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Abstract

We continue the study started in [2] and characterize j v, where
j : V[G] — M[H] is an ultrapower embedding by a normal ultrafilter
after a non-stationary support iteration of Prikry forcings.

Introduction

Let P be a forcing notion, and assume that G C P is generic over V. Assume
that a cardinal x is measurable in V' [G], and let W € V [G] be a normal measure
on k, with a corresponding ultrapower embedding jw : V [G] — M [H]. We
continue our study from [2], and consider the embedding jw [v, focusing on

the following questions:
1. Is jw |v an iteration of V (by its measures or extenders)?
2. Is jw [v definable over V7

The answers to both questions depend on the forcing notion P and the ground
model V. The first question is answered affirmatively, for every forcing notion
P, assuming that there is no inner model with a Woodin cardinal, and V = K
is the core model [4]. The answer to the second question can go both ways. For
instance, if P has a gap below k, in the sense of [3], jw [v is a definable class
of V, no matter what is the ground model. On the other hand, the answer for
2 can be negative, even when we force over the core model and « is measurable

there (see, e.g., section 5.2 in [2]).
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In this paper we focus on iterations of Prikry forcings. Let x be a measurable
limit of measurables, and assume that GCH holds below x. We would like to
perform an iterated forcing, destroying the measurability of every measurable

cardinal a@ < k. Our main goal will be the following theorem:

Theorem 0.1. Assume GCH below k. Let P be a nonstationary support iter-
ation of Prikry forcings below k. Let G C P be generic over V, and W € V [G]
be a normal measure on k in V [G]. Then jw |v is an iterated ultrapower of V
by normal measures.

Moreover, a description of such iteration is given.

We focus on the nonstationary-support iteration for sake of simplicity; the
full-support iteration will be considered in a future work.

This paper is structured as follows: In section 1, we present the forcing and
its basic properties. In section 2, we characterize all the normal measures W &€
V' [G] on k, using and extending results from [I] and [2]; More specifically, we
prove that every such measure is the unique extension of some normal measure
of Mitchell order 0 on x in V. In section 3, we present the structure of jy [y
as an iterated ultrapower, and provide a sufficient condition for its definability
in V. Finally, in section 4, we study iterated ultrapowers of V in general,
developing tools for computation of cofinalities, in V', of ordinals which become
inaccessibles at some stage in an iteration; we apply those tools to simplify the
presentation of jy [y as an iteration of V.

We assume throughout this paper that GCH<,, holds.

1 The Forcing

Definition 1.1. An iteration (Pn,Qp: a < Kk, f < k) is called a nonstationary
support iteration of Prikry-type forcings if and only if, for every a < k and
p G POU

1. p is a function with domain o such that for every 8 < a, p [ B € Pg, and

p| BIFpB) e Qﬁ and <g5’§,@w é*,-@_,6> is a Prikry-type forcing.

2. If a < k is inaccessible, then supp(p) N « is nonstationary in a (where

supp(p) C « is the complement of the set {8 < a: p [gl- p(B) is trivial} ).



In other words, there exists a club C' C « such that for every 5 € C,

p gl p(B) is trivial.

Suppose that p,q € P,. Then p > q, which means that p extends q, holds if
and only if:

1. supp(q) C supp(p).

2. For every B € supp(q), p | B IF p(8) >5 q(B) (where >g is the order of
Qp)-

3. There is a finite subset b C supp(q), such that for every § € supp(q) \ b,
p 1 BIFp(B) 25 a(B) (where >} is the direct extension order of Qp).

If b= 0, we say that p is a direct extension of q, and denote it by p >* q.

In this section we consider a nonstationary support iteration of Prikry forc-
ings, (Pa, QB: a <k, B < k). Denote by A C & the set of measurable cardinals
below  in V. Assume that a € A and P, has been defined. Assume that U7,
is a P,-name for a normal measure on « in V> (we will prove that at least
one such measure exists). Let QO‘ be the Prikry forcing with U7. If a is not
measurable in V, Q‘l is the trivial forcing.

We did not specify the normal measure U} which is used at stage a. As

Pa'is the unique extension of a normal

we will prove, each such measure in V
measure U, of Mitchell order 0 in V. Let Y = (U,: a € A) be a sequence of
names, such that, for every a € A, U, is forced by the weakest condition in
P, to be QZ NV. Given G C P, generic over V, let U = (Uy: a € A) be the
interpretation of the names in {/. Then U is a sequence of measures in V', but ¢
itself does not necessarily belong to V. Since U depends on G, a more accurate
notation would be Ug, but most of the time G will be clear from the context.

An iteration of Prikry-type forcings with nonstationary support was studied

in [I]. The following key property was proved:
Lemma 1.2. P = P, satisfies the Prikry property.

The proof relies on a fusion property which holds in our iteration. We will

use the formulation of this property as it is stated and proved in [I]:



Lemma 1.3. (Fusion Lemma) Let A < k be a limit ordinal, and assume that
p € Py. Suppose that e: A\ = V is a function such that for every a < X, e(«) is

a Pyy1-name, such that,

P lat1lF"e(a) is a dense open subset of Py \ (o + 1) above p\ (o + 1),

with respect to the direct extension order.”

assume also that v < X\ is an ordinal. Then there exists p* >* p which satisfies

p* [b=p v, and a club C C A\, such that for every a € C,

P lagalk p" \ (@ +1) € e(a)

The Fusion Lemma will be applied repeatedly in this paper, and is standard
in nonstationary support iterations. For sake of completeness, we provide the

proof.

Proof. As in [1], we focus first on the case where X is an inaccessible cardinal.
The other case is simpler since an inverse limit is taken at .
We construct a sequence (pe: & < ) of conditions in Py, a sequence (vg: & <

A) of ordinals below A and a sequence of clubs (Ce¢: € < 1), such that,
1. The sequence (pe: £ < A) is increasing with respect to direct extensions.
2. The sequence (vg: £ < \) is increasing, continuous and unbounded in .
3. For every £ < A, Ce Nsupp (pe) = 0.
4. For every £ < A, {vy,: n < A} is disjoint from the support of pe.
5. For every £ < A, pe [er1)lF pe \ (e +1) € e ().
6. Whenever n < £ < A,
(a) pe € Cy.

(b> V43 run+1:pn fun+1-

(€) Pe Tyl pe \ (v +1) 27 py \ (v + 1).

Take pg = p, Cy a club disjoint from supp (po), and vy > v in Cp.



Successor stages: Suppose that the construction is done up, and including,

some £ < A, and let us construct pey1 and vey;. Define-

Vey1 = min ﬂ Cy\ (ve +1)
n<é+1

Let us construct pet1. First, we require pet1 [veiy+1= Pe [veyi+1. Now,

there exists a P,

Ve, -name for a direct extension of pe \ vgy1 which is forced, by

Pe v 1+1, to belong to e(vey1). Let o be this name, and take pey1 \ vep1 = 0.

There exists a P,

ver,-name C' for a club in A disjoint from supp(o); Since A is

inaccessible, P, , is A-c.c., so there exists a club in A\, C’ € V, which is forced

€41
to be a subset of C'. Hence peiq has a club Cgyq € V disjoint from its support,
and is a legitimate condition in Pj.

Limit stages: Suppose that £ < A is a limit ordinal. Set v = U,<¢vy,. For
every 1 < &, Ve is a limit point of Cy, and thus vg ¢ supp (p,). Let us construct

pe. We construct it such that ve ¢ supp(pe). First, we set—

De M: U Dn funﬂ
n<§

note that (v,: n < &) is disjoint from the support of p¢ [, so p¢ [, € Py, holds
even if v¢ is inaccessible. Also, pe [, 41 forces that (p, \ (ve +1):n < &) is
an increasing sequence with respect to direct extension in P\ (v¢ + 1), which
is forced to be |ve|T-closed (so it’s definitely more than ¢-closed). Thus, there
exists an upper bound. Take pe \ (v¢ + 1) to be a name, which is forced, by
Pe [ve+1, to be a direct extension of the upper bound which belongs to e(ve).
Pick C¢ C A as a club disjoint from supp (pe).

This finishes the construction. Finally, set—

P = pe loen
E<A

Let C' = {ve: £ < A} € AecrCe. Then, by our construction, C' C X is a club
disjoint from supp (p*). Therefore, p* is a legitimate condition in Py. Also,
given a € C, let £ < A be such that o = v¢. Then p* [411= p¢ [a+1, and thus
it forces that p* \ (a +1) >* pe \ (e + 1) € e(a), as desired.

Now, let us adjust the proof to the case where A is not inaccessible. Fix

in advance an increasing, continuous and cofinal sequence (vel: & < cf(A)) in



A, such that vy > cf(A). Now construct a <*-increasing sequence of conditions
(pe: & < cf(X)). In successor steps, assuming that pe has been constructed, pick
De4+1 such that—

Pe+1 [vei141= Pe T(wesr+1)
and pey1 Tvey+1lF Pesr \ (eq1 +1) € e(vey1) - In limit steps, say for limit
& < cf(X), choose pg such that—

pe Tve=J Py Loy
n<g

and pg [,, forces that pe \ pe is a <*-upper bound of (p, \ v¢: n < &) (this is the
main difference from the case where A is regular. Note that the direct extension
order of Py \ v¢ is more than ¢-closed, since v¢ > £). Then, direct extend further
above v¢ 4 1 such that pe [, 1l pe \ ve +1 € e(ve).

Finally, set p* = U _¢f(n) P [ve+1- 0

The following claim takes care of dense open subsets of P, (not necessarily

with respect to direct extensions).

Claim 1.4. Let A < k be a limit ordinal and let D C Py be a dense open subset
of Px. Assume that p € Py and v < X. Then there exists p* >* p and a club
C C A, such that p* [,=p |, and, for every p* < q € D,

qly+1 P \(y+1) €D
where v € C' is the first coordinate for which—
q [y+1IF 7g \ 7y is a direct extension of p* \ v”

Proof. Fix a non-measurable & < X and G¢ C Pe generic over V such that
p 1e€ Ge. Given p [¢< q € G¢, we define a subset of P\ { which is <*-dense
open above p \ &:

eq§)={reP\&: ¢ reDor (Vr' >*r, q"r' ¢ D)}

Since £ is non-measurable, the direct extension order of P\ ¢ is more than

|Ge| T-distributive. Let e(€) be a Pe-name for the set—

e©) = [ el®

qGGg



then p [¢ forces that e(§) is <*-dense open above p \ &.
Apply lemma [[.3l Let p* >* p be such that p* [,= p |, and there exists a
club C such that, for every a € C,

P lagale p"\ (@ +1) € e(a)

Assume now that p* < g € D. Let v € C be as in the formulation of the claim.
Then-

P Iylbp" \ (v +1) €e(y+1)
In particular,

q lyralFp* \ (y+1) €e(y+1)

Finally, since there exists a direct extension ' = ¢\ (y +1) >* p* \ (y+ 1)
such that ¢ [,4+17 7" € D, it follows that ¢ [,41~ p*\(y+ 1) € D, as desired. O

Lemma 1.5. P = P, preserves cardinals. It also preserves cofinalities > .

Proof. P clearly preserves cardinals and cofinalities > xT+, since it has cardi-
nality 7.

Let us prove by induction that every cardinal p < k™ is not collapsed. For
limit g it’s clear. Suppose that g = AT is a successor. Split P = Py * g)\ * P\
(A+1). The direct extension order of P\ (A4 1) is more than p-closed, so it
preserves u. () preserves cardinals, whether A is measurable or not. Thus, it
suffices to prove that Py preserves AT = pu, for every A < . Suppose that ,J:
is a Py-name for an increasing function from A to p, and this is forced by an
arbitrary condition p € Py. We will prove that there exists an extension p* of p
in Py which forces that the image of ,J: is bounded in p.

For every £ < A, define the following Pe;-name for a dense open subset of
P\ (E+1),

e ={reP\&+1:36 <A\, rik ,Jj(s‘) <4}

We claim that e(§) is <*-dense open. First, let us argue that this suffices.
Indeed, by fusion, there exists p* € G and a club C' C X such that for every
el

P el 30 < AT, p\ (E+1) IF J(§) < ¢



and set—

0% = sup U{(S: Ir > p* leq1, 710 =6}
geC ~

Then 6* < AT and, since [ is increasing, p* IF Im (i) Cé*+1.

Let us prove that e(§) is indeed <*-dense open. Fix £ < A\. Let G C P14
be generic over V', and work in V' [G’]. Denote P’ = P\ (£ +1). Apply claim
[ for the dense open set D of conditions in P’ which decide the value of I &).
Given a condition ¢ € P’, there exists ¢* >* ¢ and a club C C X such that for
every ¢ <p€e D,

Pl ¢ \(v+1) €D

where 7 is the least coordinate in C' above the non-direct extensions. Let—

6" = sup U{(S: HSEP»;JA’ sTa\(v+1) Ik IJ(‘E) =0}
yeC

Then ¢* IF f(&) < §*. O
The following lemma is a minor modification of lemma 3.6 from [I].

