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ON LOCAL CLUB CONDENSATION

GABRIEL FERNANDES

ABSTRACT. We obtain results on the condensation principle called local club
condensation. We prove that in extender models an equivalence between the
failure of local club condensation and subcompact cardinals holds. This gives
a characterization of [, in terms of local club condensation in extender mod-
els. Assuming GCH, given an interval of ordinals I we verify that iterating
the forcing defined by Holy-Welch-Wu, we can preserve GCH, cardinals and
cofinalities and obtain a model where local club condensation holds for every
ordinal in I modulo those ordinals which cardinality is a singular cardinal.
We prove that if k is a regular cardinal in an interval I, the above iteration
provides enough condensation for the combinatorial principle DIg (H%)7 and in
particular $(.S), to hold for any stationary S C k.

1. INTRODUCTION

Local club condensation is a condensation principle that abstracts some of the
condensation properties of L, Gddels constructible hierarchy. Local club conden-
sation was first defined in [FH11] and it is part of the outer model program which
searches for forcing models that have L-like features.

Convention 1.1. The class of ordinals is denoted by OR. The transitive closure
of a set X is denoted by trcl(X), and the Mostowski collapse of a structure 9B is
denoted by clps(B).

In order to define condensation principles we define filtrations which is an ab-
straction of the stratfication (L, | o < OR) of L.

Definition 1.2. Given ordinals o < 8 we say that (M¢ | o < & < ) is a filtration
iff

(1) for all € € («, B), M is transitive, £ C Mg,

(2) for all € € (o, 8), M NOR = ¢,

(3) for all £ € (Oé, /B)ﬂ |M§| < maX{N07 |§|}5

(4) if £ < ¢, then Mg - Mc,

(5) if € is a limit ordinal, then M¢ =, ¢ Ma.

Convention 1.3. Given a filtration (Mg | £ < B), if § is a limit ordinal we let
Mg :=U, .5 M,.

The following is an abstract formulation of the Condensation lemma that holds
for the constructible hirerarchy (L, | « € OR):

Definition 1.4. Suppose that x and A\ are regular cardinals and that M = (M, |
Kk < a <) is a filtration. We say that M satisfies strong condensation iff for every
a € (k,A) and every (X, €) <5, (Ma,€) there exists @ such that clps(X,€) =
(Mg, €).
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While strong condensation is not consistent with the existence of large cardinals,
see [FH11] and [SV04], Local club condensation, which we define below, is consistent
with any large cardinal, see [FH11, Theorem1].

Definition 1.5 (Holy,Welch,Wu,Friedman [HWW15],[FH11]). Let s be a cardinal
of uncountable cofinality. We say that M = (Mg | § < k) is a witnesses to the

fact that local club condensation holds in (1, (), and denote this by (H,, G,M> =
LCC(n, (), iff all of the following hold true:

(D) n<(<r+1
(2) M isa filtration such that M, = H,
(3) For every ordinal « in the interval (1, () and every sequence F = ((F,, k) |
n € w) such that, for alln € w, k, € wand F,, C (M,)"*, there is a sequence
B = (Bs | 8 < |a|) having the following properties:
(a) forall B < |, By is of the form (Bg, €, M [(BsNOR), (FuN(Bs)*" ) new);
(b) for all B < |a|, Bg < (Ma, €, M | a, (Fp)new):?
(c) for all 5 < |al, 8 C Bg and |Bg| < |af;
(d) for all 8 < |af, there exists 8 < k such that

clps((Bg, €, (Bs | € Bs NOR))) = (Mg, €,(Ms | § € B));
(e) (Bg | B < |a|) is C-increasing, continuous and converging to M,.

For B as in Clause (3) above we say that B witnesses LCC(1,¢) at o with respect
to F. We write LCC(n, (] for LCC(n,{ + 1).

In section 2 we present our resutls regarding Local Club Condensation in ex-
tender models. An extender model is an inner model of the form L[F], it is a
generalization of L that can accommodate large cardinals. An inner model of the
form L[E] is the smallest transitive proper class that is a model of ZF and is closed
under the operator  — x N E, where £ : OR — V and each E, = () or E, is
a partial extender. L[E] models can be stratified using the L-hirearchy and the
J-hirearchy, for example:

o JE =1,
o Jop = rudp(J) UL,
o JP = Us<, J[;E if v is a limit ordinal.
and finally
LIE = | JF.
aceOR

In [FH11, Theorem 8] it is shown that Local Club Condensation holds in various
extender models, we extend [FH11, Theorem 8] to an optimal result for extender
models that are weakly iterable (see Defnition 2.7). We carachterize Local club
condensation in extender models in terms of subcompact cardinals®.

Theorem A. If L|E] is an extender model that is weakly iterable, then given an
infinite cardinal K the following are equivalent:

(a) (Ly+([E] € (Lg[E] | B € £T)) = LCC(K T, 7]

(b) L[E] E (k is not a subcompact cardinal).
In addtion for every limit cardinal k with cf(k) > w we have

(Lu+[E], €, (Lp[E] | B € 7)) = LCC(k, £T].

1See Convention 1.3

2Note that the case a = k uses Convention 1.3.

