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1 Introduction

As has been known since at ledst|[11] and is carefully sp@iedn Chapter 6 of [1],
for every complete sentengeof L, ., (in a countable vocabulary) there is a complete,
first order theoryl” (in a countable vocabulary extendinysuch that the models af are
exactly ther-reducts of the atomic models @t This paper is written entirely in terms of
the classAtr of atomic models of a complete first order the@rybut applies td.,,, ., by
this translation.

Our main theorem, Theorelm 2.8, asserts: Tdte any complete first-order theory in
a countable language with an atomic model. If the pseudarmaiintypes are not dense,
then there aré®: pairwise non-isomorphic, fllatomic models of’, each of sizey,.

The first section states some old observations about atorodel® and develops a
notion of ‘algebraicity’, dubbed pseudo-algebraicity &tarity, that is relevant in this con-
text. We introduce the relevant analogue to strong miniygtiseudo-minimality, and
state the pseudo-minimals dense/many models dichotontyio88 expounds a transfer
technique, already used in [2] and [3] and applied here provéeorent 2/8. The gist of
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the method is to prove a model theoretic property is condistéh ZFC by forcing and
then extend the mod@ll of set theory witnessing this result to a modélpreserving the
property and such that the property is absolute betwéamd N. Sectior 4 describes a
forcing construction, which together with the results oft8m[3, yields a proof of Theo-
rem[2.8 in Sectiohl5.

The authors are grateful to Paul Larson and Martin Koerwagmfany insightful con-
versations.

2 A notion of algebraicity

Throughout this papef; will always denote a complete, first-order theory in a coblgta
language that has an atomic model. By definition, a mddebf 7" is atomic if every
finite tuplea from M realizes a complete form@la The existence of an atomic model
is equivalent to the statement that ‘every consistent féarm(r) has a complete formula
() implies it Equivalently,T” has an atomic model if and only if, for eveny> 1, the
isolated complete-types are dense in the Stone spagé)). We recall some old results
of Vaught concerning this context.

Fact 2.1. LetT be any complete theory in a countable language having aniatoradel.
Then:

1. Aty is Ny-categorical, i.e., every pair of countable atomic modetsiaomorphic;

2. Aty contains an uncountable model if and only if some/every @ model of
At has a proper elementary extension.

The only known arguments for proving amalgamation and tlunsttucting monster
models forAty invoke the continuum hypothesis and so are not useful fopagposes.
Nevertheless, we argue that many concepts of interest faetimodel independent.

In first-order model theory, if a formula(z, @) is algebraic, then its solution set can-
not be increased in any elementary extension, i.ez, f M =< N, then¢(M,a) =
¢(N,a). However, in the atomic case, the analogous phenomenonecaritfiessed by
non-algebraic formulas. For examplé&, S), the integers with a successor function, is an
atomic model of its theory. The formula = ' is not algebraic, yetZ, S) has no proper
atomic elementary extensions. This inspires the following debnit

2Recall thatp(z) is acomplete formula in T ¢(%) is the generator of a principal type, i.e. for every

(@), T+ (VZ)[6(T) = (@) or T F (V) [¢(T) — ~(T)] -



Definition 2.2. Let M € Aty be countablg Aformula¢(z,a) is pseudo-algebraic id/
if @ is from M, and¢(N,a) = ¢(M,a) for every countabléV € At with N = M.

The strong¥y-homogeneity (any two finite sequences realizing the sapwayer the
emptyset are automorphic) of the countable atomic modé&l gields immediately that
pseudo-algebraicity truly depends only on the typerafver the emptyset. That is, if
M, M’ € Aty are each countable ang(a, M) = tp(a’, M’), then¢(z,a) is pseudo-
algebraic inM if and only if ¢(x,@’) is pseudo-algebraic if/’. This observation allows
us to extend the notion of pseudo-algebraicity to arbitedomic models of".

Definition 2.3. Let N € Att have arbitrary cardinality.

1. Aformula¢(z,a) is pseudo-algebraic inV if @ is from N, and¢(z,a) is pseudo-
algebraic in)M for some (equivalently, for every) countablé < N containing
a.

2. An element € N is pseudo-algebraic ovet inside N, writtenb € pcl(a, N), if
tp(b/a, N) contains a formula that is pseudo-algebraidvin

3. Given an infinite subsed C N, b is pseudo-algebraic oved in NV, writtenb €
pcl(A, N), ifand only ifb € pcl(a, V) for some finiten € A™.

As the language dt’ is countable, for any complete formuléy), there is a formula
Y(z,y) of L, ., suchthal’ U {y(z,7)} F 6(v) and for every atomid/, everya € (M),
and every € M:

b € pcl(a, M) ifandonlyif M | ¢(b,a)

Note that this notion allows us to reword Fact]2.1(2):has an uncountable atomic
model if and only if x = 2" is not pseudo-algbraic. Here is a second example.

Example 2.4.Let L = {A, B, 7, S} andT say thatA and B partition the universe with
B infinite, 7 : A — B is a total surjective function anfl is a successor function of
such that everyt-fiber is the union ofS-components. A model/ |~ T is atomic if every
w-fiber contains exactly ong-component. Now choose element$ € M for such an\/
such that: € A andb € B andn(a) = b. Clearly,a is not algebraic oveff in the classical
sense, but € pcl(b, M).

3In Definition[2.2 it would be equivalent to restrict to countaand) and allow arbitrary cardinality
for N. It would not be equivalent to assert for arbitraby: “¢(z,a) is pseudo-algebraic it/ if and only
if (M, a) = ¢(N,a) for everyN > M." To see the distinction, consider the extreme case whéiie an
uncountable atomic model that is maximal, i.e., has no prafmmic elementary extension.
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Recall that a-construction overB is a sequencéa; : i < w) such that, letting4;
denoteB U {q; : j < i}, tp(a;/A;) is generated by a complete formula.
The notion of pseudo-algebraicity has many equivalentse ldee some we use below.

Lemma 2.5. Supposel/ € Att andb,a are fromM. The following are equivalent:
1. b € pcl(a, M);
2. ForeveryN < M, ifa € N", thenb € N;

3. b is contained inside any maxim&lconstruction sequencg, : o < ) overa
inside M.

For (3) note that ag’ has an atomic model, a maximatonstruction sequence over a
finite set is the universe of a model.
Here is one application of Lemnha2.5.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that/ € Atr, ais from M, but¢(x, @) is not pseudo-algebraic in
M. Then for every finite from M, there isb € ¢(M, @) withb & pcl(e, M).

Proof. We may assume C e. Choose a countable/* < M containinge and, by
non-pseudo-algebraicity and Definition|2.2, choose a @hlefv* € Aty with N* = M*
andb* € ¢(N*,a) \ ¢(M*,a). As N* is countable and atomic, choose an elementary
embeddingf : N* — M that fixese pointwise. Thenf(b*) € ¢(M,a) and f(b*) &
pcl(e, M) as witnessed by (M*) and Lemma215(2). [

In general, the notion of pseudo-algebraic closure gives td a reasonable closure
relation. All of the standard van der Waerden axioms for aedépnce relation hold in
general, with the exception of the Exchange Axiom. Our nefinition isolates those
formulas on which exchange (and a bit more) hold.

