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Abstract

We answer a question of Woodin by showing that assuming an inacces-

sible cardinal κ which is a limit of ăκ-supercompact cardinals exists, there

is a stationary set preserving forcing P so that V P |ù “NSω1
is ω1-dense”.

We also introduce a new forcing axiom QM, show it is consistent assuming

a supercompact limit of supercompact cardinals and prove that it implies

Qmax-p˚q. Consequently, QM implies “NSω1
is ω1-dense”.

1 Introduction

1.1 History of “NSω1
is ω1-dense”

In 1930, Stanislaw Ulam published an influential paper [Ula30] dealing with a
question of Stefan Banach generalizing the measure problem of Lebesgue. He
proved the following theorem:

Theorem 1 (Ulam). Suppose κ is an uncountable cardinal and there is a σ-
additive real-valued measure on κ which

piq measures all subsets of κ and

piiq vanishes on points.

Then there is a weakly inaccessible cardinal ď κ.

Ulam noticed that he could strengthen his conclusion if he replaces real-
valued by 0-1-valued. In more modern terminology, his second result reads:

Theorem 2 (Ulam). Suppose κ is an uncountable cardinal and there is a non-
principal σ-complete ultrafilter on κ. Then there is a (strongly) inaccessible
cardinal ď κ.
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These theorems gave birth to what are now known as real-valued measurable
cardinals and measurable cardinals respectively. In the interest of having all
subsets of some cardinal κ be measured in some sense, instead of increasing
the size of κ, it is also possible to increase the number of allowed filters that
measure. Henceforth Ulam considered the following question:

Question 3. Suppose κ is an uncountable cardinal below the least inaccessible.
What is the smallest possible size of a family F of σ-closed nonprincipal filters
on κ so that every subset of κ is measured by some filter in F?

Let us call the cardinal in question the Ulam number of κ, Ulampκq. Ulam’s
second theorem above can be rephrased as “Ulampκq ą 1”. Indeed, Ulam proved
in unpublished work that Ulampκq ě ω. At some point, Ulam proposed this
question to Paul Erdős, who, together with Leonidas Alaoglu, improved Ulam’s
result to “Ulampκq ě ω1” [Erd50]. The problem, this time in the special case κ “
ω1, was apparently revitalized by appearing in the 1971 collection of unsolved
problems in set theory popularized by Erdős and Hajnal [EH71]: Shortly after,
Karel Prikry [Pri72] produced a model in which Ulampω1q “ 2ω1 “ ω2, and did
the same again with a different method in [Pri76].
A critical step towards a model in which Ulampω1q “ ω1 was taken by Alan D.
Taylor: Building on earlier work of Baumgartner-Hajnal-Maté [BHM75], Taylor
provided [Tay79] an impressive amount of statements equivalent to a natural
strengthening of “Ulampω1q “ ω1”, here is a shortened list.

Theorem 4 (Taylor). The following are equivalent:

piq There is a family of normal filters witnessing Ulampω1q “ ω1.

piiq There is a σ-closed uniform ω1-dense ideal on ω1.

piiiq There is a normal uniform ω1-dense ideal on ω1.

The formulation piiiq is much better suited for set-theoretical arguments.
We also mention that Taylor proved that all the above statements fail under
MAω1

.
Thus what remains of Ulam’s original question was reduced to: Is the existence
of a normal uniform ω1-dense ideal on ω1 consistent with ZFC? This was an-
swered positively by W. Hugh Woodin in three different ways. The first was by
forcing over a model of ADR+“Θ is regular”, already in the fall of 1978. (un-
published). At that time, this theory was not yet known to be consistent relative
to large cardinals. Naturally, somewhat later he did so from large cardinals:

Theorem 5 (Woodin, unpublished1). Assume there is an almost-huge cardinal
κ. Then there is a forcing extension in which there is a normal uniform ω1-dense
ideal on ω1 “ κ.

This finally resolved the question relative to large cardinals. But can the
canonical normal uniform ideal, namely NSω1

, have this property? It is known
that NSω1

behaves a little different in this context.

1A proof can be found in Foreman’s handbook article [For10].
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Theorem 6 (Shelah, [She86]). If NSω1
is ω1-dense then 2ω “ 2ω1 . In particular

CH fails.

This is not true for other normal uniform ideals on ω1, for example CH holds
in the model Woodin constructs from an almost huge cardinal. One can also ask
about the exact consistency strength of the existence of such a normal uniform
ω1-dense ideal on ω1. Both these questions were answered in subsequent work
by Woodin, building on his Pmax-technique.

Theorem 7 (Woodin, [Woo10, Corollary 6.150]). The following theories are
equiconsistent:

piq ZFC` “There are infinitely many Woodin cardinals.”

piiq ZFC` “NSω1
is ω1-dense.”

piiiq ZFC` “There is a normal uniform ω1-dense ideal on ω1.”

The direction piiiq ñ piq makes use of Woodin’s core model induction tech-
nique, the argument is unpublished. We refer the interested reader to [RS14]
where part of this is proven. Woodin’s method for piq ñ piiq is by forcing over
LpRq, assuming AD there, with the Pmax-variation Qmax. This approach has
one downside: It is a forcing construction over a canonical determinacy model.
LpRq can be replaced by larger determinacy models, but Qmax relies on a good
understanding of the model in question. In practice, this is akin to an anti large
cardinal assumption and leaves open questions along the lines of: Is “NSω1

is
ω1-dense” consistent together with all natural large cardinals, e.g. supercompact
cardinals? Is it consistent with powerful combinatorial principles, for example
SRP?
Woodin’s original motivation for these results was in fact the question of generic
large cardinal properties of ω1: For example ω1 is not measurable by Ulam’s
theorem, but there can be a generic extension of V with an elementary em-
bedding j : V Ñ M with transitive M and critical point ωV1 . This leads to
precipitous ideals on ω1.

Definition 8. A uniform ideal I on ω1 is precipitous if, whenever G is generic
for pPpω1q{Iq

` then UltpV, UGq is wellfounded2.

The existence of an ω1-dense ideal is a much stronger assumption than the
existence of a precipitous ideal. There is a natural well-studied intermediate
principle.

Definition 9. A uniform ideal I on ω1 is saturated if pPpω1q{Iq
` is ω2-c.c..

Here is a short history of similar result for these principles:

piq Mitchell forces a precipitous ideal on ω1 from a measurable in the mid 70s,
see [JMMP80].

2UG denotes the V -ultrafilter induced by G.
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piiq Magidor forces “NSω1
is precipitous” from a measurable, published in

[JMMP80].

piiiq Kunen [Kun78] forces a saturated ideal on ω1 from a huge cardinal, which
he invented for this purpose.

pivq Steel-Van Wesep [SVW82] force “NSω1
is saturated” over a model of3

AD`ACR.

pvq Foreman-Magidor-Shelah [FMS88] force “NSω1
is saturated” from a super-

compact with semiproper forcing. Later reduced to one Woodin cardinal
by Shelah4.

Woodin’s results continue this line of research for ω1-dense ideals. But the
analog of the step from pivq to pvq for ω1-dense ideals was missing. Accordingly,
Woodin posed the following question:

Question 10 (Woodin, [Woo99, Chapter 11 Question 18 b)]). Assuming the
existence of some large cardinal: Must there exist some semiproper partial order
P such that

V P |ù “NSω1
is ω1-dense” ?

We will answer this positively in this thesis.

Theorem 11. Assume there is an inaccessible cardinal κ which is the limit of
cardinals which are ăκ-supercompact. Then there is a stationary set preserving
forcing P so that

V P |ù “NSω1
is ω1-dense”.

If there is an additional supercompact cardinal below κ, we can find such P that
is semiproper.

On a different note, there has been significant interest recently into the pos-
sible ∆1-definability of NSω1

(with parameters), in particular in the presence
of forcing axioms. Note that NSω1

is trivially Σ1pω1q-definable, but it is inde-
pendent of ZFC whether NSω1

is Π1-definable. Hoffelner-Larson-Schindler-Wu
[HLSW22] show:

piq If BMM holds and there is a Woodin cardinal then NSω1
is not ∆1-

definable.

piiq If p˚q holds then NSω1
is not ∆1-definable.

piiiq Thus by Asperó-Schindler [AS21], if MM`` holds, NSω1
is not ∆1-definable.

pivq It is consistent relative to large cardinals that BPFA holds and NSω1
is

∆1-definable.

3Woodin [Woo83] subsequently reduced the assumption to just AD .
4The main ideas for the argument are in [She98, XVI], a write-up by Schindler can be

found in [Sch11].
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There is also a forthcoming paper by Ralf Schindler and Xiuyuan Sun [SS22]
showing that in piiiq, MM`` can be relaxed to MM.
If NSω1

is ω1-dense then NSω1
is automatically ∆1-definable: If S is a set of

ω1-many stationary sets witnessing the density, then T Ď ω1 is stationary iff

DC Ď ω1 a club, DS P S C X S Ď T.

This was first observed by Friedman-Wu-Zdomskyy [FWZ15]. In this context,
two interesting points arise from our results here: First, we isolate for the first
time a forcing axiom which implies “NSω1

is ∆1-definable”. Second, it is well
known that many of the structural consequences of MM follow already from
SRP, for example “NSω1

is saturated”, 2ω “ ω2, SCH, etc. In contrast, in the
result of Schindler-Sun, MM cannot be replaced by SRP: If appropriate large
cardinals are consistent, then so is SRP together with “NSω1

is ∆1-definable”.
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2 Notation

First, we fix some notation. We will extensively deal with countable elementary
substructures X ă Hθ for large regular θ. We will make frequent use of the
following notation:

Definition 2.1. Suppose X is any extensional set.

piq MX denotes the transitive isomorph of X .

piiq πX : MX Ñ X denotes the inverse collapse.

piiiq δX :“ ω1 XX .

In almost all cases, we will apply this definition to a countable elementary
substructure X ă Hθ for some uncountable cardinal θ. In some cases, the X
we care about lives in a generic extension of V , even though it is a substructure
of HV

θ . In that case, δX will always mean X X ωV1 .

We will also sometimes make use of the following convention in order to
“unclutter” arguments.
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Convention 2.2. If X ă Hθ is an elementary substructure and some object a
has been defined before and a P X then we denote π´1

X paq by ā.

We will make use of this notation only if it is unambiguous.

Definition 2.3. If X,Y are sets then X Ď Y holds just in case

piq X Ď Y and

piiq δX “ δY .

We use the following notions of clubs and stationarity on rHθs
ω:

Definition 2.4. Suppose A is an uncountable set.

piq rAsω is the set of countable subsets of A.

piiq C Ď rAsω is a club in rAsω if

aq for any X P rAsω there is a Y P C with X Ď Y and

bq if xYn | n ă ωy is a Ď-increasing sequence of sets in C then
Ť
năω Yn P

C.

piiiq S Ď rAsω is stationary in rAsω if S X C ‰ H for any club C in rAsω.

Next, we explain our notation for forcing iterations.

Definition 2.5. Suppose P “ xPα, 9Qβ | α ď γ, β ă γy is an iteration and
β ď γ. We consider elements of P as functions of domain (or length) γ.

piq If p P Pβ then lhppq “ β.

piiq If G is P-generic then Gβ denotes the restriction of G to Pβ , i.e.

Gβ “ tp æ β | p P Gu.

Moreover, 9Gβ is the canonical P-name for Gβ .

piiiq If Gβ is Pβ-generic then Pβ,γ denotes (by slight abuse of notation) the
remainder of the iteration, that is

Pβ,γ “ tp P Pγ | p æ β P Gβu.

9Pβ,γ denotes a name for Pβ,γ in V .

pivq If G is P-generic and α ă β then Gα,β denotes the projection of G onto
Pα,β .

There will be a number of instances were we need a structure to satisfy a
sufficiently large fragment of ZFC. For completeness, we make this precise.

Definition 2.6. Sufficiently much of ZFC is the fragment ZFC´`“ω1 exists”.
Here, ZFC´ is ZFC without the powerset axiom and with the collection scheme
instead of the replacement scheme.
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3 ♦pωăω1 q and ♦`pωăω1 q

We introduce the central combinatorial principle which is due to Woodin. The
relevancy is motivated by the following observation: If NSω1

is ω1-dense, then
there is a dense embedding

η : Colpω, ω1q Ñ pP pω1q{NSω1
q`.

We aim to force a forcing axiom that implies this. As usual, the forcing achieving
this is an iteration P of some large cardinal length κ which preserves ω1 and
iterates forcings of size ăκ with countable support-style supports. P will thus
be κ-c.c. and this means that some “representation”

η0 : Colpω, ω1q Ñ NS`
ω1

of η exists already in an intermediate extension. By “representation” we mean
that in V P,

rη0ppqsNSω1
“ ηppq

for all p P Colpω, ω1q
5. With this in mind, one should isolate the relevant Π1-

properties which η0 possesses in V P. Consequently, η0 satisfies these properties
in the intermediate extension. It is hopefully easier to first force an object with
this Π1-fragment and we should subsequently only force with partial orders
that preserve this property. This is exactly what we will do. The relevant
combinatorial properties are ♦pωăω

1 q and ♦`pωăω
1 q and were already isolated

by Woodin in his study of Qmax [Woo10, Section 6.2]. We remark that the
definition we use here is slightly stronger than Woodin’s original principle in a
technical way that turns out to be convenient for our purposes. Most results in
this Section are essentially due to Woodin and proven in [Woo10, Section 6.2].

Definition 3.1. piq We say that f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters if f is a function

f : ω1 Ñ Hω1

and for all α ă ω1, fpαq is a Colpω, ω1q X α-filter6.

piiq Suppose θ ě ω2 is regular and X ă Hθ is an elementary substructure. We
say X is f -slim7 if

pX.iq X is countable,

pX.iiq f,Colpω, ω1q P X and

pX.iiiq fpδXq is Colpω, ω1q X δ
X -generic over MX .

5For S Ď ω1 and I an ideal on ω1, rSsI denotes the equivalence class of S induced by the
equivalence relation T „ T 1 ô T△T 1 P I.

6We consider the empty set to be a filter.
7We use the adjective “slim” for the following reason: An f -slim X ă Hθ cannot be too

fat compared to its height below ω1, i.e. δX . If X Ď Y ă Hθ and Y is f -slim then X is f -slim
as well, but the converse can fail.
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Definition 3.2. ♦pωăω
1 q states that there is a function f so that

piq f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters and

piiq for any b P Colpω, ω1q and regular θ ě ω2

tX ă Hθ | X is f -slim^b P fpδXqu

is stationary in rHθs
ω.

♦`pωăω
1 q is the strengthening of ♦pωăω

1 q where piiq is replaced by:

piiq` For any regular θ ě ω2

tX ă Hθ | X is f -slimu

contains a club of rHθs
ω. Moreover, for any b P Colpω, ω1q

tα ă ω1 | b P fpαqu

is stationary.

We say that f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q, ♦`pωăω

1 q respectively.

We introduce some convenient shorthand notation.

Definition 3.3. If f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and b P Colpω, ω1q then

S
f
b

:“ tα ă ω1 | b P fpαqu.

If f is clear from context we will sometimes omit the superscript f .

Note that if f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q, then Sfb is stationary for all b P Colpω, ω1q.

This is made explicit for ♦`pωăω
1 q. This is exactly the technical strengthening

over Woodin’s original definition of ♦pωăω
1 q,♦`pωăω

1 q.

Definition 3.4. If f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and P is a forcing, we say that P pre-

serves f if whenever G is P-generic then f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q in V rGs.

