\. Then for some
club C of cf(N), for every § € SN C we have:

() for some (N, : n € ) € 9 we have:

for everyn € 7, N, <M".

Proof. Define a function f from “>X to {A: A C )\ |A| =k < cf(N)} by: f(n) is
the (universe of the) Skolem Hull of (Rang(n))U{i : ¢ < k}U{(X; : i < cf(N)), (Ao, :
deSn<w)}in (H(x*),€,<y). Now apply [Sh:E62, 1.22=L1.17]. Or13

Subfact 1.14. In we can strengthen (%)¢ to:

()3 for some (N, :n € T) € 55, We have:

for every n € I, N, < M™.

Proof. Let (N, :n € 7) be a member of m§ satisfying n € T' implies N,, < M*.
We now will apply [Sh:E62] 1.18=Lab54] with |N,| here standing for A,, there.
So there is J' < .7 such that (N, :n € J') is a A-system; i.e.

(i) T' C T satisfies (A)
(1) there is a function h with domain 7/ X w x w such that for all incomparable
n,v € I’ we have:

Ny NN, =h(nnwv,lg(n), lg(v))-
Let
ht():= |J hmnm)
n,m>£g(n)
so h*(n) is a subset of \s of cardinality x; as [n<v = N, < N, ] clearly:
(%) if n # v € lim(J”’) then h*(nNv) = N, N N,.
As M* has definable Skolem functions, if n,v € lim(.7”) then

My~ =N, ht(nnv) = N, Tht(nnv)

is an elementary submodel of N, N,, (remember: <M1=< [N, is a well ordering).
So it is easy to check (M, : n € .7') is almost as required. The missing point is
MyNp= Mcs Npfor everyn € 7' As (Ny-(ay : 1" (@) € F') are pairwise disjoint
and s gg(n) > p for some a,) < As pq(m) We have (o) € " = Ny~ oyNpp = NyN M.
So by throwing away enough members of .7’ (i.e. we choose {v € I’ : lg(v) =n}
by induction on n) we can manage. Ura

Subfact 1.15. We can find (n>®, (M2 :n <w):§ € S,a < 2*) such that:
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(i) M2 is a model of power #, countable vocabulary C J#(Xg) including the
predicate <., universe including x + 1 and being included in As

(i) MP™ < MY% and M2® is a proper initial segment of MJ'%
(iid) M2 N p=MS*Np
(iv) n®™ € [ As.n and 7%*[(n + 1) belongs to szl but not to M2
n
(V) U Asksan) <n7*(n) < As ks (n) hence As = [Jn°(n)] where n < w =
n

;;<(77’1L) <k(n+1)

(vi) if @ < B < 2% and § € S then for some m < w we have

(U a0 (| Moy € e

n<w n<w

hence
(vii) for a < 2% 5 € S we have sup(M2* N \s,) = sup(Mg’_;:‘1 NAsn)
(viii) if M* is a model with countable vocabulary C 7 (Xy) and universe A with
<M —< |\ then for some[l § € S and a < 2% we have A, M2 < M*

(iz) if § € S, # B are < 2% then {n®*In:n <w} € U{MSP :n < w}.
Proof. Straightforward from [[LT4] (and diagonalizing). O

Proof of [LTI(3): Should be clear now (and see the proof of ZI(1) below).

Proof of [LTI(4): Similar (and not used for 2:20]).
For our main conclusion 2:20] we shall not actually use [[.I6 (as other cases cover
it).

Claim 1.16. Suppose X is singular, p < X and for arbitrarily large 6 < A at least
one of the conditions (x)h, (¥)3 below holds. Then K has the full (A, p, p)-
super” -bigness property

(%)§ 0 singular, pp(0) > 0% (see Definition [Sh:E62] 3.15=Lprf.2])

(%)2 there is a set a of regular cardinals < 6 unbounded below 6, |a] < 0, such
that o < 6 = maxpcf(a\ o) > 67.

Proof. First, by [ShiE62 3.22=Lpcf.8] we have (x); = (*)2, second, by [Sh:E62,
3.20=Lpcf.6a] without loss of generality cf(f) = Ng; third, by [Sh:E62], 3.22=Lpcf.8]
without loss of generality a has order type w and J is the ideal of bounded subsets
of a, lastly by [Sh:E62, 3.10=Lpcf.1] (and easy manipulation) ()7 = (*)3. where

(¥)3 o regular, there is a stationary S C {§ < o : cf(§) = No} and ns, an
increasing w-sequence converging to ¢, for § € S, such that for every a < o,
for some h : SNa — w we have: {ns[€: h(§) <l <w}:J € SNa} are
pairwise disjoint.

4roally for a club of § € S for “many” « < 2 this holds
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So assume (6; : i < cf()\)) is strictly increasing,

w<0; < Z 0; =\
g<cfX
each 0; regular and for each 4, (nj : & € S;) is as required in ()3, . Let (S; o : o < 0;)

be a partition of S; to (pairwise disjoint) stationary sets. For U, <a<blet
j<i

Io =“>AU{nt : 6 € Sio}. The rest is as in the proof of 323} Case 1 below (or

[CTIi(1)) above. UrTg

Remark 1.17. In[LI6 we can use (*)2, 0 regular arbitrarily large < .

o
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§ 2. FURTHER CASES OF SUPER UNEMBEDDABILITY
Claim 2.1. 1) Suppose A > pu +x™2 and [cf(p) < p = X\ > p*] then K& has the
full (xR0, N\, i, p)-super-bigness property.
2) In addition K& has the full (X, X, u, j1)-super®-bigness property (with D =
DePe = {A C w: every large enough even number belongs to A} ).
3) In part (2), we can add in Definition .3, Case E the requirement:
® ifve PLUP! and {vk: k <w} C M, then v € M,,.

Towards this we develop “guessing of clubs” in ZFC, in fact for this it was intro-
duced.

Claim 2.2. Suppose k, A are reqular cardinals, k™ < X, and

S C{d<A:cf(d) =k}

is a stationary subset of A.

Then we can find (Cs : § € S) such that:

(a) Cs is a club of § of order type k (if k = N, Cs is just an unbounded subsetd
of 6 and otp(Cs) = w)
(b) for every club C of A, the set {§ € S : Cs C C} is stationary.

Proof. Suppose that such (Cs : § € S) does not exist. Let (C¥ : § € S) satisfy (a).
We choose E¢ by induction on ¢ < k" such that:

(1) E¢is aclubof \,0 ¢ E;
(i) € < (= B¢ C Ee
(#3i) for no 6 € S does Cg C E¢y1 A6 =sup(E¢y1 N6) where
Cg =: {sup(aNE;):a € C§,a>min(E¢)}.

For ¢ = 0,( limit: we have no problem. For ¢ = £ + 1, first define C§ for § € S,
letting Eé be the set of accumulation points of Eg, so clearly ¢ € Eé = 0 =
sup(C’E) ANw = otp(Cg). If <C§ 1§ € ELNS) is as required we finish (it does not
matter what we do for 6 € S\ E{). But we are assuming it cannot be, so for some
club EY of A, the set Ac = {0 € E;NS': Cg C E['} is not stationary, so it is disjoint
to some club E¢ and without loss of generality E¢ is a subset of Ef' N Ef.

Intheend E* = () E¢isaclubof A, choose () € S which is an accumulation
(<kt
point of E*; s0 §(x) € EL NS for every ¢ < xT. Now for each o € (., which is

> min(E™T), the sequence

(sup(aNE¢): ¢ < k™)

is a non-increasing sequence of ordinals < «, hence is eventually constant. As x*
is regular > k = |Cys(,|, for some ((x) < k™, for every ¢ € [((x),sT) and o € Cj
we have

sup(a N E¢) = sup(a N E¢y)).

Hence C’g((:)) = C’g((:)) +1, and we get a contradiction to the choice of E¢)11. Up
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Remark 2.3. If K > Ny, the proof is simpler, just C§ =C5NE¢is OK.
Claim 2.4. Suppose that in[Z2 we have also k < 6 = cf(0) < \; then we can add

(¢) for some club C of X\, if 6 € SNC,a € Cs and o > sup(a N Cs) then
cf(a) > 6.

Proof. Let ST =: {6 < A :cf(d) <6} (so S CST). For each § € ST choose a club
C5 of 6 of order type cf(d). Assume that the conclusion fails.
We define by induction on ¢ < 8, E such that:

(1) E¢is aclubof \,0 ¢ E;
(Z’L) & < ¢ implies EC - Eg
(73t) for no 6 € S do we have C’g NE; CEcpr,6 = sup(Cg N E¢) where:

Cg,o = {sup(a N E;) : @ € C5,a0 > min(C¢) }

CS™M = 8™ U {sup(an Ee) : for some 8 € CS™ we have cf(3) < 6 and
a € C%, o> min(E;) and a > sup[Cs™ N G]}

cs=Josm

nw

For ¢ = 0, limit: we have no problems. For ( = £ + 1, we first define Cg’o and

then Cg’n (by induction on n) and lastly C’§. We can show by induction on n that

Cg’" C E¢ and C§’" is closed of cardinality < 6. We can check that C§ is closed of

cardinality < 6; and: if 0 is an accumulation point of E¢ then Cg is a club of 4.
Also for each « € C’§:

[a > sup(CSNa)&a e C§ = cf(a) > 0V a>sup(Ee Na)).

If “for every club E of A for some 6 € S N acc(Ee), Cg C E” then we can shrink
the club E; i.e. deduce C’§ is included in the set of accumulation points of £ N E¢
hence <C§ 10 € SNacc(Ee)) satisfies “for every club E of X for some § € SN Eg,
we have C§ C F and (Va)la € Cg & a > sup(Cde Na) = cf(a) > 0]” so the desired
conclusion holds.

Hence we can assume that for some club E} of A, for no § € SN E} Nacc(E)
does Cg C Eg; let E: be the set of accumulation points of Eg N E¢. In the end,

choose d(x) € S a accumulation point of (| E¢. Again as in the proof of [Z2] for
¢<0
some ((0) < 0, we have

C0) <¢ <= C5 =5

Similarly we can prove by induction on n that for some {(n) < 0:

[C(n) <C<0=C50 =i,

Let ¢(x) = J ¢(n), and we get contradiction as in the proof of 221 Co

n<w
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Recall

Definition 2.5. 1) We say C is a square or a partial square sequence of \: (omitting
A means some \) when: C has the form (C, : « € S) and satisfies:

(a) SCA
(b) Cy is a closed subset of «
(¢ Ch CS
(d) if B € Cq,a € S then Cz =C,NB.
2) We say F is standard when in addition:

(e) if o € S is a limit ordinal then « = sup(Cy).

Conclusion 2.6. If A\ > k are regular, and there are no ST C X and no (partial)
square (Cs : 6 € ST) (see [Sh:309, 3.8]) such that {6 € ST : c¢f(d) = K} is stationary
then for every regular Ay > X there is a stationary S C {§ < A} : cf(0) = K} which
does not reflect in any & < \| of cofinality X, (really one S(C \) works for all
such A,k < XA < Ap).

Proof. The case k = Ry is trivial so assume k£ > No. By [Sh:309, 3.8(2)=L6.4,3.9=L6.4B],
particularly clauses (c),(d) there, we can find S* C A\] and a square C = (Cs : § €
ST such that § € ST = otp(Cs) < k, and

S={5€ 8" :0tp(Cs) =k} = {§ € ST : cf(§) = K} is stationary.

If S reflect in some d, cf(0) = A, let (¢ : ¢ < A) be strictly increasing continuously
with limit ¢ such that [¢ limit = . limit.]