3A subcompact cardinal is a large cardinal that is located in the consistency strengh hirearchy
below a supercompact cardinal and above a superstrong cardinal. See definition in [SZ01a]
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We warn the reader that it is not known how to construct an extender model
that is weakly iterable and has a subcompact cardinal, but this is part of the aim
of the inner model theory program and it is desirable to know what hold in such
models.

Corollary A provides an equivalence between [, and a condensation principle
that holds in the interval (x7, k%), Corollary A is immediate from Theorem A
and the main result in [SZ04]:

Corollary A. If L[E] is an extender model with Jensen’s A-indexing that is weakly
iterable, then given k, an L[E] cardinal, the following are equivalent:

(a) LIE] = O

(b) (Li[E) €, (Lg[E] | B < k) = LCC(kT, £7T)

We verify that a subcompact cardinal is an even more severe impediment for

LCC to hold:

Theorem B. Suppose L[E] is an extender model with Jensen’s A-indexing such
that every countable elementary submodel of L|E] is (w1 + 1,w1)-iterable. In L[FE],

if an ordinal k is a subcompact cardinal, then there is no M such that (M++, €
E

M) = LCC(kT, k1) and M,+v = Hﬂﬁ and M+ = HﬂE]

In section 3 we prove how to force local club condensation on a given interval
of ordinals I modulo ordinals with singular cardinality (Theorem C) . It was al-
ready obtained in [FH11] a model where local club condensation holds on arbritrary
intervals I including ordinals with singular cardinality, this was done via class forc-
ing, although we do not obtain as much condensation as in [FH11], building on
[HWW15] we define a set forcing P which is simpler than the forcing in [FH11], and
which will force enough condensation for a few applications, see section 4.

Theorem C. If GCH holds and k is a reqular cardinal and o is an ordinal, then
there is a set forcing P which is < k-directed closed and k+*1-cc, GCH preserving
such that in VF there is a filtration (M, | o < kT9T) such that for every regular
cardinal 0 € [k, k] we have Hy = My and (M, | a < 1) |= LCCRreg(k, £T%).

In Section 4 we show that the iteration of the forcing from [HWW15] implies
DIS(I13) (see definition in [FMR20]) which is a combinatorial principle defined in
[FMR20] and is a variation of Devlin’s ¥ (see [Dev82]).

Corollary D. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal and let v be a cardinal such
that u* < k. If GCH holds, then there is a set forcing P which is < p*-directed
and kt-cc, GCH preserving, such that in VF we have DU5(I1}), in particular o(S),
for any stationary S C k.

2. LOCAL CLUB CONDENSATION IN EXTENDER MODELS

The main result in this section is Theorem A which extends [FH11|[Theorem 8]
and gives a characterization of local club condensation in terms of subcompact
cardinals. For the standard notation on inner model theory and fine structure like
premouse, projectum, standard parameter and etc. we refer the reader to [Zem02].

Definition 2.1. Given a premouse M, a parameter p € (M N OR<¥) and ¢ €
MNOR and (p; | i € w) a primitive recursive enumeration of all ¥; formulas in
the premice language we define

1) = {(a,i) € (€ x w) | M [ gi(a,p)}-

Fact 2.2. Given (¢, | n € w) a primitive recursive enumeration of all X1 for-
mulas in the premice language, there exists a X1-formula ®(w,x,y) in the premice
language such that for any premouse M the following hold:
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o If n € wis such that ¢,(x) = Jydn(x,y) and ¢, is Xo, then for every
x € M there exists yo € M such that (M | én(x,y0)) iff there exists
y1 € M such that (M = ®(n,x,y1))

e For every n € w and for every x € M, if there are yo,y1 € M such that
(M ': @(n,:c,yo) A (I)(nazayl))) then yo = 11

Definition 2.3. Let M be a premouse we denote by h{*! the partial function from
w X M into M defined by the formula ® from Fact 2.2. Given X C M and p € M
we denote by h{'[X, p] the set h{M[(X x {p})<*].

Fact 2.4. (1) Suppose L[E] is an extender model. Let vy be an ordinal such
that E., # 0, then there exists g € Jfﬂ such that g : N(Ey) — v onto.
(2) P(J7) NV IF = Bu(J7)

Lemma 2.5. Suppose L[E] is an extender model and vy is such that E, # () and
L,[E] = JE. Then there exists g € L 1[E] such that g : \(E,) — 7 and g is onto.

Proof. Tt follows from Fact 2.4 and that ¥,,(JF) = L1 [E]. O

Remark 2.6. Notice that in particular for any premouse M, if v € M N OR and
M E “vis a cardinal” it follows from Fact 2.4 that E, = (), as otherwise

Jfﬂ E “yis not a cardinal,”

and hence
M E “yis not a cardinal.”

Definition 2.7. We say that an extender model L[E] is weakly iterable iff for every
o € OR if there exists an elementary embedding 7 : M — (JF, €, E|a, E,), then
M is (wy + 1,w; )-iterable.®

Lemma 2.8. Let L[E] be an extender model that is weakly iterable and let k be a
cardinal in L[E]. Suppose i : N — M is the inverse of the Mostowisk collapse of
By U {pY), p1(N) = 7, erit(n) =7, 7 < 5, M = (JE,&,E | a, Ea) for some
a € (kT kTT). Then N <M if and only if E, = 0.

Proof. The proof is a special case of condensation lemma. Suppose that E, = 0,
we will verify that N < M.