Lemma 1.6. Let A < k be inaccessible. Let p € Py and assume that f is a
Py-name for a function from X\ to the ordinals. Then there exists p* >* p, a

club C C X and a function F: A — [Ord]<)‘ in V, such that for every & € C,
b €) € FO).

Proof. For each £ < A, consider the P¢yi-name for the following set—
e(€) ={reP\¢&: 3Ae[Ord]™, rik f(¢) € A}

It suffices to prove that for every £ < A, e(§) is forced to be <*-dense open
subset of P\ (£ +1). Indeed, once we prove this, there exists p* € G above p
and a club C' C X such that for every £ € C,

P" Teyilb 3Ae € [Ord] ™, p*\ (€ +1) I £(€) € A(€)
and then, for every £ € C, we can define-
F&) ={v:3q 2 p" le+1, qIF v € A¢}

Then |F(§)| < A for every £ € C, and p* I+ i(«s) e F().



Let us prove that e(§) is <* dense open. Fix £ < k. Let G’ C Pgyq be
generic over V, and work in V [G’]. Denote P’ = P\ (£ + 1). It suffices to prove
that given a condition ¢ € P’, there exists a direct extension ¢* >* ¢ and a set
A € [Ord] ™ such that ¢* I f(€) € A.

Let D C P’ be the dense open set of conditions r € P’ such that, for some
A€ [Ord]<A, r - i(f) € A. By claim [[L4] there exists ¢* >* ¢ and a club
C C D, such that for every ¢* < p € D, ply41” ¢"\ (v +1) € D, where
v = min (C'\ (v + 1)), and v is the maximal coordinate in which a non-direct
extension is taken in the extension ¢* < p.

Let us construct a direct extension ¢** >* ¢* with the same support as
q*. Let p € supp(q¢*) be a measurable, and assume that ¢** [, was con-
structed. Take an arbitrary generic G, C P;; with ¢** [,€ G,. Denote
' =min (C\ (p+1)). InV[G',G,], shrink the set éz to a set A such that, for
each n < w, exactly one of the following holds: Either for every s € [A]", there

exists direct extension r, >* ¢* | and a set of ordinals As with |Ag| < A,

(p,12"]
such that—

(1 s, A\ max(s) rTq"\ (i + 1) I £(6) € A,

or, there is no such s € [A]".
Let us prove now that ¢** has a direct extension which belongs to e(§).
Assume otherwise. Let p > ¢** be a condition which decides the value of f(¢),
and is chosen with the least number of non—direct extensions. Let v € supp(q*)

be the maximal coordinate in which a non-direct extension is taken, and let

" =min (C\ (y+1)). Clearly p > ¢*, and by the choice of ¢*,
plyni ¢ \(Y+1) €D
In particular, for some A € [Ord]<>‘,
PIAED Ty E N (Y + 1) I f(§) € A

Now, let G-, C P be generic over V [G'] with p [,€ G,. Then in V' [G',G,],
there exists A € [Ord]<* such that—

<tgaAz>,\p r('y,v/],—\q* \ (7/ + 1) I i(g) € A



Let n < w be such that lh (tg) =n+1lh (tg*). Then p [, extends ¢** [,, and

thus forces that for every s € [é?ﬂn, there exists 75 >* ¢* [(,,,, and a set A

(vsy
bounded in A, such that—

e - ~ % !/
(s, AR \max(s)) rsq¢"\ (Y +1)IF F(§) € As
Let r be a P,;1-name for the direct extension of ¢* which is forced by—

(19" s, AP \ max(s))

to be ry, for every s of length n. Then r >* ¢* [(, ./, and by direct extending
r inside the support of ¢*, we can assume that r >* ¢** [, ;1 (note that
the coordinates in which a non-direct extension is taken in the extension r >*
q* I(v,y] does not lie inside supp (¢*)).

By taking a union of the sets A, above, there exists a set of ordinals A €

VG, G,] with |A| < X such that—
@, AN N+ DI f§eA
G, was an arbitrary generic set with p [,€ G; thus, in V' [G'],
pIIF3AE[Ord ™, (1,40 v T\ (v + D) I f(€) € A

Let A be a P/-name for the above set A, and let A* € V [G'] be the set of
all possible values of elements in A as forced by extensions of p [,. Then

A* € [Ord]<*, and—

—~

pITAD e\ (YR I f(6) € A7

This contradicts the minimality of the number of non-direct extensions in the

choice of p > ¢**. O

Let us mention several immediate corollaries of the last lemma, all of them

were introduced in [I]:

Corollary 1.7. Let A < &k be a regular cardinal and p € Py. Assume that o is
a Py-name for an ordinal. Then there exist p* >* p and a set of ordinals A of

cardinality |A| < X, such that p* IF o € A.

10



Proof. If X\ is a limit of measurables, then it is inaccessible, and then the proof
is included in the proof of lemma Else, let X' < A be the supremum of the
set of measurables below A. Then Py, = Py,. We can now repeat the argument
in the proof of lemma for the forcing Py, with minor changes: first define
D = {r e Py:3A € [Ord]~" such that r IF a € A}. Direct extend p* >* p and
find a club C' C p/ such that for every p* < g€ D, q [y41" p*\ (7' +1) € D,
where v/ € C is a above the finite set of non-direct extensions taken in the
extension g > p*. Then, direct extend p** >* p*, without changing the support,
as in the previous lemma. Arguing as above, p** has a direct extension which
decides @ up to < A-many possibilities.

We remark that if A > X7, a simpler argument exists: by GCH, Py is
A —c.c.. let A€V be the set—

A={{:3Fq=>p qlFE=0}
then |A] < X and p Ik @ € A (here a direct extension of p is not required). O

Corollary 1.8. Let A\ < k be inaccessible, and assume that Gy C Py is generic
over V. Then X is still reqular v V [Gy]. Moreover, every function f: A — A

in V [G,] is dominated by a function g: X — X in V.

Proof. Assume that A is singular in V' [G,]. Let pp = cf (). Let f: p — A be an
increasing cofinal sequence in V [G,]. Let p € Py be a condition which forces
this. We argue that there exists § < A and p* > p such that p* IF Im(f) C 4,
which is a contradiction. Assume without loss of generality that p is the weakest
condition in Py.

Work in an arbitrary generic extension of V' with the forcing P,11. We argue
that every condition ¢ € P\ (1 + 1) has a direct extension ¢* € P\ (u + 1) and
function « — F(«) such that for every £ < p, F(§) is a bounded subset of A,

and—

q Ik f(§) € F(§)

Indeed, given £ < p, f(§) is a P\ (g + 1)-name for an ordinal below A. By
corollary [[L7) every ¢ € P\ (u+ 1) can be direct extended to ¢* € P\ (u+1)
such that for some set of ordinals A¢ C A with |A¢| < A, ¢* IF f(§) € Ae. Since

the direct extension order of P\ (u+ 1) is more then p-closed, we can find a

11



single ¢* € P\ (#+ 1), and, for every & < p, a bounded subset A¢ C X such
that ¢* IF V& < p, i(f) € Ag; then, set F(§) = A¢ as desired.

Since we worked in an arbitrary generic extension above (u+ 1) and gave a
density argument in P\ (u 4 1), we can assume that there exists p* € G such

that—

p* [ut1lF there exists a function £ — F(§) such that, for every & < p,

F(£) is a bounded subset of A and p* \ (1 +1) IF f(£) € F(£)

Finally, define, in V,

§ = sup U{ﬁ <A:3g>p* s, qlFB e F(&)}
E<p

and note that 6 < A\ and p* IF Im(i) C 4.

Let us argue now that every function f: A — X in V [G] is dominated by
a function g: A = X in V. First, in V [G], f is dominated by an increasing
function f': A — A. By L8l f’ is dominated on a club C' C X by a function

g A= XinV. Given € < k, let ¢ = min (C'\ £ + 1). Finally, define g: A — A,
9(&) =g (ce)
Then for every § <k, f(£) < f/(§) < f'(ce) < g’ (ce) = 9(&). O

Corollary 1.9. Let A < k be inaccessible. The forcing Py preserves stationary

subsets of .

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that for every club in x, C € V [G], there exists a
club in k, D € V, such that D C C. In V [G], let f: kK — Kk be the increasing
enumeration of C. By corollary [[L.§] there exists ¢ € V' which dominates f. Let
D be the set of closure points of g. Clearly, D is a club. Let us prove that
D C C. Given a € D, « is a closure point of f, and thus a limit point of
Im(f) = C. Therefore o € C. O

Recall that a set of ordinals A € V' [G] is called fresh if A ¢ V and, for every
ordinal £ < sup(4), AN& € V. Every old measurable u < k clearly has a fresh
unbounded subset: its Prikry sequence. So if sup(A) was a measurable cardinal
below « in V, A might be fresh over V. Let us address the case where sup(A)

is k or k1.

12



Lemma 1.10. P = P, does not add new unbounded subsets of x or kT which

are fresh over V.

The proof appears in [2]. Having no fresh subsets of , s, together with

preservation of cardinals and 2% = k™, leads to the following key property:

Corollary 1.11. Let W € V [G] be a k-complete ultrafilter on k. Then WNV €
V.

For the proof, see proposition 2.1 in [2].

Corollary 1.12. Let W € V [G] be a normal measure. Then W NV €V is a

normal measure of Mitchell order 0 in V.

Proof. Denote U = W N V. By corollary [LTIl U € V. U inherits normality
from W, since it is closed under diagonal intersections. Finally, let us prove
that U has Mitchell order 0. Assume otherwise. Then U concentrates on the
set A of measurables below x in V. Hence, A € W. However, in V [G], each
cardinal in A is singular and has cofinality w, and by normality of W, it cannot

concentrate on A. O

2 Normal Measures in the Generic Extension

Our goal in this section is to prove that there exists a bijection between normal
measures of Mitchell order 0 in V, and normal measures on k in V [G]. Let
U € V be a normal measure of Mitchell order 0. We will define a normal

measure U* € V [G] which extends U. We will prove the following;:

Theorem 2.1. Every normal measure W € V' [G] on k has the form U* for
some normal measure U € V' of Mitchell order 0. Furthermore, U* is the

unique normal measure in V' [G| which extends U.

Let U € V be any normal measure on  of Mitchell order 0. After forcing an
iteration of Prikry forcings, with any standard support, one can define, in the
generic extension V [G], a natural filter which extends U: The filter consisting

of sets (A)s, where A is a name for subset of x, such that, for some p € G,

{a<k:plkae A} eU

13



or simply ju(p) IF & € ju (4), in My.
Forcing with nonstationary support has the advantage, that this filter is

actually a normal, k-complete ultrafilter.

Lemma 2.2. Let U be a normal measure of Mitchell order 0 on k. Define
U* € V[G] as follows: For every P.-name A for a subset of r, (A)g € U* if
and only if there exists p € G such that jy(p) I & € ju (A). Then U* is a

normal, k-complete ultrafilter in V [G], which extends U.

Proof. Let us check first that U* is well defined. Assume that A, B are P-
names for subsets of x, and p € G is a condition such that p IF 4 = B.
Then jy(p) = ju(A) = ju(B), and thus ju(p) IF & € ju(A) if and only if
Ju(p) IF & € ju(B), so (A)g € U™ if and only if (B), € U™, as desired.

It’s not hard to verify that U* is a filter. Let us prove that it’s xk-complete
(thus, in particular, it’s an ultrafilter). Assume that v < k and (4g: § < 7) is
forced by the weakest condition to be a partition of k.

For every a € (v, k), let e(a) C P\ (av+ 1) be the following <*-dense open
subset:

efa) ={re P\ (a+1):3" <y ri-ac As}

By lemma [I.3] there exists p € G and a club C C & such that for every a € C,

P lavilFp\a+1¢€e(a)

C'is a club, so C € U, and thus,

p 0g, F3B" <y Julp)\(k+1)IFE € ju(4s-)

therefore, for some ¢ > p, ¢ € G and 8* < v,
ql-ju(p) \ ki€ ju(4s-)

so ju(q) IF & € ju(4p-).

Let us prove normality. Assume that f is a name for a regressive function

~

from x to k. Work in My. ju(f) is forced there to be a regressive function.

There exists a P, 1-name for a dense open subset D of ji; (P)\(k + 1), consisting
of all the conditions which force that jy(f)(k) = B* for some f* < k. Let

a — d(a) be a function in V' which represents D in the ultrapower construction.
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We can assume that for every a < k, e(«) is a P,y1-name, forced by the weakest
condition to be a <* dense-open subset of P, \ (o + 1). Now we apply fusion

just as before, and find p € G such that—
p 0, k38" <k jup)\ (r+1)IFju(f)(k) = 5"
so for some ¢ € G, g > p, and for some * < K,
Ju(@) = ju(f)(k) = B°
Therefore, {€ < k: f(§) = 8*} € U* as desired. O

Now, given a normal measure W € V [G] on k, denote U = W NV. By
corollary [LTI, U € V. Our goal will be to prove that W = U*. We start with

the following observation:

Lemma 2.3. Let W € V[G] be a normal measure on k. Let jw: V[G] —
M [H] be the ultrapower embedding. Denote U = WNV, and define k: My — M

as follows: k ([f],;) = [flw - Then:

1. k: My — M 1is an elementary embedding.
2. koju =jw lv.