We remark that if f witnesses ♦`pωăω
1 q then “P preserves f” still only means

that f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q in V P.

Next, we define a variant of stationary sets related to a witness of ♦pωăω
1 q.

Suppose θ ě ω2 is regular. Then S Ď ω1 is stationary iff for any club C Ď rHθs
ω,

there is some X P C with δX P S. f -stationarity results from restricting to f -
slim X ă Hθ only.

Definition 3.5. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q.

piq A subset S Ď ω1 is f -stationary iff whenever θ ě ω2 is regular and C Ď
rHθs

ω is club then there is some f -slim X P C with δX P S.
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piiq A forcing P preserves f -stationary sets iff any f -stationary set is still
f -stationary in V P.

Note that all f -stationary sets are stationary, but the converse might fail.
f -stationary sets are the correct replacement of stationary set in our context.

We mention a few basic facts about ♦pωăω
1 q and ♦`pωăω

1 q which are all
essentially due to Woodin [Woo10], although he did not use the notion of f -
stationary sets explicitly.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters. The following are equiv-
alent for any set S Ď ω1:

piq S is f -stationary.

piiq Whenever xDα | α ă ω1y is a sequence of dense subsets of Colpω, ω1q, the
set

tα P S | @β ă α fpαq XDβ ‰ Hu

is stationary.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters. The following are equiv-
alent:

piq f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q.

piiq Sfb is f -stationary for all b P Colpω, ω1q.

piiiq For any b P Colpω, ω1q and sequence xDα | α ă ω1y of dense subsets of
Colpω, ω1q,

tα P Sfb | @β ă α fpαq XDβ ‰ Hu

is stationary.

Proof. The equivalence of piq and piiq follows from the definitions. piiq and
piiiq are equivalent by the equivalent formulation of f -stationarity provided by
Proposition 3.6.

We mention a handy corollary.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. Any forcing preserving f -stationary

sets preserves f .

Proposition 3.9. Suppose f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters. The following are equiv-
alent:

piq f witnesses ♦`pωăω
1 q.

piiq For any b P Colpω, ω1q, S
f
b is stationary and all stationary sets are f -

stationary.
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piiiq If D is dense in Colpω, ω1q then

tα ă ω1 | fpαq XD ‰ Hu

contains a club and for all b P Colpω, ω1q, S
f
b is stationary.

pivq All countable X ă Hθ with f P X and θ ě ω2 regular are f -slim and

moreover for all b P Colpω, ω1q, S
f
b is stationary.

We will now give a natural equivalent formulation of ♦`pωăω
1 q. Witnesses

of ♦`pωăω
1 q are simply codes for regular embeddings8 of Colpω, ω1q into NS`

ω1
.

Lemma 3.10. The following are equivalent:

piq ♦`pωăω
1 q.

piiq There is a regular embedding η : Colpω, ω1q Ñ pPpω1q{NSω1
q`.

The argument above suggests the following definition.

Definition 3.11. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. We define

ηf : Colpω, ω1q Ñ pPpω1q{NSω1
q`

by b ÞÑ rSfb sNSω1
and call ηf the embedding associated to f .

Definition 3.12. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. NSf is the ideal of f -nonstationary

sets, that is
NSf “ tN Ď ω1 | N is not f -stationaryu.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. NSf is a normal uniform ideal.

To each witness f of ♦pωăω
1 q, one can associate a version of semiproperness.

Definition 3.14. piq Let θ be a sufficiently large regular cardinal and X ă

Hθ f -slim with P P X . A condition q P P is pX,Colpω, ω1q, fq-semigeneric
if q is pX,Colpω, ω1q-semigeneric and

q , “X̌r 9Gs is f -slim”

piiq P is f -semiproper if for any sufficiently large regular θ and any f -slim
X ă Hθ with P P X as well as all p P P X X there is q ď p that is
pX,P, fq-semigeneric.

An f -semiproper forcing P need not preserve stationary sets, however it will
preserve f -stationary sets as f -stationary sets and hence f will still witness
♦pωăω

1 q in V P.
However, just as for semiproperness, f -semiproper forcings can be iterated.

Theorem 3.15 (Lietz, [Lie23]). Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. Any nice itera-

tion of f -semiproper forcings is f -semiproper.

We refer to [Miy02] for the definition of nice iterations. For all intents and
purposes, nice iterations can be replaced by RCS iterations here.

8Regular embeddings, also known as complete embeddings, are embeddings between partial
orders which preserve maximal antichains.
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4 A Forcing Axiom That Implies “NSω1
Is ω1-

Dense”

We formulate a forcing axiom that implies Qmax-p˚q. We go on and show that
it can be forced from a supercompact limit of supercompact cardinals.

4.1 Q-Maximum

Definition 4.1. Q-Maximum, denoted QM, holds if there is a witness f of
♦pωăω

1 q and FApΓq holds where

Γ “ tP | P preserves fu “ tP | @p P Colpω, ω1q S
f
p P pNS`

f q
V P

u.

We remark that the consistency of QM is a subtle matter, for example any
“``”-version of QM would be inconsistent. It is however relevant to our pur-
poses.

Lemma 4.2. If f witnesses QM then ηf is a dense embedding. In particular,
NSω1

is ω1-dense.

Proof. Suppose S Ď ω1 is so that

Sfp Ę S mod NSω1

for all p P Colpω, ω1q. Let P be the canonical forcing that shoots a club through
T :“ ω1 ´ S. That is p P P iff p Ď T is closed and bounded and p ď q iff q is an
initial segment of p.

Claim 4.3. P preserves f .

Proof. Let b P Colpω, ω1q, we have to show that Sfb is f -stationary in V P. Let

p P P, 9C a P-name for a club and x 9Di | i ă ω1y a sequence of P-names for dense
subsets of Colpω, ω1q. We will find q ď p with

q , Dξ P 9C X S f̌
b̌
@i ă ξ f̌pξq X 9Di ‰ H. (q)

Let θ be large and regular. Note that MMpfq holds and hence f witnesses

♦`pωăω
1 q. As T XSfb is stationary, T XSfb is f -stationary and we can find some

X ă Hθ with

pX.iq X is f -slim,

pX.iiq P, p, 9C, x 9Di | i ă ω1y P X and

pX.iiiq δX P T X Sfb .

Now find a decreasing sequence xpn | n ă ωy with

p~p.iq p0 “ p,

11



p~p.iiq @n ă ω pn P PXX and

p~p.iiiq for all D PMXrfpδ
Xqs dense in π1

XpPq, there is n ă ω with pn P πX rDs.

Set q “
Ť
năω pn Y tδ

Xu and note that q P P as δX P T . It is clear that q is
pX,P, fq-semigeneric so that if G is P-generic with q P G then

@i ă δX “ δXrGs fpδXq X 9DG
i ‰ H

as well as δX P 9CG X Sfb . Thus q indeed satisfies (q).

Thus FAptPuq holds. This implies that if G is P-generic then

pHω2
; PqV ăΣ1

pHω2
; PqV rGs

and as T contains a club in V rGs, this must already be true in V . This means
S is nonstationary which is what we had to show.

We will prove eventually that QM can be forced from large cardinals.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose there is a supercompact limit of supercompact cardinals.
Then QM holds in a forcing extension by stationary set preserving forcing.

4.2 Q-iterations

Our strategy to force QM, or “NSω1
is ω1-dense” for that matter has to make

use of an iteration theorem that allows us to iterate essentially arbitrary f -
preserving forcings for a witness f of ♦pωăω

1 q so that f is preserved. We have
proven in [Lie23] a more general version of the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5 (Lietz, [Lie23]). Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and P “ xPα, 9Qβ |

α ď γ, β ă γy is a nice iteration of f -preserving forcings. Suppose that

pP.iq ,Pα`2
SRP for all α` 2 ď γ and

pP.iiq ,Pα
“ 9Qα preserves f -stationary sets from

Ť
βăα V r

9Gβs.

Then P preserves f .

The immediate problem is that pP.iiq puts an undesired additional require-
ment on the forcings we want to iterate. Luckily, there is a small trick to
still get away with this: Note that an f -preserving forcing must preserve the
f -stationarity of the set Sfb for b P Colpω, ω1q. Suppose that at all successor
steps, we arrange that any f -stationary set from the previous extension contains
some Sfb modulo a non-stationary set. Now at a limit step, suddenly every f -
preserving forcing will satisfy requirement pP.iiq. As pP.iq does not ask anything
of us at limit steps either, we are free to use any f -preserving forcing we desire
at limit steps.

Definition 4.6. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. We say that a forcing P freezes

NSω1
along f if for any P-generic G we have

12



piq f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q in V rGs and

piiq for any S P Ppω1qXV , we either have S P NSV rGs
ω1

or there is p P Colpω, ω1q

with Sfp Ď S mod NSV rGs
ω1

.

We hope to have motivated the following definition.

Definition 4.7. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. A Q-iteration (w.r.t. f) is a

nice iteration P “ xPα, 9Qβ | α ď γ, β ă γy which satisfies

piq ,Pα
“ 9Qα preserves f”,

piiq ,Pα`1
p;q and

piiiq if α` 1 ă γ then ,Pα`1
“ 9Qα`1 freezes NSω1

along f”

for all α ă γ.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.5, we get the following “iteration
theorem”.

Theorem 4.8. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q. All Q-iterations (w.r.t. f) pre-

serve f .

Provided we find enough forcings which allow us to continue a Q-iteration
up to a supercompact cardinal, we are able to force QM. To be precise, we will
prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q, there is a Woodin cardinal and V

is closed under X ÞÑM
7
1
pXq. Then there is a f -preserving forcing which freezes

NSω1
along f .

Lemma 4.10. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and there is a supercompact cardi-

nal. Then there is an f -preserving forcing P with V P |ù SRP.

We can show this right away.

Proof. The same construction which forces SRP via semiproper forcing from a
supercompact cardinal can be used. A small change in the proof gives that any
forcing for an instance of SRP is not only semiproper, but also f -semiproper.
Now use Theorem 3.15 instead of Shelah’s iteration theorem for semiproper
forcings and do a nice iteration instead of a RCS iteration.

We will eventually prove Lemma 4.9 in the next section. The basic idea is to
use a version of the Asperó-Schindler p˚q-forcing with Pmax replaced by Qmax.
However, we will run into a number of problems we need to solve first.

13



5 Blueprints for Instances of “MM`` ñ p˚q”

We modify the p˚q-forcing method of Asperó-Schindler in a way that allows us
to prove a variety of instances of MM`` ñ p˚q, though our main interest lies
in Lemma 4.9.

Definition 5.1. Let P P LpRq be a forcing. P-p˚q asserts that AD holds in
LpRq and there is a filter g Ď P with

piq g is P-generic over LpRq and

piiq Ppω1q Ď LpRqrgs.

p˚q is Pmax-p˚q. Pmax is the most prominent of a number of similar forcing
notions defined and analyzed by Woodin in [Woo10]. A central notion to all of
them is that of a generically iterable structure.

Definition 5.2. Suppose the following holds:

pM.iq pM ; P, Iq is a countable transitive model of (sufficiently much of) ZFC
where I is allowed as a class parameter in the schemes.

pM.iiq pM ; P, Iq |ù “I is a normal uniform ideal on ω1”.

pM.iiiq a0, . . . , an PM .

In this case, we call pM, I, a0, . . . , anq a potentially iterable structure. A generic
iteration of pM, I, a0, . . . , anq is a sequence

xpMα, Iα, a0,α, . . . , an,αq, µα,β | α ď β ď γy

with

• pM0, I0q “ pM, Iq,

• ai,α “ µ0,αpaiq for i ď n,

• µα,α`1 : pMα; P, Iαq Ñ pMα`1; P, Iα`1q is a generic ultrapower of Mα w.r.t
Iα and

• if α P Lim then

xpMα; P, Iαq, µβ,α | β ă αy “ lim
ÝÑ
xpMβ; P, Iβq,Mβ,ξ | β ď ξ ă αy

for all α ď γ. pM, I, a0, . . . , anq is a generically iterable structure if all (count-
able) generic iterations of pM, I, a0, . . . , anq produce wellfounded models. Note
that this only depends on pM, Iq and that we do not require I PM .

Remark 5.3. A generic iteration xpMα, Iα, a0,α, . . . , an,αq, µα,β | α ď β ď γy
can be read off from the final map µ0,γ : M0 ÑMγ , so we will frequently identify
one with the other. We also reserve the right to call generic iterations simply
iterations.
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Definition 5.4. Pmax-conditions are generically iterable structures pM, I, aq

with a P Ppω1q
M and M |ù ω

Lras
1

“ ω1. Pmax is ordered by q “ pN, J, bq ăPmax
p

iff there is a generic iteration

µ : pÑ p˚ “ pM˚, I˚, a˚q

of length ω
q
1
` 1 in q so that

păPmax
.iq I˚ “ J XM˚ and

păPmax
.iiq a˚ “ b.

There are a number of ways this definition can be varied, leading to different
partial orders. We will work with such variants in a general context.

5.1 Pmax-variations and the Vmax-multiverse view

Definition 5.5. A Pmax-variation is a nonempty projective preorder pVmax,ďVmax
q

with the following properties:

pVmax.iq Conditions in Vmax are generically iterable structures pM, I, a0, . . . , anq
for some fixed n “ nVmax9.

pVmax.iiq There is a first order formula ϕVmax in the language10 tP, 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu
so that q “ pN, J, b0, . . . bnq ăVmax

pM, I, a0, . . . anq iff there is a generic
iteration

j : pÑ p˚ “ pM˚, I˚, a˚
0 , . . . , a

˚
nq

in N of length ωN1 ` 1 with

pN ; P, J, b0, . . . , bnq |ù ϕVmaxpp˚q.

pVmax.iiiq If µ : pÑ p˚ witnesses q ăVmax
p and σ : q Ñ q˚ witnesses r ăVmax

q then
σpµq : pÑ σpp˚q witnesses r ăVmax

p.

pVmax.ivq Suppose pM, Iq is generically iterable, j : pM, Iq Ñ pM˚, I˚q is a generic
iteration of pM, Iq of countable length and a0, . . . an PM . Then

pM, I, a0, . . . , anq P Vmax ô pM˚, I˚, jpa0q, . . . , jpanqq P Vmax.

pVmax.vq Vmax has no minimal conditions.

We always consider Pmax-variations as a class defined by a projective formula,
rather then the set itself. So if we mention Vmax in, e.g. a forcing extension of
V , then we mean the evaluation of the projective formula in that model11.

9Of course, not all structures of this form are necessarily conditions.
10When dealing with Pmax-variations, we stick to the convention that capitalized symbols

are unary predicates symbols which are lower case are constants.
11In practice this extension will be projectively absolute so it does not matter which pro-

jective formula we choose. Also all the variations we consider will have a Π1

2
-definition.
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Remark 5.6. Typically, ϕVmax dictates e.g. one or more of the following:

• a˚
0
“ b0, . . . , a

˚
n “ bn.

• I˚ “ J XM˚.

• Some first order property is absolute between M˚ and N .

We want to relate forcing axioms to star axioms of the form Vmax-p˚q for
Pmax-variations Vmax. To explain this relationship heuristically we present the
Vmax-Multiverse View:
Suppose Vmax is a Pmax-variation (with nVmax “ 0 for convenience) and

• V “ pVκq
V for some large cardinal κ in some larger model V and

• there are a proper class of Woodin cardinals both in V and V .