Definition 2.7. Let M be any atomic model and letbe from M.

e A complete formulay(z,a) is pseudo-minimaif it is not pseudo-algebraic, but for
everya* DO a andc from M and for everyb € ¢(M,a), if ¢ € pcl(@b, M) but
¢ & pel(a*, M), thenb € pcl(a*c, M).

e The classAtt hasdensity of pseudo-minimal typédor some/everyM € Atr,
for every non-pseudo-algebraic formuléz, @), there isa* O @ from M and a
pseudo-minimal formula (x, a*) such that)(z,a*) - ¢(x,a).

It is immediate that if there is a non-pseudo-algebraic fdenthenT" has an atomic
model inX,, so also if pseudo-minimal types are not dense, thdras an atomic model
in X;. The main Theorem of this paper is the following:
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Theorem 2.8.Let T be any complete first-order theory in a countable languagé am
atomic model. If the pseudo-minimal types are not densa, tiere are2®! pairwise
non-isomorphic, full, atomic models &f each of siz&;.

3 Atechnique for producing many models of poweny;

The objective of this section is to prove the transfer Thed83.1 that allows the con-
struction (in ZFC) of many atomic models of a first order thyedrin two steps. First
force to find a mode{M, E) of set theory in which a model df is coded by stationary
sets. Then apply the transfer theorem to code a family of suadtels in ZFC.

The method expounded here has many precursors. Among tieseare the treatment
of Skolem ultrapowers in_[7] and the study of elementary esi@ns of models of set
theory in [8] and([6]. Paul Larson introduced the use of tetlageneric ultrapowers (used
in the different context of Woodin'®-max forcing) in a large cardinal context inl [5, 4]
and the general method is abstracted_ in [9]. The model thiedezhnique used here is
described in[[2] and |3]. We formulate a general metathedmrthe construction.

The first subsection describes how to define and maintaisfaetiion of formulas in a
pre-determined, countable fragméni under elementary extensionswfmodels of set
theory. Most of this is well-known; we emphasize that only.amodel and not transitivity
is necessary to correctly code sentence$.9f,,. The second subsection surveys known
results aboufl/-normal ultrapowers, and Theorém 313.1 is proved in thel thilbsection.

3.1 Codingr-structures into non-transitive models of set theory

In this section, we fix an explicit encoding of a pre-detemircountable fragmert, =

L 4(7) of L, .,(7) for a countable vocabularyinto anw-model(), E) satisfyingZ F'C.
The specific form of this encoding is not important, but itseful for the reader to see what
we assume about/ in order that satisfaction is computed ‘correctly’ for eyéormula

of L4. It will turn out that everything works wonderfully (even wh (), E') is non-
transitive) provided M, E) is anw-model (that isv™ = w"), because this guarantees a
formula of L 4, does not gain additional conjuncts or disjuncts in an eldargrextension
that is also am-model.

Definition 3.1.1. We say(M, E) is anw-model of set theorif (M, E) = ZFC, (w +
HME = +1,and forn,m € w+ 1, (M, E) EnEm if and only ifn € m.

Fix any countable vocabulary (sometimes called languaghk) what follows, we will
assume that is relational withX, n-ary relation symbols?} , but the generalization to
other countable languages is obvious.



Definition 3.1.2. Fix a particular countable fragmehty = L (1) of L, .,(7).
e A Basic Gdel numbetas the form(0, n, m), wheren,m € w. We write this as

TRr O,

e Let BG, denote the set of Basic Godel numbers. We now define by imatutite
setG, , of Godel numbers of. 4-formulas.

1. Tu ' = (1,4);

2. "R (Vi) vp) T = (TR T T T, )

3. I—¢ — ¢—I — <2’ I—(b—l7 rw#);

4_ [_Cb A Q/)T — <3’ l‘¢—|’ l‘wj);

5 T30 = 4,"v;,"¢7);

6. I—_|¢—l — <5’ I—(b—l>;

7. 1t = A\, 0 andy € Ly, then™y™ = (6, f,), wheref, is the function with

domainw and f,, (i) = "6,

Definition 3.1.3. For a given countable fragmehy, we say anv-model(), E') supports
Ly if GLA € MandGLA C M.

Note thatBG. andG, , are defined it but they are correctly identified by &i/, E)
that supportd. 4. More precisely, the following lemma is immediate.

Lemma 3.1.4.1f (M, E) is anw-model of set theory supporting,, then bothBG, and
G, are definable subsets of. Furthermore, if(N, E) > (M, E) is also anw-model,
thenBGNE = BGME, (N, E) supportsLy, G717 = G1oF, and™¢™F = ¢ F for
everyp € L 4.

Definition 3.1.5. Supposé M, E) is anw-model of set theory, and we have fixed a count-
able vocabularyr. A r-structureB = (B,...) isinside (M, E) via g if the universe
B € M, g € M is afunction with domaiBG,U{0}, g(0) = B and for eactin, m) € w?
g("Ry,") = Ry(B).
Definition 3.1.6. If (M, E) is anw-model of set theory, a-structureB is inside(M, E)
via g, and(N, E) = (M, E) is anw-model, then3" denotes the -structure with universe
g(0)N and relationsk” (BY) = g("R* ")V,

Clearly, BY is inside(N, E) via ¢". Again using the fact that we are working with
w-models, the following is immediate.

Lemma 3.1.7. Supposg M, E) is an w-model of set theory supporting, and a -
structure B is inside (M, E') via g. Then there is a uniqué € M, h: G, — M
extendingy such thath("¢™) = ¢ (B) for everyy € L 4.
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3.2 M-normal ultrapowers

The idea of using//-normal ultrafilters to construct many elementary chainsoélels of
set theory is not new, and the definitions and results of thisaction are presented here
for the convenience of the reader.
Fix a countables-model(M, E) of set theory. Sincé/ is countable, so is the set”.
As notation, let
¢={BCw}:ME-‘Bisclub’}

In what follows, a functionf with domainw?” is regressivef f(a) < o forall a > 0.
Definition 3.2.1. An M-normal ultrafilterZ{ is an ultrafilter on the set;’ such that
e CCU;and
e For every regressivé : w! — wM with f € M, f~1(B) € U for somes € wiv.
We record an Existence Lemma fbf-normal ultrafilters.

Lemma 3.2.2.Supposed C wM and A € M. Then there is al/-normal ultrafiltert/
with A € U ifand only if M |= ‘A is stationary’.

Proof. Clearly, if M |= ‘A is non-stationary’, then there is somie € ¢ such that
AN B = (), so noM-normal ultrafilter can contaial. For the converse, enumerate the
regressive functions i by (f,, : n € w). We construct a nested, decreasing sequence
(A, : n € w) of subsets ofv!’ such that eachi,, € M and M [ ‘A, is stationary’
as follows: Put4, := A and givenA,,, by Fodor's Lemma (inV/!) choose a stationary
An41 C A, andg, such thatf,,[A,+1] = {5, }

AsCU{A, : n € w} hasf.i.p., (now working if”) it follows that there is an ultrafilter
U containing these sets. Any subhmust beM-normal. Clgo

We record three consequences\dfnormality.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose that is an M-normal ultrafilter onw. Then:
1. IfAelUn M, thenM = “Ais stationary’;

2. fAcUNnNM, fe M,andf : A — wM is regressive, therfi~(3) € U for some
BewM;and

3. If(A,:n€ew)e Mandeveryd, e U N M,thenA =) _ A, €eUN M.
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Proof. (1) Choosed € U/ N M. To see thatd is stationary inM/, choose any3 € M
such thatV/ |= ‘Bis club’. ThenB € € C U{. AsU is a proper filterA N B is non-empty.