3. k |,=id, where p is the first measurable above k in My. In particular,

for every n < p, there exists f € V such that [f]; = [fly = -
4. crit(k) = p.
5. (VM)M = (VM)MU'
Proof. 1. k is well defined, since, if [f],, = [g],,, then {z < k: f(z) = g(z)} €
U, and thus this set belongs to W. So [f]};, = [g]y .- Similarly, k respects

€. Finally, assume that ¢(a1,...,a,) is a formula and fi,..., f, are

functions. Then:

MU':‘P([fl]U""[fn]U) = {z<r: VEp(fiz),...,falz)} €U
— {r<r:VEe(filx),...,falr)} eW

— M[H] ':M'Ccp([fl]wv"'[fn]w)

== MEo(filw, - [falw)

15



2. Clear from the definitions.

3. First, let us note that for every n < x™, k(n) = 7, using the canonical
function which represents 1. Also, k (k*) = kT since ™ is represented by

the successor cardinal function. Thus, crit(k) > &™.

Now, Assume, for contradiction, that there exists n < p such that k(n) >
7. Take the minimal such n. There exists g € V' [G] such that [¢],,, = 7.
Let h: k — k be a function in V' such that [h], = 7. So-

and thus, by changing g on a set which doesn’t belong to W, we can

assume that, for every £ < k,
g(&) < h(§) < the first measurable above &
For every £ < k, let e(&) be the Peiq-name for the following set—

e(€) ={reP\({+1): Ja < h(E), rlkg(§) = a}

this set is <*-dense open, since the direct extension order is more than
h(§)-closed. Apply fusion. There exits p* >* p and a club C' C k such
that, for every £ € C,

P lerlFp™\ (€+1) €e(§)

in other words,
p* Tegalk Ja < A(E), P\ (E+1)IFg(§) =a

Define F': C — V as follows: For every £ € C, let ¢ be a P¢y1-name for

« as above, and set—

F(§) ={a:3a € Pep1 a=p" [ep1 and a”p"\ (E+1)IF g(§) = a}

Note that for every ¢ € C, p* |- g(¢) € F(€), and |F(€)| < |¢|T. Also,
C € U and thus C € W. Therefore, in M [H],

n=lglw € [Fly = jw(F)(x) = k (ju(F)(x))

but, in My, |ju(F)(k)| < &7, which is strictly below the critical point of
k. So n € Im(k), i.e., for some o < n, n = k(a). But n was the minimal

such that k(n) # n, so a < n and a = k(a) = 7, a contradiction.
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4. Tt suffices to prove that k(u) # p. Since p is measurable in My, it suffices
to prove that p is not measurable in M. Assume otherwise. Then in
V[G], cf(n) = w would hold. Therefore, in V, cf(1) < k. By closure

under k-sequences, this is true in My as well, a contradiction.

5. It suffices to prove that, for every a < p, (Vo)™ = (Va)™V. Indeed,

V)M =k ((VQ)MU) _ ((VQ)JMU) (V)Mo

We now have all the tools necessary for the proof of theorem 2.1]

Proof of theorem[21l Assume that W € V [G] is a normal measure. Denote
U =WnNV. Let us use the notations of lemma [Z3} Assume that jy : V [G] —
M [H] is the ultrapower embedding of W, and let k: My — M be such that
Jw lv==Fkoju.

Let us prove that W = U*. Since both are ultrafilters on &, it suffices to
prove that U* C W. Assume that X € W. Let XeV be a P.-name such that
(X)g = X. There exists p € G such that ju(p) IF & € ju (X). By applying &,

Jw(p) - & € jw Iv (X)
since crit(k) > k. But jw (p) € jw(G) = H. Hence, in M [H],

k€ (w v (X)) g = iw (X)) = jw (X)

~

so X € W. O

3 The Structure of jy [y

As usual, let W € V [G] be a normal measure, and denote U = W NV. Let
k* = ju(k). Given a < k, recall that U}, is a P,-name, forced by the weakest
condition in P, to be the normal measure on « used in the Prikry forcing Qa.
Let U = (Un: a € A) be the sequence of names, such that, for every a € A, U,
is forced by the weakest condition in P, to be Q *NV. Given G C P, generic
over V, let U = (Uy: @ € A) be the interpretation of the names in I with

respect to the generic G.
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Our goal in this section is to factor jy [v to an iterated ultrapower of V,
while revealing, simultaneously, more and more information about the generic
set H = jw (G).

By induction, we define for every a < x* a model M,, an embedding
Jjo: V. — M,, a measurable cardinal p, in M, and a measure U,, € M,
on it. The definition goes by induction on o < k*, such that the sequence of
models (M, : « < k*) is a linear iterated ultrapower of V' with direct limit M.
The iteration is continuous, namely, for every a < k* limit, M, is the direct
limit of the models (M, : o < a).

Given a < k*, we define u, to be the least measurable p in M, such that
for every o/ < @, o < 1, and such that (cf(u))" > k. We will define a measure
U,. € My on . We postpone the definition of U, , but mention only that it
will have Mitchell order 0. After U,,, is defined, we take Myy1 = Ult (M,,U,,,)

Ma

0 Ja-

and ja+1 = (qua)

Our goal in this section will be to prove the following:

Theorem 3.1. M = My, jw [v= jur and £* = jw (k). IfU € V, then both
M and jw v are definable classes of V.

Remark 3.2. Given a < k*, we will prove, in the next section, that every
inaccessible X of My above i = sup{pa: o/ < o} satisfies (cf(A)” > k. So
whenever g, s picked as the least measurable above fi with cofinality > k in V,
it is simply the least measurable above fi. The proof appears in lemmal[f.6, and
a simpler characterization of (fia: o < K*) appears in corollary [ In order
to avoid complications in the current section, we chose to provide those results,

which involve a detailed study of the iteration (M, : o < K*), in the next section.

The proof of theorem [B.1] goes as follows: By induction on « < x*, we define

an elementary embedding k. : M, — M, as follows:

ka (]a(h) (Hhuam s ’:uak)) = ]W(h> (K”:ua07 .- ":uak)

forheV, k<wand ag <...<ag < a.

Note that for « = 0, kg = k is the embedding defined in lemma In
general, it’s not trivial that k, is a well defined elementary embedding. This
will be proved in lemma We denote A\, = crit (ky). We will prove that for

every a < k¥, the following properties hold:
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(A) ko: M, — M is an elementary embedding, and jw [v= kq © ja-

(B) A, is measurable in M,.

(C) Ao appears as an element in the Prikry sequence of ko (A,) in M [H].
(D) A = pa-

(E) Let Uy, ={X C pta: pa € ka(X)}NM,. ThenU,,, € M,, and is a normal
measure of Mitchell order 0 there. Moreover, jw (U) (ka(tta)) = ka (Up,),
and, if Y € V, then U, = jo (U) (pta).

After we prove that properties (A)-(E) above hold for every a < x*, we will
show that k.~ is the identity function.

Let us assume now that the Mg-ultrafilter Uy, and the embedding kg: Mg —
M have been defined for every 8 < «, such that properties (A)-(E) hold. We

first prove that k. is indeed elementary.
Lemma 3.3. k,: M, — M is an elementary embedding, and jw [v= ko © jo-

Proof. We prove only that k, is a well defined injection (and the rest of ele-
mentarity follows similarly). Assume that a,a’ € M,,. Let k < w, h,h’ € V and

ap < ... < ap < a be such that—

a = ja(h’> (Kvﬂllov ce 7Mak> ) 0,/ = ja(h/) (Hvﬂaoa cee 7H’Q¢k>
If « is limit, let o/ < « be high enough such that po > pa,. By induction,
jw Tv=kas © jur, and thus-
JW(h‘) (Hauaoa oo ):u’Otk) = JW(h‘/) (Haﬂaoa v ?/'[/Ozk)
= Jor (h) (Ks fags -+ s Hay) = Jar (B') (K, flags -+ -5 Hay,)

<:> Ja(h) (H’/’[/ao’ M ’/’[/ak) = Ja(h/l) (F‘-‘)l'l’a[)’ R )l’l’ak)
If o = o/ + 1 is successor, we can assume that oy = o/, and then—
jW(h) (Haﬂaoa s aMOzk) = jW(hl) ("ﬁa Hags - - - a,uik)
= lo € ko ({y < ot Jor (N)(By fhag s+« s Mig1sY) = Jor (W) (Ky fhag s -+ - 5 ,uikil,y)})
<~ {y < Has - ja’(h’>(K’5,u‘a07 cee 7Mik,17y> = ja’(h’I)(K’;,u'aov .. '5,U'ik,15y)} el o/

< Ja(h) (K, pags - - ".Uak) = ja(h/) (K, fos - - - 7Mik>
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Finally, we argue that k, o jo, = jw [v: Foreach x € V| let ¢;,: Kk — V be

the function such that for every £ < k, ¢,(§) = . Then—

ka (jo(®)) = ka (ja(cz)(r)) = jw (cx) (k) = jw (2)
(|

Since « is fixed from now on, we denote simply A = A, = crit (ky). Then A is
a regular uncountable cardinal. Our goal will be to prove that it is measurable
in M, and moreover, A = . There are several straightforward limitations on

the value of A:
Claim 3.4. sup{pio/: @ < a} <A< pg.

Proof. By the definition of k,, for every o/ < «,

ko (Mo/) = ka (ja ('Ld) (:ua’)) =Jw (Zd) (Mo/) = Mo’

Now, if < pos for some o/ < a, then jo o(x) = 2. Thus, for some h € V, and

apg < ... < ap <y = Jor (B) (Ky Pags -+ lay,)- Denote I = (fiag, .- - fay)-
Then—

ka(2) = ko (ja(h) (r, 7)) = jw (h) (K, ) = kar (Jar (B) (8, 1)) = ko () = @

where the last equality holds since x < p/, and, by induction, crit (ko) = fo-
This shows that crit(ky) > pas for every o < a.
For the second inequality, recall that u, is measurable in M, which satisfies
(cf (11a))" > K. If ko (Jta) = fa, then, by elementarity, ji, is measurable in M.
Therefore, in M [H], cf (o) = w, and thus in V [G], cf (1) = w. Therefore, in
V, cf (uo) < K, a contradiction. O

Recall that for every 8 < «, ug appears as an element in the Prikry sequence
added to kg (pg) in M [H|. Assume that it is the (ng + 1)-th element in this
Prikry sequence, and has an initial segment ¢z of length ng below it. Note that,
by induction, kg (tg) = t3.

We now provide a useful way to represent elements in the model M.

Definition 3.5. An increasing sequence (o, ...,ax) of ordinals below Kk* is

called mace if, for every 0 < i < k, there are functions g;,t;, F; € V such that-
o = Ja; (9i) (Kv Hagy - - 7#041'71)
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ta; = Jou (t1> (H, Hagy - -+ :uai—l)
U}Lai = .j(li (Fl) (Kvﬂllov e 7/’Lai—1)
(for i =0, tay = jao (90) (K), tag = Jao (to) (k) and Uuao = Jao (F0) (K) ).

(We remark that the functions F; used to represent U, will be relevant
only in the next section, so the third requirement, that includes them, can be
omitted from the definition at the moment). It’s not hard to prove that, given

a pair of nice sequences, the increasing enumeration of their union is nice.

Lemma 3.6. Every element in M, has the form—

]Oé(h) (K’a:u‘am s a:u‘ak>

for some k < w, (k+ 1)-ary function h € V and a nice sequence {«y, . ..,a) of

ordinals below c.

Proof. We assume that the lemma holds for every o < a. Let z € M,

If « is limit: There exists o’ < a and 2’ € My such that = ju o (2'). By
induction, 2’ = jor (h) (Lag, - - - » o, ) for a nice sequence {ay, ..., ax) below o'
Then x = jo (h) (fags - - - » fay ), as desired.

If « = o + 1 is successor: Let f € M, be a function such that z =
Jar,a(f) (par). Let by, ho, hs, hy € V be functions, and (o, . .., ax), (o, -- -, B1),
(Y0, ++7Ys), {00, -..,0,) be nice sequences below o’ such that—

f=Jar (h1) (Bagy -+ s o) 5 Bar = Jar (h2) (g0, - - 1)
tar = Jar (h3) (Hyes - - s bye) 5 U = Jor (ha) (505 - - -5 Hs,.)
The increasing enumeration of—

(g, ak) U{Boy. s B U (yo,- -+ ¥s) U (o, - ., 6 U ()

is a nice sequence. Denote it by (eq,...,&m,a’), where &, < /.