We will take the point of view of VColpω,κq. Note that our assumptions im-
ply generic projective absoluteness (and more) in V , in particular Vmax is a
Pmax-variation also in VColpω,κq and VWmax “ Vmax XW for any generic exten-

sion of V . Pick some ~A “ pA0, . . . , AnVmax q P HV
ω2

. Let MpV q denote the closure

of V under generic extensions and grounds containing ~A. Points W P MpV q
may be considered as Vmax-conditions if

pW,NSWω1
, A0, . . . , AnVmax q P Vmax.

In this case we identify W with this condition. In practice, this can only rea-
sonably hold if ωW1 “ ωV1 so we make this an explicit condition. The Vmax-

multiverse of V (w.r.t. ~A) is

MVmax
pV q “ tW PMpV q |W P Vmax ^ ω

W
1 “ ωV1 u.

If we ~A picked with sufficient care then MVmax
pV q should be nonempty. If W rGs

is a generic extension of W , both in MVmax
pV q, then it is a good extension if

W rGs ďVmax
W.

Here, p ďVmax
q means p ,Vmax

q̌ P 9G. The existence of a proper class of
Woodin cardinals in V should guarantee that MVmax

pV q reversely ordered by
good extensions is “as rich as” Vmax.
In this sense, iterated forcing along good extensions corresponds to building
descending sequences in Vmax. In practice, Pmax-variations are σ-closed. From
this point of view, σ-closure of Vmax becomes roughly equivalent to a forcing
iteration theorem: If

xW rGαs | α ă γy

is a chain of good extensions W rGαs ĎW rGβs of points

W rGαs,W rGβs PMVmax
pV q, α ď β ă γ P V
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then this constitutes a countable decreasing chain12 in Vmax in VColpω,κq. σ-
closure of Vmax suggests that there should be a further point

W rGγs PMVmax
pV q

below all W rGαs, α ă γ. Thus the “forcing iteration along xW rGαs | α ă γy”
preserves ω1 and enough structure to be able to be extended to a Vmax-condition
below all W rGαs without collapsing ω1.
We should be able to find points satisfying Vmax-p˚q by constructing “closure
points” W PMVmax

pV q of sufficiently generic ďVmax
-decreasing sequences

xWα | α ă γy

in MVmax
pV q. To make that precise, we want:

If D P LpRqW is dense open in VWmax then Wα P D
˚ for some α ă γ. (‹)

Here, D˚ is the reinterpretation of the universally Baire D in VColpω,κq. The
degree of closure of W PMVmax

pV q under this procedure is measured by

gW “ tp P Vmax |W ăVmax
pu

which should be a filter if W is “sufficiently closed”. gW can be defined in W

via

gW “ tp P Vmax | Dµ : pÑ p˚ of length ω1 ` 1 with ϕVmaxpp˚quW

if Vmax has unique iterations.

Definition 5.7. Vmax has unique iterations if whenever q ăVmax
p then there

is a unique generic iteration of p witnessing this.

Under reasonable assumptions, (‹) implies that gW is generic over LpRqW .
Finally, an additional property13 like W |ù “NSω1

is saturated” should imply
Ppω1q

W Ď LpRqW rgW s.
Taking a step back, forcing a forcing axiom related to good extensions via iter-
ated forcing looks like it should produce such sequences xWα | α ă γy with (‹)
and NSω1

saturated in W , so Vmax-p˚q should follow from such a forcing axiom.
On the other hand, W looks like an endpoint of an iteration liberally incorpo-
rating forcings leading to good extensions: For α ă γ, if D P LpRqWα is dense
open in VWα

max then D˚ is dense open in the full Vmax. D˚ can also be considered
as a dense subset of MVmax

pV q. As D˚ X VWmax P LpRq
W , by (‹), there will be

some later α ď β ă γ with Wβ P D
˚. Thus one might expect a forcing axiom

to hold at W . This suggest that Vmax should in fact be equivalent to a forcing
axiom related to good extensions. The consistency of this forcing axiom should

12Note that the size of γ in V does not matter here.
13Often, simply p CHqW is enough. Woodin [Woo] (see also [Sch]) has shown that if ADLpRq

holds, there is a filter g Ď Pmax generic over LpRq and CH fails then g witnesses p˚q.
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follow from the iteration theorem suggested by the σ-closure of Vmax.
If we look at the case Vmax “ Pmax and let A be some subset of ω1 so that

ω
LrAs
1

“ ωV1 then stationary set preserving extensions are exactly the generic ex-
tensions intermediate to a good extension. The Pmax-Multiverse View is roughly
correct in the sense that:

• (Woodin) Pmax is σ-closed assuming ADLpRq.

• (Shelah) Semiproper forcings can be iterated and the class of stationary
set preserving forcings and semiproper forcings coincide under MM.

• (Asperó-Schindler) If there is a proper class of Woodin cardinals then

p˚q ô pPpRq X LpRqq-BMM``.

The rest of this section distills this heuristic into rigorous mathematics that
relates more Pmax-variations to forcing axioms. We will assume (two-step)
generic absoluteness in this section, though this is not fully necessary. Note
that in this case, if Vmax is a Pmax-variation then we have

V P |ù “Vmax is a Pmax-variation”

in any generic extension V P, where Vmax is to be understood as defined by a
projective formula. Usually, Pmax-variations are Π1

2.
We will from now on work with some fixed Pmax-variation Vmax and assume
nV
max “ 0 to ease notation.

Definition 5.8. We say that a structure H is almost a Vmax-condition if

V Colpω,Hq |ù qH P Vmax.

For A P Hω2
, HA denotes the structure:

HA :“ pHω2
,NSω1

, Aq

Suppose that for some fixed A P Hω2
we have that H :“ HA is almost a

Vmax-condition. We may define

gA “ tp P Vmax | V
Colpω,2ω1q |ù H ăVmax

pu.

Our goal is to show that gA witnesses Vmax-p˚q under favorable circumstances.
At the very least, it should be a filter.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose gA meets all projective dense D Ď Vmax. Then gA
is a filter.

Proof. It is easy to see that if q ăVmax
p and q P gA then p P gA. So assume

p, q P gA and we have to find some r P gA with r ďVmax
p, q. Consider

D “ tr P Vmax | r ďVmax
p, q _ r K p_ r K qu

and note that D is a projective dense subset of Vmax, so by assumption we can
find some r P D X gA. Now in V Colpω,2ω1q we have r, p, q ďVmax

H and thus r
is compatible with both p and q. By generic absoluteness, this is true in V as
well so that r ďVmax

p, q as r P D.
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Even assuming that gA is a fully generic over LpRq, we still have to arrange
Ppω1q Ď LpRqrgAs.

Definition 5.10. Suppose that

piq g Ď Vmax is a filter,

piiq p P g and

piiiq xpα, µα,β | α ď β ď γy is a generic iteration of p0 “ p.

Then we say that xpα, µα,β | α ď β ď γy is guided by g if pα P g for all countable
α ď γ.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose Vmax has unique iterations and g Ď Vmax is a filter
meeting all projective dense D Ď Vmax. For any p P g and any γ ď ω1, there is
a unique iteration

xpα, µα,β | α ď β ď γy

of p0 “ p of length γ ` 1 guided by g.

Proof. First, we prove existence for all γ ă ω1.

Claim 5.12. There is q P g with ωq
1
ą γ.

Proof. Let D “ tq P Vmax | ω
q
1
ą γu. Clearly, D is projective and we will show

that D is dense. Let q P Vmax and using pVmax.vq, find r ăVmax
q as witnessed

by
σ : q Ñ q˚.

Now let
ν : r Ñ r˚

be any generic iteration of r of length γ ` 2, consequently ωr
˚

1 ą γ. We have
r˚ P Vmax by pVmax.ivq. Note that the iteration ν ˝ σ witnesses r˚ ăVmax

q.
Again applying pVmax.vq, there is s ăVmax

r˚ and thus s ăVmax
q and s P D.

Thus g XD ‰ H.

As g is a filter, we can find q ăVmax
p with ω

q
1
ą γ. Thus if µ : p Ñ p˚

witnesses this then µ is an iteration

xpα,β, µα,β | α ď β ď ω
q
1
y

of length ω
q
1
` 1 ą γ ` 1 by pVmax.iiq.

Claim 5.13. xpα,β, µα,β | α ď β ď γy is guided by g.

Proof. Let α ď γ. Then µα,ωq
1

is an iteration of length ω
q
1
` 1 in q and q |ù

ϕVmaxppωq
1
q, thus q ăVmax

pα and pα P g.
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Next we prove uniqueness. By proceeding by induction on γ ď ω1, it is in
fact enough to verify the case γ “ 1. Suppose that µi : p Ñ p˚

i is a generic
ultrapower of p with p˚

i P g for i ă 2. As g is a filter and by pVmax.vq, there is
q P g with q ăVmax

p˚
i as witnessed by some

µ˚
i : p˚

i Ñ p˚˚
i

for i ă 2 as well as q ăVmax
p as witnessed by

µ : pÑ p˚˚.

Let i ă 2. We have that p, p˚
i are countable in q. As

“p˚
i is a generic ultrapower of p”

is a true Σ1
1pp, p

˚
i q-statement, it is true in q as well. Thus there is a generic

ultrapower
µ1
i : pÑ p˚

i

in q. Both µ, µ˚
i ˝ µ

1
i witness q ăVmax

p and as Vmax has unique iterations,
µ “ µ˚

i ˝ µ
1
i. It follows that p˚

0
“ p˚

1
.

Claim 5.14. µ˚
0
“ µ˚

1
.

Proof. Assume this fails, then

“There are distinct generic ultrapower maps pÑ p˚
0”

is another true Σ1
1pp, p

˚
0
q-statement which accordingly must hold in q. Thus

there is a generic ultrapower map µ2
0

: pÑ p˚
0

in q different from µ1
0. But then

both µ˚
0
˝ µ1

0 and µ˚
0
˝ µ2

0 witness q ăVmax
p, which contradicts that Vmax has

unique iterations.

Finally, existence of a generic iteration of p of length ω1 ` 1 guided by g

follows from existence and uniqueness of generic iterations of p guided by g of
any countable length.

This suggests the following definition:

Definition 5.15. Suppose Vmax is a Pmax-variation with unique iterations and
g Ď Vmax is a filter. For p P g, the g-iteration of p is the unique generic iteration
of p of length ω1 ` 1 that is guided by g (if it exists).

Corollary 5.16. Suppose that

piq AD holds in LpRq,

piiq Vmax has unique iterations,

piiiq HA is almost a Vmax-condition,

pivq gA XD ‰ H for all dense D Ď Vmax, D P LpRq and
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pvq Ppω1q “
Ť
tPpω1q X p

˚ | p P gA ^ µ : pÑ p˚ is guided by gAu.

Then Vmax-p˚q holds and gA witnesses this.

Proof. gA is a filter by Proposition 5.9 and thus LpRq-generic by assumption.
To see that Ppω1q Ď LpRqrgAs, notice that for any p P gA, LpRq knows of
all countable generic iterations of p. Hence, LpRqrgAs can piece together the
gA-iteration of p from the countable iterations of p that are guided by gA.
Ppω1q Ď LpRqrgAs now follows immediately from pvq.

The biggest obstacle by far is to get into a situation where gA XD ‰ H for
all dense D Ď Vmax, D P LpRq. The main idea is:

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that all of the following hold:

piq D Ď Vmax is dense.

piiq HA is almost a Vmax-condition.

piiiq P is a forcing and D is |P|-universally Baire.

pivq In V P there is q P D˚ and an iteration σ : q Ñ q˚ with

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, AqV
P

|ù ϕVmaxpq˚q.

pvq Γ is a set of formulas in the language tP, 9I, 9a, 9Du so that

pΓ.iq ϕVmax P Γ,

pΓ.iiq Σ0 Ď Γ, where Σ0 is computed in the language tP, 9Du and

pΓ.iiiq Γ is closed under D and ^.

pviq pHω2
; P,NSω1

, A,DqV ăΓ pHω2
; P,NSω1

, A,D˚qV
P

.

Then gA XD ‰ H.
If additionally

pviiq HV
ω2
Ď q˚

then Ppω1q “
Ť
tPpω1q X p

˚ | p P gA ^ µ : pÑ p˚ is guided by gAu.

Proof. Observe that pHω2
; Pq ăΣ1

pHω2
; PqV

P

implies that P preserves ω1. The
statement

Dq P 9D Dσ : q Ñ q˚ an iteration of length ω1 ` 1 and ϕVmaxpq˚q

is in Γ and thus is true in

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, A,DqV
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as witnessed by some p P D and iteration µ : pÑ p˚. It follows that µ witnesses
HA ăVmax

q in V Colpω,2ω1q so that p P D X gA.
Now assume pviiq, it is our duty to show

Ppω1q “
ď
tPpω1q X p

˚ | p P gA ^ µ : pÑ p˚ is guided by gAu.

Let X Ď ω1. As above,

Dq P Vmax Dσ : q Ñ q˚ an iteration of length ω1 ` 1 and ϕVmaxpq˚q ^X P q˚

reflects down to V . The iteration witnessing this in V is guided by gA by the
same argument that showed p P gA above.

Condition pviq is a typical consequence of a (bounded) forcing axiom. It is
left to construct forcings P with property pivq to which hopefully a broad range
of forcing axioms may apply.

5.2 Asperó-Schindler p˚q-forcing

We describe the results of Asperó-Schindler[AS21]. Their results carry over
to any Pmax-variation Vmax though they were originally proven in the case of
Vmax “ Pmax. Suppose that

piq NSω1
is saturated,

piiq A P Hω2
is so that H “ pHω2

,NSω1
, Aq is almost a Vmax-condition and

piiiq D Ď Vmax is a 2ω1-universally Baire dense subset of Vmax whose reinter-
pretation is still dense in extensions by forcings of size ď 2ω1 , as witnessed
by trees T, S with D “ prT s.

Asperó-Schindler construct a partial order P “ PpVmax, A,Dq so that in V P

the following picture

prT s

q0 “ pN, I, bq qω1
“ pN˚, I˚, bq

p0 pωN
1

pω1

ppHω2
qV ,NSVω1

, Aq “ HVmax

P

σ0,ω1

P Pµ0,ωN
1

µωN
1
,ω1

“

P

exists so that

pP.iq µ0,ω1
, σ0,ω1

are generic iterations of p0, q0 respectively,

pP.iiq µ0,ωN
1

witnesses q0 ăVmax
p0,

pP.iiiq µ0,ω1
“ σ0,ω1

pµ0,ωN
1

q and
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pP.ivq the generic iteration σ0,ω1
: q0 Ñ qω1

is correct, i.e. I˚ “ NSV
P

ω1
XN˚.

If ϕVmaxppM,J, aqq implies J “ 9I X M then NS
p
ωN
1

ω1
“ I X pωN

1

. This gets

transported upwards along σ0,ω1
and shows NSVω1

“ I˚ X HV
ω2

. Together with

pP.ivq, this yields NSVω1
“ NSV

P

ω1
X V , i.e. P preserves stationary sets. If MM``

holds in V then

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, A,DqV ăΣ1
pHω2

; P,NSω1
, A,D˚qV

P

and it follows from Lemma 5.17 that gAXD ‰ H (note that ϕPmaxppM, I, aqq“ “
I “ 9I XM ^ a “ 9a”). This is how Asperó-Schindler prove MM`` ñ p˚q.
An important observation is the following: To invoke a forcing axiom in the
case of P or variants thereof, typically P needs to preserve certain structure, like
stationary sets in the example above. This preservation is proven in two steps:

piq Preservation between qω1
and V P. This is governed by the iteration σ0,ω1

having certain properties in V P, e.g. correctness.

piiq Preservation between pω1
and qω1

. This is governed by the nature of Vmax,
specifically the formula ϕVmax .