Let Sy = {( < A:ac € ST} and for ¢ € S, C’é‘:{e<<:o¢E€Ca<}; now
<C’<A : ¢ € SY) show that for A satisfying the assumption, the conclusion holds; note
possibly for some ¢ € S;\' we have Cé\ = () but then cf(¢) = Ng. To correct this let
Si={leS\: (= sup(C’é‘)} U{¢(+1:¢(€S\and (> sup(Cg)} and redefine Cg
accordingly. Lo

Claim 2.7. Suppose A = 01,0 regular uncountable, S° = {5 < X : cf(§) = 0}.
Then we can find (Cs : § € S°) such that:

(a) Cs a club of 6 of order type 6

(b) for any club E of A, the set
{6€8:6 =sup{a:ac Cs,a>sup(anCs) and a € E}}
18 stationary.

Moreover

(¢) for any club E of A
{6€8%:{C<0: the (¢ +1)-th member of Cs is in E} #0 mod J54}
is a stationary subset of .

Remark 2.8. In clause (c) above obviously for a club of { < 6, the (-th member of
Csisin E.
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Proof. Like the proof of 222 again we continue w times, and assume the failure of
the statement here. Oy

Now we give a small improvement of

Fact 2.9. Suppose A > k where X\ and k are regular cardinals, and () is a limit
ordinal < X of cofinality x. Then for any stationary

S. C {6 <At :cf(8) = k, 6 divisible by A x x}
we can find (Cs : § € S,) such that:

(a) Cs is a closed unbounded subset of §

(b) otp(Cs) = e(*)
(¢) for every club E of AT, {6 € S, : C5 C E} is stationary.

Before we prove we phrase

Fact 2.10. In[2.0
1) E.g.

S, = {0 < AT : cf(0) = k and 4 is divisible by A x x}

is as required.
2) We can add:

(d) a € Cs& a>sup(Cs Na) = cfla) = A
3) For any sequence € = (ec(*) : ( < A), where e.(*) < A is a limit ordinal let
t¢ = cf(e¢(x)), we can find ((SZ, Szr, C¢) : ¢ < ) such that:

(i) {a:a <At cf(a) <A} = U S
C<A
(i1) SEC S C{a:a< At cf(a) <A}
(#17) SFC {6 < AT :cf(d) = e}
(iv) 0 € St = otp(Cf) = e (*)
(v) C¢=(CS:ac Sj} satisfies (a), (c) of 2.9 (and (b) - for €, (x))
(vi) C¢ is a partial square.

Proof. Proof of 2.0t
We know here essentially by [Sh:309, 3.8(2)=L6.4(2)] and by [Sh:351], §4] that

there are (S; : ( < \) and C¢ = <C§ 10 € S¢) for ¢ < A such that:

(*)1 (a) C€ is a square sequence of A
(B) if a > sup(CY) then cf(a) € {1,\}

(v) A= U S¢
<A
() IC§l <A

() if @ < AT, then for some £ we have:
o €S & (>¢and
o (C§:C €& M) is C-increasing
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o ifcf(¢) = RyAC > € then CY is the closure in o of U{CE : € € [¢,()}

o U{CS:C€[E N} is equal to A
Obviously

(%) for every e,& < X and club E of AT for some club E! of AT, for each § € E*
of cofinality < A, for some ¢ < A above ¢ we have: § = sup(C' N Cg) and
otp(E N Cg) is divisible by e.
So easily
(¥)3 (a) for every stationary S C Sg\ and &,e < A and for some
C(x) < A\, C(x) > & and S NS¢, is stationary, moreover:

(b) above, if E is a club of AT, then set%(*)ﬁ(E, S) is not empty
where seté(*)ys(E, S) is the set of § such that:

o JeSNSNE

o 5=sup(C: NE)

. otp(Cg(*) N E) is divisible by € - w (ordinal multiplication)
itfae Cg(*) ANa > sup(Cg(*)) then cf(a) € {1, A}

ifa e C’g(*) and E A (o > sup(an E) > sup(Og(*) NE)
ther] cf(a) = A
(¢) moreover, above seté(*)ys(E, d) is a stationary subset of AT.

[Why? If not, then for every ¢ € [¢,\) there is a club EC1 of A™ such that
set}ﬁ(Eg, S) is not stationary hence there is a club Eg of AT disjoint to it. Let
E={ENE}:(e[¢N}itis aclub of AT, hence there is 0. € S such that
0« = otp(E N d,). Now for some club E’ of A, for every ¢ € E’ of cofinality Ry we

get a contradiction to (*)2.]
For regular k < X and stationary S C {a < A" : c¢f(a) = k} by induction on
¢ < X we can choose £((, S) such that:

(¥)a,5,¢ (@) €&(¢) is an ordinal > £(¢1) for every (1 < ¢ but < A hence € [(, \)
(b) if Eis a club of AT then seté(g)&c(E, S) from (*)3(b) is a stationary
subset of AT

(x)5 for every regular k < A, stationary S C {6 < A" : cf(§d = k} and ¢ < A
there are a club F, of AT and ordinals ., §(x), d2(*) of cofinality » divisible
by ¢ such that: if E is a club of AT then the following is a stationary subset
of AT:

set? 5 (B, E.,S):=1{8: §€8NSc),d =sup(C; NE,NE),
otp(Cg(o) = 61(*),0tp(C§(<) N E,) = da(*) and
9N ENE) =9 NE,}.

Sused only for (d) from ZI0(2)
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[Why? Let (6; : ¢ < A) list the ordinals < X of cofinality « divisible by (, each
appearing stationarily often. We choose by induction on i < A, a club E; of
A, decreasing with ¢ such that F;i; exemplifying (E,J;) are not as required on
(E.,d.), moreover E;y; is disjoint to set? 5 (Eiy1, Ei, S).]

Now we can prove Fact 2.9 apply (%)4,s,¢ for &, S being the x, S, from 2.9 and
¢ being (*) X w and get & := £((, S) as there, and let (E,d.) be as in (x)s.

Clearly 4, has a closed unbounded subset C, of order type £(x), as cf(d.) = k =
cf(e(x)) and e(*) - w divides dy).

Now for each § € S, we choose Cjs as follows:

o if § = sup(C5 N E.) and 4. = otp(CS) then Cs5 = { € C5 N E.,otp(5 N
C§ NE,) € C.} and if otherwise let Cs be any clsoed unbounded subset of
0, possible by the assumption on S, in 2.9

Considering Claim [Z9(1) is obvious.

Considering Claim [Z0(2) stated below use the last clause in (%)3(b).

We are left with

3) Toward this we choose §(C), Ef, 01(¢), d2(¢) by induction on ¢ such that:

B (a) Efisaclubof AT

if @ € Ef and a > sup(a N EY) then cf(a) € {1, A}
if ¢(1) < ¢ then B} C Ef,)
d) (¢ EZ,€(C), ¢ (%), 01(¢), 62(C)) are as (¢, Ex, & €, 01(x), 92(x)) in (+)5.

Then we can find a club E, of A* which is C N{Ef : ( < A} and satisfies B(b). We
shall define ((S?, SZ', Cz) : ¢ < A) as required in ZT0(3) except that:

e Crisnow (Ce i € Szr>
e we replace A = {a: @ < AT} by E. so renaming we get the promised result
filter.

For each ¢ let Cf be a club of d2(x) of order type e¢(x) such that o € CF A v >
sup(a N C¢), 1 = cf(a).
We let
¢ S} =S NE.
o if a € 7 and otp(C5Y N E, > 85(C) then Cf, = {8 € C&Y N E, :
otp(BNCYY NE,) >4
o if a € S¢ and otp(CEY N E,) is < 62(C) and ¢ Cf then Cra = {8 €
cs9nE,: otp(8 N 59 n E,) is > sup(CE N otp(Cg(C) NE.)}
e ifac S’EL and otp(Cg(C) NE,) € CrU{d2()} then C¢o = {B € cS9nE, :
otp(Cg(C) NE.) € Cr}
e St={ae€ Szr :0tp(Ce o) = ec(%)}.

Now check. Em
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Remark 2.11. We may start with a square (C} : § € S'),S' C p such that: Cs is
a club of 4,

S2=:{6€S': {a:aeC}nS!and cf(a) =k}
is a stationary subset of §}

is a stationary subset of p, u = cf(p) > €(x),cf(e(*)) = x and find S C {§ € St :
cf(§) = k} stationary in u, C = (Cs : § € S), Cs a club of & of order type e(x), such
that for every club E of u for some 6 € S,Cs C E. See also [Sh:E59, §2], [Sh:413|
§3].

Claim 2.12. Suppose \ is regular, (Cy : « € S) is a partial square (S C A
stationary), k = cf(k) < X\, e(x) < X and

S1 C{0 €S :cf(d) =k, and otp(Cs) < &} is stationary.
Then we can find Sy and E such that:

(i) Sy C 51,52 stationary

(i1) for some €(x) for all § € Sa,0tp(Cs) = €(x*)

(t3) (CsNE:§e€SNE,§=supCsNE) satisfies (a) + (¢) of (2.9
)

(iv) letting

- CsNE if CsN Sy =10
YT CsNE\ min(SaNCs) +1]  if CsN Sy # 0

we have (C§:§ € SNE) is a partial square.
Proof. Straightforward if you read 2.2H2.11] Lot

We now go back to bigness properties, first an easy improvement of [[LT1] and then
to the promises from the beginning of this section.

Claim 2.13. If A = cf(A) > p+ Ry then K¢ has the full (A A, 1, 1) -super” -
bigness property.

Proof. For each stationary S C {6 < A : cf(§) = o} let (C5 : 6 € S) be as in 22
with k = Rg. Now repeat the proof of [LTI[(1) only now, for 6 € S¢ the sequence 75

list the set C'(SSC in increasing order. See also the proof of case 1 in [3.23 L1

Remark 2.14. Note: to define square on a club of A or on the set of all limit ordinals,
usually makes minor difference (only for non-Mahlo A, limit of inaccessible, we can
get otp(Cs) < ¢ more easily in the first case).

Proof. Proof of BTt

We can find \; a successor of regular cardinal satisfying u < Ay < A and x+ < A\
(just let Ay = pu™ + x*F if p is regular and let \; = pt+ + x++ if p is singular).

Also without loss of generality cf(y) = No.
[Why? As letting x1 = min{xo : xo > No and Xg” = x®0}, we have x1 < x, x})° =
X0 ef(x1) = Vo and: (Vo < x1)[Ja|¥ < xi1] or x1 = N (instead changing y we
can use below in clause (a) the ordinal x x w).]

By Fact [2.9] there are a stationary set S C {J < A1 : c¢f(d) = Ro} and a sequence
(Cs : 6 € S) such that:
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(¥)1 (a) Csis aclub of ¢ of order type x
(b) for every club E of Ay for some 6 € S,Cs C E.
For any p € “x we define
()2 I, =“>AU{pl?: 5 € 5}

where plo) € @()\;) is defined by pl°l(n) = the p(n)-th member of Cs.
Easily there is T are Y, x such that

(¥)3 (a) Y C“x have cardinality y™,

(b) each p € T is increasing with limit y
(¢) for p1 # po from T, Rang(p1) N Rang(p2) is finite
(d) X = {xn:n <w)is a strictly increasing sequence
() x=U xn

n<w

(f) pe X =pn)e (x(n),x(n+1)).

We shall show that {I, : p € T} exemplifies the desired conclusion: the full
(xX0, \, u, 1)-super-bigness property.

Suppose p € T,J =>{I, : v € T\ {p}}, for example let T = {p; : ¢ < |T|} and
J={()}U {<<>((§))I/ :¢C<|Y|,pc # pand v € I, }, where

B for p a sequence of ordinals and ¢ < A let (Q/\ — ®p or (®p be the
A

sequence p' of length lg(p), p'(0) = A x ¢+ p(0), p' (1 + ) = p(L + 7).

Let x* be regular large enough and <* a well ordering of 2 (x*).
We choose by induction on o < Ay, M}, such that:

(¥)a (a) Mj < (H(x*), €, <}

(b) M is increasing continuous

(€ Ml <X

(d) MZXNA; is an ordinal

(e) (Mg:ﬁ§a>eM;H

(f) p+1is asubset of Mg

(g) u7[p7x7J: Z Iy belong to Mg

veT\{p}

Let
(x)s E=:{6 <A1 : MfnX =6},

clearly E is a club of A\1. So, by the choice of (Cs : § € S}, for some d(x) € S we
have C(;(*) CFE.