By modifying the function hy in V', we can assume for simplicity that—

f = Jo (hl) (:U’Eov s 7/’[/5m,)

Define, in V', a function h, as follows:
h({vo,...,vm,v)) =h1 (Vo,...,vm) (V)
Then ja(h’) (uéov"'a,u‘émhu‘a/) =Z. D
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We now introduce several notations. We fix those notations throughout the
proof that properties (A)-(E) hold at . Recall that crit (k,) is denoted by A.
Let h € V be a function such that—

A:ja(h) (Kvﬂlloa"'vﬂllk>

for a nice sequence (ay,...,ax) below a. Fix, for every 0 < i < k, functions

gi,t; € V as in the definition of a nice sequence. In other words—
Ha; = Jas (gt) (Ii, Hagy - - 7#041'71)

lo; = Jos (tt) (K; Hogs -+« :uai—l)

Remark 3.7. 1. The functions g; might be more or less the same. For in-
stance, set, for every & < k, go = s(§) = the first measurable in V strictly
above £, and g1(§,v) = s(§). Then po = jo (9o) (k) and p1 = ji(go)(k) =
J(g1) (k).

2. It is not necessarily true that, given £,U, h(&,0) > ¢; (&, v0,...,Vi—1).
For instance, take, [tqa, to be a measurable of Mitchell order > 0 in My,
and A to be the first measurable above it in M, +1 = Ult (Mak’Uﬂak)'
Then A = jo,+1(h) (K, la,, ), where h(&,v) = s(v). Assume that pa, =
JU(E) for some f € V. Tn MIH], k11N < Ky, (1), namely,

h(€, pray, (§)) < f(&) for a set of &-s in W, where £ — g, (€) is a function
in V [G] represents jiq, in the ultrapower with W.

Given 8 < a, recall that, by induction, p1g appears in the Prikry sequence of
ks(ug). For every 0 < i < k, denote by n; < w the length of the finite sequence
t;, which is the initial segment of the Prikry sequence of kg, (fta;) Delow pq,.
Then g, is the (n; + 1)-th element in this Prikry sequence.

For every i < k, we define, in V' [G], a function £ — pq,(§) such that

[£ = Ha; (6)]W = Mo,

e For i = 0, set the (ng + 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence of go(§) to
be fiag(§)-

e Assume that 0 < i < k, and the functions § — p,, (£) have been defined for

every j <i. Let pq,(§) be the (n; + 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence
of gi (Hao () -+ Hai1 (£))-
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For every 0 < { < ka [5 = da; (5)]W = Hays and-

aw = [€ 0 0 (& B (©)s s ot ()]

where the last equality follows since crit (kq;) = pta,; and thus kq,; (ta;) = ta,-

We fix an abbreviation, £ — ji(&) for the function & — (fia, (€), - . -, fay (£))-

Given &, 7 = (v, ..., k), denote—

E(f,ﬁ) = <t0(§),t1(€,1/0), N ,tk (f,l/o, .. .,Vk_1)>

Our next goal is lemma B.TT] which generalizes the Fusion Lemma We
deal there with sets which are <* dense open above conditions which decide
the values of (pa,(€), ..., ta, (§)). We first define the notion of a C-tree, which
consists of sequences (£,7) = (&, vp,..., ;) which are possible candidates for
the exact values of (€, oy (§),- -, fta,, (§)). Then, we define in BI0 whenever
such a candidate is admissible for a given condition p € G, in the sense that p

can be extended to force that fi(§) = 7.

Definition 3.8. A tree T C [k]"1" is called a C-tree (with respect to a fized
nice sequence (o, ..., ax)) if Sucer () is a club in K, and for every i < k and
(& vo,...,v) €T, Sucer (§,vo,...,v5) is a club in giy1 (§, Vo, ..., Vi)

Given i < k and a sequence (&, vy, ...,v;), a C-tree above it is a tree T C
[n]"_i, such that Sucer({)) is a club in gi+1 (&, vo,...,vi) and, for everyi+1 <

Jj <k—=1and (Vit1,...,v;) € T, Sucer (Vig1,...,v5) is a clubin gj41 (&, vo,...,V;).

Claim 3.9. Let T be a C-tree. Then, in V [G],

{€<r: (& pag(€)- o par(§)) €T W

Proof. Work in V' [G]. First, {€ < k: pa,(§) € Sucer(§)} € W. Indeed, for each
¢ € Sucer(()) € W, Sucer(€) is a club in go(§), and thus—

o € ko ([€ = Sucer ((€))]y)

This holds since [{ — Succr ((£))],, is a club in [go];, = pa, and thus belongs
to U,

Hag *

Now proceed by induction. For every ¢ < k — 1,

{€ < K1 pay, (§) € Sucer ((§ prag (), -, i (§)))} €W
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Indeed, denote—

C = jai, (&0, 1) = Sucer (€10, -+, 1)) (K flags - - - > Hay)

Then C is a club in ja, ; (gi+1) (K, fags - - > Ha;) = Maiy,- Thus C € Uy,

i1’

and fia,,, € ka,,, (C), as desired. O

Definition 3.10. Fiz o < k and a nice sequence {(ayg,...,a ) below . Let
p € Py be a condition and (&, vo,...,vg) be a sequence below k. Let us define
whenever (&, vy, ...,vk) is admissible for p, and in that case, define as well an

extension p~ (&, vy, ..., vk) > p in Py.
1. (&,vp) is admassible for p if-
P lgoe)l (to (§) (vo), A7 () \ (vo + 1)) is compatible with p(go(€))
if this holds, and t?o(&) is an ingtial segment of to(&) " (vo), let—
P& 0) = Tgoe) (to (§) (vo), A’;U(E) \(ro+1)" p\ (90(§) +1)
otherwise, let p~ (&, v0) = p.

2. Let 0 < m < k. Assume that (§,vg,...,Vm) is admissible for p and

p (&, Vo, ..., Vm) has been defined. Denote—
Im+1 = gmt1 (§;v0, -+, Vm)
tmt1 = tmt1 (§, 005+ - -5 Vim)

We say that (€, 10, ..., Vm+1) is admissible for p if-

p,\<€’ Vo, ..., Vm> rgm+1”_<tm+1f\<ym+1>a Agmﬂ \ (Vm-i-l + 1)) is
compatible with (p™ (&, V0, -+, Vm)) (Gm+1)

if this holds, and tlg);ﬁ’uo"“’ym is an initial segment of ty41 " (Vm+1), let—

—~

P H{E oy ey Vimg1) :(p“(«f, YOy -y Vm) rgm+1)
(tmr1™ (Umt1), Agmﬂ \ (V1 + 1)>A

(pA<EaV0a .. 'an>) \ (gm-‘rl + 1)
else, set p (&, V0, s Um+1) =D (&, Yoy -+ s V)
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Finally, assume that p is a condition, £ < k, i < k and (vy,...,v;) is a se-
quence such that p I+ (gao &,..., P &) = (vo,...,vi). Given a sequence
(Vig1,y .., Vi), we can define similarly whether it is admissible for p; if it is, we
say that (Viy1,...,vg) is admissible for p above (&, vy, ..., v;), and define, in a

similar way as above, the condition p™ (Vit1, ..., Vk)-

Lemma 3.11 (Multivariable Fusion). Fiz o < k and a nice sequence {ap, . . . , i)
below . Let p € Py, be a condition. Assume that for every (€, vy, ..., v;) below Kk
there exists a subset e (§,7) C P\ (v + 1) which is <*-dense open above every
condition ¢ € P\ (v + 1) which forces that g({) = 7. Then there exists p* >* p
and a C-tree T, such that for every (&, vo,...,vg) € T which is admissible for
I
("6 7)) Tupale (7§ 7))\ (e +1) € (€, D)

Proof. For every i < k and (£,vy,...,v;), we define a subset e (&, vp,...,v;) C
P\ (v; + 1) which is <*-dense open above every condition ¢ € P\ (v; + 1) which
forces that—

<:u’a0(€)a"'7lu’ai(§)> = <V0""’Vi>

~ ~

as follows:

e(& vo,...,v) ={q € P\ (v; + 1) : there exists a C-tree T' above (£, vp,...,v;)
such that, for every (vit1,...,vk) € T, which is admissible for
q above (&, v, ..., V),

(qA<Vi+1a ) Vk>) rVk+1||_ (qA<Vi+15 ceey Vk)) \ (Vk + 1) ce (ga 17)}
The lemma now follows by applying, repeatedly, the following claim:

Claim 3.12. Let 0 < i < k and fix an increasing sequence (§, 10, ..., Vi, Vity1).

Assume that e (& vo, ..., Vi, Viy1) is <*-dense open above every condition in

P\ (Vig1 + 1) which forces that (fia,(§),- -, fai, (§) = (Yo, vig1). Then

e(&vy,...,v;) is <*-dense open above every condition in P\ (v; + 1) which

forces that <ga0 &),..., Po, &) = (vo, ..., ).

Proof. Let p € P\(v; + 1) be a condition which forces that (i q,(£), ..., pra; (&) =

(1o, . ..,vi). Denote for simplicity g;+1 = gi+1 (&, vo, - .., vi). First, direct extend
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p lg,;, such that it decides the length of ¢}, and whether ¢} ;11 (& vo,. .., 1)

are compatible:

1. Ifp | decides that tb —and t;11(§,v0,...,v;) are incompatible, do

gi+1
nothing.
2. If p [g,,, decides that the length of tf  is at least n;4q + 1, direct extend
it further, such that for some v < git1, p g, IF ], | (niv1+1) <~

(namely, v bounds the (n;41 + 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence of

gz‘+1)-

3. If p lg;,, decides that gi+1 ¢ supp (p), direct extend p such that t) =~ =

tiv1 (& vo,- -5 v).
4. If p l4,,, decides that the length of .18 less or equal than n;y1, direct
extend by shrinking AP, to AP\ (max (i1 (§,v0,---,vi)) + 1)

Assume that p is already direct extended as described above. Let us direct

extend p* [g,,,>" p [4,,, using the Fusion lemma in the forcing P |

) For

(Vi git1

every v € (4, gi+1), consider the following <*-dense open subset of P [(v+1,9i41)

E()={r € Plui1,g.:ifribty,  =tip1(§vo,...,v) and v € 4y

~git+1’?

there exists a direct extension—

q=qw) =" {tg.,, " W) A \(W+ 1)) P\ (g1 +1)

such that r "¢ € e (§,vo,...,v4,V)}

The <*-density of E(v) follows from the <*-density of e (§,vy,...,v;, ) above
any condition which forces that (1o, (&), .., fa;y, (§)) = (& vo, ... v, V).
Apply Fusion, and let p* [, ,>" p [4,,, be a direct extension, such that for

some club C = C (&, vy, ...,v;) C gi+1, and for every v € C,

p* lorilEp"\(v+1)€e&vo,...,vi,v)

Shrink C such that C' N (y+ 1) = ( (if necessary, namely, if v was defined and
C contains ordinals below it).

- =

Let us define now p* (gi11). For every v € C, such that p* [, git1

tiJrl (5,1/0,...,1/1') and v € Ap*

b.i1» let q(v) be the condition as in the definition
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of E(v). For every other value of v, let ¢(v) = p\ ¢gi+1. Now, direct extend
p(git1) to-
P (gie) = (8, AL 0 (Bucgn 45) N O)

Finally, we define p* \ (gi+1 + 1) = ¢ (v), where v is the (n;4+1 + 1)-th element
in the Prikry sequence of g;41.

Let us argue now that p* € e (£, g, ..., ;). We first define a C-tree T above
(& vo,...,v). Let Sucer (()) =C =C (& vo,...,v) . Fix vy =v € C, and
let us define T',y, which is the tree T" above the node (v).

If p* Ig,,, forces that tTg’:H #tig1 (& vo,... ) or v ¢ ég;l, let T,y be any
C-tree above (£, 1o, ...,v;, V) (we will prove that any branch starting from v in
T is not admissible for p*).

Else, note that—

—~

p*,\<l/> = p* r9i+1ﬂ<t§i+1 <l/>’ A§i+1 \ (V + 1)) p*\(gz"l‘l + 1) Z* p* r9i+1

since A?" \ (ig1 + 1) C A1) Thus, p* ™ (v) belongs to e (&, vy, ..., v, V).

~9gi+1 ~dit1

—~

q(v)

This is witnessed by a P [, 4 1-name for a C-tree T’ (v) above ({, vo, ..., v;,v). We
construct 77,y in VP10 be a C-tree which is forced, by p* () [,41=p* [,11
to be contained in 7' (v). The definition is inductive: First, let Succr (v) C git1

*

be a club in V i+ which is forced by p* [, 1= (p*~ (v)) [,41 to be contained
in Succg,y (()); Such a club exists since the forcing P [(,, ,41) has cardinal-
ity strictly below g;y1. Now, given v;42 € Succr (v), let Sucer (v,viy2) C
git+2 (&, V0, ..., Vi, v, Viya) be a club which is forced by p* [,41 to be contained
in Succp(y) ((viy2)). Continue in this fashion.