Let H <5, Vo for some €2 large enough, where ¢ € H and H is countable.
Let 7 : H — Vg be the inverse of the Mostowisk colapse of H, let 7(N) = N,
(M) =M and 7(i) = i.

Let e be an enumeration of M and let ¥ be an e-minimal (w1, w1 + 1)-strategy
for M ®. Since i embedds (M, N, %) into M, it follows from 9.2.12 in [Zem02] that

we can compare (M, N,7) and M and we have the following:

e M wins the comparison, -
e the last model on the phalanx side is above N,
e there is no drop on the branch of the phalanx side.

From the fact that h{¥ (yUp) = N it follows that h{Y (7Uq) = N where 7(q) = p.
This implies that A/ can not move in the comparison, as otherwise it would drop
and we already know that it is the M side which wins the comparison. Let 7 be
the iteration tree on M and U the iteration tree on the phalanx (M, N, 7).

Claim 2.8.1. N’ # M7

4See definiton 9.1.10 in [Zem02] for the definition of (wy + 1,w; )-iterable.
5The existence of an e-minimal iteration strategy follows from the hypothesis that L[E] is
weakly iterable and Neeman-Steel lemma, see [Zem02, Theorem9.2.11]
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Proof. We already know that A" M . If M does not move then N'# M7 = M
since they have different cardinality. Suppose 7 is non-trivial and M7 = N let
b7 be the main branch in 7. Let n be the last drop in 7. In order to M/ be
1-sound we need crit(EZ,—) < p1 (MZ;) and since A\(EJ ) > v we have )\(EZ,—) > 7.
This implies that py(ML) > p1(M] ) > 7l 1 (ky) > v = p1(N), which is a
contradiction since we are assuming that M7 = N. O

Since NV is a proper initial segment of M7 it will follows that M does not move.
For a contradiction, suppose M moves then the index A\(EY) of the first extender
used on the M side is greater than « since N [ ¥ = M | v and, by our hypothesis,
E., = 0. Moreover the cardinal in M%(Tq)’ the last model in the iteration on the
M side of the comparison. We have the following:

N is a proper initial segment of M7,

AEY) < (NN OR),

m (yuq) =N,

m' 1 (u{g}) e ML,

then there exists a surjection from 5 onto the index of EJ in MZ which is a
contradiction.

Thus we must have N'< M and by elementarity of 7 we have N < M. O

Lemma 2.9. Let L[E] be an extender model that is weakly iterable. In L[E],
let k be a cardinal which is not a subcompact cardinal. Let 3 € (kT,k*T) and
M = (Jg, €,E | B,Ez) and suppose that py(M) = kT. Then there is club C C k™
such that for all v € C if N' = clps(h{! (v U {p'})) then p1(N) = 7.

Proof. Let g be a function with domain s such that for each ¢ < k¥ we have that
9(&) = M (€U {p{"}) N OR=™.

Let f: kT — kT where given v < x™, f(7) is the least ordinal such that for
every r € g(£) we have that TM(y) € Jf(v). Notice that TM(v) € U,.c., P([(1]™),
hence it can be codded as a subset of v and therefore, by acceptability, it follows
that f(y) <™.

Let C be a club subset of the club of closure points of f and such that v € C
implies v = hi'(y U {pM}) N k. We will verify that C is the club we sought.

Let v € C. Let 7 : N — Jg be the inverse of the Mostowisk collapse of
M (y U {pM}). Then for each ¢ < v we have TV (€) = T;\(/L)(f) eJP=N1n.
Therefore p1 (N) > 7.

Notice that by a standard diagonal argument a = {£ € v | { & hjlv” (&p1)} €N
since NV, = hi[y U {p1}], thus p* > ~. O

Lemma 2.10. Let L[E] be an extender model that is weakly iterable. Given k € OR
if k is a successor cardinal in L[E] then the following are equivalent:

(a) (Lu+[E], €, (Lg[E] | B € £7)) = LCC(rT, 7).
(b) L[E] = (k is not a subcompact cardinal).

and if k is a limit cardinal of uncountable cofinality, then
(Lo+|E], €,(Lp[E] | B € k7)) |F LCC(k, k7]
Proof. Let a € (k,57T). Let f > a such that 8 € (v*,x%%) and pi((JF, €
LE|B,Ez)) =rt. Let M = (J[;E,E,E I 8,Es),
D={y <& |ha(yU{p})Ns" =1~}
and for each v € D let N, = clps(h1(y U {p1})). By Lemma 2.9 D contains a club
F C D such that v € F implies that there are 7, : N, — JﬁE where 7 is Egl),
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oy [y =id vy, m(v) = kT, p1(N,) = . We can also assume that v € F implies
L,[E] = JE.

We verify first the implication —(b) = —(a).

Suppose that (B, | v < |af) is a continuous chain of elementary submodels of
N = (J7, €, Ela, Ey) such that for all v < |a| we have | B,| < |af and U, ., B, =
M. We will verify that for stationary many 7’s we have that clps(B,) is not of the
form JcE for any (.