We shall show that n := pl0t)] M, = M:;(n), Ny = M:;(n)-i—l are as required in
Definition [Tl
Note:

(*)6 m(n) +1 < x(n+1)<n(n+1)

hence
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(*)7 (CL) Mn S Nn
(b) N, € Myt
(¢) nine M,
(d) nl(n+1)¢ Ny,.

[E.g. why (c)? It suffices to prove £ < n = n(f) € M, because n(¢) < n(n) =
A0 My € M:;(n) = M, recalling cs(,y € E and the definition of E]
Of course,

(¥)s (b C)YMy, < Ny < M1 < (H(x*), €, <%).

So clearly clauses (i)-(v) of (x) of [Ilholds and we are left with proving clause (vi).
Let v € P/, and choose an ordinal o = max{ay, az,az} < §(x) where:
(x)g (a) ifve Mj ) then oy < d(*) is such that v € M}
(b) iffor somem < Lg(v),v[m € My, v[(m+1) & M, then ap < 0(x)
is large enough such that vim € M,
() ifv={() %@p?(*)] (so pi # p), let az € Cj(,y be such that (Rang(p))N
(Rang(pi)) C otp(az N Cj(,y) (exists by the choice of T).
It is easy to check that every n < w such that plo(*)] (n) > « is as required in
Definition [[T(vi), but every large enough n < w is like that by the choice of Y.
Changing names we finish.
So we have proved 2ZI(1). For Z1(2) let Mj, = M,, M, ., = N,.
As for 2Z11(3), (using again M) ) make the following changes. First in 2.9 we can
guarantee

[sup(Cs Na) < a € Cs5 = cf(a) > Ny,
(apply 29 to wy X €(x) getting Cf, and let

Cs = {¢ € Cs : otp(Cs N ¢) divisible by w1 }.

Second choosing T guarantee:

n € T = Rang(n) consists of successor ordinals only).
Then the requirement holds — check. (|

Claim 2.15. Suppose X is singular, X > p, A > 6 > cf(0) = Rg,0 > p+ cf(N), ac
for e < cf(X) is a set of regular uncountable cardinals, w = otp(a.),d = sup(a.),
they are pairwise almost disjoint (i.e. for e < { < cf(X), acNa¢ is finite) and
max pef jra(ac) = 0%, see Definition [Sh:E62), 3.15=Lprf.2].

Then Ieft“; has the full (A, A\, u, 1)-super-bigness property.

Remark 2.16. We shall repeat this proof with some changes in 3.23] case 3.

Proof. Let (ue : € < cf(N\)) be a strictly increasing sequence of regular cardinals,
Sope = A\ p+ 0T < pe. Let Ae = pd3, by ZI0(3) (and its proof) there are

e<cf(N)

(Cs:0 € 8) for e < cf(X) and (Se ¢ : ¢ < Ac) for € < cf(A) such that:
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(¥)1 (1) (Sec:¢ < Ae) are pairwise disjoint subsets of S, Se C A
(13)  Sec € {6 < Ac:cf(d) = No} are stationary subsets of A
(19¢) if 6 € Sc then Cf is a club of § and C§ has order type 0
(recall that cf() = Ry by the claim’s assumptions and
0 € Sec,cf(d) =Rp)
(iv)  for every club E of A and ¢ < A, the set {6 € S ¢ : C5 C E}
is stationary
(v) (C§:6 € S.) is a square (partial of course).
For simplicity, Se is disjoint to [J Ae.
£<e
For each € < cf()\) we can find (p; : i < 6) such that:

(x)2 (i) pe,; € a, is (strictly) increasing
(it) i<j<O0" = pe; <Jvd Pej (i.e. for every large enough
K € e, pe.i(k) < pe (k) < K),
(133) for every p € Ila, for some i < 6T we have p <Jbd Pei

(1v)  pei(n) is a limit ordinal of uncountable cofinality
(v)  pei(k) > sup(a. N k) hence § = U{pci(k) : k € a.}.

Let Te:={pe;:i <6}

For e < cf()\), and ¢ such that |J \e < ¢ <A let Ir =“>AU{pl%:pe Y., 6€

£<e
S.c} where pl% is an w-sequence of ordinals: pl®l(n) = the p(n)-th element of C
(now pl®! depend on C§ and p so on 4, ¢, p, but € can be reconstructed from J, as
Se C [gU A Ac))-
E<e

We shall show that (I; : ¢ < A) exemplify the desired conclusion, this suffices.

So let e(x) < cf(N), U Ae < {(¥) < Ags), X regular large enough and 2 €
§<e(x)
H(x*), and let J = >, Ie. We can choose by induction on a < A, a
E<XE#C(%)

model M} such that:

(¥)s (a) My < (H(Xx"), €, <3)

(b) M increasing continuous in «

() (Mj:B<a)eM;,

(d) M < Aen)

(e) MjN Ay is an ordinal > pE2 > p+cfN)+ > A

(<e(#)
(f)  the objects I.(,),J and (< pej : j <07 >:e < cf(N)),e(x), (A 1 € <
cf(A)), (< Sec: ¢ < Ae > e < cf(N)) and
(< C5:0 €8 >: e <cf(N)) belong to M.
Let E = {6 < Ay) : M5 N Ay = 6}; clearly E is a club of A\.(,). So for some
6(*) € E N Sty ¢(+), we have CgE:g CE.
We can find N < Mg‘(*) such that
(*)4 (@) ||IN]|=6,0+1C N hence u+1C N,{u,x} C N, and ng*g C N;

*
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(B) if5€M§(*),cf(5):N0,5:sup(Nﬁ5) then § € N;
(v)  the following objects belong to N

o (< pejij<Ot >re<ct(N),

o Iy, z,

o c(x),{(Ac: e <cf(N),

o (<S¢ <A >re<cf(N),

o (<C5:0€e8 > e<cf(N)
(0) (M!:a<~v)eN forvye C;E*;.

*

() W ={(6,G0) e <cfN),C£C(4), U Ny SC< A€ S
j<e
and ¢ € N,§ =sup(NNd) ¢ N but C5 C N}
() Wy ={(e,(,0) e W:e>e(x)}

It is enough to show that for some p € Y(,) we have:

EE'ZP

M = PP ME = N OV M5y, NE = N 0 Mo

(n)+1

(for n < w) satisfy the requirement () of Definition [[.1]
Now, for every p € Y(,) the conditions (from (x) of [LL1]):

(1), (44i), (iv) are trivial

(v) holds by the definition, in fact for every n,ns/n € M., ns[(n +1) €
NE\MY

of plP™I AP NP and the choice of §(x)

(49) holds as p+ 1 C M because p < 6 C N.

The main point is condition (vi) and we shall show that for some p € Y, it holds

3

52}

s

Now v

we use

let A = {p € T(,), clause (vi) of Definition[L.Tlfails for n, = PP NP NP (n <
w)}

if p € A = T_(,), then let A, be the set of v € P7 such that: {v[f: /(<
w} € N but for no a < §(*) do we have {v[¢: ¢ < w} C NN M} and for
infinitely many n for some k we have v[k € M?,v(k) € N£\ Mf

if p € A and v € A, then we choose (v,9,¢,(,9) = (Vp, 0p,€p,Cp,9p) such
that (but if p is clear from the context we may omit the subscript p).

= ({) <§> 0l (if we use the first version in the proof of ZI3, or (¢) —~ o if

another one there) and o € Y¢,0 € Sc¢, U Ae < ¢ < A, ¢ # ((*); hence
{<e

without loss of generality (v, 0,€,¢,9) = (Vp, 0, €p,Cp, 0p)-

He

if p € A then €y < €(x) is impossible.

In this case Ae C M (see condition (x)s(e) on the M*’s, hence NN{v[l: ¢ <w} C
Mg, contradiction.

Next
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B; if p € A then €,, e = €(x) is impossible.

Why? As v € J necessarily ¢ # ((*). As 0 € S, clearly Sc ¢ N Sy cs) = 0 s0
necessarily 0 # 0(x). If 6 > d(x), as (v(n) : 1 < n < w) is strictly increasing with
limit §, for some 1, Ac() > v(n) > 6(x) hence v[(n+1) ¢ Mg, hence v[(n+1) ¢ N,
contradiction. If § < () then for some a < §(x),{v[f : £ < w} C N N M,
(remember that & C N by (*)4(a) and {v[¢: ¢ <w} C N by the assumption on v);
again impossible so H; holds.

Eag if v € A then (€y,<y,5y) S Wl.

Why? By B, B7 we have € > ¢(x). Now (remembering C¢ is a partial square),
for1 <n<m<w,C, =C, Nv(n), and as v(n) € N by (%)4(7y) necessarily
Chny € Nysoas § C NAICE | < |C§(*)| =0 clearly C7(,) € N.

Now C§ = U Cf, hence C§ € N, so § =sup(6 N N); but § ¢ N.

I<n<w
[Why? As otherwise for some a < 6(x),d € M, hence C§5 C M}; now from v[1 € N

it follows that ¢ € N but € < c¢f(A) C 0 C N so also e € N and Y. € N. Hence
A= {{(y,n,n) : v € Scc and n € Y.} € N but we are assuming § € N (and
d € S.¢) hence A5 = {n¥® : n € Y.} belongs to N. However, N C My, so
As € M), but |[As] < |Y.| = 6T hence As C Mj(,), so noting v, = <C>>\ — ®Q£)p]
and g, € Y. we have v € Ms,). Hence for some o € N N Cg(*) we have v € M7,
hence {v(n) : n < w} € M} hence {v(n) : n < w}NN C NN M, hence is C N,
for n large enough, contradiction. So really § ¢ N].

By clause (*)4(3) in the choice of N necessarily 0 ¢ M,y and recalling W is
defined in H; above clearly (e, (,6) € W.

Clearly (e, ¢, ) € Wi as we have shown € > €(x) by He + Bz, so Hg holds indeed.

Note that

Ho |W1| < |W| < 0 because

¢’ has < cf(\) < 6 possibilities, ¢’ € N so we have < ||[N|| = 6 possibilities and
there are < 6 possibilities for §’ as: ||N|| = 6, and a well ordering of cardinality < ¢
has < 6 Dedekind cuts and 6 = sup(d N N) > sup(d N M) for a < § (see (x)4(8) in
choice of N) so Hs holds indeed.

Remember we are trying to show only that for some p € Y, we have n, =:

PPN MP NP (n < w) are as required, we shall prove more,

@1 if (¢,¢,6) € Wy then Q. ¢ 5) has cardinality < 6 where Q. ¢s5):={v,:p €
A and (g,,(,,0,) =y}

as [W1| <6 <67 = |Y |, this will be enough.
So let y = (¢,(,6) € W1 we know that € > €(x) hence a. M ag(, is finite. Let for
a € Cj:

~[a] = min{y € C;E:; : a belongs to M (equivalently: Cf € N N M7)}.

Now (y[a] : a € Cf) is a non-decreasing sequence of ordinals which are non-

accumulation members of C’;g:;, (with limit 6(x)). [Why? If @ € C§ then C¢, C

N O Mz, hence € Cy = C5 = CoNB C C, € NNM:, = 78] <Ald] so
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B<a&acCs&peCs=v[F] <~v[a]. Being non-accumulation points is trivial
by the definition.]
For Kk € ac(y) let:

B) (k) = sup{vy[a] : a € C§ and otp(a N CF) < sup(a. N k) and

otp(1[a] N C5(1)) <k}

) (k) = Otp(C§Ei§ N B85 (k).

Note: the supremum is taken over a set of < sup(a. N k) ordinals but a. N & is
a countable set of cardinals < k, k regular uncountable so sup(a. N k) < & hence
clearly 70 (k) < k.