This finishes the definition of T'. Finally, assume that (v;41,..., V) belongs
to T' and is admissible for p* above (§,vp,...,v;). Then p* [, 11 forces that

s

(Vig2,...,vk) € T (v). By admissibility of (vjy1,... 1) for p*, vig1 € AL

and tg:ﬂ is compatible with, but not a strict initial segment of ¢; 41 (£, v, ..., v;).
Since v;41 belongs to C (&, v, ...,v;), and in particular is above 7, t’;;l =
ti-i—l (6, Yoy .-y Vi)- ThU.S,

s

P (git1) = (tiv1 (§ 0,5 vi) , AL )
and as before, p* (v, 1) >* ¢ (Vi41). Thus p* ™ (vi41) forces that (v;qa2,..., 1) €
T (viy1) and therefore,
"

(0" (Vig1s Vivzs - - ) Toprale (07 (Wi, Vi, - ve))\(ve + 1) € e (&, v0, ..., vi)
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as desired. O

Let us prove that the above claim completes the proof of the Multivariable
Fusion Lemma. Let £ < k. By applying the claim repeatedly, the set e(§) is

<*-dense open, where e (§) is defined as follows:

e(€) ={qg e P\ (£+1): there exists a C-tree T above (£) such that, for every

(vo,...,vk) €T, which is admissible for ¢ above (£),
(q,\<l/07 s 7Vk>) rl/;€+1|F (qf\<l/05 R Vk>) \ (Vk + 1) ce (5717)}

Thus, given a condition p € Py, there exists p* >* p and a club C' C &, such
that, for every £ € C,

P leralbp™ \ (€+1) € e(§)

In particular, p* [¢41 forces that there exists a Peii-name for a C-tree T'(&)
above (), such that for every (vo,...,v) € T(£) which is admissible for p* \
(£+1) above &,

(p* \ (€+ 1))A <V0""’Vk> lvet1lbE (p* \ (£+ 1))A <V05""Vk>\(l/k + 1) € €(§,V0,...

Now, we can construct in V' the C-tree T as desired in the formulation of the
lemma, such that Succr (()) = C, and, for every £ € C, Ti¢) is a tree in V which
is forced by p* [¢41 to be contained in 7'(§). Then p*, T are a desired. O

Remark 3.13. The condition p* and the C-tree T, obtained from the Multi-
variable Fusion Lemma, can be assumed to satisfy the following property: For

every i < k, (§,v0,...,v;) € T which is admissible for p* , and for every

Vit1 € Sucep (f, 2 RN l/i),
P V0, V) Tgii e | (65005 -+ Vis Vigr) s admissible for p*
this requires a minor change in the definition of the set e (§,vo,...,v;), which

is adding the above as requirement (the same proof provided shows that this
additional requirement holds).
Thus, if we apply the standard density argument and choose the condition

p* provided by the Multivariable Fusion Lemma inside G, it follows that—

{€ < k: (& (&) €T is admissible for p* and p* ™ (€, [i(§)) € G} e W
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Indeed, note first that X = {& < k: (§,[i(§)) € T} € W by claim[T9. Note that
fY ={£ e X: (& [(&)) is admissible for p*} € W then{£ € Y : p* (£, [i(€)) €
G} e W, since p* € G, by the definition of the functions [i(§).

Thus, it’s enough to argue that—
{€ < k: (& [8)) €T is admissible for p*} € W
Indeed, we proceed by induction on i < k. Assume that—

{€€ X p" (& Bao (&) - - - s 1a, (§)) is admissible for p*} € W

For every such & < k,

p*A<§a ,uao (5)7 e 5:LL0¢1' (§>> rgiJrl(f,uao (5),___7Mai (5)) || <§5 ,Uao (5)7 e 7/Lai+1 (§)> iS admzsszble fOT p*

and the decision must be positive for a set of §-s in W, since tit1 (fag(§), - s o (€)) (Baisy (§))
is an initial segment of gi+1 (&, ag (&) - - - fha; (§)) for a set of E-s in W. There-

fore,

{5 S X: p*f\<§7ﬂao (5)5 e 5:u0¢i+1(§)> ZS admissible fO’f’ p*} € W

We are now ready to prove that A is measurable in M, which is property

(B) above.
Lemma 3.14. )\ is measurable in M,,.

Proof. Assume otherwise. Then it can be assumed that for every & and 7,
h (&, 7) is a non-measurable regular cardinal. Let f € V [G] be a function such
that [f],, = A. Let J €V be a P;-name such that (i)c = f. Similarly, let
E € V be the sequence of P-names <ga0 &),..., P (€)) described above. In
M [H],
[flw <dw (h) (s, fi)
and thus we can assume that there exists a condition p € G such that, for every
£ <k,
plk £(6) < h(E i(€)

From now on we work above p. We can also assume that p forces, for every

0 < i <k, that pq,(€) is the n; + 1-th element in the Prikry sequence of
gi (57 gao(f); s 7/%041'71(5))'
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Apply the Multivariable Fusion Lemma. For every (£,7) = (&, vo,..., V),
let—

e, V)={re P\ (vy+1): Ja<h(7), rll—i(f)<a}

Since h (£, 7) is regular and non-measurable, and by corollary [[7 e (&, V) is
<*-dense open above conditions which force that [i(¢) = 7.
Let p* >* p and T be a C-tree, such that, for every (¢, v, ...,v;) € T which

is admissible for p*,

(" (&) Tyl Fa <k (&7), (" (&) \ (e + D) IF f(§) <a

~

We can assume that p* € G, by applying the same argument above any condition
which extends p. For every (§,7) € T, pick a P, y1-name q (§, 7) for the above
Q.

Given (&, v, ...,v;) € T which is admissible for p*, let—

6 (&, 7) =sup{y < h(&7): Ir > p" (&, 7) lup1, 7k (§,7) =7}

Note that 0 (£, 7) < h (£, ¥) since the forcing P [,,+1 has cardinality strictly
below h (€, 7) (we can assume that h (&, 7) > |vg|" since A > p, . The latter
can be easily verified since k, maps fq,, and its successor, to themselves, and

A = crit (ko) ). It follows that for every (&, ) € T which is admissible for p*,

PTED) I £©) <8(E7)

and the mapping (£, 7) — § (£, 7) lies in V.
Apply remark BI3] and let us assume that—

{€ < k: (&, [1(E)) €T is admissible for p* and p*™ (£, f@(€)) e G} e W

For every ¢ in the above set, f(£) < d (&, i(€)) holds in V' [G]. Thus, in M [H],

A= [f]W < [5 = 5(§;ﬁ(§))]w = ka (.ja (<§;l7> = 5(5717)) (Kvﬂaov"'vﬂak))

But this is a contradiction since A = crit (ko) and—

Ja ({(§,7) = 0 (&, D)) (K Hags - - - By, ) < Ja () (K, 1) = A
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Lemma 3.15. Denote \* = k,(\). Then A appears in the Prikry sequence of
A*in M [H].

Proof. In M [H], denote by ¢y the finite initial segment of the Prikry sequence
of \*, which contains all the elements strictly below A. By modifying the nice
sequence {ayg,...,qr), we can assume that there exists a function (&,7) —
ta (&, 7) in V, such that ty = j, ((§,7) — tx (£, 7)) (k, ff). Assume that ¢, has
length n* < w.

Define (in V' [G]) a function & — A(§) with domain &, such that for each £ <
K, A(§) is the (n* + 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence of h (€, pag (£), - - -, tay (€))-
Clearly [£ — A(§)]y, > A, as it is the first element which appears after ¢y in the
Prikry sequence of A*. Thus, it suffices to prove that for every n < [£ — A(§)],y,
n <A

Assume that f € V[G] is a function such that n = [f],;, < [£—= X(]y-
Assume that for every £ < &, f(§) < A(§). Let p € G be a condition which
forces this.

Let us apply the Multivariable Fusion Lemma. For every (¢, 7) = (£, vo, ..., k),
let—

e V)={reP\ (v +1):Ja<h(v), rik if ty (V) is an initial segment
of the Prikry sequence of h (§,7), then f(§) < a}

We argue that e (&,7) is <* dense above every condition which forces that

i) = 7. Let p € P\ (v +1) be such a condition. Denote for simplicity

h = h(§,7). First, direct extend p [(,, +1,5) such that it decides whether ¢y (£, ¥)

and ¢} are compatible:
1. If h ¢ supp (p), direct extend p such that ¢} = ¢y (&, 7).
2. If t5 (&, V) and ) are incompatible, pick a = 0.

3. If t} is a strict initial segment of ¢y (§,7), direct extend by replacing A},

with A} \ max (tx (§,7)) + 1. Then take o = 0.

4. If ty (€, D) is strictly an initial segment of ¢}, direct extend p* [(,, 41,n)>"
P [ (v +1,n) such that for some o < h, p* [y, 41,5 forces that the (n* + 1)-
th element of ¢}, is bounded by «. It will follow that p* [, " p\hIF A(§) <

Q.
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Let us assume that p has already been direct extended as above, and p [plF ¢} =

tx (&, 7). Direct extend p* \ (R +1) >* p\ (h + 1) such that—

P Ihsall 36 < B, p*\ (h+1) I f(§) =6

Since it is forced that f(£§) < X(§), p I forces that for every av € A} there exists

an ordinal d, < « and a set B, such that—

{tx (§,7) (a), Ba) " p" \ (h+ 1) I f(§) = ba

Thus, there exists a set B € Uy, B C A} N (Aa<nBa), and an ordinal § < h,
such that for every a € B, §, = §. Direct extend p*(h) >* p(h) such that
éz* = B. Finally, direct extend p* [,>* p [ such that, for some o < h (in
VPut1) p* Ik § < o Thus, p* >* p forces that i("c) < a.

Now, fix p* € G and a C-tree T such that for every (£,7) € T,

(p* e, D)) [u+1lFda < h (&, V), if tx (§,7) is an initial segment of the Prikry

sequence of h (£,7) then (p* (&, 7))\ (v + 1) IF f(§) <«
Let o (§,7) be a name for the above a, and define—
0 (&, 7) =sup{y <h(§7): Ir = p" (V) lntr, rIF (6, 7) =7}

as before, § (§,7) < h (&, 7).
Finally, work in V' [G]. As before,

{€ < k1 (&, fi(€)) € T is admissible for p* and p* ™~ (£, i(€) € G)} € W
Moreover,
{€ < r:ty (& ji(€)) is an initial segment of the Prikry sequence of h (€, i(€))} € W
Thus, in M [H],
[Flw < (&= 0 AE)]w = ka (Ja ((§,7) = 6 (€, 7)) (5, D))

but jo ({§,7) —= § (£, 7)) (k, fI) < X since 6 (§,7) < h (&, P) for every £, U. Thus,
in M [H], n=[f] <A, as desired.
O

32



Let us denote Uy = {X C A: X\ € ko (X)} N M,. This is an M,-ultrafilter.
We will eventually prove that A = p,, and then Uy = U, will be the M,-

ultrafilter which is used to form M,41 in the iterated ultrapower.

Lemma 3.16. Uy € M,. Moreover, it is a normal measure of Mitchell order

0 there.
Proof. The proof follows from a pair of claims.

Claim 3.17. There ezxist p € G and a set F € M, of normal measures on X\,
each of Mitchell order 0, such that | F| < A and jo (D)™ {k, i) IAIF jo (U) (X) € F.

~

Proof. In V', for every measurable z < k, let S, be an enumeration of all the
normal measures on z of order 0.

We claim that there exists p € G and a C-tree T', such that for every (¢, V) €
T which is admissible for p, there exists a set of ordinals A (£, 7) with |A (£, 7)] <
h (&, 7), such that—

—~ — " —
P D) Ine.n)F Une,n) € (Snee,n) A D)
This follows from the Multivariable Fusion Lemma. Fix ({,7) = (&, vo, ..., V)
and denote for simplicity h = h (£, 7). Consider—
e(&, V) ={r e P\ v, +1: there exists a set of ordinals A with |A| < h
such that 7 [,lF Up, € S," A}
Let us argue that e (£, 7) is <*-dense open above conditions which force that
1(§) = 7. Let p be such a condition. Note that every condition in Py, and
p [n in particular, forces that there exists an ordinal a such that Uy = Sh(a);
Now, direct extend p* [,>* p [n such that for some A of cardinality less then
h, p* [l o € A.
Now pick p € G and a C-tree T as above. Then for every (§,7) € T which
is admissible for p,
p (&, V) 1,41k there exists a set of ordinals A with |A| < h(&,7),

such that p™ <§, ﬁ) [(Ukyh(gyg))lk gh(g,ﬁ) S Sh(gﬁg)ﬂA
For every such (§,7) € T', let A (§,7) be a P, y1-name for A above, and let—
A (& D) ={y:Ir=p= V), riEy e A& D)}
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Then |A* (§,7)] < h (£, 7), and—

P& D) Tnen b Unie, g©) € Sne,gen” A (€ £(6))

Let A* = j, ((¢&,7) = A* (£,7)). Denote F = ((ja(S)),)" A*. Then |A*| <
A and thus |F| < X jw(p)” (K, fI) [k, (x) forces that jw (U) (ko (A ) € ko (F).
Thus, by elementarity of ka, jo(p)™ (K, f) [x forces that j, (U) (\) € O

Claim 3.18. Assume that B € Uy. Then there exists p € G such that jo(p)” (k, i) TAIF
B € jaU)(N).