As |a| = k is a regular cardinal it follows that for club many +’s we have B, =
W (yU{pi}) NN = 771 (La[E))

From —(b) by Schimmerling-Zeman carachterization of [J,; (see [SZ01a]][Theorem 0.1]),
we can assume that for stationary many v € F we have E,/YV‘ # () . Notice
that N, = “y is a cardinal” and therefore ENv = () by Proposition 2.5. On the
other hand, from Proposition 2.5 we have L,]f 1 F “yis not a cardinal”. Since
L, 1[E] C Jy41[E] it follows that N, = clps(B,) is different from J<E for every
¢ > 7. Therefore LCC(x™, k) does not hold.

Next we verify (b) — (a). Suppose M = (LE €, Ela, E,, (F, | n € w)). We can
assume without loss of generality that S is large enough so that 91 € M.

We verify that (L,[E] | 7 < x*t) witnesses LCC(kT,x7] at . Let R :=
{MMy U {pMY U {uM}] | v < kT} where for any given X C M, h{'[X] denotes
the ¥1-Skolem hull of X in M and p™1 is the first standard parameter. It follows
that

C = {y < s | erit(clps(hy*[y U {p1!, ui"}])) = 7}
is a club and by lemma 2.9

D={y<s"|pmWN;) =1}

is also a club. From Theorem 1 in [SZ01b] and (b) it follows that there is a club
F C{y < k' | E, =0}. By Lemma 2.8, for every v € DN F we have N, < M.
We have L, [E] <M, therefore clps(Ly[E]N A (yU{p1})) <N5, hence clps(Lq[E]N
' (y U {p1})) = clps(B,) < M which verifies the equivalence between (b) — (a)

Now suppose k is a limit cardinal. The same argument used for the implication
(b) = (a) follows with the difference that we do not use Theorem 1 of [SZ01b],
instead we use that the cardinals below s form a club and that for every cardinal
p < k we have E, = 0. O

Definition 2.11. Given two predicates A and E we say that A is equivalent to F
iff J4 = JF for all a < OR.

Corollary 2.12. If A C OR is such that

o L[A] = (k is a subcompact cardinal ), and

o (L.++|A]l,€,(LglA]| B < rtT)) ELCC(kT, k1],
then there is no extender sequence such that L[E] is weakly iterable and E is equiv-
alent to A.

Remark 2.13. In [FH11] from the hypothesis that there is £ a subcompact cardi-
nal in V, it is obtained A C OR in a class generic extension which satisfies the
hypothesis of corollary 2.12.

Corollary 2.14. Suppose that L[E] is a extender model with Jensen’s A-indexing
and for every ordinal o the premouse JF is weakly iterable. If k is an ordinal such
that

L[E] E k is a subcompact cardinal,
then for no M = (Mg | @ < 67) with M.+ = H,+, My++ = H,++ and (H,++, €
M) | LCC(kT, k).
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Definition 2.15. We say that a nice filtration M for H «+ strongly fails to conden-
sate iff there is a stationary set S C x™ such that for any 3 € S and any continuous
chain B of elementary submodels of Mg there are stationary many points o where
B, does not condensate.

Lemma 2.16. If M is a filtration for H,.+ with M, = H, that strongly fails to
condensate, then there is no filtration N of H,+ with N, = H, that witnesses

LCC(k, k™).

Proof. Let N be a filtration of H,+ with N, = H,, and N,.+ = H,.+. Then there is
aclub D C k™ where N3 = Mpg for every 3 € D. Let f € SND, and let B = (B, |
T < |B| = k) be any chain of elementary submodels of Mg = Np. O

Corollary 2.17. Suppose V is an extender model which is weakly iterable. If there
exists k such that L[E] = “k is a subcompact cardinal’, then there is no sequence
M = (M, | a« < k") in L[E] such that (M+,€, M) = LCC(kT,k*T).

3. ForCING LocAaL CLUB CONDENSATION

In [FH11] it is shown, via class forcing, how to obtain a model of local club
condensation for all ordinals above wj. Later a simpler forcing was presented in
[HWW15] which forces condensation on an interval of the form (x, %) where x is a
regular cardinal. In this section we show that iterating the forcing from [HWW15]
and obtain a set forcing P which forces local club condensation on all ordinals of
an interval (x, x7%) modulo ordinals with singular cardinality. We will denote by
LCCreg (K, k™) (see Definition 3.2) the property that local club condensation holds
for all ordinals in the interval (k, xT) modulo those which cardinality is a singular
cardinal.

Iterating the forcing from [HWW15] gives us a set forcing which is relatively sim-
pler than the class forcing from [FH11] and LCCreg(k, £1%) is enough condensation
for applications where LCC(k, kT%) was used before, see Section 4 for applications.

Definition 3.1. Let s be a regular cardinal and « an ordinal such that ™ is a
regular cardinal. We say that ¥ (M, 0) holds iff M = (M, | v < kT%) is a filtration
and for every regular cardinal € (k, kT*) we have My = Hy.

Definition 3.2. Let x be a regular cardinal and « an ordinal. We say that
LCCreg(k, kT*) holds iff there is a filtration M = (M, | v < &) such that
(Mo, (My | v < £7%)) E LCC(a) for all a € (K, kT*) with |a| € Reg.

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem C. Suppose V models ZFC + GCH and k is a regular cardinal and (3
is an ordinal. Then there exists a set-sized forcing P which is cardinal preserving,
cofinality preserving, GCH preserving and forces the existence of a filtration M such
that W(M, k, k*P) holds and (M, +s,€, M) |= LCCreg(r, 5T7).