So (v¢*)(k) : k € a (x)) belongs to Ila(,) hence for some j(y) < 67, we have:

D11 Pex),i(y) (F) > 7<) (k) for every large enough x € Qe(s)-

For k € a, let:

B(k) =sup{a: a € C5 and for some k1 € (s,
otp(v[a] N C52)) <

(V8 < a)lotp(1[8] N C5\)) < ],
and otp(aN Cf) < k}

7°(k) = otp(C N B(k))

again, the supremum is taken over a set of < k ordinals and clearly v¢(k) < k.

So (v“(k) : K € ac) belongs to ITa, hence for some i(y) < 67, we have: p ;) (k) >
~v¢(k) for every large enough « € a..

Now recall Y. = {p.; : i < 07} and similarly for €(x), so clearly if i(y) < i <
0t &i(y) < j < 6 then pg]j cannot “hurt” pgg?i, that is, v,_,, , € {pg di(y) <
J <07} so0|Qy] <li(y)| so 1 holds.

Now we shall show that each v = p[f]j (for j < i(e)) can hurt at most 6 (in fact

< 2%) many p € Y(,); that is

@y if v € Qy then Ay, = {p € A:(ep,(p,9,) =y and v, € v} has cardinality
<6

Now Rang(pl®)]) has infinite intersection with

B :={a < d(x): for some {,v[l € My i\ My}

so let for k € ac(,:
B = sup{otp(ngj:; Na):ae B,otp(C(;E:
So for some i(x) < 07,55 < pe(s),i(x) (k) for every k € ac(, large enough; so for
every i, if i(x) < i < 6%, then pe(,),; is not hurt, that is, po(s) i) € Ay 50 D2
holds.
We can conclude

;ﬂa)<f$}.

@3 ify=(e,¢,0) € Wthen Ay ={p e A:(ep,(,,d,) =y} has cardinality < 6.
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[Why? By @1 + ®2.]
@4 A has cardinality < 6.
[Why? As |[W7] <60 and A = U{A, : y € W1} and each A, has cardinality < 6}. So

necessarily A ¢ Y,y and so for any p € Y(,)\A. Definition [LTis exemplified by
n, = pl0™I ue N (for n < w), so we finish. Oo1m

Lemma 2.17. Suppose X is strong limit, A\ = k% > p. Then KY has the full
(A, A, 1, Ro)-super®-bigness property.

Remark 2.18. We use variants of this proof in case 6 of the proof of [3.23]

Proof. Let x > 2* be large enough.
Without loss of generality « > p and k* = k. Let (Cs : § < A\) be such that Cs is

a club of § of order type cf(8). If (k7)™ = k™ we can define a function cd,, from
{M € #(x) : M amodel, |M|| < xT, |7(M)| < kT and 7(M) € #,.+s(kT™)}
to kT such that:

Cdn(Ml) = Cdn(Mg) iff Ml = MQ&Ml n H+n = MQ N H+n.

As A is strong limit, 27" < X = k% hence cd,, is well defined for every n large
enough, say n > ng > 3. Without loss of generality cd,, is definable in (J#(x), €
, <%). We call cd,, (M) the n-code of M or a code of M.

Also for every n > 0 there are f,,g, (definable in (J#(x),€,<})), two place
functions from k*™ to k™" such that for o < " if @ > k(=1 then:

{fla,i) i < kTN = and i < k7Y = g(a, f(a,i)) = i.

Let forn > 3

Fn=1{A: ACkKT Al =xTH ktT C A and letting 6,(A) = sup(A N k")
(for £ = 3,...,n), we have : d;(A) > kT~ of course,
cf(0¢(A)) = Ro and A Cs,(4) € Aand A is the closure of
¢

{i:i<rTt}U U Cs,(a) under the functions fo, g¢(¢ = 3,...,n)}.
=3

Note that if A € ., then n can be reconstructed from A.

We can prove by induction on n > 3 that for every x € J#(x) there is a sequence
(M, : m < w), such that M,,, < (J2(x), €, <y), [|Mw| =TT, kT +1C My,x €
Mo, My, < Myi1, My, € Myiq (hence ¢d(M,,) € M,41) and

U M, Nk e .7,

m<w

Hence for n > ng we know that ¢, holds (see [SL:E62, 4.5(2)=Ld14]), in fact

B, for n > ng there is N,, such that
(a) N, = (Na:AeSA),
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(b) N4 a model with universe A4,

(c) for every model N with universe k™™ and vocabulary of cardinality <
included in 7 (u*) and satisfying < is a member of 7(N), <V=< |N
the set .7,[N] is {A € ¥, : Na = NJ|A} is a stationary subset of

[’i+n]§'€++ and where .7, [N] = N4 = |J NY, where for each ¢, some
I<w
code oy of N, belongs to N4 and N4 < Ny.

By [Sh:E62, 1.18=La54] there are (N} : n € Jy) for A € ., such that:

Hy (a) T4 C¥>(ktT), T4 closed under initial segments, () € Tu,n € Ta =

R R
3 a)ln (@) € T

if n € J4 then N < Na,n e N}

N countable

NX NkK= N§> Nk

NiNNy=NJ™

N#veTy= Nj#N4 and [~(n <v)=n¢ N

&L =

{Oéi A< w} Ug!g C5e(A) - N§>

—~ ~ o~~~
8N
_

)
~— —

n<v = NjNkTT is an initial segment of N} Nx*+.

We let N7 = |J N1 when 7 € lim(.Z4). Without loss of generality
L<w

HBs if N4, Np are isomorphic then 94 = Jp and the (unique) isomorphisms
from N4 onto Np carry N to Nj for each n € 4.

For v € lim(J4), let 0% € “(IN4) just list exactly the members of N% and satisfies
oy = n4(30) (for £ < w)l Really, to fit better the fitness property let (Fy (m4(0)) -
¢ < w) is the list mentioned above and Fy (%4 (¢)) = oy when F, Fy, Fy € 74 are as
below.

Let

(SZ g mprms n<wand L€ {3,...,n} =y < KT3)

be a sequence of stationary subsets of {§ < kTt : cf(6) = Ro}, any two has a
bounded intersection (exist, see [Sh:E62, 4.1=Ld4] (which prove more)}]. We can
easily find pairwise disjoint (%, ¢ : ¢ < k™) (for n > ng) such that .7, = U{7, ¢ :
¢ < k*"}, and each (N4 : A € .7, ¢) is a diamond sequence.

[Why? E.g. let P, € J#(u™) serve as a unary predicate and for every ¢ < x*™
let . . ={A €., : Per(Na)and PN+ = {(}} and for A € .7 . let Ny =
Nal(7(Na))\{P:}; renaming the vocabularies and adding #,\ U{.7), . : ( <A} to
S ¢» we can finish.]

n
For ¢ € [xT(™=D k>"),n > ng, let (why otp(N4Nktt) < k132 because | N4l =
kT as A € .7, see its definition):

Bactually it suffices if it lists U{Cs,(a) :3 < €< n}U {a4 1 £ <w}U{v(¢) : £ < w}; this change
is needed for

"We can assume U{Sz—y[:Z:S,...,vo v < K12} for n < w are pairwise disjoint.
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IC — w>)\ @] {7’]2 : A S yn)c and IS YX,(otp(NAﬁn+£):3S€Sn)}'

where

YX sy = 17 i v € lim J4), increasing with limit in ST, _}.

We shall prove that the sequence (I¢ : k1™ < ¢ < \) is as required.
For this suppose z € J#(x), x regular large enough, ¢ € [T, \),

Je=> {le:&#Cand €€ [0 M)}

let n be such that kT~ < ¢ < kT Let M < (H#(x), €, <%) have cardinality
£ and be such that kt"+1 C M, {z, I¢, Je,p} € M and (Cs : § < A), (cdy, fr, gn :
n < w) belong to M.

Let h be a one to one function from |M| onto £, and let N be the model
with universe ™" and all relations and functions on k™" definable (with no param-
eters) in (M, h). In particular we may use F, Fy, F5 such that ¢ = (y,2) € M =
FN" (h(y), h(z)) = h(z), FN " (h(z)) = h(y), F¥" (h(z)) = h(z). So for some A €
Sn,¢c we have Ny < N*t. We shall show that for some v € YX,(otp(NAﬁn+£):3S€Sn)
we have: 1}, N4, are as required.

Let My, MY for (v € lim(Z4)) be the Skolem Hull of N4, N’ respectively in
(M, h). Note: |Ma|N&T™ =|Ny|,|M}| N&T™ =|N}|. For v e lim(Fa), let Z, be
the set of triples (£, B, p) such that for some m =m(§) > ng: { #(,B € S e, § €
[kH=D k) o€ lim(Tp) and < € > “nfy & MY but {(< &> )l L <w} C
MY,

We now make some important observations:

(¥)1 if (£,B,p) € Z,,€ € [xT(=1) k) (ie. m(€) = n) then otp(Np N ktt) <
otp(Na N k+¢) for £ € [3,n]; and for at least one ¢ the inequality is strict
and B C A.

[Why? As Cs,) € Rang(n) we have |J Cs, 3y © N4 C A, hence (see the
=3

=
definition of .7, using the (fp,g¢: £ =3,...,n — 1) we get B C A so the equality
< follows; but necessarily B # A (as (§) 0 € Je and 7, ¢ NSy = 0) and if
=(3€)(8¢(B) < 6¢(A)) then we have: k™ C B, and for £ < n(> 3)

sup(BN k) = sup(ANktt) =sup(ANBNxT);

now use the choice of f,,g,. You can show, using B C A, by induction on £ < n
that BNk = AN k™*; for £ = n we get a contradiction]

()2 if (&, B,p) € Z, then {§;(B) : 3 < ¢ < m(§)} is included in the closure
of |[M%] in the order topology, which is a countable set of ordinals; also
B C My
[similar argument; for B C M4 use n%(3() = o]

(x)3 Soif Y Clim(J,) is closed with countable density, and no isolated points,
then for some v € Y (really for a co-countable set of v’s):



A COMPLICATED FAMILY OF TREES 35

®@ (&, B,p) € Z, = (Fk)[{a : £ <w} € M.

[Why? The point is that {(§, B) : (3v € Y)(3p)[(&, B, p) € Z,]} is countable (as for
each (¢, B, p) € Z, the ordinals §,(B),3 < £ < n(£), are all accumulation points of

U MY, which is countable and (6¢(B) : 3 < £ < m(§)) determine B hence £, and
vey
for each such (£, B) the set of v € Y for which ® fails is at most a singleton, using

clause (e) above and the last clause in the definition of Z,.]
Lastly

(¥)s C* = {§ < Tt for every B, if {af : £ < w} C MY for some v €
“>§, and m < w and B € /¢ and C’ is the <}-first club disjoint to

Sgtp(Amﬁg):gggn) N Szztp(Bﬁn+f):3§E§m> then 6 € C'} is a club of k1.

[Why? Note that x* = k hence (k7)¥ = kT, so the number of possible B’s for
each v € “> (k™) is < ||[M4|¥ < kT, and use diagonal intersection].

(x)5 if v € lim(F4), v increasing with limit § € C* N S lotp(Ann+t)3<e<ny then

[Why? Easy by the choice of C*.]

Together we finish: by (%)4, we can find ¢ as in (*)s and hence we can find a
perfect set Y C 74 of sequences with limit d; now (x)s, (%)s give contradictory
conclusions (alternatively see the proof of 2.T9]). o1

Claim 2.19. In fact in[218 we can get (under the assumptions of [2.18) that K

has the full (A, \, p, u)—supET’ﬁ+—bigness property (and moreover in clause (ii) there
we get “u—+1C M,” and [M,]} C M, which implies (vi)* there).

Proof. For this we have to make several changes in the proof of 2218 What more
do we prove? we get u+ 1 C My and [M,,]¥ C M,, hence more than clause (vi) in
the proof above. Without loss of generality x* = x, uR° = p.