Proof. Let (£, 7) — B (&,7) be a function in V such that—

= Ja ((§, V) = B (&, 7)) (%, ji)

(we assumed, without loss of generality, that B can be represented using [i;
else, change ). Let n* < w be the coordinate in which A appears in the
Prikry sequence of A*. In V' [G], denote by A(£) the n*-th element in the Prikry
sequence of h (&, fi(§)), so that [ — A(§)]y = A

As usual, we apply the Multivariable Fusion Lemma. Given (£, V), let—

e(€,V)={re P\vg+1:7 [hep decides whether B (V) € Up (e, and there
exists a bounded subset A C h (&,7) such that the following holds:
If r [l B(&,7) € Un(e,n)r A (&) e AUB(&,7); else,
A6 e AU (E,7)\ B (&, 7))}

e (&, 7) is <* dense open above any condition which forces that E (&) = 7. Indeed,
let p € P\ v + 1 be such a condition. Denote h = h (£, 7). Direct extend
p* [n>" p [ such that it decides the length of ¢} and which of the sets B (, V),
h\ B (&,7) belongs to Up:

1. If the length of ¢} is > n*, direct extend p* [,>* p [, such that for some
bounded subset A C A, p* [ forces that the n*-th element in the Prikry

sequence of h belongs to A.

2. Otherwise, tj =ty (&, 7). In this case, direct extend and shrink A} such

that it is entirely contained in exactly one of the sets B (£, 7), h'\ B (£, V).
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The condition p* obtained this way is as desired.
Now pick p € G and a C-tree T such that for every (£,7) € T which is

admissible for p,

P (V) Tuu+1lk D7 (& 7)) T nie,)) decides whether B (§,7) € Upe,n),
and there exists a bounded subset A C h (£, 7) such that
p (&, D) [ he,onF A(€) belongs to exactly one of the sets AU B (&,7)

or AU (h(&,V)\ B (£, 7)), according to the above decision.

For every such (§,7) € T', let A (§,7) be a P, 11-name for A above, and let—

A (D) ={yv:Ir>p (D), riFyc A, D)}

Then A* (¢,7) is a bounded subset of h (£, 7).
We argue that j,(p)” (k, i) IF B € jo () (N). Work in V' [G]. Then for a
set of &-s in W, (£, i(€)) € T is admissible for p. Thus,

P& () The,mcen |l B (& () € U (R (€ /(E)))

We argue that for a set of &-s in W,

P (& () The ek B (&, 1(§)) € U (R (&, i(E)))

Assume otherwise. Then—

{€<r: A& € A EE) U (R (& D)\ B(E ()} € W

However, this cannot hold:

1. IF{€ < k: A(&) € A(&,1(£)} € W, then, since |A(E, D) < h (&, V) for

every &, 7, it follows that A € Im (k,), which is a contradiction.

2. Else, {€ < r: A(§) € h(& )\ B(&A(S)}. But then A ¢ kq (B),
contradicting the fact that B € U.

Thus, jw (p) ™ (K, ii) Tk.)F ka(B) € jw (U) (ko (A)) and by elementarity of K,
Ja () (K, @) TAlF B € jo (U) () , as desired. 0

Fix now a set F and a condition p € G as in the first claim. Since F is a

sequence of normal measures on A of cardinality < A, there exists a partition
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(Bp: F € F) of A such that for every F € F, Bp € F. |F| < A, and thus
there exists a unique F* € F such that A € k, (Bp~). We denote for simplicity
B* = Bp-.

By second claim, applied for the set B* € Uy, there exists p* € G above p
such that jo (p*)" (k, i) IF jo (U) (A) = F*.

Finally, F'* = U, follows. Indeed, let X € F*. By the second claim, for every
X € Uy, there exists p € G such that jo(p)” (x, ) IF X € jo (U) (X). Without
loss of generality, p extends p* which was chosen in the previous paragraph, and

thus jo(p) IF X € F*. Since X and F™* are elements of M, (and not names), it
follows that X € F™*. O

Corollary 3.19. In M [H], jw (U) (ka (X)) = ko (Ux). In particular, if U € V,
then jo (U) (A) = Ux.

Proof. This follows since, by the proof of the previous lemma, there exists p € G
such that jo(p)~ (s, i) IF jo () (\) = Ux. Now apply kq: M, — M and use
the fact that jw (p)™ (k, ) € H. O

Lemma 3.20. In V, ¢f(\) > x™T.

Proof. Denote M’ = Ult (M, Uy), and let j': V' — M’  be defined as follows:
J' =Gy © da
There exists an elementary embedding k&’': M’ — M, defined as follows:

K (Jl(f) ("ﬁnu’io""a:u’ima)‘)) =Jjw (f) ("ﬁnu’ioa"'vﬂim’)‘)

forevery f € Vand ig < ... < iy < a.

Since Uy was derived from k, k': M’ — M is elementary (the proof is the
same as in lemma B.3]). It’s not hard to verify that crit (k') > A. Therefore, A,
which is a non-measurable inaccessible cardinal in M’, is still a non-measurable
inaccessible cardinal in M.

Let us argue that A is regular in M [H]. Split H = H) x H’', where Hy C
Jw (P) Ix. If X changes its cofinality in M [H], then it changes its cofinality in
M [H,] (since the upper forcing has a direct extension order which is more than
A—closed). However, by corollary [[L8, A is regular in M [H,].

It follows that, in V' [G], ¢f(A\) > xT. Thus, in V, cf (\) > ™. O
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Corollary 3.21. crit(ka) = pia-

Proof. It suffices to prove that crit (ko) > po. Denote i = sup{ug: 5 < a}.
We already argued that crit(kq) > fi.

By all the properties proved so far, crit (k,) is a measurable cardinal in M,
with cofinality > & in V. By the definition, pu, > f is the least such cardinal.

Thus, crit (ko) > fa- O

This finishes the inductive proof of properties (A)-(E). We are now prepared
to finish the proof of Theorem Bt

Proof of theorem[31l Recall that k* = jy(k). It’s not hard to prove by in-
duction that, for every a < k*, uo < &*. Note that j.-(k) = k*, since jy-
is an iterated ultrapower with measures on measurables below x*. Since k* is

measurable in each step, it does not move in jq - My — My-«.

Recall the embedding k-« : M« — M, defined as follows:

Kiox (e () (B, gy -+ i) = Jw () (K, gy - -+ 5 i)

forevery f € V, m < wand ig, ..., 0, < &*. Asinlemmal3.3] k.- is elementary,
ki © jo= = jw v and crit (ke«) > &*.

In order to prove that M = M, j. = jw |v and k* = jw (k), it suffices
to prove that k.- : My« — M is the identity. Thus, it suffices to prove that for
every ordinal 7, 7 € Im (k,+). Assume that g € V [G] is a function such that
n = 9]y, Let p € G be a condition. By lemma [LL6] there exists a condition
p < p* € G, a function £ — A in V and a club C C & such that, for every
€ e O, |4 < K, and p* IF g(g) € A¢. Then jw (p*) € H forces that n =
(£ gl € [§ Ay, = ke (Jur (€= Ag) (K)); but [jw- (§ = Ag) (5)] <
Jr (k) = k* < crit (ki ). Therefore, n € Im (ky+) as desired.

Finally, note that if i € V, then by corollary B19 U, = jo (U) (pa) € My
for every o < K, and thus the iteration j.« is definable over V. Also, M = M-«
is a class of M. |

We finish this section with several remarks about definability of jy [y in V.
The condition U € V is sufficient but not necessary for the definability of
jw [v. For instance, let n € A be the first measurable. Assume that, in V,

there are infinitely many measurables which carry n measures of Mitchell order
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0. Take in V an enumeration (o, : n < w) of the first w such measurables above
7. For every n < w, let (an : £ < 1) be an enumeration of n-many measures of
Mitchell order 0 on «,,. Let P be the forcing notion which uses, at stage a,, the
unique normal measure which extends F/", where 7,, < 7 is the n-th element in
the Prikry sequence of 7. For every other measurable «, use a measure which
extends the least measure on o of Mitchell order 0 with respect to a prescribed
well order of V.. So U ¢ V, since it codes the Prikry sequence of . However,
jw [v is definable in V', by repeating the argument of corollary [3.19] replacing
U with U [a\fan: ne<wy= (Ua: @ € A\ {a,: n <w}) € V. More generally, the
following holds, ind is proved similarly to corollary

Lemma 3.22. Assume that for some £ < k, U\ § = (Uy: @ € A\E) € V.
Then jw [v is definable in V.

Remark 3.23. Let A C A be a set such that, for every a < £*, po € jo (A). If
UTa= (Uy: a € A) €V, then jw |v is definable in V', and again, this is proved
by repeating the argument of corollary (319, replacing U with U [ 4. This seems
like an improvement of the previous lemma; however, we will prove in lemma
{13 that a set A satisfies that pio € jo (A) for every o < k*, if and only if, for
some £ < K, A\ & C A.

By lemma [3.22] definability of ju [y in V follows from the assumption that
Jw (U)\ k € M. In the next section we will prove that the other direction is

not necessarily true.

4 A General Analysis Of Iterated Ultrapowers

Our main goal in this section is to simplify the presentation of jy, [ provided
in the previous section; for instance, we will provide a simpler characterization
of the critical points .. Simultaneously, we describe in detail how the Prikry
sequences, added to measurables of M above k, look like: up to a finite initial
segment, those are sequences of critical points of an iterated ultrapower, gener-
ated over some finite sub-iteration of (M, : o < k*), using a single measure. It
will follow that every Prikry sequence, added in M [H] for a measurable cardinal
above k, already belongs to V.

Our goals are lemma and corollaries 7] and [£T3
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We start by studying linear iterations of V' in more general settings. Let
us assume that «* is an ordinal, and (My: a < k*) is a linear iteration of
V', by normal measures of Mitchell order 0. More specifically, we assume that
My = Ult (V,U) where U is a measure of Mitchell order 0 on some measurable
k; in successor steps, Moi1 = Ult (M, U, ), where U,, € M, is a normal
measure of order 0 on some measurable p,; at limit steps a direct limit is taken.
We assume also that the iteration is normal in the sense that (po: o < k*) is
increasing. We do not assume that the entire iteration is definable in V. Finally,
we denote M = M, «.

We begin by observing that every finite nice sequence corresponds to a finite
iteration of V' which naturally embeds in M. Assume that (ag,...,an) is a
nice sequence below some ordinal a@ < x*. Recall that this means that, every

0 < k < m, there are functions g, F € V such that—

Moy, = jak (gk) (Ii, Hags - - 7#041671)

Uiy = o () 5 )

(for & = 0, Jiag = ja (90) (%) and Uy, = Jag (F0) (%) )-

We define a finite iteration (Nyi: k < m + 1) of V, for each &k < m an
embedding i : V' — Ny, a cardinal A\ measurable in Vi and a measure Wy, € Ny
on it of order 0.

First, let Ny ~ Ult (V,U), ip: V — Mj the ultrapower embedding, \g =
i0 (90) (k) and Wy = ig (Fp) (k).

Assume that k& < m and Ny has been defined. Let Nyy1 ~ Ult (N, W),
ine1: Vo= Nig1, ies1 = it 0 ik, Mepr = ing1 (grt1) (55 Aoy - -, Ak) and

Wia1 = ikr1 (Fra1) (8, Aoy - -5 k).

Lemma 4.1. Fiz a nice sequence (qg, . .., ) below some a < k*. In the above

notations, define kpyy1: N1 — My as follows:

km+1 (im-i-l (f) ("ﬁa A0y -y )‘m)) = Ja(f) (H’Mozoa s 7Mozm)

for every f € V. Then kp41: N1 — My, is an elementary embedding, and-

karl = (jaerl,a o... OjaoJrl,Otl OjO,ao) er+1
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Remark 4.2. The iteration ju,,+1,00- - -OJag+1,01 ©J0,0e abOvE is NOT necessarily
internal to Ny, 1; this means that the sub-iterations jo,4+1,qa,,, participating in it
are iterated ultrapowers as defined over My, +1. In the proof of the lemma we will
show that the external iteration ju,, 11,000 Jag+1,a1 ©J1,a0 5 well defined over
N1, in the sense that for every x € Np, 11, (jai71+17ai 0...0 jag+l.ay Ojo,ag) (x)
belongs to My, +1. Later in this section, we will prove that such an iteration
maght be an internal iteration of Np,41, provided that the initial nice sequence

is chosen more carefully.