We will modify the construction of P and get a forcing P♦ which strengthens
pP.ivq so that P♦ can have a variety of preservation properties depending on
the Pmax-variation Vmax in question, for example

• preserving stationary sets as well as all Suslin trees or

• preserving a witness f of ♦pωăω
1 q (ù QM ñ Qmax-p˚q).

5.3 ♦-iterations

We introduce the concept that is roughly the equivalent of ♦-forcing in the
world of generic iterations.

Definition 5.18. Suppose pN, Iq is generically iterable. A generic iteration

xpNi, Iiq, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y

of pN, Iq “ pN0, I0q is a ♦-iteration if for any

piq sequence xDi | i ă ω1y of dense subsets of ppPpω1q{Iω1
q`qNω1 and

piiq S P Ppω1q
Nω1 ´ Iω1

the set
tξ P S | @i ă ξ gξ X σ

´1

ξ,ω1
rDis ‰ Hu

is stationary. Here, gξ is the generic ultrafilter applied to Nξ for ξ ă ω1.
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If pN, Iq is generically iterable and ♦ holds then there is a ♦-iteration of
pN, Iq. But this is not generally the case. Paul Larson noted that if pM, Iq is
generically iterable and

xMα, µα,β | α ď β ď ω1y

is a generic generic iteration of pM, Iq “ pM0, I0q of length ω1 then this is a ♦-
iteration. By this we mean that this iteration has been constructed generically
by forcing with countable approximations ordered by endextension.

Lemma 5.19. Suppose

xpNi, Iiq, σi,j , gi | i ď j ď ω1y

is a ♦-iteration. If
Nω1

|ù “f witnesses ♦`
Iω1

pBq”

then Iω1
“ NSf XNω1

. In particular, f witnesses ♦pBq.

Proof. Let S P Ppω1q
Nω1 ´ Iω1

, we have to show that S is f -stationary. Let
xD1

i | i ă ω1y be a sequence of dense subsets of B. As f witnesses ♦`
Iω1

pBq in

Nω1
, we have

Nω1
|ù “ηf : BÑ pPpω1q{Iω1

q` is a complete embedding”

and notice that ηf is a complete embedding in V as well. Thus Di “ ηf rD
1
is is

dense for i ă ω1. As σ0,ω1
: N0 Ñ Nω1

is a ♦-iteration,

T :“ tξ P S | @i ă ξ gξ X σ
´1

ξ,ω1
rDis ‰ Hu

is stationary. Thus if C Ď ω1 is club, we can find ξ P C X T with ω
Nξ

1
“ ξ and

f P ranpσξ,ω1
q. It follows that

fpξq “ η´1

σ´1

ξ,ω1
pfq
rgξs

so that fpξq XD1
i ‰ H for all i ă ξ.

5.4 ♦-p˚q-forcing

Theorem 5.20. Suppose that

piq generic projective absoluteness holds for generic extensions by forcings of
size 2ω1,

piiq Vmax is a Pmax-variation,

piiiq NSω1
is saturated and Ppω1q

7 exists,

pivq pHω2
,NSω1

, A0, . . . , AnVmax q is almost a Vmax-condition and
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pvq D Ď Vmax is 2ω1-universally Baire and dense in Vmax in any generic
extension by a forcing of size 2ω1 , as witnessed by trees T, S with prT s “ D.

Then there is a forcing P♦ so that in V P♦

the following picture

prT s

q0 qω1

p0 pωN
1

pω1

ppHω2
qV ,NSVω1

, A0, . . . , AnVmax q “ HVmax

P σ0,ω1

P Pµ0,ωN
1

µωN
1
,ω1

“

P

exists so that

pP♦.iq µ0,ω1
, σ0,ω1

are generic iterations of p0, q0 respectively,

pP♦.iiq µ0,ωN
1

witnesses q0 ăVmax
p0,

pP♦.iiiq µ0,ω1
“ σ0,ω1

pµ0,ωN
1

q and

pP♦.ivq the generic iteration σ0,ω1
: q0 Ñ qω1

is a ♦-iteration.

For the remainder of this section, ω1 will always denote ωV1 .
So suppose piq-pvq holds. We will assume nVmax “ 0 for notational purposes.
For the most part, we will follow the construction of P in [AS21] but will put
additional constraints on the certificates. The idea that guides us here is:

In order for σ0,ω1
: q Ñ q˚ to be a ♦-iteration, the forcing P♦ will

have to anticipate dense subsets of the forcing pI`qNω1 so that they
have been “hit before”. This should be captured by the map K Ñ C.
Formulating this correctly produces a strengthened version of the
“genericity condition” put onto semantic certificates.

A reader who can compile the above paragraph without syntax error can
probably safely skip most the definition of P and go straight to (Σ.8).

We try to keep our notation here consistent with the notation in the paper
[AS21]. For this reason, we will identify a condition p “ pM, I, aq P Vmax with
its first coordinate M . Additionally, by even more abuse of notation:

Convention 5.21. If pN, J, bq is (almost) a condition in Vmax, then

• IN denotes J ,

• pI`qN denotes Ppω1q
M ´ J and

• aN denotes b.
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We will additionally assume both 2ω1 “ ω2 and ♦ω3
to hold. Otherwise,

first force with Addpω2, 1q ˚ Addppp2ω1q`qV , 1q and note that piq and pvq still
hold for forcing with Colpω, ω2q, which is all we need. Moreover, observe that
this preserves “NSω1

is saturated”.
We will denote ω3 by κ and pick a ♦κ-sequence xĀλ | λ ă κy.

We may find T0 Ď T of size ω2 so that

V Colpω,ω2q |ù Dq P prT0s q ăVmax
H.

Here we use that H is almost a Vmax-condition as well as pVmax.vq. Note that
prT0s Ď prT s in any outer model. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that T0 is a tree on ω ˆ ω2.
Fix a bijection

c : κÑ Hκ.

For λ ă κ let
Qλ :“ crλs and Aλ :“ c

“
Āλ

‰
.

There is then a club C Ď κ with

piq T0, p P Qλ and ω2 ` 1 Ď Qλ,

piiq Qλ XOrd “ λ and

piiiq pQλ; Pq ă pHκ; Pq

for all λ P C. We now have

For all P,B Ď Hκ the set

p♦q tλ P C | pQλ; P, P XQλ, Aλq ă pHκ; P, P,Bqu

is stationary.

We will also define Qκ as Hκ. The forcing P will add some

pN0, I0, a0q P D
˚

together with a generic iteration

xNi, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y

by Henkin-style finite approximations. By abuse of notation, we let Ni “
pNi; Ii, aiq. For readability we will also write

Nω1
“ pNω1

, I˚, a˚q.

P♦ will be the last element of an increasing sequence xP♦
λ | λ P C Y tκuy of

forcings which we define inductively. We will have:

piq P♦
λ Ď Qλ,
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piiq conditions in P♦
λ will be finite sets of formulae in a first order language Lλ

and

piiiq the order on P♦
λ is reverse inclusion.

Suppose now that λ P C Y tκu and P♦
ν is defined for all ν P C X λ.

We will make use of the same convention as Asperó-Schindler.

Convention 5.22. x Ď ω is a real code for N0 “ pN, I0, a0q if there is a
surjection f : ω Ñ N so that x is the monotone enumeration of Gödel numbers
of all expressions of the form

x 9N |ù ϕp 9n1, . . . , 9nl, 9I, 9aqy

where ϕ is a first order formula of the language associated to pN0, I0, a0q(see
below) and

N |ù ϕpfpn1q, . . . , fpnlq, I0, a0q

holds.

We will have conditions in P
♦
λ be certified in a concrete sense by objects

C which exist in generic extensions of V that satisfies projective absoluteness
w.r.t. V . They are of the form

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

where

pC.1q M0, N0 P Vmax,

pC.2q x “ xkn | n ă ωy is a real code for N0 “ pN0; P, I, a0q and
xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy is a branch through T0,

pC.3q xMi, µi,j | i ď j ď ωN0

1
y P N0 is a generic iteration of M0 witnessing

N0 ăVmax
M0,

pC.4q xNi, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y is a generic iteration of N0,

pC.5q xMi, µi,j | i ď j ď ω1y “ σ0,ω1
pxMi, µi,j | i ď j ď ωN0

1
yq and

Mω1
“ ppHω2

qV ; P, pNSω1
qV , Aq,

pC.6q K Ď ω1 and for all ξ P K

pC.6.aq λξ P λX C, and if γ ă ξ is in K then λγ ă λξ and Xγ Y tλγu Ď Xξ,

pC.6.bq Xξ ă pQλξ
; P,P♦

λξ
, Aλξ

q and δXξ “ ξ.

If C has these properties, we call C a potential certificate.

Next up, we will define a certain first order language L. L will have the
following distinguished constants
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• x for any x P Hκ,

• 9n for any n ă ω,

•
9Mi for i ă ω1,

• 9µi,j for i ď j ď ω1,

•
9~M ,

•
9Ni for i ă ω1,

• 9σi,j for i ď j ă ω1,

•
9I, 9a and

•
9Xξ for ξ ă ω1.

The constants 9n will eventually produce “Henkin-style” term models for the
Ni. Formulas in the language L are of the form

x 9Ni |ù ϕpγ1, . . . , γk, 9n1, . . . , 9nl, 9I, 9a, 9Mj1 , . . . ,
9Mjm , 9µq1,r1 , . . . , 9µqs,rs ,

9~Mqy

where

• i ă ω1,

• γ1, . . . γk ă ω1,

• n1, . . . , nl ă ω,

• j1, . . . , jm ă ω1,

• qt ď rt ă ω1 for t P t1, . . . , su

and ϕ is a first order P-formula. Moreover we allow as formulas

• x 9µi,ω1
p 9nq “ xy for i ă ω1, n ă ω and x P Hω2

,

• x 9µω1,ω1
pxq “ xy for x P Hω2

,

• x 9σi,jp 9nq “ 9my for i ď j ă ω1 and n,m ă ω,

• xp~k, ~αq P T y for ~k P ωăω and ~α P ωăω
2 ,

• xξ ÞÑ νy for ξ ă ω1 and ν ă κ and

• xx P 9Xξy for ξ ă ω1 and x P Hκ.
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Lλ is the set of L-formulae ϕ so that if x appears in ϕ for some x P Hκ then
x P Qλ. We assume formulae in Lλ to be coded in a reasonably way (ultimately
uniform in λ) so that Lλ “ LXQλ. We will not make this precise.

A potential certificate

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

is (λ-)precertified by Σ Ď Lλ if there are surjections ei : ω Ñ Ni for i ă ω1 so
that

(Σ.1) x 9Ni |ù ϕpγ1, . . . , γk, 9n1, . . . , 9nl, 9I, 9a, 9Mj1 , . . . ,
9Mjm , 9µq1,r1 , . . . , 9µqs,rs ,

9~Mqy P
Σ iff

(a) i ă ω1,

(b) γ1, . . . , γk ď ωNi

1
,

(c) n1, . . . , nl ă ω,

(d) j1, . . . , jm ď ωNi

1
,

(e) qt ď rt ď ωNi

1
for t P t1, . . . , su

and

Ni |ù ϕpγ1, . . . , γk, eipn1q, . . . , eipnlq, I
Ni , aNi ,

Mj1 , . . . ,Mjm , µq1,r1 , . . . , µqs,rs ,
~Mq

where ~M “ xMj, µj,j1 | j ď j1 ď ωNi

1
y,

(Σ.2) x 9µi,ω1
p 9nq “ xy P Σ iff i ă ω1, n ă ω and µi,ω1

peipnqq “ x,

(Σ.3) x 9µω1,ω1
pxq “ xy P Σ for all x P Hω2

,

(Σ.4) x 9σi,jp 9nq “ 9my P Σ iff i ď j ă ω1 and σi,jpeipnqq “ ejpmq,

(Σ.5) xp~l, ~βq P T y P Σ iff for some n ă ω, lhp~lq “ n “ lhp~βq and for all m ă n

lm “ km, βm “ αm,

(Σ.6) xξ ÞÑ νy P Σ iff ξ P K and ν “ λξ and

(Σ.7) xx P 9Xξy P Σ iff ξ P K and x P Xξ.

Note that C can be “read off” from Σ in a unique way via a Henkin-style
construction. For i ă ω1 and n,m ă ω, let

n „i mô xNi |ù 9n “ 9my P Σ

and denote the equivalence class of n modulo „i by rnsΣi . We will usually drop
the superscript Σ if it is clear from context. Also let

nP̃imô xNi |ù 9n P 9my P Σ.
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Then pNi, Pq – pω, P̃iq{ „i. We call the latter model the term model producing
Ni. See Lemma 3.7 in [AS21] for more details. For x P Ni we say x is represented
by n if x gets mapped to rnsi by the unique isomorphism of Ni to the term
model. The term model for Nω1

is then the direct limit along the term models
producing the Ni, i ă ω1 and elements can then be represented by pairs pi, nq,
i ă ω1, n ă ω in the natural way.

To define certificates, we make use of the following concept:

Definition 5.23. For λ̄ P C X λ,

Z Ď P♦

λ̄
ˆ ω1 ˆ ω

is a λ̄-code for a dense subset of pI`q
9Nω1 given that

piq if pp, i, nq P Z then
x 9Ni |ù “ 9n P 9I`

i ”y P p,

piiq for any pq, j,mq P Pλ̄ ˆ ω1 ˆ ω with

x 9Nj |ù “ 9m P 9I`
j ”y P q

there is pp, i, nq P Z with

paq p ď q, j ď i and

pbq x 9Ni |ù “ 9n Ď 9k mod 9Ii”y, x 9σj,ip 9mq “ 9ky P p for some k ă ω,

piiiq and if pp, i, nq P Z as well as q ď p then pq, i, nq P Z.

Suppose that

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

is pλ´qprecertified by Σ Ď Lλ as witnessed by peiqiăω1
. For Z0 Ď Z we define

the evaluation of Z0 by Σ as

ZΣ

0
:“ tS P Nω1

| Dp P rΣsăωDi ă ω1Dn ă ω ppp, i, nq P Z0 ^ S “ σi,ω1
peipnqqqu.

A potential certificate C is (λ-)certified by a collection Σ Ď Lλ if C is pλ-
)precertified by Σ and additionally

(Σ.8) whenever ξ P K and Z is a λξ-code for a dense subset of pI`q
9Nω1 definable

over
pQλξ

; P,P♦
λξ
, Aλξ

q

from parameters in Xξ, then there is S P pZ XXξq
Σ with ξ P S.

Definition 5.24. In the case that (Σ.8) is satisfied, we call C a semantic cer-
tificate, and Σ a syntactic certificate, relative to

Vmax, A,Hω2
, T0, xAν | ν P C X λy and xP♦

ν | ν P C X λy.
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Remark 5.25. The genericity condition in [AS21] that is replaced here with
(Σ.8) (adapted to our context) is:

pΣ.8qAS If ξ P K and E Ď P♦
λξ

is dense and definable over

pQλξ
; P,P♦

λξ
, Aλξ

q

from parameters in Xξ then

rΣsăω X E XXξ ‰ H.

Condition (Σ.8) is stronger than pΣ.8qAS: From any such E,

Z “ tpp, i, nq P P♦

λ̄
ˆ ω1 ˆ ω | Dq P E p ď q ^ x 9Ni |ù “ 9n P 9I`

i ”y P pu

is a λξ-code for a dense subset of pI`q
9Nω1 definable over the same structure

from the same parameters. If pZ XXξq
Σ ‰ H, it follows that

rΣsăω X E XXξ ‰ H.