Considering models N with universe k™ we demand that P, <. belong to
7(NN) where we let Py, <o be fixed one and two place predicates and we demand
that <V is a well ordering of the subset P of k™". Parallel restriction apply to
N, for A € .%,). Latter having M and h, we demand PN = {h(a) : &« € M an
ordinal}, <N *= {(h(a),h(B)) : @ < B are ordinals from M}. For any A € .7, we

choose a two place function g4 such that:

@ for every o € PN, for some regular[i § < xt+

(Z) (Vﬁ <7< 9)[9,4(06, B) <or gA(aa’Y)]
(it) (VB)EN[B <or @ =7 <& B <or ga(a,7)]
(11i) (VB)[0 < B = ga(e,B) = al.
Of course we demand that if Ny & Ng, A, B € ., then the (unique) isomorphic
map ga to gB.

When we choose M, we demand

la € M& [ M* = M| = a € M].

8or 0 =1or 6 = 0, cases which still fit.
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When we choose (N} : 7 € Z4) we replace condition (c) in Hy by

(¢)” N7} has cardinality p and include p + 1 and

[a € NG &|INZ[' = NG| = a € NY]

(the partition theorem on trees still holds) and add, i.e. we now use [Sh:E62
1.16=La48]

Na
or

(i) if n v are from 4, <4 is a well ordering of P4(C A) then for any

r € PYANN}:
() if KT+ > cf({y:y € PNa y <Na z}, <Na) then
Nin{y:ye Pyt y <ot o}
is an unbounded subset of
({y:y € Pyt y € Nijy <g* o}, <o)

(8) if st =cf({y 1y € P4,y <g# o}, <g*) then forany y € P4,y <[4
x, for some a < kT we have: n<p € Ta& p(lg(n)) > a&ky* € Nan
PNa&y* <Naz& (V2)[z € Nj &z <A x — 2 <fa y*]. = y <oy
Note that as <4 well order P4, this is possible — see [Sh:E62, 1.16=La48] and
apply it to (M4, g).
But now we cannot demand “n’ list the members of N%”; so we just require
B (a) ol =mn4(30),

(b) MaBl+1): L <w)list |J Cs,04) and
=3

() MBL+2): L <w)is (v(l): L <w).

This, of course, “kills” (x)s in the proof of I8 Now if (¢, B,p) € Z,, for £ =
3,...,m(€) define 3, = sup[xkT* Nrang(p)], and define v[3¢] = min(M% N A\ B), so

for some k(%) < w we have A ¥[8/ € MZW*). So by condition (i) above for
£e[3,m(¢)]
each £ € [3,m(£)], either ®; holds or ®? holds where:

®; cf(v[Be]) < kT, sup[y[B] N M;rk(*)] = sup[y[B¢] N le] whenever v k(%) <
77/ € T U lim(ﬂA)

®; kT = cf(y[B]) and there is hyg,) : k7T — 7(B) increasing continuous
with limit v[3] such that

e Vk(B)an €lim(Ty) = sup(Nz/ N y[Be])
° sup(MX/ NRang(hyg,))) = h(sup[MX/ N xTT]).

As 1 < Kk, we can finish easily: we can find a club
C'={6eC*: ifve“4,lc [3,w) and v € N} then ¢ is closed under h.}.

of k1 and choose § € C". Oo1g
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Theorem 2.20. 1) If A > p then K& has the full (A X, p, No)-super-bigness prop-
erty and also the (2%, \, 1, No)-super bigness propertsy.
2) Similarly replacing Ro by p.

Proof. The first phase implies the second by [[8(1) hence we concentrate on the
first phrase. This will follow by combining the previous Lemmas. We shall use all
the time [[L7(1) to get “our super”, the one from Definition [[1] i.e. superd’ . If
\ is regular, use [LTT(1) so assume A singular; if (Fp)[p < pp = pl® < A < 2M1]
use [LTT(2), for part (2) note “(even the full ...”) and if (30)[0 < A < 6%°] let x be
minimal such that A < x®°; so < X hence j + x < A, but X is a limit cardinal so
uT + xTT < X and use 2l So assume the last two cases fail, hence A is singular
strong limit. If cf(\) > Ng use [LII)(3), if cf(A) = No, A = N4, 4 divisible by w?,
choose 0, < 6 < X, cf(8) = Ry and apply 210 ((ae : € < cf(N)) exists by [Sh:E62]
3.22=Lpcf.8]). The remaining case is A = N5 = R4, strong limit and use for
part (1), use 219 for part (2). o)
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§ 3. APPLICATIONS AND GENERALIZATIONS

Conclusion[3I[1) (though notB.I(2),(3)) tell us that unstable and unsuperstable
has many models, and the proof use only a version of the definition from [Sh:E59].
Theorem 32 tell us more in this direction but the proof of B2in case A = A\(T'), Ty =
T stable require knowledge of stability theory (and is not used later), this case
appear as end-segment of the proof of B.2] i.e. starting with the third paragraph of
the proof of and with 3:22]). We restart in resuming our investigations of
bigness properties and then deal with abelian separable p-group.

§ 3(A). The Many pairwise Unembeddable Models.

Conclusion 3.1. 1) If T C Ty are complete first order theories and X > |Ty| then
jE(A, Ty, T) = 2* whenever T is unsuperstable.

2) If A > pu then K has the full strong (X, \, 1, Ro)-bigness property and (2%, X, i1, Rg)-
bigness property (see Definition [Sh:E59, 2.5(3)=L2.3(3)]).

3) If ®,(pn(z,§) : n < w) are as in [SWES9 1.11=L1.8(2)], and A > |7(D)|
then we can find I, € K¥ of cardinality X for o < 2* such that letting M, =
EM;(1)(Ia, ®a), for any a # 3, there is no function from M, into Mg preserving
the £p,.

Proof. 1) Let ® be a template proper for K¢ as in [Sh:E59, 1.11=L1.8(2)]; i.e.
|7(®)| = |T1] + Ro, 7, € 7(P), every EM(I,®) is a model of T; and for some
first order formulas ¢y, (z,7,) of Ly o(rr) for s € Pt € PI/T € K¥ we have
EM(I,®) E p(ar,as) iff I = s <¢. ByBI(2) (prove below) and the definition, the
conclusion follows reading the definition of IE (see [Sh:E59, 1.4=L1.4new]) and the
bigness property.

2) By and [L8(2).

3) Included in the proof above. UgT

Theorem 3.2. Suppose T is (first order, complete) unsuperstable theory and A >
AMT) + Ny (see below[TI(1)).

1) T has 2* pairwise non-isomorphic strongly R.-saturated models of cardinality X,
see[3.3(2),(3).

2) If in addition T is stable or X\ > X\(T) + No, then T has 2*, X -saturated models
of power \ mo one elementarily embeddable into another.

3) We can in part (2) weaken the assumption to A > |T| + Ng but then have to
weaken the conclusion to “strongly No-homogeneous (see [3-3(3) below) models of
cardinality A (omitting the “N-saturated”; interesting when A = |T|4+ Ny, T stable).
4)If T C Ty, T first order, we can demand above that the models are in PCr () (T1,T),
that is are reducts of models of Ty, provided that: in[32(1)+(2) we demand \ >
MNT) + [Ty| + No, in[32(3) we demand X > |T1| + Ro.

Remark 3.3. 1) M\(T) can be defined as the minimal cardinality of an N -saturated
model of T, see (2) below.

2) M is N.-saturated if for every N M < N,a € M,b € N there is b’ € M
realizing {((Z,b,a) : O(z, 7, z) first order formula and in N the formula ((z, 7, @) is
an equivalence relation with finitely many equivalent classes}.
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3) M is strongly N.-saturated if in addition it is strongly Np-homogeneous which
means that for any a,b € “> M realizing the same type, there is an automorphism
of M mapping a to b.
4) The restrictions in are reasonable as, e.g. by [Sh:100]: it is consistent with
ZFC that for T the theory of dense linear orders (which is an unstable one) there
is Ty O T (first order complete theory) of cardinality N; such that for any models
My, M5 in PC(Ty,T) of cardinality Ry, M; can be embeded into M.
5) Recall €°? is extending € by giving names to equivalence classes, see [Sh:c]. Let
us say that M4 < €°9 is strongly™, R.-saturated if for any finite A, B C M® and
(Meq, MeY)-elementary mapping f from acl(A, M%) onto acl(B, M°%) there is an
automorphism fT of M®9 extending f.
6) Can we get in[3.2] models which are strongly™ N.-saturated?

Let X(T) be the first A > A(T') such that for any M9, A, B as above, the number
of f as above is < A.

Now we can in demand the models to be strongly™ N.-saturated if A >
N(T)+ Ry (or A > N(T) + Ny, as natural). The proof is essentially the same.
7) In fact the proof indicated in (6) is simpler and gives in some respect more
information. We can easily prove:

()1 if A C €°9,|A] < A then there is an (F, &?)-construction &/ (see context

B4 Definition B6]),such that:
(i) Aole/] = A,

(73) lg(«7) is divisible by A and cf(lg(«7) > &

(4i7) it D € & and i < lg(«/),B; C A;[«/],B2 C D and f is an element
mapping from acl(Bsg, €°) onto acl(B1, €°1), |B;1| < k,|Bz2| < k then
lg(«) = otp{B < lgo/: there is an elementary mapping f’ from D
onto Dg|</] extending f, Bg[</] = B1}

(x)g if A}, /% are as in ()1, and Ag[e/] = ) = Ap[«/?] then Al&?], Al«/?
are isomorphic F,-saturated models (for k = Ry strongly™, R.-saturated
models and the parallel condition for the case Kk > Ng.

This replace BBI4) (but use some of those proofs). After that we can
continue as in

8) For the case Ty = T,k = cf(k) < k,(T) we can replace in the proof N.-saturated
by F¢-saturated, etc.

Proof. Let 7 = 1.

First assume T is unstable; by [Sh:225| Proof of 2.1], there is a template ®, proper

for linear orders, |7¢| = A(T) such that every model M of the form EM, (I, ®) is
an N.-saturated model of T and M k= plas, as] iff s <yt for s,t € I.
[Why? Either see [Sh:225| Proof of 2.1] or apply [Sh:E59, 1.26=L1.24new] as follows.
As T is unstable there are ¢(Z,7),a, (¢ < w) and M such that M is a model of
T,a, € M,n =1g(z) = 1g(y) = lg(ar) and M & p(ag,ar) “<*. We can also find a
vocabulary 71,7 C 71, |71| = AM(T') and ¢ € L7+ ,(71) such that a model of T"is N-
saturated iff it can be expanded to a model of ¢. For every A we can find a strongly
|T|*-saturated model M) of T and @) € M) such that My = p(a), ag)if(a < B),
hence there is an expansion M;r of M) to a model of ¥. Lastly check that [Sh:E59|
1.26=L1.24new]| gives the desired conclusion.]
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Now part (1) (of B2) holds by [ShE59, 3.19=L3.9] (with M; being EM(I, ®),
it is as required in [Sh:E59 3.19=L3.9A] by [Sh:E59| 3.8=L3.4]). Also part (2) (of
[B2) holds by B.I6 (interpreting I € K as a linear order as in [Sh:E59, 2.4=L2.2])
noting that we have A > A(7) + Ng = |7¢| as we are assuming T is unstable. The
proof of part (3) is similar replacing 7¢ by 7’ of cardinality A+ Ry, 71|+ N;. Lastly
for part (4) without loss of generality every model EM, (I, ®) is a reduct of a model
of T1, so we are done by B.II(3).

So without loss of generality T is stable. As T is unsuperstable, by [Sh:225]
Proof of 2.1], (or a proof similar to the first paragraph) there is a template ® proper
for K¢, |te| = A(T) as in [Sh:E59, 1.11(2)=L1.8(2)] such that every EM, (I, ®) is
strongly Re-saturated. If A > A(T), note that B2(1) follows by BIK3) and B2(3) by
decreasing 7.