(2) This is ‘completely obvious’ but rather cumbersome tovarprecisely.

Given f : A — w}, by intersecting with the clu® := w \ w, we may assume
A C D. Defineg : wM — wM by

£(5) if 6 € Aandf(5) > w
g(0)={ FOO)+1 if6e Aandf(5) <w

0 if 5 & A
Theng € M andg is regressive, hengg*(3) € U for somes. As g—1(0) is disjoint from
AandA e U, B #0. Thus,g~(3) C A. It follows that eitherf~!(3) € U (whenj > w)
or f71(8 —1) € U (Wheng < w).

(3) Assume not. LeB := w}\ A e UN M. Asin (2) we may assumB C (wi\ w).
Definef : B — w by

f(0) = leastn such that) ¢ A,

As f is regressive, we get a contradiction from (2)CI3 53

Given M and anM-normal ultrafilter/, we form the ultraprodudt/lt(M,U) as fol-
lows:

First, consider the (countable!) set of functighsw} — M with f € M. Thereis a
natural equivalence relation;, defined by

frug & {ew:f(0)=g0)}elU
The objects oUVit(M,U) are the equivalence classg$,, and we put
Ult(M,U) k= [fluBlglu = {6 cw’: f(0)Eg()} e U.

For eachu € M, we have the constant functigp : w} — M defined byf, () = a
for everys € w. Every such functiorf, € M, hence we get an embedding

j: M — Ult(M,U)

defined byj(a) = [fau-
The following Lemmas summarize the results we need.

Lemma 3.2.4. Suppose that)M, F) is a countablev-model of set theory an! is any
M-normal ultrafilter onw}’. Then:

1. N :=Ult(M,U) is a countable,-model andj : (M, E) — (N, E) is elementary.
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2. Ifa € M and M |= ‘ais countable’ thery(a) = jla] =4 {j(z) : zEa}.

3. The imageg[wi] =4 {j(a) : a € w}'} is a proper initial segment @b}’ with [id];,
the least element of¥ \ j[wM].

Proof. We begin with (2). Fixa € M with M | ‘a is countable’ and abbreviate
M = aEb by aEb. First, for everybEa, f,(6)E f,(5) for everyd Ewi!, soj(b)Ej(a) by
to§’s theorem. Conversely, to shoiiz) C jla], choose any; : wM — M with g € M
such thatlg],, # [fy)u for everybEa. Towards showing thdy|,,—Ej(a), choose, using
the countability oz in M, a surjectiond : w — a with ® € M. In M, let

A, = {0Bw : g(5) # B(n)}.

By separation, eacH,, € M and recursion, sinc&/ is anw-model,(4,, : n € w) € M
and eachd,, € U N M. Thus, by Lemma3.2.3(3} = (),, An € U N M. Since
g(6)—Ea for everyd € A, the fact thatd € U implies that[g|,,—~Ej(a).

As for (1), thatj : (M, E) — (N, E) is elementary is the £0S theoremV. is clearly
countable, as there are only countably many function®irand it is anv-model by (2).
As for (3), thatj(wM) is an initial segment af?" follows from (2), and the minimality of
[id], in the difference follows from Fodor's Lemma ivf.

We now drop the pedantry of keeping exact track of the emiogddand just write
M < N.

Lemma 3.2.5. Suppose thatM, E) is a countables-model of set theory that supports
Ly andletB = (B,...) be anL-structure insidg M, E) via g. Given anyM-normal
ultrafilter & on wM, let N = Ult(M,U) and letBY be the L-structure formed as in
Definition3.1.6 with: as in Lemmaz3.117. Then:

1. For everyL 4-formulay(zy, ..., z,) and all [fily, ..., [f.)u With eachf; : W} —
Bl

BY (A, ) = {a € wl' : (fila),.., fula)) € H(TYT)} €U

2. The induced embedding B — BY is L 4-elementary; and

3. IfwM C Bandf(z) € L, has one free variable, the®" = 0([id],,) if and only if
{aew:aeh("0M}elU.



3.3 A transfer theorem

We bring together the methods of the previous subsectidtosigeneral transfer theorem.
Recall that we are using Roman letters (M) for models of seoyy Gothic B) for 7-
structures and”’ denotes a structure supportediifi and for ar-relation P, P® denotes
the elements 0B satisfyingP.

Theorem 3.3.1.Fix a vocabularyr with a distinguished unary predicate and fix a
countable fragment 4, = La(7) C Ly, (7). SUPPOSE there is a countablesmodel
(M, E) of set theory supporting 4 and there is ar-structure5 = (B, ...) inside M via

g satisfying:
e PP CuwMC B,
e M = ‘PEis stationary/costationary’.

THEN for everyX C wy (in V!) there is anw-model(Nx, E) > (M, E) and a
continuous, strictly increasiﬂgx :wy — wi'X satisfying:

o |[Nx| =¥, and(w'*, E) is anX;-like linear order;
o forall a € wy, B¥x |= P(tx(«)) ifand only ifa € X.

Proof. Fix any X C w;. We construct a continuous chaip/, : o € w;) of w-
models of set theory as follows: P, := (M, E) and at countable limit ordinals, take
unions. Now suppos#/,, is given. Choose an/,-normal ultrafilter/, such thatPM= ¢
U, if and only if « € X. The existence of suchia follows from Lemmd 3.2]2, since by
elementarity, lettind3,, denote3¥«, we have that

M, = ‘PP is a stationary/costationary subset.gf

Given such a chain, puwWy := (J{M, : o € w;} and definety : w; — w{VX by
tx(a) = [idly,.- UOg37

This result extends easily tb(Q)) and the somewhat more complicated version for
L(aa) is treated in section 2 of [2].

4The functiont x need not be an element dfy.
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4 The relevant forcing

Throughout this section, we have a fixed atomic clasg that contains uncountable
models, for which the pseudo-minimal types are not densee dijective of this sec-
tion is introduce a class df* of expansions of linear orders, develop the notion of a model
N € Aty beingstriatedby such an order, and prove Theorlem 4.2.4, which uses thedail
of density of pseudo-minimal types to force the existenca sfriated model capable of
encoding a nearly arbitrary subsetaf.

4.1 A class of linear orders

Recall that a linear order i3;-like if every initial segment is countable. It is well-knaw
that there ar@®' N;-like linear orders of cardinalityk,. An accessible account of this
proof, which underlies this entire paper, appears on pagef[L0]. The key idea of that
argument is to code a stationary set of cuts which have alpastr bound. In the current
paper, the coding is not so sharp. Instead, we force an atmode| of 7" that codes a
stationary set by infinitary formulas defined using.

We begin by describing a class ®f-like linear orders, colored by a unary predicéte
and an equivalence relatidnwith convex classes. This subsection makes no reference to
the clasAtr.

Definition 4.1.1. Let 7,4 = {<, P, E'} and letI* denote the collection of,.4-structures
(I,<, P, E) satisfying:

1. (I, <) is an¥;-like dense linear order with minimum elemenin (/) (i.e.,|/| = Xy,
butpred;(a) is countable for every € I);

2. Pis aunary predicate andP (min(/));
3. Fis an equivalence relation dnwith convex classes such that

(@) Ift =min(]) orif P(¢) holds, then/E = {t};
(b) Otherwisef/F is a (countable) dense linear order without endpoints.