Suppose Σ is a certificate that certifies

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy,

ξ P K and Z is a λξ-code for a dense subset of pI`q
9Nω1 definable over

pQλξ
; P,P♦

λξ
, Aλξ

q.

Z is supposed to represent a dense subset of pI`qNω1 (w.r.t. inclusion mod INω1 )

in V P♦
λ . Σ may not be “generic over V ”, so it may not be the case that ZΣ is

dense in pI`qNω1 . Nonetheless, already pΣ.8qAS implies that

D “ σ´1

ξ,ω1
rpZ XXξq

Σs Ď pI`qNξ

is dense. D may not be in Nξ, so it is not guaranteed that D is hit by the
ultrapower σξ,ξ`1 : Nξ Ñ Nξ`1 just from genericity over Nξ alone, however

(Σ.8) makes sure that this happens (observe that ω
Nξ

1
“ ξ). So in essence, the

idea of (Σ.8) is that any dense subset of pI`qNω1 that exists in the final V P♦
κ

has been “hit” before at some point along the iteration of N0 to Nω1
.

Remark 5.26. Note that for any syntactic certificate, there is a unique semantic
certificate it corresponds to. Given a semantic certificate, its corresponding
syntactic certificate is unique modulo the choice of the maps peiqiăω.

A finite set p of Lλ-formulas is certified by Σ iff Σ is a syntactic certificate
and p Ď Σ. If C is a semantic certificate then we also say p is certified by C in
case there is a syntactic certificate λ certifying both C and p.
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Definition 5.27. Conditions p P P♦
λ are finite sets of Lλ formulae so that

V Colpω,ω2q |ù “DΣ Ď Lλ Σ certifies p”.

This completes the construction of P♦
λ .

Proposition 5.28. Let p P rLλsăω. If p is certified in some outer model, then
p is certified in V Colpω,ω2q.

Proof. Let g be Colpω, ω2q-generic. If there is some outer model in which p

is certified, then by Shoenfield absoluteness we can find in V rgs a set of Lλ-
formulas Σ with p P rΣsăω such that if

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

is the corresponding semantic interpretation then

piq Σ satisfies (Σ.1)-(Σ.8),

piiq C satisfies pC.2q as well as pC.4q-pC.6q and

piiiq C satisfies pC.3q in the sense that µ
0,ω

N0

1

P N0 and N0 |ù ϕVmaxpM
ω

N0

1

q,

as this can be expressed by a Σ1
2-formula. It remains to show that pC.1q holds

true as well, i.e. M0, N0 P Vmax. For N0 this follows as N0 P prT0s and by
assumption pvq, prT0s Ď Vmax in V rgs. To see that M0 P Vmax, note that
H P Vmax as H is almost a Vmax-condition in V . By pVmax.ivq, it is enough to
see that M0 is generically iterable. This follows from (the proof of) Theorem
3.16 in [Woo10], here we use Ppω1q

7 exists in V .

We let P♦ “ P♦
κ . As in Asperó-Schindler, we conclude that there is a club

D Ď C so that for all λ P D

P♦
λ “ P♦ XQλ

and hence we get

for all B Ď Hκ the set

p♦pP♦qq tλ P C | pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq ă pHκ; P,P, Bqu

is stationary.

Lemma 5.29. H P P♦

minpCq.

The argument is essentially the same as the proof of Lemma 3.6 in [AS21]
modulo some details that arise from replacing Pmax by a general Pmax-variation.
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Proof. Let g be generic for Colpω, ω2q. Note that H P Vmax as H is almost a
Vmax-condition in V . By choice of T0, we can find N0 “ pN0, I0, a0q P D

˚ with
N0 ăVmax

H. Let xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy witness N0 P prT s. Let us denote M0 “ H

and let
µ
0,ω

N0

1

: M0 ÑM
ω

N0

1

witness N0 ăVmax
M0. Now let

σ0,κ : N0 Ñ Nκ

be a generic iteration of N0 of length κ` 1 “ ω
V rgs
1

` 1 as well as

µ0,κ :“ σ0,κpµ0,ω
N0

1

q : M0 ÑMκ

the stretch of µ
0,ω

N0

1

by σ0,κ. Note that this is a generic iteration of M0 of

length κ` 1.

Claim 5.30. The generic iteration

xMα, µα,β | α ď β ď κy

can be extended to a generic iteration of M`
0

:“ pV,NSVω1
q of length κ` 1. That

is, there is a generic iteration

xM`
α , µ

`
α,β | α ď β ď κy

of M`
0

so that for all α ď β ď κ

p`.iq Mα “
`
Hω2

˘M`

α and

p`.iiq µα,β “ µ`
α,β æMα.

Proof. The iteration xM`
α , µ

`
α,β | α ď β ď κy arises by applying the same generic

ultrafilter gα which generates µα,α`1 : Mα Ñ Mα`1 to M`
α . By induction on

α, as Mα “
`
Hω2

˘M`

α , gα measures all subsets of ω
M`

α

1
in M`

α . It is a generic
ultrafilter as

M`
α |ù “NSω1

is saturated”

by elementarity of µ`
0,α, and hence all maximal antichains in pNS`

ω1
qM

`

α are
already in Mα, hence are met by gα. Now let

µ`
α,α`1

: M`
α ÑM`

α`1
:“ UltpM`

α , gαq

be the ultrapower. Any x P pHω2
qM

`

α`1 is represented by some function f : ω
M`

α

1
Ñ

`
Hω2

˘M`

α which is an element of
`
Hω2

˘M`

α “ Mα. It follows that µα,α`1 “
µ`
α,α`1

æ Mα. It is easy to see that the properties p`.iq,p`.iiq are stable under
taking direct limits.
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The point is that

xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy,Hy

is a semantic certificate for H in M` :“M`
κ with respect to

µ`pVmaxq, µ
`pAq,

`
Hω2

˘M`

, µ`pT0q, µ
`pxAν | ν P CXλyq, µ

`pxP♦
ν | ν P CXλyq

for λ “ minpCq and µ` “ µ`
0,κ. By Proposition 5.28,

M` |ù H P µ`pP♦

minpCqq

so that H P P♦

minpCq in V by elementarity of µ`.

Lemma 5.31. Suppose λ P C Y tκu and g Ď P♦
λ is a filter with

piq g X E ‰ H whenever E Ď P
♦
λ is dense and definable over

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq,

piiq g is an element of a generic extension of V by a forcing of size ď 2ω2 .

Then
Ť
g is a semantic certificate.

Proof. Read off the canonical candidate

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

from g. The proof of Lemma 3.7 in [AS21] shows that
Ť
g λ-precertifies C. Note

that the argument from Proposition 5.28 gives that M0, N0 P Vmax and pC.3q
follows from (Σ.1) and pVmax.iiq. It remains to check (Σ.8). So suppose ξ P K

and Z is a λξ-code for a dense subset of pI`q
9Nω1 definable over

Qλ :“ pQλξ
; P,P♦

λξ
, Aλξ

q

from a parameter x P Xξ. Then there is p P g with

xξ ÞÑ λξy, xx P 9Xξy P p.

Let Σ1 be a syntactic certificate certifying p (in some extension of V by Colpω, ω2q)
and

C
1 “ xxM 1

i , µ
1
i,j , N

1
i , σ

1
i,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpk

1
n, α

1
nq | n ă ωy, xλ1

ρ, X
1
ρ | ρ P K

1yy

the corresponding semantic certificate. We have ξ P K and λ1
ξ “ λξ as well as

x P X 1
ξ. Thus Z is definable over Qλ from parameters in X 1

ξ. As Σ1 satisfies

(Σ.8), there is S P pZ XX 1
ξq

Σ
1

with ξ P S. We may now find pq, i, nq P Z XX 1
ξ

so that
S “ σi,ω1

prnsΣ
1

i q.
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Note that i ă ξ as δX
1

ξ “ ξ. Let σi,ξ`1prns
Σ

1

i s “ rms
Σ

1

ξ`1
. It follows that

x 9Nξ`1 |ù “ξ P 9m”y, x 9σi,ξ`1p 9nq “ 9my P Σ1.

This is a density argument that shows: There are s ě r P g, j ă ξ, l ă ω so
that

piq ps, j, lq P Z,

piiq xs P 9Xξy P r and

piiiq x 9Nξ`1 |ù “ξ P 9k”y, x 9σj,ξ`1p 9lq “ 9ky P r for some k ă ω.

It follows that for S “ σj,ω1
prls

Ť
g

j q, we have S P pZ XXξq
Ť
g and ξ P S.

Lemma 5.32. Suppose g is generic for P♦ and

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

is the resulting semantic certificate. Then in V rgs,

xNi, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y

is a ♦-iteration.

Proof. Let 9S, 9C be P♦-names with

p , “ 9C Ď ω1 is club and 9S P p 9I`q
9Nω1 ”

for some p P P♦. Further suppose x 9Dα | α ă ω1y is a sequence of P♦-names for

dense subsets of pI`q
9Nω1 . We may suppose that

p , 9S “ 9σi0,ω1
prňs

Ť
9G

ǐ0
q

for some i0 ă ω1 and n ă ω where 9σi0,ω1
is a name for σi0,ω1

which arises in
the semantic certificate corresponding to the generic filter. It is our duty to find
ξ ă ω1 and q ď p with

q , ξ̌ P 9S X 9C ^ @α ă ξ̌ 9gξ X 9σ´1

ξ,ω1
r 9Dαs ‰ H (♠)

where 9gξ is a name for the generic ultrafilter applied to 9Nξ along the iteration

to 9Nω1
. We will replace the 9Dα with codes for them: For α ă ω1, let Zα be

defined by pq, j,mq P Zα iff

pZ.iq pq, j,mq P P♦ ˆ ω1 ˆ ω,

pZ.iiq x 9Nj |ù “ 9m P 9Ij”y P q and

pZ.iiiq q , 9σj,ω1

ˆ
rms

Ť
9G

j

˙
P 9Dα.
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Further, for α ă ω1, we let

Eα “ tq ď p | Dβ α ď β ^ q , β̌ P 9Cu

and
E “ tpq, αq P P♦ ˆ ω1 | q , α̌ P 9Cu.

Finally we define

τ “

˜
à
αăω1

Zα

¸
‘

˜
à
αăω1

Eα

¸
‘ E.

We may now find λ P C so that p P P♦
λ and

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq ă pHκ; P,P♦, τq.

Here, ‘ denotes some canonical way of coding at most ω1-many subsets of Hκ

into a subset of Hκ. Let h be Colpω, ω2q-generic over V .

Claim 5.33. In V rhs, there are filters g,G that satisfy the following properties
piq-piiiq:

piq g meets every dense subset of P♦
λ that is definable (with parameters) in

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq.

Let

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

denote the semantic certificate corresponding to g.

piiq G is pI`qNω1 -generic over Nω1
with 9Sg “ rns

Ť
g

i0
P G.

piiiq G meets Z
Ť
g whenever Z is a λ-code for a dense subset of p 9I`q

9Nω1 de-
finable (with parameters) over

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq.

Proof. Let g1 Ď P♦
λ be generic over V and let

C
1 “ xxM 1

i , µ
1
i,j , N

1
i , σ

1
i,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpk

1
n, α

1
nq | n ă ωy, xλ1

ρ, X
1
ρ | ρ P K

1yy

be the semantic certificate corresponding to
Ť
g1. Let further G1 be pI`qN

1

ω1 -

generic over V rg1s (so in particular over N 1
ω1

) with 9Sg
1

“ rns
Ť
g1

i0
P G1. It is

clear that g1, G1 satisfy piq-piiiq above. The existence of such filters is Σ1
1 in

a real code for pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq so that there are g,G P V rhs with piq-piiiq by

Shoenfield-absoluteness.
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We now work in V rhs. Let G, g be the filters given by the claim above and
let

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

be the semantic certificate that comes from g. Let

σω1,ω1`1 : Nω1
Ñ Nω1`1 “ UltpNω1

, Gq

be the generic ultrapower. We can further extend the generic iteration

xNi, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1 ` 1y

to one of length κ` 1, say

xNi, σi,j | i ď j ď κy.

Further, set

~M “ xMi, µi,j | i ď j ď κy :“ σω1,κpxMi, µi,j | i ď j ď ω1yq.

As C is certified, Mω1
“ H and as in Claim 5.30, we can extend the tail of ~M

that is an iteration of Mω1
to a generic iteration of M`

ω1
:“ pV,NSVω1

, Aq, say

xM`
i , µ

`
i,j | ω1 ď i ď j ď κy

and have all M`
i , i P rω1, κs, wellfounded. Let us write

µ` :“ µ`
ω1,κ

: V ÑM`
ω1
“: M`.

Work in M`. We will now use

xMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď κy

as part of a certificate. Set

q :“ µ`ppq Y txω1 ÞÑ µ`pλqy, x 9σi0,ω1`1p 9nq “ 9my, x 9Nω1`1 |ù “ω1 P 9m”yu

where 9m represents σω1,ω1`1pSq in the term model for Nω1`1.

Claim 5.34. q P µ`pP♦q.

Proof. Set

C
˚ “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď κy, xpkn, µ

`pαnqq | n ă ωy, xλ˚
ξ , X

˚
ξ | ξ P K

˚yy

where

• K˚ “ K Y tω1u,

• for ξ P K, λ˚
ξ “ µ`pλξq and X˚

ξ “ µ`rXξs and
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• λω1
“ µ`pλq, X˚

ω1
“ µ`rQλs.

We show that C
˚ is a semantic certificate for q in M`. Note that we have to

show that C
˚ is a certificate relative to

µ`pVmaxq, µ
`pAq, µ`pHω2

q “ pHω2
qM

`

, µ`pT0q, µ
`pxAν | ν P Cyq, µ

`pxPν | ν P Cyq.

Observe that we can find a corresponding set of formulae Σ` that corresponds
to C

˚ with µ`r
Ť
gs Ď Σ` which we aim to prove to be a syntactic certificate.

We have Mκ “
`
Hω2

˘M`

. Notice also that

xpkn, µ
`pαnqq | n ă ωy P rµ`pT0qs

and that pknqnăω is still a real code for N0. Next, we prove (Σ.8). First assume
ξ P K. Then

X˚
ξ “ µ`rXξs ă pµ`pQλξ

q; P, µ`pP♦
λξ
q, µ`pAλξ

qq

and δX
˚

ξ “ δXξ “ ξ as critpµq “ ω1 ą ξ. As µ`rXξs “ X˚
ξ , (Σ.8) holds for ξ in

C
˚, since it holds for ξ in C.

Finally, let us consider the case ξ “ ω1. We have

X˚
ω1
“ µ`rQλs ă pµ`pQλq; P, µ

`pP♦
λ q, µ

`pAλqq

and δX
˚

ω1 “ ω1 as µ` has critical point ω1. Clearly X˚
ω1

collapses to Qλ. So if
x P X˚

ω1
and

M` |ù “Ẑ is a µ`pλq-code for a dense subset of p 9I`qNκ definable over

pµ`pQλq; P, µ
`pP♦

λ q, µ
`pAλqq

with parameter x”

for some x P X˚
ω1

, then by elementarity, the same definition defines a λ-code Z

for a dense subset of p 9I`q
9Nω1 over

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq

with parameter pµ`q´1pxq and we have µ`pZq “ Ẑ. Our properties of g,G
imply that there is R P GX Z

Ť
g. It is not difficult to see

pẐ XX˚
ω1
qΣ

`

“ σω1,κrZ
Ť
gs

and hence ω1 P σω1,κpRq P pẐ XX
˚
ω1
qΣ

`

. This shows (Σ.8) at ω1.
We conclude that indeed, C˚ is a semantic certificate for q which exists in some
outer model of M`. This gives q P µ`pP♦q by Proposition 5.28.
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Thus we have

M` |ù“Dξ ă µ`pω1q´
µ`ppq Y txξ ÞÑ µ`pλqy, x 9σi0,ξ`1p 9nq “ 9my, x 9Nξ`1 |ù “ξ P 9m”yu P µ`pP♦q

¯
”.