In all those proofs we can restrict ourselves to models of T" which are reducts of
models of 77, i.e. demand that for any suitable I, the model EM(I, ®) is a model of
T so part (4) follows. We are left with part (2) the case T is stable and the proof
is restricted to elementary classes: the proof needs some knowledge of forking but
is not used later so a reader can skip it. We also use the notation of [Sh:d].

Let ¢n(Z,¥n) (for n < w), @,(n € “=)) witness unsuperstability, i.e. be as in
[Shia, Ch.IIL§3], so there is (a, : n € “”\) which is a non-forking tree (that is
n € “?X = tp(a,, U{a, : ~(n < v),r € “7A}) does not fork over U{a,, : £ <

lg(n)}), and for n € YA, tp(ay, U{a, : v € “”A}) does not fork over |J a,; and
I<w
tp(ay, U anye) forks over |J aype for k < w. Let I C “ZX be closed under initial
<k <k

segments, |I| = A and we shall construct a model M;. We work in €®9, so without
loss of generality @, = (a,) so the a,’s are pairwise distinct.
By induction on « we choose (A%, f*) € K, where

B (A f) eKaiff A=(A;:i<a)and f=(fl,:cde A;tp(c,0) = tp(d,0)

and ¢ < o) satisfies:

(A) A= (A;:i< a) is increasing continuous: |A;| =\, 4; C €

(B) fi,is an elementary mapping, f!,(c) = d,f;. = (fi,)~", and for
c,d € Aj the sequence (f{ ;:j < i < a) is increasing continuous, and:
if ¢,d € A;, but A [{c,d} € Aj] then Dom(f! ;) = {c}

j<i

(C) for each 4: either

(1) Aip1 = A4;U{a;}, tp(ai, A;) does not fork over some finite subset

Bi of Ai
or
(12)  for some c(i),d(i) € A;, (such that tp(c(i),0) = tp(d(:), D))
we have:
Ajp1 = AU fz,'(t)l’d(i) (Ay)
and

(37 < D)[Rang(f2;) i) = Aj]V [Dom(fl) 4iy) = {e(@)}]-

(D) for every ¢,d € A;41 such that tp(c,0) = tp(d, 0):
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(7) if {¢,d} is not a subset of A;, then Dom(f“rl) {c}
(17) if ¢,d € A;, case (i) of (C) holds or case (ii) of (C) holds but
(e,d) ¢ {(c(i),d(i)), (d(i), (i)}, then fIh' = fl,

(zit) ife=c(i),d = d(3) and case (ii) of (C) holds, then tp(led(l (Ai), Ai)
does not fork over Rang( e(i).d(iy) and Dom(fl (i).d Z)) A; and recall
z+1 (fz-i-l)

(E) AO—U{an.nEI}.

Note that we can prove by induction on « that for any such construction (A, f) €
ng,a:

() If Dom(f! ;) # {c}, then
(1) (36 <i)[Dom(f! ;) = As = Rang(f; ;)] so d is a limit ordinal or
(i) (e < ¢ < D)Dom(fi,) = Ac & Rang(fi,) = Ac U (Acy1 \ Ac)] or
(1) (3e < ¢ < i)[Rang(f! ;) = A &Dom(f! ;) = Ac U (A¢y1 \ A¢))-

We can clearly find o < A* and (4, f) € Kq, i.e. Aj(i<q) f (for i < «) satisfying
(A) - (E) such that:

(%) (i) for every finite B C A, and b € €,

o if A > A(T) then stp(b, B) is realized by some a € A, moreover for
A ordinals ¢ < « clause (i) of (C) holds, B = B; C A; and a; realizes
stp(b, B),
o if |T| < X< AT)ifalist B and = ¢[b,a] then for A ordinals
i < a, = pla;,a) and B; = B

(1)  for every ¢,d € Aq, Dom(f&;) = Ao = Rang(f<,).

This is easy by reasonable bookkeeping and (C) above. Hence A, is the universe of
a strongly R.-saturated model if A\ > A(T), and strongly Rp-homogeneous (in both
cases of model cardinality A), if A < A(T) (remember we work in €°4). We call it
M; (and should have written a; < AT, Al etc).

This is close to [Sh:c, Sh.IV,5.13,pg.213 + §3]. Well, we have the models but
we still need to show the non-embeddability. The proof is now broken to some
Definitions, Claims and Facts occupying the rest of this subsection. In B4 we can
restrict ourselves to Pos. 1. So till we finish the proof of B.21 we adapt the context
B4 and for notational simplicity only assume A > A\(T), (otherwise Claim B.I4 has

to be revised). W)

Context 3.4. Pos. 1: T is a stable theory, F = Fﬁo, k=g, & =P ={Ds} where
D; = {ay, : n €I} for some I, (a, : n € I) as above, A > |Dy| + A(T)
Pos. 2: T is a stable theory, F = F/ see [Sh:c, IV, 3.14] and k = x,.(T), & a family
of sets (C€) and A = A<" + \(T)+ > > |D|, and we shall use Pos 2

DeZz

|B] < A= X > |{tp(d, B) : 1g(d) < x and Rang(d) U B is F- atomic over B}|

(recall we say A’ is F-atomic over A if for every finite d C A’ we have tp(d, A) €
F(B) for some B C A of cardinality < k).
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Now we define the relevant constructions and prove that the demands parallel
to non-forking calculus hold.
We can work in Pos 2 because
Observation 3.5. If Pos 1, then Pos 2.

Definition 3.6. 1) We say & = ((Aq, Do, Bo) : a < &) is an (F, &)~ construc-
tion (omitting (F, &) when clear from the context) when :

(a) A
b Aa+1:AaUDa

) A, is increasing continuous (and we stipulate Ay = (J(Aa U Do)

(b)

(¢) Bo CAyND, and |By| < Kk

d) for every finite d C D,, (or just d C D, \ B,) we have tp(d, A,) € F(B,)
)

e) for each « either D, has cardinality < & or for some D! € &,D, = D/,
which means that there is an elementary mapping h, from D’ onto D,.

(
(

2) For a construction &7 as above we let o* = 1g(&), A, [] = A, for a < a*, D, =
D,|97], By = B, [¢] and A[| = Ay

3) We can replace o* by any well ordering. We may replace D,[</] by (or add to
it) D, [¢/] and h,[/] from clause (e) if |Dy| > k.

4) For a < Ig(&) we let wo[of] = {B < a : Bo|] N A1)\ Ag|/] # 0} so
we[<7] has cardinality < k by clause (c) of part (1) so wo = 0.

5) We call o/ standard when 8 € w,[9] = wg|e/] C wa || & Bs|/] C Bu[A].

6) We say w C lg(o7) is o/-closed iff § € w = wgle/] C w.

7) For g <lg(«) let o/ | B be defined naturally.

8) For b € A[</] let a(b) = (b, o7) be the § such that b € Agyq1[e/] \ Ag[«/] but
for b € Ag[<7] we stipulate a(b) = —1.

9) For b € A[e/] let wy[o/] = wqp)y (where we stipulate w_; = ), and for a
sequence b = (b; : i < Lg(b)) we let wy[«/] = J{wp, : i < £g(b)} and Byle/] =
U{bg U Ba(be)[d] < lg(b)}.

10) We may omit &/ when clear from the context.

Fact 3.7. For any (F, &?)-construction &7 there is a standard (F, &)-construction
o/ such that:

(a) lg(") = 1g(o)

(0) Aa[o'] = Aul#]

(¢) Dol#'] = Do|| (and D[] = D[], ha '] = ha[</])
(d) Bale'] 2 Ba[<]

(e) wa[e'] 2 wal].

Proof. Straight, choose B,[2/'], wo[9?'] by introduction on « recalling that & is
regular by [3.4] U3

Claim 3.8. 1) Assume

(a) & is a standard (F, P)-construction
(b) 7 is a one-to-one function from a =1g(<) onto the ordinal o

(¢) if B € wa|] then w(B) < 7(c).
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Then there is a standard (F, &)-construction o/ such that:

(i) lg(e") = o

(1) Dalf] = D[]

(ii1) W[ '] = {7(B) : B € wa ]} and Br(o)['] = Ba[<]
(iv) Ag[e'] = Aol</]

(v) An()[@'] = Ao['| UU{Dp|"] : B < w(a)}.

2) Assume of is a standard (F, P)-construction and wy C uy C lg(«/) and we C
ug C lg(&), and ui,us are o -closed and u = uq Nug, w = wy Nwe then for any
finite

ng UDﬁUUBV

BEwW2 YEuU2

the type
p(Jv U D,@U U BV)

BEw YEUL

belongs to
F[|J Dsu | B,

BeEw YEU

3) Assume

(a) & is a standard (F, P)-construction
(b) B C Al«],|B| < k.
Then there is a (F, P)-construction o7’ satisfying:
(o) &' =(AL,D. B, :a<1+lg(e))
(B) Ay = Ao[«/]
(v) A =A,UB
0) Do =B
e) Al . =ATUA,[H]
¢) Dita =Da
(n) Biya 2 Ba-

(
(
(

4) In part (3), if for some of -closed u C 1g(o) we have U{B, : « € u} € B C
U{Dq : o € u} then we can let Bi,, = B, U B.

Proof. As in the proof of [Sh:c, Ch.IV 3.3,3.2,pg.176], (of course, we can strenghten
B.8(1),(3)); [e.g. for part (4) show by induction on o < lg(«7) then d C B =
tp(d, An[7]) € F(B N A,[]); for part (3), just find B’ O B which is as in part
(4); part (2) can be proved by induction on lg(7)]. 3R

Definition 3.9. 1) We say (A, f) is a automorphic (F, £)-construction when :
(a)  is a standard (F, &?)-construction

(b) Ao[«] =0
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(c) lg(a) < AT
(d) f={(fi,g:1<1g(A),g € Da,[wr]) Where Z4 is the set of elementary mapping
from a subset of A into a subset of A with domain of cardinality < &

[i,g 18 increasing continuous with i, f; ;-1 = (fi,g) "
if g € gAi[m \ U G, 1] then flg =g

J<i

Dom(fiq) U{Dﬁ B € w}.

2) The cardinality of (7, f) written card(<Z, f) is the one of &7, i.e. |lg(&)| +
[Al]]. )
3) For g <lg() let (7, f) | B be defined naturally.

Fact 3.10. Assume that (<7, f) is an automorphic (F, 2)-construction. Let a =
lg(«7), and B C D,B C A[#],|B| < &, and either |D| < k,D" = D and g. = idp
or |D'| > k,D' € & and g, is an elementary mapping from D onto D’.

Then we can find an automorphic (F, &)-construction (&’, f') such that:

(a) lg(&") =lg(Z)+1=a+1
(b) card(&’, f') < card(, f) + |D'| +1
(c) BY =B
(d) D" =D
(e) ' [ a=o
(f) farr9l"] = fogle] for g € Ga, "]
Proof. Straight (by the existence of non-forking extensions). (310

Definition 3.11. For automorphic (F, gz)zconstructions (1, Y, (2, f?) let
(ﬂlvfl) < (%27.](‘2) means: "Qfl d %2 and fl = < 0,9 ° 11 < lg(%l)ag € gAl[.Qflﬁ
Claim 3.12. If (<, f) is an automorphic (F, P)-construction, i < lg(</),g. €

Ga, [ then for some automorphic (F, P)-construction (&', f') we have:

@ D<@ )
(b) card(&’, ') < card(;z{ )+ o
(¢) Dom(fjq)"]) = Ail/] where j =1g(").

Proof. Let @/° = /|i, then by B.8 we can find a standard (F, Z)-construction
/1 and j; < lg(«/!) such that Ag[a/l] = Aog[«/?], A[/?] = Al&/?], and A;, [o/]
is Dom(f; g.[</]). We can find an elementary mapping h such that: Dom(h) =
A/, h extends f; 4., and for every S € [j1,1g(«/!)], we have

d C h(Dgler']) = tp(d, Al/] Uh(Ag[«/"])) € F(h(Bp)).