We start recalling the forcing from [HWW15] which we will iterate to obtain our
model. We present the definitions of the forcing from [HWW15] for self contain-
ment, we will work mainly with abstract properties of the forcing from Theorem
3.10 below.

Convention 3.3. e If a,b are sets of ordinals we write a<b iff sup(a)Nb = a.
e IfP=((P,|a<f),(Qu|a+1<p)is a forcing iteration, given ¢ < 3
we denote by R¢ 3 a P,-name such that P = P¢ xR; 5 (For the existence of

such name R¢ 5 see for example [Bau83, Section 5]).
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Definition 3.4. Let x be a regular cardinal. Suppose xk < a < k™, a condition at
« is a pair (fa,cq) which is either trivial, i.e. (fa,ca) = (0,0), or there is v, < &
such that

(1) ¢ : Yo — 2 is such that Co((fa,ca) == {6 < Vo | ca(6) = 1} = ¢ {1}.

(2) f:max(C,) — « is an injection and

(3) falmax(Cy)] C max(Cy)

Definition 3.5. Let x be a regular cardinal and « € (k,x") we also define a
function A with domain [k, kT) such that for every o, A(«) is a H,-name for either
0 or 1. We fix a wellorder W of H,+ of order-type x*. Let 3 € [k, ") and assume
that A [ 5 and Hg have been defined.

Let A(f) be the canonical Hg-name for either 0 or 1 such that for any Hg-generic
Gg, A(B) = 1iff B = <7, <6,e== © i is the y*"-name (in the sense of W) Hs-nice
name for a subset of k, € < k and € € %5 7

Suppose that A[f is defined, we proceed to define Hg. Suppose p is an -sequence
such that for each oo < /3 we have p(«) € Hy, and suppose that | supp(p)| = {7 < 8 |
p(7) # 1m, }| < k. If = a+ 1 for some «, then we require that

p | B € Hp for every 5 < o and if @ = 3 + 1, the following holds:

p(B) = (f3,cp) is a condition at (3,

if Cs # 0, then p | 8 decides A(B) = ag,

for all 5 € Cs # 0,p(otp(f509])) = as,

P = supp(p)Nk = g = dom(cg) for any 8 € C-supp(p), where C- supp(p) :=

{7 <B1C(p(y) # 0}
307 such that for all 8 € C-supp(p), max(Cg) = 7,

Bo < By both in C-supp(p),
fBo [5p] d fBl [6p]

8 and

f6. 1671\ Bo # 0
For p and ¢ in H, we let ¢ < p iff ¢ [ k < p | k and for every 8 € [\, a),
q(8) < p(B).

We will work with a forcing that is equivalent to Hg and is a subset of H,+.

Definition 3.6. If s is a regular cardinal and = : H, ,+ — H,+ is such that
7(p) = p [ supp(p), then we define P, .+ := rng(n) and given s,t € P, .+ we let

s<p_, tiff 7 '(s) <m_ , 7 ().

Next we describe how we will iterate the forcing from Definition .

Definition 3.7. Let o be an ordinal and x a regular cardinal. We define PP, ,.+«
as the iteration (P .+~ | 7 < ), (Q, | T < a)) as follows:
(1) If 7 = B+ 1 for some B < 7 and k7? is a regular cardinal. If there exists
Qg C H,+s+1 such that P, 45 IF Qg = Pprs s we let Py p1p01 =
P, o+6 * ng, otherwise we stop the iteration.
(2) If 7 = B+ 1 for some 3 < 7 and x*7 is a singular cardinal, we let Qg =1
(3) If B is a limit ordinal and k7 is a regular cardinal, then P is the direct
limit of (P, .+s,Qp | 0 < 7).
(4) If 7 is a limit ordinal and k18 s singular, then P ,.+- is the inverse limit
of (P, .+0,Qp | 0 < 7).

6<’y, <6, e denotes the Godel pairing.
TAs § < B, we identify & with a Hg-name using the induction hypothesis that Hs < Hg.
8See Convention 3.3



ON LOCAL CLUB CONDENSATION 9

Remark 3.8. Given an ordinal o and a regular cardinal s the forcing P, ,,+o is
obtained forcing P,s ,+s+1 for each successor ordinal 8 < « such that kTP is a
regular cardinal. If 8 is a limit ordinal but not an inaccessible cardinal, then we
take inverse limits, if x is an inaccessible cardinal we take direct limits.

Remark 3.9. Let x be a regular cardinal and let G be P, ,,+-generic. Consider

fo = J{f | 3p(a € dom(p) Ap € G Ap(a) = (¢, f))}

By a standard density argument we have that f, is a bijection from x onto . It
also holds that o € A iff {y < x| otp(faly]) € A} contains a club and o ¢ A iff
{y < k| otp(faly]) € A} contains a club.

Theorem 3.10 ([HWW15]). Suppose GCH holds and & is a cardinal. Then P, is
a < k- directed closed, kK -cc forcing such that |P| = k and for all G, P-generic, the
following holds in V[G]:

There is M = (Mg, | oo < k%) which witnesses LCC(k, 57,

M, = H,,

Mn* = Hn+7

There exists A C kT such that for all § < k* we have (Mg = Lg[A]).