4. The quotienf /E is a dense linear order with minimum element, no maximum ele-
ment, such that both sefs/E : P(t)} and{t/F : =P(t)} are densein it.

Note that fors € I, we denote the equivalence class:dfy s/ £ and the predecessors
of the class by« s/E. We are interested in well-behaved proper initial segménté
orders/ in I*.
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Definition 4.1.2. Fix (I, <, P, E) € T*. A proper initial segment C [ is suitableif, for
everys € J thereist € J,t > s, with —E(s, t).

Note that if.J C I is suitable, thery is a union ofE-classes and that there is no largest
E-class inJ. Accordingly, there are three possibilities fok J:

e [\ J has a minimum element In this case, it must be thatE = {t}.

e /\ J has no minimun¥-class. In this case, we callseamless

e [\ J has a minimunt-class that is infinite. This will be our least interestingea
We record one easy Lemma.

Lemma 4.1.3.1f (I, <, P, F) € I* andJ C [ is a seamless proper initial segment, then
for every finiteS C [ andw € J such thatw > S N J, there is an automorphism of
(I, <, P, E) that fixesS pointwise, andr(w) ¢ J.

Proof. Fix I, J, S as above. A/ is seamless, we can fidt’ € I\ S satisfying:
e ¢/F andt'/FE are both singletons;

e t ¢’ satisfy the samé-cut, i.e., foreach € S, s < tiff s < t/;

o t<w <t

e t € J, butt' & J.

We will produce an automorphismof (I, <, E, P) that fixesS pointwise andr(t) = ¢'.
This suffices, as necessarityw) ¢ J for any suchr. To produce such a, first choose

a suitable proper initial segmeht C [ containingS U {¢,¢'}. Note thatk is countable,
and is a union oF-classes. Consider the structyfeé/ E, <, P) formed from the quotient
K/E, where< is the inherited linear order anid(r/ E) if and only if P(r) held in(/, <
,E,P). Now Th(K/E,<, P) is known to beR,-categorical and eliminate quantifiers.
[The theory is axiomatized by asserting thats dense linear order with a least element
but no greatest element, aitds a dense/codense subset.] Thus, there is an automorphism
mo of (K/E, <, P) fixing S/FE pointwise andr(t/E) = t'/E. As everyE-class of K

is either a singleton or a countable, dense linear ordere tisean automorphism; of
(K, <, E, P) fixing S pointwise andr; (t) = t' and such that,(z)/E = my(z/E). Now
the automorphism of (1, <, E, P) defined byr(u) = 7 (u) if w € K, andn(u) = u for
eachu € I'\ K is as desired. (13

The following construction codes a nearly arbitrary sulfset w; into anl® € I*.
We construct orderings that avoid the third case of Definf#d.2.
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Construction 4.1.4.Let S C w; with0 ¢ S. There is[® = (I°, <, P, E) € I* that has a
continuous, increasing sequengg, : « € wy) of proper initial segments such that:

1. Ifa € S, thenI® \ J, has a minimum element, satisfyingP(a,,); and
2. Ifa ¢ Sanda > 0, thenJ, is seamless.

Proof. Let 7,.,q = {<,P, E} and A be ther,q-structure with universe singleton
{a} with both P(a) and E(a,a) holding. LetB = (Q,<, P, E), where(Q, <) is a
countable dense linear order with no endpointsfails everywhere, and all elements
are F-equivalent. Combine these to get a (countahig)-structureC formed by the
dense/codense (with no endpoints) concatenation of cblyntaany copies of bott4
andpB. Finally, takeD to be the concatenatiod™C.

Using theser,.q-structures as building blocks, form a continuous sequefce, -
structures/,, whereJ, is an r,q-substructure and an initial segment.of whenever
a < pby: Jyis the one-element structufenin(/)} with =P(min(/)). Fora < w; a
non-zero limit ordinal, take, to be the increasing union ¢f; : < «). Given.J,, form
Ja+1 by

g { J, D ifaeS
Tl JLC ifagsS

Finally, takel* to be the increasing union ¢f,, : o < wy). Wy oy i

4.2 Striated models and forcing

In this section we introduce the notion of a striation of a eloda decomposition of a
model N of T into uncountably many countable pieces satisfying certamstraints on
pcl. We will show later how to code stationary sets by speciatipstructed (forced)
striated models.

4.2.1 Striated Models

Fix an atomicN € Atr and somd = (I, <, E, P) € T".

Definition 4.2.1. We sayN is striated by/ if there arev-sequenceéi, : ¢t € I) satisfying:
o N =|H{a :t e I}; (Asnotation, fort € I, No, = | J{a, : j < t}.)
e If t = min([), thena, C pcl(0, N);
e Fort > min(l), a;p & pcl(Net, N);
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e Foreach andn € w, a;,, € pcl(Noy U {awo}, N).

Note: In the definition above, we allow ,,, = a;,, in Some cases wher, m) # (t,n).
However, ifs < ¢, then the element; ; # a,,, for anym. Also, if pcl(@, N) = 0, we do
not defined,,i(;). Although £ and P don’'t appear explicitly in either Definitidn 4.2.1 or
Definition[4.2.2,F is needed for the following notations afitiplays a major role later.

The idea of our forcing will be to force the existence of aated atomic modeN;
indexed by a linear ordef € I* with universeX = {z;, : t € I,n € w}. Such anV;
will have a ‘built in’ continuous sequendggV,, : « € w;) of countable, elementary sub-
structures, where the universe@f, will be X, = {z;,, : t € J,,n € w} for some initial
segment/,, of /. We start with the assumption that pseudo-minimal typesaréense so
some formula(z, f) has ‘no pseudo-minimal extension’. We absorb the constainto
the language and use the assumption of ‘no pseudo-minirtexig®n’ to make the set

{a € wy : I'\ J, has a least elemehnt

(infinitarily) definable. To make this precise, we introdigcene notation.

Suppose that/, <, P, E) € I* andN = {a;,, : t € I,n € w} is striated by/. For
any suitable/ C I, let N, denote the substructure with universg,, : t € J,n € w}.
Abusing notation slightly, given anye 7 \ {min(7)}, let

Jos={sel:s <sand-E(s,s)}

Thus,J_, is a suitable proper initial segmenthfand we denote its associateestructure,
{ar, 1 t € Jos,n < w}, by N4, With this notation, we now describe three relationships
between an element and a substructure of this sort.

Definition 4.2.2. SupposeV is striated by(/, <, P, E'), J C I suitable, and € N \ N,.

e b catchesV, if, for everye € N, e € pcl(N; U {b}, N) \ N, impliesb € pcl(N; U
{e}, N).

e b has unbounded reach iV, if there existss* € J such that, lettingd denote
pcl(Neg« U {b}, N) N Ny, for everys € J with s > s* thereisac € A — N_,.

¢ b has bounded effect iN, if there existss* € .J such thapcl(N_,U{b}, N)NN, =
N_, for everys > s* with s € J.

Clearly, an elemeritcannot have both unbounded reach and bounded efféct,ibut
the properties are not complementary.

Definition 4.2.3. A model M with uncountable cardinality is said to tbell if for every
a € M every non-algebraig € S,;(a) is realized| M |-times inM.
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The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of thieieng Theorem.