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. The induction basis is given for "m =
—17”, namely, the case where the given nice sequence below « is empty. In this
case, Ng = Ult (V,U), ig = ju: V — Ny and ko (i0(f)(k)) = ja(f)(k), and
clearly ko = jo,o: Mo — M,.

Assume now that m < w and kyq1: Npg1 — M, has been constructed
(here, the embedding k1 corresponds to the nice sequence {(ay, . .., a;y,) below
Qmy1). Let us argue that kyyo = Jay,yi+1,a © Kms1 [Nyy.- Indeed, given an

arbitrary element ., 42(f) (k, Ao, - -+, Ay, Amt1) of Nppgo,

km—i—l ('Lm+2(f) (Ha )‘Oa ceey )\ma )\m-l-l))
= k1 (303 Gonsr (F)) (5, D0, A

=Ju (jam+1 (f)) (’iv Hagsy - 7Mam’uam+l)

Hoami1

= jﬂém+1+1(f) (K’a :u’am e a:u‘amvﬂﬂéerl)

where we used the fact that Wi,41 = tmt1 (Fit1) (K, Aoy - -+ Am) and A1 =
tm+1 (gm+1) (K, Aoy« -, Am) for the computation on their values under ky,41.

Finally, apply ja.,,.,+1,o on both sides. (|

If the sequence {ayg, ..., ) below « is clear from the context, we denote
N* = Npg1, @ = tpy1: V. — N* and k* = kpq1: N* — M,. Note that k*
is not necessarily an internal iteration of N*. Indeed, assume that Ao < fiq,
(this happens, e.g., if ag = 1. In this case, Ao = po and 1 = ju,, (to) > po)-
If k* was an internal iteration of N*, then Ay would have to be one of the
critical points participating in the iteration, since )¢ is inaccessible in N* and
k* (A0) = la,- However, this is not possible because Ag is not measurable in

N*.
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Our goal is lemma In the proof, it will be useful to consider a nice
sequence (ayg,...,qm,) below « and its associated iteration N*, such that the
embedding k*: N* — M, is an internal iteration of N*. This will require a
more sophisticated choice of the initial nice sequence. The example from the

last paragraph offers a lead: we would like A\, = p, to hold for every 0 < k < m.

Lemma 4.3. k* is an internal iteration of N* if and only if, for every 0 < k <

m, A\, = Moy, -

Proof. Let us assume first that k* is an iteration of N*. Then Ay is a non-
measurable inaccessible in N*, and thus A, cannot move by k*. So p., =
E* (Ak) = Mg

Let us concentrate on the other direction. Assume that A\, = p4, for every
0 <k <m. A\ = la, is measurable in My = Ny, and thus jo,ao (fag) = Ha-
Also, jo,a0 (Wo) = Uy, - Note that—

. . . Ny . .
Ja = Jao+1l,a ©JUpu,, ©Jao = Jao+l,a ©Jo,aq © JWo ©JU

where jévéo is the iterated ultrapower consisting of the same measures as jg q,,
but acting on V. jé\go : N1 — My,+1 is internal to Ny, and so is ja0+17a0jé\g0.

We proceed now by induction on m. Assume that Ky,y1: N1 = Mo,
is an internal iteration of N,, 1 (with respect to the nice sequence {(ay, ..., @)

below 41). Then—

U

Py, 1

= km-i—l (Wm—i-l)

and thus—

jam+1+1 = jU o karl o im+1

Ky, 41

= km11 [Npye Olmi2

= (Jam-i-17am+1 O...0Jap+1,0n OJO,CVU) er+2 Olm+2

Where (jamgrlﬂm+1 0...0 Jap+1,a1 © jom’) IN,... above is an internal iteration
of Npyy2, since Wi, 11 is a measure over Apq1 = fla,,,,, and lies strictly above
all the participating critical points. Thus, the embedding k., 2, obtained by

applying ja,,i+1,a 00 (Jam+1,0mis © - - - © Jag+1,a1 © J0,a0) [Nmyos iS an internal

iteration of Ny,42. O
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Lemma 4.4. Every nice sequence (o, . ..,0ny) below a can be completed to a

nice sequence—

no n1 0 n
(ag, ..., 00 09,...,a0", .. ... y Oy e Q)
where ap® = g, 0]t = Q1, ..., Q00" = Qu, such that the embedding k* associ-

ated to the latter sequence is an iteration of N*.

Proof. We begin with an arbitrary nice sequence {(«ay, . .., ), and complete it

to a nice sequence—

0 no 0 ni 0 n
(ag, ..., 00 09,...,a0", .. ... y Qs Q)
where o° = ag,af! = ..., Q" = Q.
We first extend the sequence below ag, namely define o, ..., ag®.

Denote N = Ult (V,U) and i) = jy: V — N. Let A =49 (go0) (k). Let
a < ag be the first such that A < pag. (cf ()\8))‘/ > K, 50 actually AJ = f1,9.
If af = ap, we set ng = 0 and we are done extending the sequence below «y.
Assume otherwise.

Work in N§ and define there W{ = i§ () (A)). Let N§ = Ult (NG, W)
and iy = ]&V/“; oidg: V.= Ng. Define kg: Nj — Mo, to be such that for every
fev,

ko (ig (f) (s A9)) = Jag1 (f) (fi,uag)
by lemma E3] k{ is an iterated ultrapower of N}. The measures participating
in this iteration lie on measurables below o (actually, k{ = jf ig) In N,
let A} = Jwg (A)), and note that Aj is measurable in Ng above Aj. Thus,
A}y does not participate in the iteration k}, namely k¢ ()\(1)) = A). So N} is a
measurable cardinal in Mo, and (cf ()\é))v > k. Thus, there exists an index
ag, such that Pl = Ay and o < of < ap. If af = ap, we finish extending
the sequence below oy and set ng = 1. Assume otherwise. Define in NO1 the
measure W = ib(1) (M) Let N§ = Ult (N§, W5) and i3 = jj% 0ib: V — Ng.

Define k§: Ng — M,y in the natural way, namely, for every f € V,

kg (Zg(f) (H’ )\87 Aé)) = ja(l)Jrl(f) (Ha >‘85 Aé)

and by 3] k2 is an iterated ultrapower of N? with measurables below o -

1
Denote A3 = jvj\é"l (A§) > Ag- Arguing as before, \j is measurable in M,
0
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with cofinality above r, and thus, there exists a2 such that \3 = Itoz and
a8<o¢é<o¢3§a0.

Continue in this fashion, and construct an increasing sequence o < af <
... < ag. We argue that the construction stops after finitely many steps. As-
sume otherwise, and let (af} : n < w) be a strictly increasing sequence of ordinals

below ag, such that for every n < w,
oo > ogen =M™ = G (08) > N5 = oy
and-

Boprt = AT = ket (AGT) = kT (157 (90) (K)) = Jag1 (90) () = 0y (Hai)

let o =sup{a{: n < w} < ag. Note that—

Jaz(90)(K) = Jag.a (uag) = sup{pag : 1 <w} < pog

and thus—

Hao = Jao (90) (K) = Jag,ao (ja3 (g0) (“)) = Jag (90) (k)

which contradicts the fact that ja: (g0) (K) < paz < flag-
Thus, there exists ng < w and a sequence o < af < ... < ay° = «ag such

that for every n < ng,

Pont+t = quag (Mag) = Jap+t (90) (%)

where the last equality follows by induction, since—

Jan+1(90)(K) = Jon an+1 (Jag (90)(K)) = Jan antr (tag) = JUag (#taz)

let us justify the last equality in the above equation. If p,, is not a limit of

measurables, then agH

= aj + 1 and the equation is clear. Otherwise, piqn is
a limit of measurables. Therefore fi,n1 = ju, . (faz) is a limit of measurables,

+1 is an ultrapower embedding with one of them.

and each factor in j . ; o»
0 70

Thus, each such factor maps fon+t to itself.
This finishes the completion of the initial nice sequence below ag. Let IV{

be the iterated ultrapower associated to the nice sequence (), ...af), with a
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corresponding embedding i5: V' — Ng. Let kj: Ny — Mgy,4+1 be defined as
follows: for every f €V,

ko (Z’S(f) (H,uag, . ,uago)) = Jou (f) (H,uag, e ,uago)

By lemma [43] the embedding & is an iterated ultrapower of N, and ja,+1 =
kg o4g. All the ultrapowers in kj are taken on measurables below .

Now work over N§, define \Y = % (91) (K, ftag)- A} > fla, is measurable in
Ng and thus is not moved by kj. Also, it has cofinality above x in V. Let
af < ay be such that A} = 0. If A} = 14, we set n; = 0 and move on to
extend the sequence below ap. Assume otherwise. Let WY = if (U) (A). Let
NO = Ult (Ng, WP), and &0 = jvﬁ% oif. Let k: N§ — Myo, be the natural
embedding, and continue the construction as above. It will stop after finitely
many steps.

By repeating the same argument for as,...,q,,, we generate the desired

completion of (g, ..., am). O

Remark 4.5. For every 0 < i < m, pa, appears in the Prikry sequence of
te, = ko, (pa;) in M [H]. Note that in the above proof, the completion below
Has, namely the sequence (af ..., al"), is a subsequence of the Prikry sequence
of p,. below pio,. In lemma 4.8 we will prove that this subsequence is actually

a segment in this Prikry sequence.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that a < k*. Denote i = sup{po: & < a}. Let A > [

be an inaccessible cardinal in M. Then (cf(\)Y > k.

Proof. Let us first consider the case where there is no f < a and X' < X\ such
that jgo (N) = A Let (ap,...,an) be a nice sequence below « such that
A = Ja(h) (K, tags - - - 5 Pha,, ) for some function h € V. We can assume that the
sequence in complete as in lemma 4] and so k*: N* — M, is an internal

iterated ultrapower. Denote—

N = 0 (h) (K frags -+ )

and note that k* (A\*) = A. It suffices to prove that \* = A, since every inac-

cessible above k in a finite iteration of V' has cofinality > x in V. Assume that
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A* < A. Because \* is inaccessible in N*, A\* is one of the measurables partic-
ipating in the iteration k, namely A\* = pg for some 8 < «a. Since A* > pq,,,

8 > au,. Then—
A=k (\)

= (jﬁ,a Ojaerl,ﬁ Ojam,lJrl,am o... O.jaoJrl,al Ojl,ag) (A*)

= Jg,a (A)

where we used the fact that \* = ug is inaccessible in N* above p,,,, and thus
is fixed by ultrapowers below pi,,, and by ja,.+1,8. It follows that there exists
B < aand A\* < X such that jg o (A*) = A, which is a contradiction.

Let us now take care of the case where, for some 8 < a and Ag < A,
Jg.a (Mo) = A Let B < a be the least such that such X\g exists. Since A¢ is
inaccessible in Mg and Ao < jig,o (A0), Ao is one of the measurables participating
in the iteration jgo. Thus, Ag = ji4,, for some vy < a.

Denote A1 = ju,. (f+o). This is an inaccessible cardinal in My, 1. Let us
argue that (cf (A1) > k.

Pick a complete nice sequence {ay, . . ., &) below 4o+ 1 such that, for some
function h € V,

AL = j’)’o"rl(h) (Ha Hags - - - aﬂam)

we can assume that «,, = v (else, add it. The sequence will remain complete
since there is no X < A\g and 7’ < 7 such that j, 41 (N) = Ag). Let N* be
the associated finite iteration, with an embedding ¢*: V' — N*. let k*: N* —
M,,+1 be the corresponding iterated ultrapower such that k* o i* = j, 41.
Denote Af = i*(h) (K, fag, - - - a,, ). Then k* (Af) = A;. Let us argue that

1 = A1. Assume that A} < A;. Then A}, which is measurable in N*, is one of

the measurables participating in £*. Note that—

A=K (A]) = Jam+170+1 © Jam_141Lam © Jam a+Tam_1 O« -+ 0 Jlag (A])

but am = Y0, 50 Ja,.+1,70+1 is the identity. So Al < pa,, = tvyy- My, is already
a non-measurable inaccessible in N* (since we started from a complete nice
sequence which includes it), and thus k* (1,,) = py,. Namely ju, (i) =

A1 =k* (A\]) < fiy,, a contradiction.
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Thus (cf(A1))" > k. If \; = A, we are done. Else, A\; < X is inaccessible in
M, +1, and is mapped via j,+1,« to A. Hence, arguing as before, Ay < i is one
of the measurables participating in the iterated ultrapower j.,41,o. Therefore,
there exists v1 € (90, @) such that Ay = Mo, - Denote Ag = jle (UMI) > A
As above, (cf(A2))Y > k. If Ay = A, we are done. Assume otherwise, and
continue in this fashion.