By elementarity of µ`, we conclude

V |ù “Dξ ă ω1

´
pY txξ ÞÑ λy, x 9σi0,ξ`1p 9nq “ 9my, x 9Nξ`1 |ù “ξ P 9m”yu P P♦

¯
”.

Let ξ witness this and set

q “ pY txξ ÞÑ λy, x 9σi0,ξ`1p 9nq “ 9my, x 9Nξ`1 |ù “ξ P 9m”yu.

We will show that q, ξ witness (♠). From this point on, we work in V again and
forget about h, g,C, etc.

Claim 5.35. q , ξ̌ P 9C X 9S.

Proof. As in Claim 3.17 in [AS21], exploit the components of τ made up from
E as well as Eα, α ă ω1.

Claim 5.36. q , @α ă ξ̌ 9gξ X 9σ´1

ξ,ω1
r 9Dαs ‰ H.

Proof. Let g be P♦-generic with q P g and let

C “ xxMi, µi,j , Ni, σi,j | i ď j ď ω1y, xpkn, αnq | n ă ωy, xλξ, Xξ | ξ P Kyy

be the resulting semantic certificate. We have ξ P K and λξ “ λ as q P g. Fix
some α ă ξ. Clearly,

Z̄α “ Zα XQλ

is a λ-code for a dense subset of p 9I`q
9Nω1 which is definable over

pQλ; P,P♦
λ , Aλq

from a parameter in Xξ, namely α. Recall that δXξ “ ξ. Using (Σ.8), we find
that there is

R P pZ̄α XXξq
Ť
g

with ξ P R. Note that there are r P g, j ă ξ “ δXξ as well as k ă ω with

piq pr, j, kq P Z̄α Ď Zα and

piiq R “ σj,ω1
prks

Ť
g

j q.

By definition of Zα, and as r P g, R P Dα and since ξ P R, R P gξ, where gξ is
the generic ultrafilter generating σξ,ξ`1 : Nξ Ñ Nξ`1.

(♠) follows from Claim 5.35 together with Claim 5.36.

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.20. We denote the forcing P♦ con-
structed above in the instance of a Pmax-variation Vmax, the set A P Hω2

and
appropriate dense D Ď Vmax by P♦pVmax, A,Dq (and forget that P♦ also de-
pends on the choice of T, T0, etc.).
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5.5 The first blueprint

We will formulate a general theorem that will allow us to prove a variety of
instances of MM`` ñ p˚q. In order to formulate the relevant forcing axioms,
we use that in practice ϕVmax has a specific form.

Definition 5.37. A Pmax-variation Vmax is typical if ϕVmax can be chosen to
be the form

ϕVmaxpxq “ “DM, I, a0, . . . , an x “ pM, I, a0, . . . , anq

^ @y PM
ľ

ψPΨ

“
ψpyq Ø pM ; P, I, a0, . . . , anq |ù ψpyq

‰
”

for n “ nVmax and a finite set Ψ of formulae ψpyq in the language tP, 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu.
Moreover, Ψ contains the formulae ψpxq “ “x P 9I” and ψipxq “ “x “ 9ai” for all
i ď nVmax . We say that Ψ witnesses the typicality of Vmax.
This means that q ăVmax

p iff there is a generic iteration µ : pÑ p˚ of p in q of
length ωq

1
` 1 so that the formulae in Ψ are absolute between q, p˚.

Remark 5.38. For example, Pmax is (or can be construed as) a typical Pmax-variation.
We have that typicality of Pmax is witnessed by tψPmax

0
, ψPmax

1
u where

• ψPmax

0
pyq “ “y P 9I” and

• ψPmax

1
pyq “ “y “ 9a0”.

All Pmax-variations we will encounter, except for Q´
max, are typical Pmax-variations.

Next, we formulate the relevant bounded and unbounded forcing axioms as
general as possible.

Definition 5.39. Suppose ψpxq is a formula in the language tP, 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu

and ~A “ pA0, . . . , Anq P Hω2
.

piq We define Rψ~A via

R
ψ
~A

:“ tx P Hω2
| pHω2

; P,NSω1
, A0, . . . , Anq |ù ψpxqu.

piiq For x P Hω2
, we say that C Ď ω1 is a code for x if: Let l : ω1 Ñ ω1 ˆ

ω1 denote Gödels pairing function and E “ lrCs. Then pω1 ˆ ω1, Eq is
wellfounded and ptcptxuq, Pq is the transitive isomorph14.

piiiq C Ď ω1 is a code for an element of Rψ~A if C is a code for some x P Rψ~A.

Definition 5.40. Suppose that

• Γ is a class of forcings,

14tc denotes transitive closure.
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•
~A “ pA0, . . . , Anq P Hω2

and

• Ψ is a set of formulae ψpxq in the language t 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu.

piq D-BFAΨ

~A
pΓq states that D Ď R is 8-universally Baire and whenever P P Γ

and g is P-generic then

´
Hω2

; P, D,Rψ~A | ψ P Ψ
¯V

ăΣ1

´
Hω2

; P, D˚, R
ψ
~A
| ψ P Ψ

¯V rgs

.

For ∆ Ď PpRq, ∆-BFAΨ

~A
pΓq means D-BFAΨ

~A
pΓq for all D P ∆.

piiq FAΨ

~A
pΓq states that whenever P P Γ and

pFA.iq D is a set of at most ω1-many dense subsets of P,

pFA.iiq Nψ is a set of at most ω1-many P-names for codes of elements of

pRψ~Aq
V P

for ψ P Ψ

then there is a filter g Ď P so that

pg.iq g XD ‰ H for all D P D and

pg.iiq 9Sg “ tα ă ω1 | Dp P g p , α̌ P 9Su is a code for an element of Rψ~A for

all 9S P Nψ, ψ P Ψ.

We note that the methods of Bagaria in [Bag00] readily yield the following.

Lemma 5.41. Suppose that

piq Γ is a class of forcings,

piiq ~A “ pA0, . . . , Anq P Hω2
and

piiiq Ψ is a set of formulae ψpxq in the language t 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu.

If FAΨ

~A
pΓq holds then so does uB-BFAΨ

~A
pΓq.

Definition 5.42. Let Ψ be a set of formulae in the language t 9I, 9a0, . . . , 9anu for

some n. For ~A “ pA0, . . . , Anq, we say that a forcing P is pΨ, ~Aq-preserving iff

R
ψ
~A
“

´
R
ψ
~A

¯V P

X V

for all ψ P Ψ. ΓΨ

~A
denotes the class of pΨ, ~Aq-preserving forcings.

Definition 5.43. A Pmax-variation Vmax accepts ♦-iterations if

“If p P Vmax and pÑ p˚ “ pM, I, a0, . . . , anVmax q

is a ♦-iteration then Hpa0,...,anVmax
q |ù ϕVmaxpp˚q”

is provable in ZFC´ ` “ω1 exists” (that is, from sufficiently much of ZFC).
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First Blueprint Theorem 5.44. Suppose that

piq Vmax is a typical Pmax-variation with typicality witnessed by Ψ,

piiq Vmax has unique iterations and accepts ♦-iterations,

piiiq ~A P Hω2
and H ~A

is almost a Vmax-condition,

pivq SRP holds and

pvq FAΨ

~A
pΓΨ

~A
q holds.

Then Vmax-p˚q holds as witnessed by g ~A.

Proof. Let us assume nVmax “ 0, so ~A “ A. SRP entails “NSω1
is saturated” as

well as @κ ě ω2 lκ. Results of Steel [Ste05] show that the latter implies that
V is closed under X ÞÑM 7

ωpXq. As a consequence

• ADLpRq,

• all sets of reals in LpRq are 8-universally Baire and

• pLpRqV ; P, Dq ” pLpRqV rGs; P, D˚q for all sets D Ď R in LpRq and any
generic extension V rGs of V .

Thus generic projective absoluteness holds in V and if D P LpRq is a dense
subset of Vmax, then D˚ is a dense subset of Vmax in any generic extension.
Thus P♦pVmax, A,Dq exists for any such D.

Claim 5.45. For any dense D Ď Vmax, D P LpRq, P♦pVmax, A,Dq is pΨ, Aq-
preserving.

Proof. Let g be P♦pVmax, A,Dq-generic. By Theorem 5.20, in V rgs we have

D˚

q0 qω1
“ pN˚, I˚, b˚q

p0 pωN
1

pω1

ppHω2
qV ,NSVω1

, Aq “ HAVmax

P

σ0,ω1

P Pµ0,ωN
1

µωN
1
,ω1

“

P

where

pP♦.iq µ0,ω1
, σ0,ω1

are generic iterations of p0, q0 respectively,

pP♦.iiq µ0,ωN
1

witnesses q0 ăVmax
p0,

pP♦.iiiq µ0,ω1
“ σ0,ω1

pµ0,ωN
1

q and

pP♦.ivq the generic iteration σ0,ω1
: q0 Ñ qω1

is a ♦-iteration.
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Note that
pN˚; P, I˚, b˚q |ù ϕVmaxpHAq.

As Vmax is typical, we must have b˚ “ A. As Vmax accepts ♦-iterations,

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, AqV rgs |ù ϕVmaxpqω1
q

and finally it follows from typicality that

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, AqV rgs |ù ϕVmaxpHAq.

As Ψ witnesses the typicality of Vmax, it follows that P♦pVmax, A,Dq is pΨ, Aq-
preserving.

It follows from Theorem 5.20, Lemma 5.41 and Lemma 5.17 that

• g ~A XD ‰ H for all dense D Ď Vmax, D P LpRq and

• Ppω1q “
Ť
tPpω1q X p

˚ | p P g ~A ^ µ : pÑ p˚ is guided by g ~Au.

By Corollary 5.16, g ~A witnesses Vmax-p˚q.

Remark 5.46. If additionally there are a proper class of Woodin cardinals,
then g ~A meets all 8-universally Baire dense subsets of Vmax.

5.6 The second blueprint

From the right perspective, Vmax-p˚q is a forcing axiom. As noted before, As-
peró-Schindler show that if there is a proper class of Woodin cardinals, then
p˚q is equivalent to pPpRq X LpRqq-BMM``. Some additional assumption like
large cardinals is necessary as BMM implies closure of V under sharps while p˚q
holds in the Pmax-extension of LpRq. We try to generalize this result roughly to
all natural Pmax-variations for which the P♦-method can prove them from some
forcing axiom. We will have to restrict to better behaved Pmax-variations.

Definition 5.47. Let Vmax be a Pmax-variation with unique iterations and g

be Vmax-generic over LpRq.

piq We say that g produces pA0, . . . , AnVmax q if there is p P g so that if

µ : pÑ p˚ “ pM, I, a0, . . . , anVmax q

is the g-iteration of p then ai “ Ai for all i ď nVmax .

piiq If Vmax is typical, we set

Hg :“ pHω2
,NSω1

, A0, . . . , AnVmax q
LpRqrgs

where pA0, . . . , AnVmax q is the unique sequence produced by g.

Definition 5.48. A Pmax-variationVmax with unique iterations is self-assembling
if: Whenever g is Vmax-generic over LpRq then
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piq Hg is almost a Vmax-condition and

piiq pHω2
qLpRqrgs “

Ť
tp˚ | p P g, µ : pÑ p˚ guided by gu.

All Pmax-variation we will work with are self-assembling (assuming AD in
LpRq). For example, Pmax is self-assembling. The relevance of this property for
us is partly explained by the following result.

Lemma 5.49. Suppose Vmax is a self-assembling Pmax-variation with unique
iterations and typicality of Vmax is witnessed by a set Ψ of pΣ1YΠ1q-formulae.
If Vmax-p˚q holds as witnessed by g then

piq H ~A
is almost a Vmax-condition and

piiq g “ g ~A

where g produces ~A.

Proof. As Vmax is self-assembling, Hg is almost a Vmax-condition. Moreover,
Ppω1q Ď LpRqrgs as g witnesses Vmax-p˚q. It follows that Hg “ H ~A

and thus
piq holds.
Let us now prove piiq, note that it suffices to show g Ď g ~A.

Claim 5.50. If q P g and

σ : q Ñ q˚ “ pM˚, I˚, a˚
0 , . . . , a

˚
nVmax

q

is the g-iteration of q then I˚ “ NSω1
XM˚ and a˚

i “ Ai for i ď nVmax .

Proof. a˚
i “ Ai for i ď nVmax follows easily from typicality, we show I˚ “

NSω1
X M˚. It is clear that I˚ Ď NSω1

since if S P I˚, then a tail of the
iteration points of the iteration σ : q Ñ q˚ is missing from S. On the other
hand, suppose S P Ppω1q

M˚

´ I˚. We may assume S “ µpS̄q for some S̄ P q.
If C Ď ω1 is club then as Vmax is self-assembling, there is r P g, such that if
ν : r Ñ r˚ is the g-iteration of r, then C P ranpνq, say C “ νpC̄q. Note that we
may assume r ăVmax

q, say this is witnessed by

σ̄ : q Ñ q̄ “ pM̄, Ī, āq.

Write r “ pN, J, bq. As Vmax is typical, Ī “ J X M̄ and hence σ̄pS̄q X C̄ ‰ H
which gives

ν ˝ σ̄pS̄q X C ‰ H.

Clearly, νpσ̄q is an iteration of q of length ω1` 1 guided by g. Thus, by Lemma
5.11, νpσ̄q “ σ. S X C ‰ H follows.

Let p P g and let µ : pÑ p˚ be the g-iteration of p.

Claim 5.51. H ~A
|ù ϕVmaxpp˚q.
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Proof. Let ψ P Ψ and assume ψ is Σ1, so write ψpxq “ Dy θpx, yq where θ is Σ0.
So suppose for some x P p and y P Hω2

we have

H ~A
|ù Dy θpx, yq.

As Vmax is self-assembling, we can find q P g with

pq.iq q ăVmax
p as witnessed by µ̄ : pÑ p̄ and

pq.iiq H ~A
|ù θpx, σpyqq for some y P q

where σ : q Ñ q˚ is the g-iteration of q. By Claim 5.50,

q˚ ăΣ0
H ~A

and as σpµ̄q “ µ by Lemma 5.11 as well as elementarity of σ we find

q |ù θpµ̄pxq, yq.

Finally, q |ù pϕVmaxpp̄qq so that

p̄ |ù Dz θpµ̄pxq, zq

and hence p |ù Dz θpx, zq by elemntarity of µ̄.
The “dual argument” works if ψ is Π1 instead.

Now if G is Colpω, 2ω1q-generic then the above shows that µ : p Ñ p˚ wit-
nesses H ~A

ăVmax
p in V rGs. Thus p P g ~A.

Theorem 5.44 gives a hint how the forcing axiom equivalent to Vmax-p˚q
should look like. However, ΓΨ

~A
is not the right class of forcings, for example one

can construe two Pmax-variations which are the same as forcings, but for which
the resulting classes ΓΨ

~A
are fundamentally different for reasonable ~A. Instead,

we should look at the class of forcings which roughly lie on the way to the good
extensions highlighted in the Vmax-Multiverse View.