Theorem 4.2.4.Supposé(z) is a complete, non-pseudo algebraic formula with no pseudo-
minimal extension. For everyl, <, P, E') € I* there is a c.c.c. forcing); such that in
V[G], there is a full, atomicV; |= T striated by(7, <) such that:

1. For every suitable initial segmentC I, N; < Ny;
2. Ift € I and P(t) holds, theru, , catches and has unbounded reachin;

3. If J C I is seamless, then for everge N;\ Ny, if b catchesV,, thenb has bounded
effect in\V;.

Proof. The hypothesis that(z) has no pseudo-minimal extension means for every
¢(x, @) which impliesé(x) and is not pseudoalgebraic there do not exist, b satisfying
the Definitior 2.7 of pseudominimality. Replaciay c, b by b, e, ¢, our hypothesis oti(x)
translates into the following statement:

Fact 4.2.5. Assumé(z) has no pseudo-minimal extension. For anye Atr, for anya
from M and anyc € §(M) for whichc ¢ pcl(a, M), there areb ande from M such that

1. e € pcl(abe, M) \ pcl(ab, M); but
2. ¢ & pel(abe, M).

Fix, for the whole of the proof, som@, <, E, P) € I*. We wish to construct an
atomic modelN; = T', whose complete diagram contains varialles, : t € I,n € w},
that is striated by/, <), and includes(z. ), wheneverl = P(t). We begin by defining a
forcing notionQ; and prove that it satisfies the c.c.c. Then, we exhibit séeetkections
of subsets of); and prove that each is dense and open. Eactl4.2.5 will onlysbd u
in showing the sets witnessing ‘unbounded reach’ (i.e.,uprB of the constraints) are
dense. Finally in Section 4.4, we argue thatifC Q; is a generic filter meeting each
of these dense open sets, tHéft7] will contain an atomic modeN; of T" satisfying the
conclusions of Theorem 4.2.4.

4.3 The forcing

Our forcing@Q; consists of ‘finite approximations’ of this complete diagraThe con-
ditions will be complete types in variable with a specific kiaf indexing that we now
describe.
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Notation 4.3.1. A finite sequence from (z;,, : t € I,n € w) isindexed by if it has the
form= = (2, : t € u,m < ny), whereu C [ is finite andl < n; < w for everyt € w.

Given a finite sequence indexed byu and(n, : t € u) and given a proper initial
segment/ C I, letul; =unJandz|; = (X1, : t € ul,m < ny).

As well, if p(7) is a complete type in the variablesthenp| ; denotes the restriction of
ptoZ[;, which is necessarily a complete type. of I, the symbols:| ., andz |, are
defined analogously, setting= I[., and! |, respectively. Ift arises from a type that
we are keeping track of, we writg, ; for n,. These various notations may be combined to
yield, for examplep|<;/k.

The forcingQ; will consist of finite approximations of a complete diagrafraa L-

structure in the variablegr;, : t € I,¢ € w}. Recall that the propertya‘ e pcl(b)’ is
enforced by a first order formula; this justifies ‘say’ in thexhdefinition.

Definition 4.3.2( (Qr, <g)). p € Qy if and only if the following conditions hold:

1. p is a complete (principal) type with respectoin the variablest,, which are a
finite sequence indexed hy, andn,; (whenp is understood we sometimes write
nt);

2. Ift € u, andP(t) holds, therp - 6(z0);

3. If t = min(I), thenp ‘says’ {z;,, : n < n;} C pcl(0);

4. If p‘says’x;o € pcl(D), thent = min(7);

5. Forallt € u,, t # min(I), p ‘says’ ;o € pcl(Z,|); and

6. Forallt € u, andm < ny, p ‘says’ z;, € pcl(T,| < U {z10}).

Forp,q € Q;, we definep <q, ¢ if and only if 7, C 7, and the complete typg(7, )
is the restriction of;(7,) to 7,,.

We begin with some easy observations.

Lemma 4.3.3.For everyp € Q; and every proper initial segment C I, pl; € Q; and
pls <q, p-

Lemma 4.3.4. Every automorphism of (I, <, £/, P) naturally extends to an automor-
phismz’ of Q; via the mapping:;,, — Tr¢)n

)
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Lemma 4.3.5.Suppose € Q; andu, # (). Enumerates, = {s; : i < d} withs; <; s;
for eachi. For any M € Aty and anyb from M realizing p(z,), there is a sequence
My < M; <--- =< My_, = M of elementary substructures df satisfying:

e Foreachi < d,bl.,, C M;; and
e For0 < <d, bsi,O e M; \ M;_4.

Proof. By induction ond = |u,|. Ford = 0, 1 there is nothing to prove, so assume
d > 2 and the Lemma holds fef — 1. Fix any M € Aty and choose any realizatidrof
p(Z,) in M. Clearly, the subsequenge= b|_,, . realizes the restriction := p|_,, ,.
Asbg, o & pcl(a, M), there isM,_, < M such thaw is from AM,;_,, butb,, , o € My_s.
Then complete the chain by applying the inductive hypothtsl/,; , andq. [iz3T

The ‘moreover’ in the following lemma emphasizes that invimg density we are
showing how to assign levels to a elements of a finite sequeracenodel which need not
be striated.

Lemma 4.3.6. Suppose/ C [ is an initial segment angd, ¢ € Q; satisfyp[; <¢ ¢ and
u, € J. Then there i € Q; withz, = 7, UT,, r >¢ pandr >qg ¢. Moreover, if
M € Atr,arealizesp] s, ab realizesp, andac realizesg, thenabe realizesr.

Proof. If u, = 0, then take" = ¢, so assume otherwise. Choose atyc At and
fix a realizationh of p(z,) in M. Leta = b[;. Writeu, = {s; : i < d} with s; <; s;41
for eachi. Apply Lemmd4.35 taV/ andb and choosé < d least such that C M,. As
q(T,) is generated by a complete formula and M, there isc C M, such thatic (when
properly indexed) realizeg Now definer(z,.) to be the complete type 6f = abc in M
in the variables, =7, U7,. U3

Claim 4.3.7. (Q;, <g) hasthe c.c.c.

Proof. Let{p; : i < ®;} C Q; be a collection of conditions. We will find #
j for which p; andp,; are compatible. We successively reduce this set maintaitsn
uncountability. By the\-system lemma we may assume that there is a siifgdeich that
for all 4, j, u,, N u,, = u*. Further, by the pigeonhole principle we can assume that for
eacht € u*, n,,, = n,,,. We can use pigeon-hole again to guarantee that ajp;tbed
p,; agree on the finite set of shared variables. And finally, sinie&X; -like we can choose
an uncountable seY of conditions such that for < j andp;, p; € X all elements of.*
precede anything in any,, \ u* or u,, \ v* and that all elements of,, \ u* are less that
all elements ot \ u*.
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Finally, choose any < j from X. LetJ = {s € I : s < max(u,,)}. By Lemmd4.36
applied top, and p, for this choice ofJ, we conclude thap;, andp; are compatible.

Laz7

Recall that a sekX C Q; is dense if for every € Q; there is &g € X with ¢ > p and
X C Qy is open if for everyp € X andq > p, theng € X.

In the remainder of Sectidn 4.3 we list the crucial ‘constisli which are sets of
conditions, and we prove each of them to be dense and ogén in

A. Surjectivity Our first group of constraints ensure that for any gen@ric Q;, for every
(t,n) € I x w, there ip € G such that;,, € 7,. To enforce this, for anyt,n) € I x w,
let

At,n = {p € QI T € Ep}

Claim4.3.8. 1. Foreveryt € I\ {min(/)} and every: € w, A, ,, is dense and open;

2. If pcl() # 0, thenAwin(n)» is dense and open for evenye w.
Moreover, in either case, givei, n) € I x w and anyp € Qy, there isq € A, ,, with
q >o pandu, = u, U {t}.