We will need the following facts:

Fact 3.11. [Bau83, Theorem 2.7 Let P,, be the inverse limit of (Ps, Qs | B < a).
Suppose that k is a reqular cardinal and for all 5 < «,

Il—pﬂ ng 1s k-directed closed.

Suppose also that all limits are inverse or direct and that if B < «, [ is a limit
ordinal and cf(B) < k, then Pg is the inverse limit of (P, | v < B). Then P, is
k-directed closed.

Fact 3.12. Suppose cf(k) > w. If P is a k-cc forcing and P I+ Q is k-cc, then PxQ
18 K-cC.

Fact 3.13. Let P be a partial order and 6 a reqular cardinal. Suppose P preserves
cardinals. If G is P-generic, then Hg/ = HGV[G].

Proof. Let G be P-generic and w € HGV[G]. Let 0 = |trcl{w}| and suppose f: 4§ —
trel{w} is a bijection. Let R C § such that (x,y) € R if and only if f(x) € f(y).
Then the Mostowski collapse of (§, R) is equal to w. Since IPis < 6-closed, it follows
that (0, R) € V and hence w € V. Since PP preserves cardinals it follows that |w| = &

and w € Hy. O

Fact 3.14. Let u be a cardinal. Suppose P is a forcing that is u*-cc and P C H,+.
, . VG
If G is P-generic, then Hlﬁ[ = H,.[G].

Proof. We proceed by € induction on the elements of HXJG]. Notice that it suffices
to prove the result for subsets of kT, since every = € HXJG] is of the form trcl(v, R)

for some v < kT and R C vy x . Let z = 0[G] € HXJG] such that z C k*. As P is
puT-cc, there is an ordinal «y such that x C v and 1p I o C 7. Let = {4, x {7} |
FJpePIey(pl-é=m)AT€ H,+} and each A, C P such that:

(1) A, is an antichain,

(2) g€ A, implies ¢ IF 7 € 0,

(3) ¢ € A, is maximal with respect to the above two properties.

It follows that 6§ € H,+ and 0[G] = o[G]. O
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Remark 3.15. If P and p satisfy the hypothesis from Fact 3.14 and o is a P-name
such that 1p IF 0 C HH+, then using Fact 3.14 we can find a P-name 7 C Hlﬁ such
that 1p IF o = .

Remark 3.16. Given a regular cardinal £ and a limit ordinal 3, we have cf(kT#) =
cf(B). Therefore if B < k7 it follows that x*” is singular. On the other hand
if kT8 = cf(k*P) = cf(B) < B, then B is a weakly inaccessible cardinal, i.e. a
cardinal that is a limit cardinal and regular. Thus x*# is regular iff 3 is a weakly
inaccessible cardinal.

Convention 3.17. Let P be a set forcing and ¢(og, - - - , 0,) a formula in the forcing
language. We write P Ik ¢(og,- -+, 0p) if for all p € P we have p I- ¢(0g, -+, 00).

Lemma 3.18. Suppose GCH holds. Let k be a reqular cardinal and 8 an ordinal.
Then P, +s preserves GCH, cardinals and cofinalities and if k1P is a regular cardi-
nal then there exists Qﬁ C Hyts+1 a Py vs-name such that Py, vs IFPpys rpe1 =

Qs-

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction. Besides the statement of the lemma we

carry the following additional induction hypothesis:

(1)g P, .+s preserves cardinals and cofinalities,

(2)g If k™7 is a regular cardinal and not the successor of a singular cardinal,
then P, 15 is k1TP-cc and there exists ng C H,+s+1 such that P, s IF
(Pytp grp+1 = Qp).-

(3)s If K77 is a successor of a singular cardinal, then P, .+s is k77T 1-cc,

(4)5 If K*7 is a singular cardinal, then |Pg| < x+A+1

For 8 = 1 the lemma follows from Theorem 3.10. Suppose that (1)p to (4)p and

that the lemma holds for all § < 3. We will verify that (1)g to (4)s and that the

lemma holds for 5.

» Suppose 3 = 0 + 1 for some ordinal @ such that x*% is regular. From (2)g in
our induction hypothesis, P, . +o is k1T0-cc, hence by Fact 3.14, for any G, P, joto-

generic, we have H, +o+1[G] = H:lﬂl Thus there exists Qs C H,o+1 such that

Py o8 IF “Pus oo = Qg”.
From our induction hypothesis P, .+o preserves GCH, cardinals and cofinalities
and from (2)g we have that P, ,.+o is kT0-cc. We also have that

P oo IF “P 4o 4041 preserves GCH, cardinals, cofinalities and it is kT cer.

Altogether implies that P, ,+s, which is P, .+ * QB, preserves GCH, cardinals and
cofinalities. By Fact 3.12 we have that P, ,.+s is s77-cc.

» Suppose 1% is singular and 8 = 6 + 1. By our induction hypothesis (4)p we
have [P0 < #70+1. As Qg is the trivial forcing, it follows that [P, 6| < *7
and P, .+s is K77+ -cc. Therefore if G is P, ,+s+1-generic, H,+s+1[G] = H’ﬂﬂl,
hence we can find @BH C H,+p+1 as sought and P, ,.+s preserves GCH, cardinals
and cofinalities.