Definition 5.52. Suppose that

piq Vmax is a typical Pmax-variation,

piiq typicality of Vmax is witnessed by Ψ and

piiiq ~A “ pA0, . . . , AnVmax q P Hω2
.

The class ΓVmax

~A
pΨq consists of all pΨ, ~Aq-preserving forcings P so that if g is

P-generic, then there is a forcing Q P V rgs with

V rgs |ù “Q is pΨ, ~Aq-preserving”

and if further h is Q-generic over V rgs, then in V rgsrhs both

ph.iq H ~A
is almost a Vmax-condition and
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ph.iiq NSω1
is saturated.

It just so happens that, maybe by accident, for the Pmax-variations we will
look at explicitly, if there is a proper class of Woodin cardinals then one can
choose Ψ so that ΓΨ

~A
“ ΓVmax

~A
pΨq in case that ΓVmax

~A
‰ H.

Definition 5.53. Suppose that pM, Iq is a potentially iterable structure and
Y Ď R. We say that pM, Iq is (generically) Y -iterable if for X :“ Y XM we
have

piq pM ; P, I,Xq is a model of (sufficiently much of) ZFC where Y is allowed
as a class parameter in the schemes and

piiq whenever xpMα, Iα, Xαq, µα,β | α ď β ď γy is a generic iteration of
pM0, I0, X0q “ pM, I,Xq, i.e.

pµ.iq pMα`1; P, Iα`1, Xα`1q is an ultrapower of pMα; P, Iα, Xαq by a Mα-
generic ultrafilter w.r.t. Iα for α ă γ,

pµ.iiq if α ď γ is a limit then

xpMα, Iα, Xαq, µξ,α | ξ ă αy “ lim
ÝÑ
pxpMβ, Iβ , Xβq, µβ,ξ | β ď ξ ă αyq

then Xγ “ Y XMγ .

Proposition 5.54 (Folklore). Suppose that NSω1
is saturated and X Ď R is

8-universally Baire. Then in any forcing extension V rGs in which HV
ω2

is count-
able, pHω2

,NSω1
, XqV is X˚-iterable.

Proof. Let P be some forcing which collapses 2ω1 to ω. Let T, S P V witness
that X is |P|-universally Baire with prT s “ X, prSs “ R´X . Let G be P-generic
over V . Let

xpMα, Iα, Xαq, µα,β | α ď β ď γy

be any generic iteration of pM0, I0, X0q “ pHκ,NSω1
, XqV . Then as in Claim

5.30, this iteration can be lifted to a generic iteration

xpM`
α , Iα, Xαq, µ

`
α,β | α ď β ď γy

of pM`
0
, I0, X0q “ pV,NSVω1

, Xq. In particular, Mγ is wellfounded as M`
γ is

wellfounded. Let µ` “ µ`
0,γ , M` “M`

γ .

Claim 5.55. In V rGs, prµ`pT qs “ X˚.

Proof. Work in V rGs. We have X˚ “ prT s and this implies X˚ Ď prµ`pT qs,
likewise R´X˚ Ď prµ`pSqs. In M`, µ`pT q, µ`pSq project to complements and
an absoluteness of wellfoundedness argument shows that this must be true in
V rGs as well, so that we indeed have X˚ “ prµ`pT qs.
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We conclude

Xγ “ µ`pXq “ µ`pprT sq “ prµ`pT qs XM` “ X˚ XM` “ X˚ XMγ

which is what we had to show.

Lemma 5.56. Suppose that

piq Vmax is a typical self-assembling Pmax-variation with unique iterations,

piiq typicality of Vmax is witnessed by a set of pΣ1 YΠ1q-formulae Ψ,

piiiq there is a proper class of Woodin cardinals,

pivq Vmax-p˚q holds as witnessed by g and

pvq g produces ~A.

Then pPpRq X LpRqq-BFAΨ

~A
pΓVmax

~A
pΨqq holds true.

Proof. We will assume nVmax “ 0. Let g witness Vmax-p˚q. Let p P g and
µ : pÑ p˚ “ pM, I,Aq the generic iteration of p guided by g. We will show that

pPpRq X LpRqq-BFAΨ

ApΓ
Vmax

A pΨqq

holds. By Lemma 5.49, Hg “ HA is almost a Vmax-condition. Now let P P

ΓVmax

A pΨq and X P PpRq X LpRq. Let G be P-generic. We have to show that

pHω2
; P, X,RψA | ψ P ΨqV ăΣ1

pHω2
; P, X˚, R

ψ
A | ψ P ΨqV rGs.

So let v P HV
ω2

, and θ a Σ0-formula such that

pHω2
; P, X˚, R

ψ
A | ψ P ΨqV rGs |ù Du θpu, vq.

As Vmax is self-assembling, we may assume without loss of generality that v “
µpv̄q for some v̄ P p. Let V rGsrHs be a further generic extension by pΨ, Aq-
preserving forcing so that in V rGsrHs

pH.iq H
V rGsrHs
A is almost a Vmax-condition and

pH.iiq NSω1
is saturated.

Note that

pHω2
; P, X˚, R

ψ
A | ψ P ΨqV rGs ăΣ0

pHω2
; P, X˚˚, R

ψ
A | ψ P ΨqV rGsrHs

as the extension is pΨ, Aq-preserving. Here, X˚˚ denotes the reevaluation of X˚

in V rGsrHs. Accordingly,

pHω2
; P, X˚˚, R

ψ
A | ψ P ΨqV rGsrHs |ù Du θpu, vq.

Let g be Colpω, 2ω1qV rGsrHs-generic over V rGsrHs and X˚˚˚ the reevaluation of
X˚˚ in V rGsrHsrgs. Then in V rGsrHsrgs,

pHω2
,NSω1

, X˚˚qV rGsrHs

is X˚˚˚-iterable by Proposition 5.54.
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Claim 5.57. H
V rGsrHs
A ăVmax

q for all q P g.

Proof. Let q P g and σ : q Ñ q˚ the g-iteration of q. It follows from the proof
of Lemma 5.49 that

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, AqV |ù ϕVmaxpq˚q

and since the extension V Ď V rGsrHs is pΨ, Aq-preserving,

pHω2
; P,NSω1

, AqV rGsrHs |ù ϕVmaxpq˚q

follows.

Let q P g, q ăVmax
p as witnessed by µ̄ : p Ñ p̄. H

V rGsrHs
A witnesses in

V rGsrHsrgs that there is r “ pM, I, aq ăVmax
q, as witnessed by σ : q Ñ q˚, so

that

pr.iq pM, I, Y q is X˚˚˚-iterable,

pr.iiq pM ; P, Iq |ù “V “ Hω2
^ I “ NSω1

” and

pr.iiiq pM ; P, Y, RψA | ψ P ΨqM |ù Du θpu, σpµ̄pv̄qq

where Y “ X˚˚˚ XM . As there is a proper class of Woodin cardinals,

pLpRqV ; P, Xq ” pLpRqV rGsrHsrgs; P, X˚˚˚q

and hence a density argument shows that there is q “ pN, J, bq P g, q ăVmax
p,

as witnessed by µ1 : pÑ p1, such that

pq.iq pN, J,X XNq is X-iterable,

pq.iiq pN ; P, Jq |ù “V “ Hω2
^ J “ NSω1

” and

pq.iiiq for some u P N , pN ; P, X XN,RψA | ψ P ΨqN |ù θpu, µ1pvqq.

Let σ : q Ñ q˚ “ pN˚, J˚, a˚q be the g-iteration of q. By (the proof of) Lemma
5.49 piiq

pHω2
,NSω1

, AqV |ù ϕVmaxpq˚q

and hence

pN˚; P, X XN˚, R
ψ
A | ψ P ΨqN

˚

ăΣ0
pHω2

; P, X,RψA | ψ P ΨqV .

Moreover,
σ : pN, J,X XNq Ñ pN˚, J˚, X XN˚q

is fully elementary by pq.iq so that

pN˚; P, X XN˚, R
ψ
A | ψ P ΨqN

˚

|ù θpσpuq, σpµ1pvqqq.

By Lemma 5.11, σ ˝ µ1 “ µ, so we can conclude

pHω2
; P, X,RψA | ψ P ΨqV |ù θpσpuq, vq

which is what we had to show.
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In fact, we get an equivalence in case we can apply the P♦-method.

Second Blueprint Theorem 5.58. Suppose that

piq There are a proper class of Woodin cardinals,

piiq Vmax is a self-assembling typical Pmax-variation,

piiiq Vmax has unique iterations and accepts ♦-iterations,

pivq typicality of Vmax is witnessed by a set Ψ of pΣ1 YΠ1q-formulae,

pvq ~A “ pA0, . . . , AnVmax q P Hω2
and

pviq ΓΨ

~A
“ ΓVmax

~A
pΨq.

The following are equivalent:

p˚ .iq There is a filter g Ď Vmax which witnesses Vmax-p˚q and produces ~A.

p˚ .iiq pPpRq X LpRqq-BFAΨ

~A
pΓVmax

~A
pΨqq.

Proof. “p˚ .iqñp˚ .iiq” follows from Theorem 5.56. “p˚ .iiqñp˚ .iq” can be
proven similar to the First Blueprint Theorem 5.44. We use the existence of a
proper class of Woodin cardinals instead of SRP to justify ADLpRq, that all sets
of reals in LpRq are 8-universally Baire and generic LpRq-absoluteness. It is not
immediate that H ~A

is almost a Vmax-condition, nor did we assume that NSω1

is saturated, however as ΓVmax

~A
pΨq “ ΓΨ

~A
, we can pass to a pΨ, ~Aq-preserving

forcing extension in which both of this is true. It follows that

g “ tp P Vmax |Dµ : pÑ p˚ a generic iteration of

length ω1 ` 1 with H ~A
|ù ϕVmaxpp˚qu

witnesses Vmax-p˚q and produces ~A.

5.7 The Qmax-variation Q´max

We will have to do some work in order to find a forcing which freezes NSω1
along

a witness f of ♦pωăω
1 q. The main idea is to find the correct Pmax-variation to

throw into the ♦-p˚q-forcing. Let us first introduce Woodin’s Qmax.

Definition 5.59. A condition p P Qmax is a generically iterable structure p “
pN, I, fq with

pQmax.iq N |ù “f guesses Colpω, ω1q-filters” and

pQmax.iiq N |ù “ηf : Colpω, ω1q Ñ pPpω1q{Iq
` is a dense embedding”, where ηf is

the embedding associated to f .
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The order on Qmax is given by

q “ pM,J, hq ăQmax
p

iff there is an iteration

j : pÑ p˚ “ pN˚, I˚, f˚q

in q with f˚ “ h.

We mention that it follows from Lemma 3.10 that if pN, I, fq is a Qmax-
condition then N |ù “f witnesses ♦`pωăω

1 q”.
Forcing that Hf is almost a Qmax-condition for some f essentially amounts to
forcing “NSω1

is ω1-dense”. We replace Qmax by an equivalent forcing for which
this is easier to achieve.

Definition 5.60. A condition p P Q´
max is a generically iterable structure of

the form p “ pN, I, fq so that

pN ; P, Iq |ù “f witnesses ♦`
I pω

ăω
1 q”.

The order on Q´
max is given by q :“ pM,J, hq ă

Q
´
max

pN, I, fq “: p iff there is an
iteration

j : pÑ p˚ “ pN˚, I˚, f˚q

in q so that

pă
Q

´
max

.iq f˚ “ h and

pă
Q

´
max

.iiq if S P J` X p˚ then there is b P Colpω, ωq
1
q with Shb Ď S mod J .

We note that Q´
max is essentially unchanged if condition pă

Q
´
max

.iiq is dropped,
but demanding it is convenient for us.

Proposition 5.61 (Woodin, [Woo10, Definition 6.20]). Suppose Ppω1q is closed
under A ÞÑ A7 and I is a normal uniform ideal. Suppose f guesses Colpω, ω1q-
filters. The following are equivalent:

piq f witnesses ♦`
I pω

ăω
1 q.

piiq For any A Ď ω1,

tα ă ω1 | fpαq is not generic over LrAX αsu P I

and for all b P B, Sfb P I
`.

The following is the key result about Q´
max.

Lemma 5.62. Suppose J is a normal uniform ideal, h witnesses ♦`
J pω

ăω
1 q,

and Ppω1q is closed under A ÞÑ A7. For any p “ pN, I, fq P Q´
max there is an

iteration
j : pÑ p˚ “ pN˚, I˚, f˚q

so that
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piq f˚ “ h mod J (so in particular f˚ witnesses ♦`
J pω

ăω
1 q) and

piiq if S P J` XN˚ then there is b P Colpω, ω1q with S
f˚

b Ď S mod J .

Proof. Let x be a real coding p and let D be the club of x-indiscernibles below
ω1. By induction along ω1 we will define a filter g Ď Colpω,ăω1q. Let

~α :“ xαi | i ă ω1y

be the increasing enumeration of D. Assume that g æ αi is already defined.
First we define gpαiq:
Case 1: hpαiq is generic over Lrx, g æ αis. Then let gpαiq “ hpαiq.
Case 2: Case 1 fails. Then let gpαiq be some generic for Colpω, αiq over Lrx, g æ
αis.
Next, we choose g æ pαi, αi`1q to be any generic for Colpω, pαi, αi`1qq over
Lrx, g æ αi ` 1s.

Claim 5.63. g is generic over Lrxs.

Proof. ~α enumerates a club of Lrxs-regular ordinals. Thus for any i ă ω1,
Colpω,ăαiq has the αi-c.c. in Lrxs. It follows by induction that g æ αi is
Colpω,ăαiq-generic over Lrxs and finally that g is Colpω,ăω1q-generic over
Lrxs.

By induction on α ă ω1, we now define a generic iteration

xpi, σi,j , Ui | i ď j ď αy

of p0 “ p. Here, Ui denotes the generic filter that produces the ultrapower
σi,i`1.
Let ηα denote the map

pησ0,αpfqq
pα : Colpω, ωpα

1
q Ñ ppPpω1q{σ0,αpIqq

`qpα .

Simply pick Uα least, according to the canonical global wellorder in

Lrx, g æ ωpα
1
` 1s

so that

pU.iq Uα is ppPpω1q{σ0,αpIqq
`qqpα -generic over pα and

pU.iiq ηαrgpω
pα
1
qs Ď Uα.

This is possible as gpωpα
1
q is Colpω, ωpα

1
q-generic over pα, as

pα |ù “ηpα is a regular embedding”

and as pα is countable in Lrx, g æ ωpα
1
` 1s. Uα induces the generic ultrapower

σα,α`1 : pα Ñ Ultppα, Uαq “: pα`1.

Finally we get a generic iteration map

σ :“ σ0,ω1
: pÑ p˚ :“ pω1

“ pN˚, I˚, f˚q.
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Claim 5.64. f˚ “ h mod J .

Proof. f˚ and g agree on the club of iteration points, i.e. we have f˚pωpα
1
q “

gpωpα
1
q for any α ă ω1. Here we use that Uα extends πpαrgpαqs.

Moreover,
tα ă ω1 | hpαq is not generic over Lrx, g æ αsu P J

by Proposition 5.61 as h witnesses ♦`
J pω

ăω
1 q. By construction of g, it follows

that tα ă ω1 | hpαq ‰ gpαqu P J . As J is a normal uniform ideal, we can
conclude

tα ă ω1 | f
˚pαq ‰ hpαqu P J.

It follows that f˚ witnesses ♦`
J pω

ăω
1 q. Now let S P J` X N˚. We have to

show the following.

Claim 5.65. S
f˚

b Ď S mod J for some b P Colpω, ω1q.