Proof. Each of these sets are trivially open. We first establishitlefw (1) and
(2) whenn = 0. Fort = min(7), (1) is vacuous. For (2), choose apye Q;. If
Tmin(1),0 € Tp, there is nothing to prove, so assume it is not. Pick &hy¥ Aty. Choose
b from M realizingp and choose € pcl(@, M). Then defing; by T, = T, U {Zminn0}
andq(z,) = tp(ba, M). Next, we show tha#, , is dense for every > min(I). To see
this, choose any € Q;. If t € u,, then necessarily, , € 7,, so there is nothing to prove.
Thus, assume¢ u,. TakeJ = {s € I : s < t}. Pick M € Aty and choose a realization
aofpl;in M.

As ¢ is not pseudo-algebraic, by Lemrnal2.6 theré is M realizing with b ¢
pcl(a, M). Letq € Q; be defined byr, = 7,[, U {z:0} and the complete typgz,) =
tp(ab, M). Theng >q pl, and by Lemma4.316, thereisc Q with r >¢ ¢ andr > p.
Visibly, r € Ay .

Next, we prove by induction on that if A, is dense, then so id; ;. But this is
trivial. Fix ¢t and choose € Q; arbitrarily. By our inductive hypothesis, theregs> p
with z,,, € 7,. If z,,41 € T,, there is nothing to prove, so assume otherwise. Then,
necessarilyn,, = n + 1. Letr be the extension of with 7, = 7, U {x,+1} andr(z,)
the complete type generated &§f,) U {11 = 21, }-

The final sentence holds by inspection of the proof abovelz 3 g

B. Henkin withesses
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For everyt € I, for every finite sequence(indexed as in Notatidn 4.3.1) froij ., x
w, and for everyL-formula¢(y, 7), B, is the set op € Q such that:

1. 7 C 7, and
2. Somes € u, andm < n, s satisfys < t andp(z,) - (3y)¢(y,T) = ¢(Tsm,T).

Claim 4.3.9. For eacht € I, finite sequence from /[, x w, and¢(y, T), B, is dense
and open.

Proof. Fixt € I and¢(y,T) as above. Choose apye Q;. By using ClainT4.318
and extending as needed, we may assume& 7,. Letq denotep[.,. Theng € Q; and
q <gpbyLemmd43B. A3 C I; x w, T C T,, S0 by adding dummy variables ¢owe
may assume& = 7,. Choose any// € Aty and any realizatioh of ¢. There are now a
number of cases.

Case 1:M = —Jy¢(y,b). Then asy(T) generates a complete typer —Jyo(y, 7,),
hencep € By ;.

So, we assume this is not the case. Fix a witness\/ such thatV/ = ¢(c,b). There
are now several cases depending on the complexityovkrb. In each of them, we will
producer >q ¢ with u,, C I, andr(z,) F Jyo(y, 7).

Case 2¢ € pcl(0, M). If min(I) & ¢, thenlew, = Z,U{@min)0} and ifmin(7) € g,
then letZ, = T, U {Zmin(r),m }, Wherem = n, ). Regardless, put(z,) = tp(be, M).

Case 3« ¢ pcl(b, M). Chooses* > u, with s* < t. LetT, = 7, U {z. o} and again
taker(z,) = tp(bc, M). Itis easily checked thate Q;.

Case 4:c € pcl(b, M) \ pcl(, M). For eachs € u,, letT|-, be the subsequence of
7 consisting of alkv, ,,, € T with ¢ < s, and letb| -, be the corresponding subsequence of
b. Using this as notation, choose € u, \ {min(/)} least such that € pcl(b[ <y, M).
Again, letz, = 7, U {4 ,,}, wherem = n, ., and letr(z,) = tp(bc, M). As in the case
above, itis easily verified thate Q;.

Now, in any of Cases 2,3,4, by Lemrha 4/3.6 we can fihd>q p andp* >q r.

139

C. Fullness Supposet is a finite sequence (indexed as in Notafion 4.3t1¥ I, and
¢(y,T) is anL-formula such thab(y, ) ‘says’ ‘y is not pseudo-algebraic over

Cor ={p € Qy: thereiss > t,s € u,,T CTp,pF ¢(v50,7)}
Claim 4.3.10. Each isC, ; is dense and open.

Proof. Fix ¢(y,=) andt, and choose any € Q;. By extendingp as needed, by
Claim[4.3.8 we may assumeC 7,. Choose any countable/ € Att and choose any
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realizationb of p(z,) in M. As¢(y, b) is not pseudo-algebraic, thereNse Atr, N = M,
andc € N\ M satisfyingN = ¢(c,b). Choose any € I such thats > max(u,) and
s > twith I = —P(s). Defineq by: 7, = {z;0} UT, andq(z,) = tp(cb, N). Then

¢ >2gpandg € Cos. L3I0

D+E. Determining levelThe definition of the forcing implies that ,, is pseudo-algebraic
overz,|..U{z: o} foranyp € Q; with z;,, € T, but it might also be algebraic over some
smaller finite sequence (at a lower level). If this occurs,'adgust the level’ by finding
somes < t andm and insisting that, ,, = z,,,. To make this precise involves defining
two families of constraints and showing that each is denseo@en. The first family is
actually a union of two.

D;» =D}, UD;, where

1. Dt{n ={p: a2, €T,andp'says’ z.o € pcl(Tpl<: U {xen})};

2. D}, = {p : Tn € Tp, there ares € u,, s < t, andm < n,, such thaip(z,) +
Tin = xs,m}-

The second family is parameterized by, n. LetZ be any finite sequence (cf. Nota-
tion[4.3.1) indexed by, with s = max(u) < t.

Einz = {p € Qr: TU{x,, } C T,andeither p ‘says’z,,, & pcl(T) or p ‘says’z,, = zs,, for somem}

Claim 4.3.11. For all (t,n) € I x w and for all finite sequences indexed byu with
max(u) < t, &,z IS dense and open.

Proof. Once more, ‘Open’ is clear. Let= max(u). Given anyp € Q,, by iterating
Claim[4.3.8 we may assumeJ {z;,,} C T,. If p ‘says’z:, & pcl(Z), thenp € & .z, SO
assume ‘says’ z;,, € pcl(z). From our conditions o, this impliesz;,, € pcl(T,[<s).

So putm = n,, letz, = 7, U {z,,,} and letq(z,) be the complete type generated by

p(Tp) U wen = 25’ U3

Claim 4.3.12. For everyt € I \ {min(/)} and everyh € w, D,,, is dense and open.

Proof. Choose any € Q;. By Claim[4.3.8 we may assumg,, € 7,. Choose any
M € Aty and choosé in M realizingp. There are now several cases.

Case 1. It o € pel(bl«¢ U {bn}), thenp € D}, so assume this is not the case.

Case 2. Ifb;,, € pcl(D, M) andmin(/) ¢ u,, then defing; by T, = T, U {Zmin(),0}
andq(z,) = tp(bb; ., M).