Now we define the automorphic (F, ?)-construction &7’ : lg(ﬁf)’ = lg(&) +
(Ig(e')—j1), and &' [ 1g(e) = &, Dig(y)1¢l '] = M(Djy [ #]), Big(arycl#'] =
h(Bj,+¢[#/7]). Define f' = (fl, + a < lg('),9 € Ga, (o) as follows for

a<lg(e'),g € G,z We let:
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€) if g = g« and o = lg(/’) then let f; , be h.

Now check. [m

Claim 3.13. § < AT is a limit ordinal and if (¢, f¢) : ¢ < 0) is increasing
(sequence of automorphic (F, 2)-constructions), then it has a lub(e/%, f°) i.e.

(<d= (@4 )< (&, f)

lg(%) = | lg(e°)
(<6

card(e7°) < || 4 sup card(/©).
(<o

Proof. Straight. B3

Claim 3.14. For every 0 = cf(0) € [k, A] there is an automorphic (F, &2)-construction
& of cardinality X\ such that cf(lg(e?)) = 0 and

®1 for g € Gajer)s figar),gl ] is an automorphism of Al</]
®q if B C Al#],|B| < k,B C B’ and |B'| < k or B’ is isomorphic to some
B" € & then

lg(e/) = otp{a: there is an elementary mapping h from B’ onto D,
which is the identity on B, and B, = B}.

Proof. By bookkeeping and the assumptions (in B4) on . g1
Claim 3.15. Suppose:

(a) & is an (F, P)-construction,

(b) x* large enough and N1 < Na < (€ (x), €)

(¢) & € N1 and the monster model € belongs to N1 and N1 Nk is an ordinal
(possibly k itself, if kK = Rg this is necessarily the case)

(d) b€ “>(Ale/]) and wy[/] N\ No C Ny (on wy see Definition3.6(9))

(e) if € wy N Ny then tp(b] Do [</], N2 N A[e]) does not fork over Ny N A[</]
where for b= (by: £ < n) we let b] Dy = (by: £ < n,bg € D).

Then tp(b, Ale/] N Na) does not fork over Al</] N Nj.

Proof. By B8 L1

Now to complete the proof of B.2] we turn back to the model M; we have constructed
before B4

Fact 3.16. For the context B4(1), (so I € Ky, I C ¢
segments of cardinality < A, letting x = =
o/ = o/ we have

closed under initial
see B4(1)) for some

— >
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(A) o is a standard (F, &;)-construction A;[«/] = Dy and Ag[«/] =0
(B) A[«/1] is strongly R.-saturated of cardinality \

(C) Ale?] is equal to the model M; constructed during the beginning of the
proof of 311

Remark 3.17. We do not actually use clause (C), as we can just let M; be the
model with universe A[«71].

Proof. Straight, for clause (C) recall Definition B9, Claim (or just use the
model constructed in B.14]). Uz

Fact 3.18. If x is regular large enough, &/! € 7 (x), &1 € Ny < Ny < (H#(x), €

<), NeNkp(T) € 6e(T) + 1,b € My, and wy[«/'] N Ny € Ny and o € wy[«] =
tp( [ Do[<71], Noa N M{) does not fork over Ny N M;. Then tp(b, NoN M) does not
fork over Ny N Mj.

Proof. By B.I3 31y
For the rest for simplicity assume x = Ny.

Fact 3.19. If x is regular, I € K, &' € A#(x), " € N1 < Ny < (H#(x), €, <}
), NeNk(T) € k.(T)+1and n € PLon < w,nn € Ni,n(n) € Na\ Ny and € € Ny
then tp(a,, N2 N M) fork over Nv N M.

Proof. Let o/ = AT be as in[BI6 and let A! = A;[&/7], for i < ay = 1g(«/T), and
recall Al = {a, : n € I}. For ¢ C N, N My, clearly tp(c, A1) does not fork over
U{B,NAl : v e w:} U (en Al) € N, N Al hence tp(A], N, N M) does not fork
over Ny N Af recalling a,, € A] we have hence tp(a,, N¢ N M;) does not fork over
NyN A(IJ

But tp(a,,{a, : v € I,=(nIn <v)}) does not fork over {a, : v < n[n}, (why?
as (a : n € I) is a non- forkmg tree). Now the set {a, : v < n[n} is C Ny hence
tp(@n, {a, : a» € N1 and —(n[n <v)}) does not fork over {a, : v < n[n} so by
transitivity and previous sentence, tp(a,, M N N1) does not fork over {ay,m, : m <

On the other hand tp(a,, Mr N N») forks over it (otherwise tp(ay, {ane : £ < n+
1}) does not fork over {ay¢ : £ < n}, contradiction), so the conclusion follows. O

Fact 3.20. If I is super unembeddable into J then M is not isomorphic to M.

Proof. Straightforward by the definition and Facts B8, BI9] but we give some
details. Without loss of generality T is countable so k,(T') = Ry, (justified in the
proof of B21] below).

Let f be an isomorphism from M; onto M; and x be regular large enough.
We can find (M, N,, : n < w) an increasing sequence of elementary submodels of
((x), €,<%) and 1 as in Definition [T such that /7, 7”7, f belongs to No.

By Fact BI8, tp(f(ay), MsN N,) does not fork over M ;N M, for every n large
enough. By Fact B19 tp(a,, M; N N,,) forks over M; N M,. As f maps M;N N,
onto My N N,, and M; N M, onto M;N M, and a, to f(a,) we finish. (W]

Fact 3.21. If I is super unembeddable into J then M; is not elementarily embed-
dable into M.
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Proof. Let 79 be a countable sub-vocabulary of 7(T') such that for n € P! n < w
we have tp(ay, {aye : £ < n}) forks over {ane : ¢ < n} even in the 7p-reduct of M.
Suppose f is an elementary embedding of M; into M (or just of their m-reduct)
and we shall get a contradiction. Modulo the proof of B.20 it suffice to prove:

(*)1 if tp(a, A) does not fork over B C A in € then tpy(,)(@, A) does not fork
over B in €[A.

[Why? By character by ranks, [Sh:c, Ch.III].]

(0)2 if &1, 7 f e N < (H(x),€ <}) then tPL(ro) (N N My, Rang(f)) does
not fork over N N Rang(f) in M;|7.

Why (*)2 holds? As T is stable and 7y is countable for every ¢ € M there is a
countable B: C Rang(f) such that tpy (¢, Rang(f)) does not fork over B} in
Mj|19. As 79 is countable, T stable, clearly ¢ € N N M; = B C N N Rang(f).
So for € € N N M the type tpy . (¢, Rang(f)) does not fork over N N Rang(f), as

required. Ugom

Proof. Continuation of the Proof of
Let (I, : a < 2*) exemplify that K has the (2*, \, i1, Rg)-bigness property and
let M, = Mj,. Now apply B.21 Og7)

Remark 3.22. In [3.27] weaker versions of unembeddable suffice.

§ 3(B). On Generalizations and Abelian p-groups.

Having finished our digression to stability theory, we look at a strengthening of
220, which will be used in B.25

Theorem 3.23. If A > u+ Ny and p > & then K has the full (A, \, p, £)-super™ -
bigness property which means that in the Definition [I.7) we replace super by super™
which means that in Definition [I1] we replace (x) there by:

(x)T like (%) of Definition 1] adding
(v)t for each n,nin € M,, and nf(n+1) € N, \ M,
(vii) if v € P is in the closure of M, N1, (i.e. {v[l: ¢ <w} C M,) then
vé¢ N, \ M,
(vidi) there is M < (H(x), €, <) such that: |J M, C M andn ¢ M, but

n<w
for each n we have:

veP]& \viteM,=vel.
£<w

Remark 3.24. Compare with [LT6 here + [L.TT}(2) here.

Proof. The proof is done by cases, so to enlighten the reader we first list them.
If X is regular > Ny: by case 1
If \ is singular and (Fx < \)[x < A < xN0]: by case 2;
If neither case 1 nor case 2 but (Ix)[p < x™° < A < 2X]: by case 4;
So we are left with A\ strong limit singular.
If A = N4t by case 6;
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If cf(\) > 2%0: by case 5;

In the remaining case let # = p+, so necessarily < ), hence for some increasing
sequence (A, : n < w) of regular cardinals with limit 8 < A, cf(IL\, /finite) =
07, \n > p (exist see [ShiE62, 3.22=Lpcf.8]), now for € < 2% qa. be an infinite
subset of {\, : n < w} such that € # ¢ = |a. Nac| < No.

So case 3 apply.
Case 1: A regular > XN;. (In fact also the requirements from Def. [LH(G™) of
“super” ” hold.)

Use the proof of [L.TI(1) with minor changes:

Choosing C, by 24 we can add the demands:

(c) for any ¢ < A, for every club E of A we have {§ € S¢ : C5 C E} is stationary

(d) a € Cs = cf(a) > No.

Choosing 6(x) € E we demand also Cs C E, and let m, = 2¢.

So the condition for super”’ (Def [B(GT) (hence from Def[IT)) holds. Clause
(v)™ holds by the choice of ns,me, My, Ny. Clause (vii) holds by clause (d), i.e.
cf(ns(m)) > No,ns(m) € E.

Lastly clause (viii) is exemplified by Mg‘(*).

Case 2: There is x, x < A < x™° and ) is singular.
Just Claim 2] applies; i.e. the proof of I but by 210(2) we can choose there
Cs such that

(%) a € Cs& a > sup(Cs Na) = cf(a) > No.
The proof gives also (v)¥, (vii), (viii) and even
(vii) ™+ ifn € P {nl¢: ¢ <w} C M, then n € M,,.
[Why? By (%) above or see Case 3’s proof; note that if n = (i) <§§> vorn= (i) ~v)
and v € I, then necessarily i € M,, hence I,,, € M,,.]
(i)t p C M,

Case 3: X singular, and for some 6, A > 6 > pu + Ry,cf(f) = Ny and there is a
sequence (ac : € < cf(A) rangle as in
The proof of T8 gives (v)T trivially. Again (as in the proof of 2.1))

Ine P& A\nlte M;=neM;,]
14
hence
[ef(e) > Ro&n € PJ & [\ nit € M = ne M].
4

hence clause (vii) holds.
Lastly, it follows that M, satisfies the requirement in clause (viii).

Case 4: There is x, 4 < x < A < 2X and: ) is singular or at least (x™0)* < \.
Like the proof of [LT1[2).
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Case 5: ) is strong limit singular cf(\) > 2%o.

By the proof of [L.TI[3) using models N, of cardinality 2%, (i.e. choose x = 2%0);
and demand [N,]*0 C N, and using [Sh:E62] 1.16=La45]. Alternatively in its proof
notice that by thinning .7’ a bit more we can get: let sequence € Ny be a one to
one function from A onto “ A, then:

(x) if £ <lg(n)&n € T&a € Ny& A (sequence(a))() € Ny then a €

<w
Nmk.

So we can demand this in the definition of mg, 4 The point is: without loss of
generality k + 1 = lg(n) and for each v € J of length k,

Hn:vane T &Lg(n) =k +1 and (x) fails for n, k}| < &M,

For (viii), |J M, is as required by clause (ix) of Subfact [[I5 Note that (v)" is
n<w

satisfied by the proof of [LT1l

Case 6: A strong limit, A = N,4q,.
The proof of 218 or even better 219 gives this, too (for (viii)™ the suitable
“initial segment” of M4 can serve as M).

Case 7: A = > i > p increasing, cf(u;) = Ro,p(pi) > pi see [Sh:E62,
i<cf(p)
3.22=Lpcf.8].
By the proof of Ooy)

We now turn to separable reduced p-groups continuing [Sh:E59 2.11=L2.5].

Claim 3.25. 1) We can define for every I € K& and prime p, a separable reduced
abelian p-group G§ such that:

(x)o G¢ has cardinality |T| + 2%
(¥)1 if I,J € K&, I is (280, 2%0)_supert -unembeddable into J (see[TZ3) then G‘}

1s not embeddable into (Gﬁ (i.e. there is no mono-morphism from G¢ into
GY%; we do not require purity).