Proof. We will prove that the intersection of D with Sf
˚

b ´S is bounded below
ω1 for some b. Find α P D so that

pα.iq there is S̄ P pα with σα,ω1
pS̄q “ S and

pα.iiq α P S.

By pα.iiq, there must be some b P gpαq with

b ,
Lrx,gæαs
Colpω,αq S̄ P

9Uα

where 9Uα is a name for the least filter U that is generic over pα and contains
ηαr 9gs, where 9g is now the canonical name for the generic. Now suppose α ă β P

S
f˚

b XD. There is then an elementary embedding

j : Lrxs Ñ Lrxs

with

pj.iq jpαq “ β and

pj.iiq critpjq “ α.

We have that j lifts to an elementary embedding

j` : Lrx, g æ αs Ñ Lrx, g æ βs

so that
b “ jpbq ,

Lrx,gæβs
Colpω,βq j

`
`
S̄

˘
P j`

´
9Uα

¯
.
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Clearly, j`
´

9Uα

¯gpβq

“ Uβ and thus

β P σβ,ω1

´
j`

`
S̄

˘¯

as b P f˚pβq “ gpβq. Note that all points in D are iteration points and recall
that f˚ and g agree on iteration points.

Subclaim 5.66. j`
`
S̄

˘
“ σα,β

`
S̄

˘
.

Proof. The reason is that, since α is a limit ordinal, pα is the direct limit along

xpi, σi,k | i ď k ă αy and thus there is some γ ă α and ¯̄S P pγ with σγα

´
¯̄S

¯
“ S̄.

Hence

j`
`
S̄

˘
“ j`

ˆ
σγ,α

´
¯̄S

¯˙
“ j`pσγ,αq

ˆ
j`

´
¯̄S

¯˙

“ σγ,β

´
¯̄S

¯
“ σα,β

ˆ
σγ,α

´
¯̄S

¯˙
“ σα,β

`
S̄

˘
.

Here, we use j`pσγ,αq “ σγ,β in the third equation. This holds as our lift j`

satisfies j`pg æ αq “ g æ β and so it is easy to see that j`pxUi | i ă αyq “ xUi |
i ă βy so that

j`pxpi, σi,k | i ď k ă αyq “ xpi, σi,k | i ď k ă βy.

All in all, β P σβ,ω1

´
σα,β

`
S̄

˘¯
“ S. Thus

´
S
f˚

b ´ S
¯
XD Ď α

so that Sf
˚

b Ď S mod J .

Proposition 5.67 (Folklore?). Suppose there is a precipitous ideal on ω1. Then
Ppω1q is closed under A ÞÑ A7.

Proof. It is easy to see that R is closed under x ÞÑ x7. Let I be a precipitous
ideal and let j : V Ñ M “ UltpV, gq be the generic ultrapower of V in the
extension V rgs, g generic for I`. Then A “ jpAq X ωV1 P M and is coded by a
real in M . By elementarity, R XM is closed under x ÞÑ x7. Thus A7 exists in
M Ď V rgs. As forcing cannot add a sharp, A7 P V .

Lemma 5.68. Assume AD in LpRq. The inclusion Qmax ãÑ Q´
max is a dense

embedding.
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Proof. It is easy to see that if p, q P Qmax then

q ăQmax
pô q ă

Q
´
max

p.

Now let p P Q´
max and find x a real coding p. Our assumptions imply by

Woodin’s analysis of Qmax under ADLpRq that there is q “ pM,J, hq P Qmax

with x7 PM . By Proposition 5.67,

M |ù “Ppω1q is closed under A ÞÑ A7”.

Thus we may apply Lemma 5.61 inside M and find an iteration

j : pÑ p˚ “ pN˚, I˚, f˚q

so that
q1 :“ pM,J, f˚q P Qmax

and j witnesses q1 ă
Q

´
max

p.

It is not obvious how to even prove construct a single Qmax-condition as-
suming only ADLpRq. Woodin worked with a variant Q˚

max of Qmax instead to
analyze the Qmax-extension of LpRq. We remark that this can be done with
Q´

max as well. The arguments are, modulo Lemma 5.62, quite similar to the
arguments in the Q˚

max analysis.

6 Consistency of QM and forcing “NSω1
is ω1-

dense”

We are now in position to force QM and force “NSω1
is ω1-dense”.

We can now finally find a forcing which freezes NSω1
along f assuming large

cardinals and that f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q.

We will also reap what we have sown by replacing Qmax with Q´
max.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Use the Woodin cardinal to make NSω1
saturated while

turning f into a witness of ♦`pωăω
1 q by f -semiproper forcing in a generic ex-

tension V rgs using the iteration theorem 3.15. Shelah’s construction to make
NSω1

saturated works just as well in this context. Observe that

pHω2
,NSω1

, fqV rgs

is a almost a Q´
max-condition in V rgs. Work in V rgs. Next we want to apply

Theorem 5.20 with Vmax “ Q´
max for the dense set D “ Q´

max. Note that the
universe is closed under X ÞÑ X7 and as D is Π1

2, D is 8-universally Baire.
We cannot guarantee full generic absoluteness for small forcings, however we
actually only need that for any forcing P of size ď 2ω2 we have that

piq pQ´
maxq

V rgsP X V rgs “ pQ´
maxq

V rgs and
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piiq pQ´
maxq

V rgsP is a Pmax-variation in V rgsP

piq is again guaranteed by the closure under X ÞÑ X7. The only nontrivial thing
one has to verify for piiq is that Q´

max has no minimal conditions in V rgsP. This

follows from the closure of R under x ÞÑM
7
1
pxq.

Thus P♦ “ P♦pQ´
max, f,Q

´
maxq exists and in a further extension V rgsrhs by P♦

we have:
Q´

max

q0 qω1
“ pNω1

, Iω1
, fq

p0 pωq0
1

pω1

ppHω2
qV rgs,NSV rgs

ω1
, fqQ´

max

P σ0,ω1

P Pµ
0,ω

q0
1

µωq0
1
,ω1

“

P

So that

pP♦.iq µ0,ω1
, σ0,ω1

are generic iterations of p0, q0 respectively,

pP♦.iiq µ0,ω
q0
1

witnesses q0 ăQ
´
max

p0,

pP♦.iiiq µ0,ω1
“ σ0,ω1

pµ0,ω
q0
1

q and

pP♦.ivq the generic iteration σ0,ω1
: q0 Ñ qω1

is a ♦-iteration.

Claim 6.1. f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q in V rgsrhs.

Proof. By Lemma 5.19 and pP♦.ivq, Iω1
“ NS

V rgsrhs
f X Nω1

, in particular f
witnesses ♦pωăω

1 q in V rgsrhs.

It remains to show that the extension V Ď V rgsrhs has “frozen NSVω1
along f”.

Let S P Ppω1q
V . It follows from pP♦.iiq, pP♦.iiiq and the definition of ă

Q
´
max

(especially pă
Q

´
max

.iiq) that one of the following holds:

• Either S P Iω1
,

• or for some p P Colpω, ω1q we have Sfp Ď S mod Iω1
.

As any ♦-iteration is correct, Iω1
“ NSV rgsrhs

ω1
XNω1

. It follows that

• either S P NSV rgsrhs
ω1

,

• or for some p P Colpω, ω1q we have Sfp Ď S mod NSV rgsrhs
ω1

,

which is what we had to show.

Remark 6.2. Instead of closure of V under X ÞÑ M
7
1

we could just as well
have assumed that there is a second Woodin cardinal with a measurable above.
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Theorem 6.3. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and there is a supercompact limit

of supercompact cardinals. Then there is a f -preserving forcing extension in
which f witnesses QM.

Proof. Let κ be a supercompact limit of supercompact cardinals and

L : Vκ Ñ Vκ

an associated Laver function. We describe a Q-iteration w.r.t. f

P “ xPα, 9Qβ | α ď κ, β ă κy

that forces QM. For any α ă κ, 9Qα is a two step-iteration of the form

9Qα “ 9Q0

α ˚
:Q1

α

with | 9Qα| ă κ. If α is a successor (or 0) then

piq 9Q0
α is forced to be a f -preserving forcing that freezes NSω1

along f and

piiq :Q1
α is a name for a f -preserving partial order forcing SRP.

Note that 9Q0
α exists by Lemma 4.9 and :Q1

α exists by Corollary ??.

If α is a limit ordinal, then

piq 9Q0
α is Lpαq if that is a Pα-name for a f -preserving forcing and the trivial

forcing else,

piiq :Q1
α is as in the successor case.

It is clear that this constitutes a Q-iteration and hence P preserves f and
in particular ω1 is not collapsed. P is κ-c.c.. As we use f -preserving forcings
guessed by L at limit steps, QM holds in the extension as witnessed by f by
the usual argument.

If one is only interested in forcing “NSω1
is ω1-dense”, a slightly weaker large

cardinal assumption is sufficient.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose f witnesses ♦pωăω
1 q and κ is an inaccessible limit of

ăκ-supercompact cardinals. Then there is a f -preserving forcing extension in
which NSω1

is ω1-dense.

Proof. Indeed any nice iteration

P “ xPα, 9Qβ | α ď κ, β ă κy

so that for all γ ă κ

Vκ |ù “Pγ is a Q-iteration w.r.t. f”
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preserves f and forces “NSω1
is ω1-dense”. To see this, first of all note that P

is κ-c.c. by Fact ??. Now any Pγ for γ ă κ preserves f by Theorem 4.8 applied
in Vκ and it follows immediately that P preserves f . Suppose now that G is
P-generic and

V rGs |ù S P NS`
ω1
.

There must be some nonlimit γ ă κ with S P V rGγs. As 9Q
Gγ
γ freezes NSω1

along f in V rGγs, there must be some b P Colpω, ω1q with S
f
b Ď S mod NSω1

in V rGγ`1s, hence in V rGs.

Neither of these results answers the original question, as Woodin asks specifi-
cally for a semiproper forcing, but Q-iterations are not stationary set preserving
if NSω1

is not ω1-dense to begin with. However, we have one more trick up our
sleeves: For once we will pick f more carefully.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose ~S “ xSα | α ă ω1y is a sequence of pairwise disjoint
stationary sets in ω1 and ♦pSαq holds for all α ă ω1. Then there is f witnessing
♦pωăω

1 q so that for all α ă ω1, there is p P Colpω, ω1q with S
f
p Ď Sα.

Proof. From ♦pSαq, we get a witness fα of ♦pωăω
1 q so that fαpβq is the trivial

filter if β R S. Let xbα | α ă ω1y be an enumeration of some maximal antichain
in Colpω, ω1q of size ℵ1. Now define f : ω1 Ñ Hω1

as follows: For β P Sα we let

fpβq “ tp P Colpω, βq | Dp1 ď pDq P fαpβq p
1 ď bα

"qu.

Note that there is at most one α with β P Sα. If β is not in any Sα, let fpβq be

the trivial filter. It is now clear that Sfbα Ď Sα, but we still need to verify that
f indeed witnesses ♦pωăω

1 q. So let p P Colpω, ω1q and

~D “ xDα | α ă ω1y

be a sequence of dense subsets of Colpω, ω1q. We have that show that

tβ ă ω1 | p P fpβq ^ @γ ă β fpβq XDγ ‰ Hu

is stationary. So let C be a club in ω1. Find α so that bα is compatible with
p and note that we may assume further that p ď bα. Hence we can write p as
p “ bα

"q. For γ ă ω1, let

D1
γ “ tr P Colpω, ω1q | bα

"r P Dγu

and note that D1
γ is dense. As fα witnesses ♦pωăω

1 q, we may find β P C large
enough so that

pβ.iq p P Colpω, βq,

pβ.iiq q P fαpβq and

pβ.iiiq @γ ă β fαpβq XD
1
γ ‰ H.
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It follows that p P fpβq and that

@γ ă β fpβq XDγ ‰ H.

Corollary 6.6. Assume there is a supercompact limit of supercompact cardinals.
Then there is a semiproper forcing P with V P |ù QM.

Proof. By otherwise taking advantage of the least supercompact, we may assume
all stationary-set preserving forcings are semiproper. Next, we force with

P0 “ Colpω1, 2
ω1q.

Let G be P0-generic over V . There is then a partition xTα | α ă ω1y of ω1

into stationary sets so that whenever S P V is stationary in ω1, then Tα X S is
stationary for all α ă ω1. Also, there is an enumeration

xSα | α ă ω1y

of all stationary sets in V . Now in V rGs,

xSα X Tα | α ă ω1y

is a sequence of pairwise disjoint stationary sets. Moreover, ♦T holds for any
stationary T Ď ω1. By Lemma 6.5, there is a witness f of ♦pωăω

1 q so that for
any α ă ω1 there is p P Colpω, ω1q with Sfp Ď pSαXTαq. Thus for any stationary

S P V , S contains some Sfp . Note that any further f -preserving forcing preserves

the stationarity of any Sfp and hence does not kill any stationary S P V . By
Theorem 6.3, there is an f -preserving P1 that forces QM. It follows that back
in V , the two-step forcing P0 ˚ 9P1 preserves stationary sets, hence is semiproper,
and forces QM.

Similarly, can prove the following from Theorem 6.4.

Corollary 6.7. Assume there is an inaccessible κ that is a limit of ăκ-supercompact
cardinals. Then there is a stationary set preserving forcing P with

V P |ù “NSω1
is ω1-dense”.

Assuming one more (sufficiently past κ-) supercompact cardinal below κ,
one can replace stationary set preserving forcing by semiproper forcing.

So the answer to Woodin’s question is yes assuming sufficiently large cardi-
nals.
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6.1 QM implies Qmax-p˚q

We apply the Blueprint Theorems to show that the relation between QM and
Qmax-p˚q is analogous to the one of MM`` and p˚q.
Typicality of Qmax is witnessed by ΨQmax consisting of the formulae

• ψ
Qmax

0
pxq “ “x P 9I”,

• ψQmax

1
pxq “ “x “ 9f” and

• ψ
Qmax

2
pxq “ “x “ 9f ^ x witnesses ♦pωăω

1 q”.

Note that ψQmax

2
pxq is (in context equivalent to) a Π1-formula.

Theorem 6.8. QM implies Qmax-p˚q.

Proof. Suppose f witnesses QM. We already mentioned that forcing an instance
of SRP is f -preserving and so SRP holds. Hf is almost a Qmax-condition by
Lemma 4.2. Qmax accepts ♦-iterations by Lemma 5.19. Qmax-p˚q now follows
from the First Blueprint Theorem 5.44.

Definition 6.9. For ∆ Ď PpRq, ∆-BQM states that there is f witnessing
♦pωăω

1 q so that
∆-BFAptP | P preserves fuq

holds.

We mention that already BQM “ H-BQM is enough to prove “NSω1
is

ω1-dense”.

Finally, we remark that one can show that fragments of QM hold in Qmax-
extensions of canonical models of determinacy. For example QMpcq, i.e. QM for
forcings of size at most continuum, holds in the Qmax-extension of models of
ADR` “Θ is regular”`V “ LpPpRqq and BQM holds in the Qmax-extension of
suitable R-mice.
Finally we want to mention that Woodin has formulated a forcing axiom FAp♦pωăω

1 qqrcs
somewhat similar to QMpcq and has proven that it holds in the Qmax-extension of
a model of ADR`“Θ is regular”`V “ LpPpRqq, see Theorem 9.54 in [Woo10]15

The global version FAp♦pωăω
1 qq of Woodin’s axiom does not imply “NSω1

is ω1-
dense”. The reason is that if f witnesses ♦pωăω

1 q and MM``pfq holds then
FAp♦pωăω

1 qq is true, however NSω1
is not ω1-dense.
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