Case 3. I, € pcl(b,, M) for somes € u,, s < t, then defing by z, = 7,U{z;,,}

(wherem = n,, ;) andq(z,) be the extension qf(z,) by ‘z;,, = s .
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Case 4. If none of the previous cases occur, chaose: ¢ with s* > u, N I,
I = —P(s*). Defineq by z, = 7, U {40} andq(z,) = tp(bbin, M) (i.€. 240 = 1)
Now since Case 1 failg, satisfies Condition 5) in the definition Qf; at levelt, and since
Case 3 fails, Condition 5) holds at level. And in g, Condition 6) holds for, ,, since
bim = bs+ 0. The other conditions are inherited frgmsoq € Q;. L3717y

F. Achieving unbounded reach

Suppose/E < s; < t are froml with I = P(t), s # min(I), and/ = —P(sq) (SO
so/ E is infinite and dense).

Fis0.5 1S the set o € Q; such that there exists € u, with s; < s, < t such that
(recalling Notatioh 4.311) ‘says’

Tsp0 € PA({T0} UTpl<so/m)-
Claim 4.3.13. EachF; ,, s, is dense and open.

Proof. Open is clear. Choose apye Q;. By Claim[4.3.8 we may assumg, € T,.
By Lemmd 4.3.B we have the sequence of extensions:

Pl<so/E <0 Pl<t <q Pl<t <q P-

Fix M € Aty and choose sequencesd, ¢ from M such thatade realizesp|<;, with
a realizingp|<,,,r andc realizingp[_;. Letc, € ¢ be the interpretation aof,,. Thus,
M = 6(cy) andey € pel(@, M). Using Fact{4.2]5, choodeande from M such that
e € pcl(abey, M) \ pel(ab, M), butcy & pel(abe, M). We will find conditions inQ that
assign levels té ande to satisfy.F, ,, , -

As the class;)/E has no last element, by using Cldim 413.9 (Henkin witnedagh)
times, we can construgt € Q;, ¢ >q pl<s, e Satisfyingq(z,) = tp(ab, M) andu, C
]rﬁso E-

N/ext, by Lemma&4.3l6 thereis >¢ ¢, 1 >¢ pl<t, andu,, C I[.:. By Lemmd4.3)6
again, there ig, >q ¢1, ¢2 >q pl<s, andu,, C I[<,. Indeed, by the ‘Moreover’ clause of
Lemmd4.3.5, we may additionally assume thdfr,,) = tp(abde, M) (and sog; (z,,) =
tp(abd, M)).

Now, chooses; € I suchthatl = —P(s2), s1 < s2 < t, andsy > s for everys € u,,.
Definer by @, = 7, U{x, 0} andr(z,) = tp(abdce, M). Itis easily checked thate Q;
and visibly,r >q ¢2. Aswell,r € F, 5, s,

Finally, by a final application of Lemnia 4.8.6, sinee C I[<, andr >q p|<., there
isp* >q pWith p* >q r. Asp* € Fi 4,5, We conclude thaF; ,, , is dense. [r3713
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4.4 Proof of Theorem4.2.14

Given a linear ordef we construct a modeV = N; of the theoryl'. That is, we verify
that the forcing Q;, <q) satisfies the conclusions of Theorem 4.2.4. Suppgose Q; is
a filter meeting every dense open subset. Let

X[6] = J{p@,) :p € G}

Because of the dense subsdis,, X [G] describes a complete type in the variab]es,, :
telne w}ﬁ Intuitively, we want to build a with domain given by theseiadtes. But
the Level conditions, Claim 4.3.112 introduced a naturaliajance relation-; on X[G]
defined by

Ttn ~G Tsm if and only if X|G] ‘says’'zin = Tsm

Let N[G] be ther-structure with univers& [G]/ ~¢. Each element oV |G| has the
form [z, ,,], which is the equivalence classof, (mod~). As eachp € QQ; describes a
complete (principal) formula with respect1g N[G] is an atomic set. As well, it follows
from Claim[4.3.9 thaiV|G] = T.

For eacht € I such thatP(t) holds, letN.; = {[x..,] : SOMez;,, € [z, ,] With s <
t}. Similarly, for eachs € I\ {min(7)} with =P(s), let Noy; = {[zw,] : w/E < s/E}.

By repeated use of Claim 4.3.9, bot., and N_, are elementary substructures of
N[G]. Note thatN_.y = N, wheneverE(s', s).

For simplicity, leta,,, € N|[G] denote the clasg,, ,]. Given any(w,n), if there is
a leasts € I such thata,,,, = as,, for somem € w, then we say,, ,, is on levels.
For an arbitrary(w, n), a leasts need not exist, but it does in some cases. In particular,
Definition[4.3.2.5 and the level constraigt,(, z) imply that anya,, o is on levelw for any
w € I. As well, because of the Level constraints (grdup- E) for anyt such thatP(t)
holds and for any, > 0,

at, ison levelt if and only ifa; o € pcl(No; U {aen}, N[G))

As || = X; and the fact that eadh o & pcl(Noi, N[G]), ||N[G]|| = X;. Finally, it
follows from the density of the ‘Fullness conditions’ th{G] is full.

It remains to verify thatV|G] satisfies the three conditions of Theorem 4.2.4. First,
for any initial segmenty/ C [ without a maximum element (in particular, for any suitable
J) the density of the Henkin conditions offered by Cldim 4.ar& the Tarski-Vaught
criterion imply thatV,; < N[G].

SIf pel(P) = 0, thenX [G] is in the variablegx, ,, : n € w,t € I'\ {min(I)}}. For clarity of exposition,
we will assume thapcl(@) # 0.
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Second, suppogec I andP(t) holds. We show thai, , catches and has unbounded
reach inN.,. Note that sincé [, is suitable N, < N|[G], hencepcl(N.;, N[G]) = Nt.
To see thaty; ( catchesV.,, choose anyi; ,,, € pcl(No, U{a o}, N[G]) \ N, By taking
an appropriate finite sequengewitnessing the pseudo-algebraicity, the density of the
constraint€; ,,, z allow us to assume < ¢. However, ifs < ¢, then we would have ,,, €
N.;. Thus, the only possibility is thdk, m) = (¢, n) for somen € w and thata, ,, is on
level ¢. It follows from the displayed remark above thaf € pcl(No; U {at,}, N[G]).
Thus, a, catchesN_,. We also argue that;, has unbounded reach iN.,. To see
this, choose any, < t, sy # min(/) with I = —P(s). For anys, satisfyings,/E <
s1/E < t, choosep € G N F,, s and choose, € u, from there. Now, the element
as,0 € pcl(Neg, U{aro}, N[G]). As well, sinces,/E < so/E < t/E, as,0 & N<s,, SO
a0 has unbounded reach m.,.

It remains to verify (3) of Theorem 4.2.4. Choose a seamleSs/ and suppose some
b € N[G] \ N, catchesN,. Sayb is a; ,, where necessarilyf € I\ J. We must show
b has bounded effect iv;. By the fundamental theorem of forcing, therevis G such
that

p I a4, catchesV.

Thus, among other things |- *a;« ,, # a5, forall s € J, m € w.
Choose any* € J such that* > s for everys € u, N J.