» Suppose that 3 is a limit ordinal and x*# is a singular cardinal.

From our induction hypothesis we have that for every ¢ < g the forcing P, ,+¢
preserves cardinals and by Theorem 3.11

P, o+ IF “RK+§’H+B is <kT7-closed.”
Therefore all cardinals below k17 are preserved. Thus k1 remains a cardinal in
V[Gs] and cf (k+P)VICs] = (cf(k+F))VIG] = (cf(kHF))V.
As cf (k) < k18, we can fix 7 < 8 such that k7 > cf(kT#). From our
induction hypothesis we have that P, ,+-+1 preserves cardinals. From Theorem



ON LOCAL CLUB CONDENSATION 11

3.11 we have that P, ,+r+1 forces R irt1 .46 to be <cf(kt?)*-closed. Therefore
((H+ﬂ>cf(n+‘3>)V[GT] — ((,{Jrﬁ)Cf("@JrB))V[GB] and (k+HA+H1)VIGe] = (x+B+1)VIGs] We
have verified above that

e P, .+ lF (k7P)Vis a cardinal

o P is IF (cf(kF7)) = cfV (k17)

o Py s - or*P = B+
It is also clear from the above that P, ,.+s preserves GCH, cardinals and cofinalities
below 7.

From our induction hypothesis (2)g it follows that for each 8 < [ we have
|Qo| < &+9FL, then using GCH it follows that [P, .+s| < #*+! and hence P, .+s
is kA2 cc.

Thus P, .+s preserves GCH, cardinals and cofinalities above kTA+2,

» If k™7 is a limit cardinal and regular, then P, +s is the direct limit of
(P ir,Qri1 | 7 < &*F). From our induction hypothesis (2)y for § < j, we
have |Q,| < k*7t1. Therefore [P, +s| < ™7 and hence P, 15 is x#1-cc and pre-
serves GCH, cardinals and cofinalties at cardinals greater or equal than x*7. From
our induction hypothesis we have that cofinalities cardinals and GCH are preserved
below 7. Hence P, .+s preserves cofinalities, cardinals and GCH. O

Lemma 3.19, below, will be used in a context where W, = V[G,] and G, is

P, . +--generic.
Lemma 3.19. Let (W, | 7 < ) be a sequence of transitive proper classes that model
ZFC and suppose that 1o < 11 < B implies W, C W, and Card"V = Card"m.
Suppose further that the following hold:

(1) for each T < (B the folowing holds in W : there exists A; C k™7 such that

M7 = (L[A]¢ | ¢ < k77 witnesses LCCreg (s, £1T7),
(2) For o <1 < f3 we have HVZTO = L[A,,] LA, ] + = HVZ”,
TO T

+ =
To 1 1
(3) for every T < 3 we have HV" = HY? and
(4)
A= A1 (57, 67 | Reg () AT < BYU|{A- [ (577, 577F2) | Sing(k77)}
is an element of Wp.
Then M = (Lc[A] | ¢ < kTP) witnesses LCCReg (K, kT7) in Wj.
Proof. We work in Wp. Let a € (k,x*?) such that |a| is a regular cardinal. Let
S = (La[A], €, (Fn)new) € Hq+.

We will find B that witnesses LCC at « for S. There is By € W, where 17 = |a,
which witnesses LCC at o in W, with respect to (Fy)new. Since L,[A,] = HY" =
HY" = L,[A,+], it follows that there is a club C C x*7 such that ¢ € C' implies
L,[A;] = L,JA]. Thus B = By | C will witness LCC at o with respect to (Fy)new
in Wps. O
Lemma 3.20. Let k be a regular cardinal and 3 an ordinal. Suppose that there ex-
ists M = (Lo[A] | & < a < k7P) which witnesses LCCreg (ki 517) and W (M, k, k+P)
holds. If k7 is a reqular cardinal, then P, +s +s+1 b LCCreg(k, k7)) and if k™7
is a singular cardinal then P, +s+1 542 IF LCCreg(, A1) A W(M, k,kHP).

Proof. We split the proof into two cases depending on whether x*# is regular or
not.

» Suppose £ 77 is a regular cardinal. Let B C (k”, k%t1) such that (L,[B] | a <
kALY witnesses LCCreg(k7, £TPH1). Since Py+s ro+1 is < k1P-closed, it follows
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that for G, P, +5s ,+s+1-generic we have, by Fact 3.13 that (H,+5)VIC = (H,15)V.
We then let N = (Lo[C] | @ < kP+1) where C = (AN &)U (B\ £159), witness
LCCReg (K, kTAF1).

» Suppose 17 is a singular cardinal. Let G be P,+5+1 +s+2-generic over V.
Let G be P-generic, from Fact 3.13 it follows that for every cardinal § < xT7+! we
have H) = HX[G].