2) For \ > 2% and prime p there is a family of 2* separable reduced abelian p-
groups, each of power X, no one embeddable into another.

Proof. Part (2) follows from part (1) and B.23]
1) Stage A: On the definition of “super™ unembeddable” see [3.23] We choose a

family {f, : @ < o*} with a* < 2% such that:

O (a) fa€“w
(b)  fa is (strictly) increasing, f,(0) =0
(¢) if hy is a function from “~w to w, then for some a, for infinitely many
n, fa(n) > hi(faln)
d) a#B=fo#fp

(e) {(faln+1) = fa(n):n < w) goes to infinity (for convenience).
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Obviously, there is such a sequence with a* = 2%0.
For any I € K% let G} be the abelian group generated by
{znp:nePlpe™wand n <w}U{yy,:n€ Pl a<a* andn <w}
freely except the equations:

pf’(")xnﬁp =0forne PLpe"lun<w
(pfa(nJrl)—fa(n)ygj&l) =Yl 0~ Tyinful(nt1) for n € PLa<a*n <w

so actually

Yna = Z{Pf“(g)ff‘l(")%re,far(fz+1) : £ € Dom(fy),¢ > n}

Recall G? is a separable reduced abelian p-group (see [Fuc73]) and:

® in G4, || — || is a norm where ||z||; = inf{2~" : z is divisible by p" in G¢
n+1

(¥)o for any n < w,n € P, and p € w, there is a projection h = hf%p of

G? (i.e. an endomorphism of this group which is the identity on its range)
defined as follows:

(@) ifm<w,ve Pl oe™wthen

(V7 Q) 7& (7779) = h(xu,g) =0
and

(v, 0) = (1,p) = h(2y0) = 70,0

(B) ifvePla<a*,m<w then:
(win, fal(n +1)) # (n,p) = h(y)) = 0,
() m>n&@in, fal(n+1)) = (m,p) = h(yy,) =0,
(0) m<n&vin, fal(n+1)) = (n.p) = h(yy,) ===, .
Also note:
()1 if I € K& for every z € G% and m there is 2’ € G% such that
(a) z— 2’ is divisible by p™ in G
(b) 2’ € > {Zx, ,: for some n < w we have: n inP! and p € "Tw}.

Stage B: For proving the claim toward contradiction we assume:

B I € K¢ is super"-unembeddable into J € K¢, (i.e. as in[323) but g is an
embedding of G? into (GG
Let x be large enough and let n € PL (M,,, N, : n < w) and M be as guaranteed
in[3:23] and g, I, J, G?,G‘} and the functions (n, p) = ;. p, (7,2, n) =y, , and so
(n,p) = . (n,p) = hy , belong to My and {a : o < a*} C M.
Remember n[(n + 1) € N,, \ M,, (by (v)* there). For £ < w,p € ‘2w let

kp = n(]jég(xnf(brl),p)v Gl} N My)

where for y € G‘} and G C G‘} we let:
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n(y,G) = sup{k : for some z € G,y — z is divisible in G% by p*}.

Stage C:
Now

® k, <w when p € 2wl <w.

Why? Otherwise, we can let

(*)2 G? = g(xnf(f-i-l),p) = Z Ay, pTy,p + Z bﬁ ﬁyn é’? ) with
(v,p)Eur (n,8)€Euz

(a) up € {(v,p):v € P and p € *'lw for some k < w},
(b) ua C{(v,B):v € P and B < a*},

(¢) av,p,byp €Z

(d) m(v,p) <w

(e) Gy = “ay,,, #0, andb,ﬁyyﬂ;éO(lnG)

(f) wi1,usg are finite.

By the way G¢% was defined we can replace y:l[g"’ﬁ) by pfﬂ(m(v,6)+l)—fﬁ(m(v>6))yl’/”[g’*5)+1+
Ty (m(1,8)+1),8 and repeat this, hence using clause (e) of [J, without loss of gener-
ality for some mop < m; < w large enough:

(¥)s (a) (m1,B1) € uz & (n2, B2) € uz &y # n2 = n1Imo # M2lmo
(0) (n,B1) € ua& (0, B2) € u2 & P # Po = fa,[mo # fp,Im
(¢) if (n,B) € ug then
(@) m(n,B) >mo
(8) if mo <m < m(n,B) then (nfm, fal(m+ 1)) € uy and
oA~ fsm g L

() lantmo, a1 (mo+ 1| < ma
(6) by, 8Yy, [(;7 ) is divisible by p™! in G‘}
(d) if (v, p) € uy then a, ,z,,, is not divisible by p™ in GY.

So, using (*)o + (*)1 + (*)2 in G? and our assumption toward contradiction that
k, = w, necessarily u; € My, hence (v,p) € up = Ay, pTv,p € My. Repeating this
increasing my (hence the m(n, 5)’s) we get also (v, 8 € uz = A vl|i € My, hence
i<w

by clause (vii) of B.23 we have (v, 8) € us = v € My = y,'3 € My = by 5y,'5 € My.
Together by (*)2 in ® we have g(,(14+1),,) € My, but g € My is one to one, hence
nl(¢+1) € M,, contradiction. So really k, < w, i.e. ® holds.
Stage D:

By the choice of (f, : @ < a*) for some a < o*, for infinitely many ¢ < w we
have: fa(g + 1) > kfa[(é—i-l)-

Now in G? for each m < w, y?m - pfa<">xmn7fa I(n+1) 18 divisible by pla(m)

n<m

hence for each m < w:

()1 8W0a) — 2 D *Me(@ypn s i(mr1y) is divisible by pf(™) in G9.

n<m
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Now g(yj ) has, for some n(0), the form

Z{bn,ay:;,(g) :n € Yo,a € up} + Z{an,pzn,p :(n,p) € X1}

where:
uo a finite subset of a*
Y, a finite subset of P’
Y a finite subset of |J (P x "*lw)

n<w

by,a,an,p € Z.
Let

Y| ={n: for some p € “”w we have (n,p) € Y1}.
We can find n(1) < w such that:

(@) n(1) > n(0)
(B) YiN(U M) € My,

n<w

(7) ne€Yo&kn>n(l)= {nl: L <w}nNN, C M,.

(For (7) use clause (vi) of (%) of B223| i.e. of [T])
So by the choice of a we can find ¢ such that:

n(l) <f<w

fa(ﬁ + 1) > kfa [(f41)-
Now by ()4
n(g(yh o), G4 NNy > fall +1)
as exemplified by > pfa(i)g(xmiyfa H(i+1))-
i<t
Now if
n(g(y) ), Gy N M) is > fa(C+1)

then we get (use again (x)4)

n(> " pl D@y i), G5 N M) is > foll+1)

i<e

but for i < ¢

g(Typi far(i+1)) € Mi (as nli,g € Myp)

so we get

n(p g ra1041)), GG N M) is > fa(l+1) > kg, jet1)-

But this contradicts the definition of ky,_ (¢41)-
So
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n(g(yg,a)ng N NE) < fa(é + 1) < n(g(yg,a)a Gf} N MZ)
But this contradicts £ > n(1). |

Remark 3.26. Really the proof of [3.28 is a kind of weak black box: we attach to
every 1 € P, a first order theory T,, such that:
if I = 1I.,J = Y I, x* regular large enough, © € 5 (x*), then we can find
§#¢

n, (M, N,, : n < w) as in[[T] and T, is the first order theory of
(UM, My, Ny, M) m<w- We need of course x > 280,

Remark 3.27. 1) We could have used in the proof only ((x) of Def[[Tl and) (vii) of
323t but as we have used also (v)™ from 323 we can add:

(x) @ = b =min{|F#|: Z is a set of functions from w to w such that for every
g € “w for some f € F we have (3°n)[g(n) < f(n)]}.

Hence we can improve B.25] in two ways:

(a) we can omit (viii) in B23 and add |G¢| = |I| + b

(B) we can weaken the “super™” assumption and omit (v)¥, (viii) from 323
Of course (assuming less, getting less)

Conclusion 3.28. If A > X then there are 2* separable reduced abelian p-groups
of cardinality \ no one purely embeddable into another.

Proof. By 220 there is (I, : a < 2*) such that a # (3 implies I,, is (Rg, Rg)-super
unembeddable into Iz. But « # § implies I, is strongly ¢y.-unembeddable into
I,. Now Gy, is defined in [Sh:E59, 2.12(3)=2.5A(3)]. By [Sh:E59, 2.13=L2.5B]
we have G 1., is a separable reduced abelian p-group. We leave “G 1, hot purely
embeddable into Gfﬂ” to the reader. Em



54 SAHARON SHELAH

REFERENCES

[EK65] Ryszard Engelking and Monika Karlowicz, Some theorems of set theory and their topo-
logical consequences, Fundamenta Math. 57 (1965), 275-285.
[Fuc73] Laszlo Fuchs, Infinite Abelian Groups, vol. I, II, Academic Press, New York, 1970, 1973.
[Sh:a] Saharon Shelah, Classification theory and the number of nonisomorphic models, Studies in
Logic and the Foundations of Mathematics, vol. 92, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-
New York, xvi+544 pp, $62.25, 1978.
[Sh:c] , Classification theory and the number of nonisomorphic models, Studies in Logic
and the Foundations of Mathematics, vol. 92, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam,
xxxiv+705 pp, 1990.

[Sh:e] , Non—structure theory, vol. accepted, Oxford University Press.

[Sh:g] , Cardinal Arithmetic, Oxford Logic Guides, vol. 29, Oxford University Press, 1994.
[Sh:E12] , Analytical Guide and Corrections to [Sh:g|., arxiv:math.LO/9906022.

[Sh:E59] ,  General mnon-structure theory and constructing from linear orders,
arxiv:1011.3576.

[Sh:E62] , Combinatorial background for Non-structure, arxiv:math.LO/1512.04767.
[Sh:100] , Independence results, The Journal of Symbolic Logic 45 (1980), 563-573.
[Sh:136] , Constructions of many complicated uncountable structures and Boolean alge-

bras, Israel Journal of Mathematics 45 (1983), 100-146.

[Sh:225] , On the number of strongly Nc-saturated models of power A, Annals of Pure and
Applied Logic 36 (1987), 279287, See also [Sh:225a].

[Sh:225a)] , Number of strongly V¢ saturated models—an addition, Annals of Pure and
Applied Logic 40 (1988), 89-91.

[Sh:262] , The number of pairwise non-elementarily-embeddable models, The Journal of
Symbolic Logic 54 (1989), 1431-1455.

[Sh:309] , Black Bozxes, , 0812.0656. 0812.0656. arxiv:0812.0656.

[Sh:351] , Reflecting stationary sets and successors of singular cardinals, Archive for Math-
ematical Logic 31 (1991), 25-53.

[Sh:413] , More Jonsson Algebras, Archive for Mathematical Logic 42 (2003), 1-44,
arxiv:math.L0O/9809199.

[Sh:511] , Building complicated index models and Boolean algebras, .

[Sh:572] , Colouring and non-productivity of Na-cc, Annals of Pure and Applied Logic 84
(1997), 153-174, arxiv:math.LO/9609218.

EINSTEIN INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, EDMOND J. SAFRA CAMPUS, GIVAT RAM, THE HE-
BREW UNIVERSITY OF JERUSALEM, JERUSALEM, 91904, ISRAEL, AND, DEPARTMENT OF MATHE-
MATICS, HILL CENTER - BuscH CAMPUS, RUTGERS, THE STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW JERSEY, 110
FRELINGHUYSEN ROAD, PiscATaAwAy, NJ 08854-8019 USA

E-mail address: shelah@math.huji.ac.il

URL: http://shelah.logic.at



	§ 0. Introduction
	§ 1. Properties saying trees are complicated
	§ 2. Further cases of super unembeddability
	§ 3. Applications and generalizations
	§ 3(A). The Many pairwise Unembeddable Models
	§ 3(B). On Generalizations and Abelian p-groups

	References