Claim 4.4.1. p IF pcl({b} U N..-[G], N[G]) N N;[G] C N_.-[G].
Proof. If not, then there ig € Q; satisfyingg > p and a finiteA C N_,- [G] such
that
g Ik pel(Ab, N[G]) N N,[G] £ Ney[G]

Without loss, we may assume thatdf,, € A, thent € u,. As J is seamless, by
Lemmal4.1.B, choose an automorphisnof (I, <, £, P) such thatr[sminw,\0) = id;
m(t*) =t wly, = id; wly,nr,. = id, butw(s*) ¢ J. By Lemma 4,347 extends to an
automorphismr’ of Q; given by ., — 2. By our choice ofr, 7'(p) = p. While
7'(¢q) need not equaj, we do havey < 7’(¢). Now

7 (g) I pel(Ab, N[G]) N Ne()[G] € Nerer)[G]

But this contradictp I ;- ,, catchesN ;. [To see this, choos# generic withr'(¢) € H,
hence alsp € H. Choose: € (pcl(Ab, N[H]) N\ Ny [H])\ Ner(s)[H]. ASA C N;[H],
e € pcl(N;[H] U {b}, N[H]). Moreover, asV;[H] = N [H], e ¢ N;[H]. But, since
N;[H]U{e} C Nypn[H] andb & Ny;)[H], it follows thatb & pcl(N;[H] U {e}, N[H]).
That is,e witnesses that does not catctv; [ H].]

As Claim[4.4.1 holds for any sufficiently largé € J, a,,, has bounded effect itV
This concludes the proof Theorém 412.411 57
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5 Proof of Theorem(Z2.8

Now we prove the main theorem, Theoréml2.8, by using the feademma, Theo-
rem[3.3.1 to move from coding a model Byin M[G] (Theoren4.2]4) t@®* models
inV.

We prove Theorern 2.8 under the assumption that a countadahesjtive mode( M/ )
of a suitable finitely axiomatizable subtheory of ZFC exfistss the existence of the latter
is provable from ZFC (using the Reflection Theorem) we obtaproof of Theorem 218
in ZFC.

As the pseudo-minimal types are not dense, we can find a cterfplenulad(z, @)
that is not pseudo-algebraic, but has no pseudo-minimahsidn. As havin@®* models
is invariant under naming finitely many constants, we abganibo the signature and write
d(z) for this complete formula.

Fix a countable, transitive model/, ¢) of ZFC with T, = € M and we begin working
inside it. In particular, choosg C w \ {0} such that

(M,e) = S is stationary/costationary’

Next, perform Constructidn 4.1.4 insidé to obtain/ = (I°, <, P, E) € I*.

Next, we force with the c.c.c. pos€l;s and find (M[G],¢), whereG is a generic
subset ofQ;s. As the forcing is c.c.c., it follows that all cardinals aslvas stationarity,
are preserved, Thus,” S wM and(M|G], €) = ‘S is stationary/costationary’.

As Constructiof 4.1]4 is absolute/[¢! = M = [5, According to Theorem 4.2.4, in-
sideM [G] there is an atomic, fulN; |= T thatis striated according td®°, <, P, E). Write
the universe ofV; as{a;,, : t € I°,n € w}. InsideM[G] we have the mapping — J,
given by Construction 4.3.4. For evetyc w{” 1 et N, be ther-substructure of; with
universe{a;, : t € J,,n € w}. It follows from Theoreni_ 4.2]4 and Construction 4]1.4

that for every non-zere: € w{”[G}:

L NajNI;

o If a € S, thenl® \ J, has a least elementa) and aya),0 both catches and has
unbounded reach iV,,;

o If a € S, then every € N;\ N, that catchesV,, has bounded effect ifv,.

Now, still working inside)M [G], we identify a 3-sorted structurg* that encodes this
information. The vocabulary aV* will be

T* :TU{U7V7W<U7<V7P7E7R17R2}-

SAlternatively, one could use the fragment’C? of [2].
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N* is ther*-structure in which
e {U,V,W} are unary predicates that partition the universe;
o (UM, <p)is (", <);

(VN" <y, P, E)is(I°, <, P, E);

e W is N; (ther-functions and relations only act on thié-sort);
e R CU x V,with R;(«, t) holding if and only ift € J,; and
e Ry CU x W, with Ry(«, b) holding if and only ifb € N,,.

Note thatS C w{wm is ar*-definable subset of thé-sort of V* (« € S if and only if

V'\ Ri1(a, V) has a<y-minimal element). Also, on thB/-sort, the relations € pcl(a)’is
definable by an infinitary*-formula. Thus, the relations tatchesV,’, ‘ b has unbounded
reach inN,’ and ‘b has bounded effect iv,,’ are each infinitarilyr*-definable subsets of
UxW.

By construction N* = ¢, where the infinitary) asserts: ‘For every non-zetoe€ U,
either every element ofV’V" that catchesV, also has unbounded reachif, or there is
an element of#/V" that catchesV, and has bounded effect i¥,, .’

To distinguish between these two possibilities, there ignéinitary 7*-formula é(z)
such that forz from theU-sort, #(x) holds if and only if there exists € N; \ N,, that

catches and has unbounded reacWjn. Thus, for non-zerex € w{”[G] we have

N Efla) <— a«aef

Now, identify a countable fragmeiit, of L., .,(7*) to include the formulas mentioned
in the last three paragraphs, along with infinitary form@asuringr-atomicity.

Now, we switch our attention t&", and apply Theorem 3.3.1 {d/[G], ¢), L4, and
N*. This gives us a family My, E) of elementary extensions oM/ [G], ¢), each of size
N;, indexed by subsets& C w; (= w}). Each of these models of ZFC has#nstructure,
which we call N% inside it. As well, for eachX C w;, there is a continuous, strictly
increasing mappingy : w; — UMx with the property that

Ny Efl(tx(a)) <= aeX
Let (I*, <X, EX, PX) be the V-sort’ of N%. Clearly, eachi* € I*.

Finally, thel/-sort of eachr*-structureN% is the universe of a-structure, striated by
I*. We call this ‘reduct'’Ny. Note that by our choice df 4 and the fact thatvy =, , N*,
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we know that everyr-structureNy is an atomic model of’ and is easily seen to be of
cardinality®;. Thus, the proof of Theorem 2.8 reduces to the following:

Claim. If X \ Y is stationary, then there is neisomorphismf : Nx — Ny.

Proof. Fix X,Y C w; such thatX \ Y is stationary and by way of contradiction
assume that : Nx — Ny were ar-isomorphism. Consider the-structuresVy and Ny
constructed above. As notation, for eache wy, let N¥ and N denoter-elementary
substructures with universés (tx («), N%) and Ry (ty («), Ny ), respectively.

Next, choose a club’y C w; such that for every € Cy:

e «ais alimit ordinal;
e The restriction off : NX — NY is ar-isomorphism.

Denote the set of limit points @, by C. AsC'is club and X'\ Y') is stationary, choose
«ain their intersection. Fix a strictly increasingsequencéq,, : n € w) of elements from
Cy converging toa. As a € X, we can choose an elemédnte Ny \ N.X such thath
catchesVX and has unbounded reachiif. That is, there is' < a such that for every
satisfyingy < 8 < «,

pcl(N-¥ U {b}, Nx) N NS € N5

Fix n € w such thaty,, > ~. Then, for everyn > n
pel(NX U {b}, Ny) N NX ¢ NX .

Thus, asb € pcl(a)’ is preserved under-isomorphisms and [N\ | = N setwise,
we have thatf (b) both catches and has unbounded reacNjn Asa ¢ Y, we obtain a
contradiction fromV; = —0(ty () and Ny = 9.
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