Let us argue that the process stops after finitely many steps. Assume other-
wise. Then we have constructed an w-sequence of ordinals below «; (7,: n < w),

and an increasing sequence—
A0:M70<>\1:M71 <)\2:,LL72<...<>\

such that, for every n < w, Apg1 = fly,y, = JU,.,, (it~, ). Denote v* =

sup{yn: n <w} (possibly v* = a). Let A\* = sup{\,: n < w}. Then—
Iy (A")=A

however, j,« o (A*) = A*: if #* = « this is clear. Else, note that p.~ is chosen
strictly above sup{ue: & < v*} = A*. Therefore, the critical point of jy- o is
above X\*, and j« o (A*) = A*.

It follows that \* = A. But A\* < [i (equality may hold if v* = «), contra-
dicting the fact that A > f. O

We now return to our context, and assume that (M, : o < k*) is the iteration
described in the previous section, with the same notations. We can first simplify

the definition of the critical points pq:

Corollary 4.7. Assume that o < k*. Let i = sup{pa/: & < a}.

If « is successor, o is the first measurable above i in M.

If o is limit and (cf (@)Y < &, then piq is the first measurable above i in M.
If a is limit and (c¢f(a))” > &k, then pq is the first measurable in M, which is

greater or equal to [i.

Proof. If i is measurable in M, and (cf (a))" > &, then (cf(12))" > & and thus
e, = it by the definition. Else, u, is chosen to be the least measurable in M,
above 1 with cofinality above  in V', which is, by the previous lemma, the least

measurable above fi in M,,. O
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Lemma 4.8. Assume that o < k* and \ appears after po in the Prikry sequence

of w* =kq (a). Then X\ = Ju,. (tar)-

Proof. Since ju,  (fia) is measurable in My 1 above fiq1 = sup{pa: o < a},

it follows, by lemma [£6] that—

(ct (jv,., (1a))" >

Thus there exists f > « such that jy, (#ta) = pg, and appears in the Prikry

*

sequence of kg (15) = k= (Ja,p (Ha)) = 1

Let us prove now that ju, (ta) = pp is the immediate successor of ji, in
the Prikry sequence of p*.

Assume, for contradiction, that p, < A < ju,_ (ia), and A appears after jiq
in the Prikry sequence of p*. Assume that A = jo1+1(9) (K, Lags - - - » Haks Ha)s
for some g € V and ag < ... < ap < a. Assume also that h € V is a function
such that pa = jo(h) (K, fags - - - s fhay,) for the same ap < ... < ap < « (this

can always be arranged by changing the sequence {(ay, ..., ag)). Then—

ja-i—l(g) (K‘a Mags -+ ,uaka/j/oz) < joz-‘rl(h) (K‘) Hags -+ - ,U/ak)

so we may assume that for every &, v, ..., vk, n, below &, g (§,vo,...,vk,n) <
h(& vy, ..., V). Assume also that p, is the n-th element in the Prikry sequence

of p*. In V[G], let A(§) be the (n+ 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence of
h (&, i(€)), so that [€ — A(§)]y, = A

Assume that the sequence {(ap,...,ax) C « is nice (else, add more coordi-

nates). Now apply the Multivariable Fusion Lemma. For every (¢, 7), let—

e(&,7) ={r € P\ v+ 1: there exists a bounded subset A C h (£, 7) such that
r forces that the (n+ 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence of h (£, 7)
belongs either to A or to the club of closure points of the function

n—g(&v,n)}

We argue that e (£, 7) is <* dense open above any condition which forces that
E({) = 7. Let p € P\ vp + 1 be such a condition. Denote for simplicity
h = h (V). Direct extend p [, such that it decides the length of ¢}; if the
length is > (n 4 1), direct extend p [, further, so that it forces that there exists
a bounded subset A C h such that the (n 4 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence
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of h belongs to it. Finally, shrink éz by intersecting with the club of closure
points of the function which maps each n < h to g(&,7,n). The condition
obtained this way indeed belongs to e (&, 7).

Now, fix p € G and a C-tree T such that for every (§,7) € T which is

admissible for p,

(P (&, 7)) Tu+1lF there exists a bounded subset A C h (€, 7) such that
p (&, 7)\ (vg + 1) forces that the (n+ 1)-th element in the Prikry sequence
of h (&, 7) belongs either to A or to the club of closure points of the function

n—g(&v,n)}

Let A (&, 7) be a P, 41-name for the set A above, and set—
A* (5717) = {7< h(&vﬁ) : ElT pr\<§aﬁ> fuk+17 7’|F’Y€ é(gvﬁ)}

It follows that for a set of &-s in W, A(&) either belongs to A* (§, [i(§)) of to
the club of closure points of 7 — g (&, i(€),n).
However, it cannot hold that for a set of £-s in W, A(§) € A* (&, [i(€)). Indeed

assume otherwise. Denote—
A" = jo ((§7) = A (€, 7)) (K, )

then A* is bounded in p,, and, under the above assumption, A € k, (A*) =
A* C g, which is a contradiction.

Thus, in M [H], X is a closure point of n — jw (g) (k, i, n). Recall that p, <
A, and thus jw (9) (k, @, tta) < A = Ja(9) (K, [, fta ), which is a contradiction. O

Corollary 4.9. Let o < k* and denote p* = ko (pt). Then the Prikry sequence
of u* in M [H] has a final segment of the form—

<MO¢O):LLO£17MO£2""7Man"">

where ag = «, and for every n < W, fia,,, = ju,. (Ha,). Furthermore, the

above sequence belongs to V', namely (cf(,u*))v =w.

Proof. The first part follows immediately from the previous lemma. Let us
concentrate on the second part. Assume that there is no f < ap and p < fq,

such that jg o (1) = pa, (if there is, replace pqo, with the least such u). Let
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Bo, - .., Bk be a complete nice sequence such that pa, = ja, (h) (Bo, .- ., Bk) for
some h € V. It follows that the sequence (5o, ..., Bk, ao, @1, . .., ay,) is complete,
for every n < w. Then, for every n < w, a finite iteration (N;: i < n+ 1) can
be defined as in the beginning of this section. If f € V is a function such that
Upoy = Joo(f) (K, 8o - - -5 18, ), then the sequence (N;: i < w) is definable in

V, since each step above the first k-many steps in the iteration, uses a measure

represented by f. Because each sequence (fy, ..., Ok, o,...,an) is complete,
the sequence (fiags fhay s - - - 5 tha, s - - -) 18 & final segment of the sequence of critical
points in the iteration (N;: ¢ < w), and thus belongs to V. O

Remark 4.10. We would like to emphasize the point that the characterization
of Prikry sequences given in the previous corollary is given only up to some finite
initial segment. Let us denote p = pg, which is the first measurable above k in
My, and p* = ko (po) which is the first measurable above k in M. We argue
that the Prikry sequence of p* in M [H] may have any prescribed finite initial
<

segment t € [u]~". We use those notations only in the following claim:

Claim 4.11. For every finite, increasing sequence t € [u]<w, there exists a
condition p € P, which forces that t is an initial segment of the Prikry sequence

of uw* in M [H].

Proof. Assume that & — ¢(£) is a function in V' such that [§ — t(£)], = t. For
each £ < k, let s(§) be the first measurable strictly above £. We can assume
that for every £ < k, max (¢(£)) < s(&).

Note that the set {s(§): & < k} N A is nonstationary in any inaccessible
A < k: This is clear if A is not a limit of measurables. If it is, {s(£): & < k} is
disjoint to the club of limit points of A = {a < k: a is measurable} below A.

Now, let us define a condition p € P, with supp(p) = {s(§): £ < k}. We
first choose a set X € U on which the function £ — s(¢) with domain X is
injective. Note that by normality of U, every function is either one-to-one or
constant modulo U, so such a set X € U exists.

Set, for a given £ € X, p(s(€)) = (¢(€), s (£)). This is forced by any condition
in P [4e) to be a legitimate element of QS(S)' The condition p € P, defined in
this way forces that the Prikry sequence of p* starts with ¢: Indeed, in V [G],

{€ < k: t(€) is an initial segment of the Prikry sequence of s(§)} 2 X € W
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thus, in M [H], [ — t(£)]y, is an initial segment of the Prikry sequence of the
measurable cardinal [{ — s(&)];;,. But by lemma 23]

[ =t )]y = k([ = t(O]y) = k(t) =1

and clearly—
[ = s(&)lw = u*

so in M [H], t is an initial segment of the Prikry sequence added to p*. O

Let us prove now that for every measurable u* above x in M, u* has the

form ko (pa) for some o < k*. In particular, in the light of corollary £9]
NV
(ct(u)¥ =,

Lemma 4.12. Assume that p* € (k,k*) is measurable in M. Then p* =

ko (ta) for some o < K*.

Proof. Let 8 < k* be the first such that, for some p < p*, u* = kg (). Then
1 is measurable in Mg. 3 is either 0 or a successor by its minimality. Assume
first that 5 = o+ 1. 4 = po cannot hold since p, is not measurable in M.
If p < po then j, g (u) = p, contradicting the minimality. Thus assume that
w> po = fig = sup{ug: B < B}. Recall that p is measurable in Mg. By
lemma B8, (cf(1))" > k. Therefore, for some v € [3,k*%), p = t~. Hence

*

by (1) = w0

If 3 = 0 then p is measurable in M, above k and below k*, and clearly
(cf(n))" > k. So, again, there exists v < x* such that p = oy, and ky (py) =
wr. |

Corollary 4.13. Assume that o < k* is limit, and denote i = sup{pqa : o <
o). Assume that [i is measurable in Mo. Then (cf(a))’ is either w or k.
In the former case, i is measurable in M. In the latter case, i = g s a

non-measurable inaccessible cardinal in M. Moreover:

1. If i is not measurable in M, or (cf(oz))v > K, [o 1S the first measurable
> [ in M, (this includes the case where « is successor, since, in this case,

La—1 is not measurable in M, ).

2. Else, i is measurable in My, and (cf())” = w, and then pq = fi.
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Proof. Assume that i is measurable in M,. If (cf(a))" < k, then i < fia, SO
fi = kq (Rt) is measurable in M. By the previous lemma, & = k, (p4) for some

v < k*. By corollary B9, (cf(ji))" = w. Hence (cf(a))" = w. O

Remark 4.14. Recall that jw (U) \ k € M is sufficient for the definability of
Jw v over V. Let us argue that it is not necessary.

For every measurable n < k, let (s™(n): n < w) be the increasing enumera-
tion of the first w-many measurables above n which carry at least n-many normal
measures of Mitchell order 0. For each such n and n < w, let F (s"(n)) be an
enumeration for all the normal measures of order 0 on s™(n). Fiz an unbounded
nonstationary subset X C A such that for everyn € X and n < w, s"(n) ¢ X.
Let P be the forcing notion which uses, at stage s™(n) where n € X and n < w,
the measure which extends (ﬁ (s™ (77))) (nn). Here, n, < 1 is the n-th element
in the Prikry sequence of 1 in M [H|. For every other measurable, use the
measure chosen first with respect to a prescribed well order of V.

Pick a generic set G C P such that G contains a condition p such that
X C supp(p), but for every £ € X, p [¢lF t’g = ().

Then jw (U)\ k ¢ M, since the measures used in jw (P) on M-measurables
above K code the Prikry sequences of all the measurables in jw (X) \ k.

However, jw [v is definable in V: Assume that o < k*. If there is no
N € jo(X) and n < w such that po = s™(n), Uy, is the first measure on o with
respect to the image under j, of the prescribed well order on V. Otherwise,
assume that n € jo(X), n < w and po = s™(n). Denote n* = ko (1), so that
ko (ta) = s"(n*). Let B = By < K™ be the least such that kg (pg) = n*. We
arque that the Prikry sequence of n* in M [H] is the sequence of critical points
taken by iteration U,, w-many times over Mg. This will follow once we prove
that (g is the first element in the Prikry sequence of n*, and this is true since
n* € jw(X) and there exists a condition p € G which forces that t] = () for
every £ € X. Thus, we can assume that (g, 8y, - - [18,,---) 1S the Prikry
sequence of n* in M [H].

Recall that ko (Uy,) = jw (U) (ka (pa)); by the definition of the forcing,
Jw (U) (ko (1ta)) is the Prikry forcing taken with the measure—

(dw (F) Gka (1)) (15,)

o1



thus, U, can be computed in 'V as follows: first, calculate over Mg, (which is
already definable in V' by induction) the sequence (g, : n < w), which are the
critical points in the iteration of length w with Uy, —over Mg, (here, U,,, is the

least measure with respect to the image under jg of the prescribed well order on

Vi.); then, compute U, = (ja (ﬁ) (ua)) (1g,,)-
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