Let B C k772 be such that N = (L,[B] | v < xT712) witnesses LCC(k A+ x+F+2)
in V[G]. Let C := AU (B\ k™). Then W := (Lo[C] | @ < x*P+2) witnesses
LCCReg (K, kTA12). O

Theorem C. If GCH holds and k is a reqular cardinal and o is an ordinal, then
there is a set forcing P which is < r-directed closed and kT*1-cc, GCH preserving
such that in VF there is a filtration (M, | oo < k%) such that (M, s, ktP+1) holds
and (M, | o < 1) |= LCCReg(k, £T%)

Proof. We prove by induction that the following hold:

(1) for each 7 < 3 there exists A, C k™™ € V[G,] such that, in V[G,]| we have
that M™ = (L[A;]¢ | ¢ < k77H1) = LCCReg (K, 77) and U(M, k, k+7)

(2) For 79 < 11 < 8 we have H:T[G’] = LTO+ [A,] = LTU+ [Ar] = HTj[GT]’
(3) for every 7 < /3 we have HX[G’] = HX[GB] and

(4)
A= AL 1 (577, 5774 | Reg(ntT) AT < BYULTAL 1 (657, 5%7+2) | Sing(w*7)}

is an element of V[Gg].

If B =1 the lemma follows from Theorem 3.10. If § = 0 4+ 1, from our induction
hypothesis and Lemma 3.20 it follows that P, ,+s+ IF LCCreg(%, kTA). If Bis a
limit ordinal all we need to verify is that

\%
(1) H:L—JA = H,{fT‘Fl
for every 7 < /3 in order to apply Lemma 3.19. Since for each 7 < 8 we have that
P, ¢ IF “Ryic is < k¥¢-closed” and P, ,+¢ preserve cardinals and cofinalities (1)
follows from Fact 3.13
O

4. APPLCIATIONS

In this section we show that the iteration of the forcing from [HWW15] can
replace some uses of the main forcing in [FH11].

Definition 4.1. Let u, A, F be sets. We say that =(A, p, j?) holds iff u is a regular
cardinal, A is a function such that A : u* — 2 and j? is a sequence of bijections
(fs | K < B < p*) such that for each 8 < p, f3: p— 3, and the following hold:

° HM* = LH+[A],

o ({,1)e A\p<«+3C(Cisaclub AC C {y < pu|otp(fe[y]) € A}),

o ({,1)e A\p+<3C(Cisaclub AC C {y < p|otp(fe[y]) € A}).

Lemma 4.2. Let pu be a reqular cardinal, A a function A : u* — 2 and f = (fs |
k < B < ut) a sequence of bijections such that fg : p — B for each B < pt.
Suppose Z(A, p, f) holds. Given ¢ € u™ \ p, the following are equivalent:

(1) ¢€ A\ p,
(2) 3f3C(f :p— (NS is a bijection ANC is a club NC C {y < p | otp(f[v]) €
A},
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(3) VfAC(f : p— (A [ is a biection NC is a club NC C {y < | otp(f[v]) €

A},
(4) YINC(f = u — ¢ A fisabijection NClisaclub — C € {y < p |
otp(f[y]) & A}.

Moreover § € A\ pis Ay ({A | p,&}) over Hyy .

Proof. Let ¢ € u™ \ p. As p, A, f witness the condensation axiom, it follows that
(€ A\ p + 3C(Cisaclub ANC C {y < p | otp(fe[y]) € A}. Let f be a
bijection from g onto (. Then from the regularity of u it follows that there exists
(C aclub such that D C {y < p | otp(fe[y]) € A} iff there exists D a club such
that C' C {y < p | otp(fe[y]) € A}. Thus (1) (2) and (3) are equivalent.

Let us verify that (4) is equivalent to (1). Since p, A, f witness the condensation
axiom, it follows that { ¢ A iff there exists a club C such that C C {y < u |
otp(fe[v]) € A}. Let f be a bijection f: p — (. From the regularity of p it follows
that there exists a club C such that C' C {y < p | otp(fc[v]) & A} iff there exists a
club D such that D C {v < u | otp(fc[y]) € A}. Thus (1) is equivalent to (4).

The moreover part follows from the equivalence between (1),(2) and (4), and the
fact that C' € {v < u | otp(f[y]) € A} is equivalent to VAVAVS((y € C A h: 3 —
fIv] A b is an isomorphis) — (5,0) € A). O

Our next result, Theorem D, is an adaptation of [FH11, Theorem 39].

Theorem D. Suppose that 0 is an ordinal, k is a reqular cardinal and £t is a
reqular cardinal. Then P, . +o+1 forces that LCCRreg(k, kTO0T1) holds and that there
exists a well order of H.+ that is A, definable over H,+ in a parameter a C k0.

Proof. We have that P, e+ forces that there exists M = (M, | a < &t a
filtration, such that
(1) H.+6 = M, +5 for every B <0 +1,
(2) there exists A C kT9+! such that for all a < k9! we have M, = L,[A]
(3) (M, e, M) = LCCreg(r, sT0T1)
Let (fs | K < B < k™) be the sequence of bijections obtained by forcing with P, .+,
see remark 3.9. Then we have that 8 € A iff {y < x*? | otp(fs[0]) € A} contains a
club and 8 ¢ A iff {7 <kt | otp(fs[y]) € A} contains a club.
Therefore by Lemma 4.2 we can define ANxT+ in H, 1041 using AN xT0 with
a A; formula. The concatenation of the definition of A with the A; well order of
L, +o+1[A] gives the A; well order we sought.
0

Corollary D. Suppose that 0 is an ordinal, x is a regular cardinal. Then P, 1o+
forces that for every S C k stationary we have DI5(I13) and in particular $(S).

Proof. Follows from Theorem D and [FMR20, Theorem 2.24]. O
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