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AFTER ALL, THERE ARE SOME INEQUALITIES WHICH ARE
PROVABLE IN ZFC

TOMEK BARTOSZYNSKI, ANDRZEJ ROSLANOWSKI, AND SAHARON SHELAH

ABSTRACT. We address ZFC inequalities between some cardinal invariants of
the continuum, which turned to be true in spite of strong expectations given
by [10].

1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper consists two independent sections which have two things in
common: both resulted in a failure to fulfill old promises to build a specific forcing
notions and in both an important role is played by cardinal invariant x*.

The first promise was stated in [4] and was related to cardinal invariant cov* (N).
Let B denote the measure algebra adding one random real.

Definition 1.1. Let N5 be the ideal of measure zero subsets of R x R and let
Borel(R) be the collection of all Borel mappings from R into R. Define

wWMO:mm“N:AgN}&er%mwmﬁBeBdeWGHeA)
({r€B: (o, fla) € H}g N)}

and

non*(\N) = min{\X| : X C Borel(R) & (VH € N2)(VB € Borel \ V)(3f € X)
(e e Bie f(2) ¢ H} ¢ N)}.

Proposition 1.2. cov*(N) = cov(NV)V” and non*(NV) = non(A)V>. O

It has been known that (see [4], [7], [9] for more details):
(1) max{cov(N)V,bY} < cov(N)V” < non(M);
(2) it is consistent that cov(A)V” > max{cov(N)V, bV };
(3) it is consistent that cov(M)V? > 0.
And in [4, 3.11] we promised that in [10] it would be proved that

e it is consistent that cov(N)V” < non(M),
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being sure that using the method of norms on possibilities we could construct a
forcing notion which:

a: is proper w*-bounding,
b: makes ground reals meager and
c: does not add a B-name for a random real over VB,

However, when trying to fill up the details of the construction, we have discovered
that there is no such forcing notion and found new inequalities provable in ZFC.
The second section deals with an inequality related to localizations of subsets of
w by partitions of w. Several notions of localization and related cardinal invariants
were introduced in [11]. The one we will refer to is the R3-localization property.

Definition 1.3. Let V C V* be universes of Set Theory and let k& € w.

(1) We say that the extension V. C V* has the R% —localization property if in
V=
for every infinite co-infinite set X C w there is a partition
(K, :n € w) € V of wsuch that |K,| > k+ 1 and

(3%n € w)(|X N K| < k).

(2) An infinite co-infinite set X C w, X € V* is said to be (k, 0)-large over V
if
for every sequence (K, : n € w) € V of disjoint k—element
subsets of w we have

(V®n € w)(K, N X #0).
The following result has been shown in [11, 1.8].

Proposition 1.4. Let V. C V* be models of ZFC, m > 2, k € w. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:
(1) there is no (m,0)-large set in V* over V,
(2) there is no (2,0)-large set in V* over V,
(3) V C V* has the Ri-localization property,
(4) V CV* has the R% —localization property. O

After noting that if V N 2% is not meager in V*, V C V* then the extension
V C V* has the Rgflocalization property we promised to give in [10] an example
of a forcing notion showing that the converse implication does not hold. In fact we
wanted to construct a forcing notion which:

a: is proper w*“-bounding,
b: makes ground reals meager and
c: has the R3-localization property.

Once again, we have discovered that there is no such forcing notion and we have
established some new inequalities between relevant cardinal invariants.

Notation 1.5. We try to keep our notation standard and compatible with that of
classical textbooks on Set Theory (like Jech [6] or Bartoszyiiski Judah [3]) )

(1) Let i, < w. The set of all integers m satisfying ¢ < m < j is denoted by
[i,7), etc.
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(2) For integers k;, ..., k; (i <j <w), [] ke is their Cartesian product inter-
=i

preted as the collection of all finite functions 7 such that dom(7) = [4, j]

and (V¢ € dom(7))(7(¢) € k;).
However, we will use the same notation for the cardinality of this set,
hoping that it will not cause too much confusion.

(3) For two sequences 1), v we write v <1 ) whenever v is a proper initial segment
of n, and v < n when either v << 7 or v = 1. The length of a sequence 7 is
denoted by Ih(n).

(4) The quantifiers (V*°n) and (3°°n) are abbreviations for

(Imew)(Vn>m) and (Vm € w)(In > m),

respectively.
(5) For w—sequences 1, p we write n =* p whenever

(V*n € w)(n(n) = p(n)).

(6) The Cantor space 2% and the Baire space w® are the spaces of all functions

from w to 2, w, respectively, equipped with natural (product) topology.
(7) In forcing arguments, a stronger condition is the larger one.

2. ADDING A RANDOM NAME FOR A RANDOM REAL

As the failure in building the forcing notion we had in mind for [4, 3.11] directly
results in some properties of extensions of universes of ZFC, we will formulate the
main result of the present section in this language. Further we will draw several
conclusions for cardinal invariants.

The result presented in 2.3 below is of some interest per se if you have in mind
the following theorem (see [9, 3.1]).

Theorem 2.1. 1. (Krawczyk; [7)) Suppose that V. C V* are universes of Set
Theory such that V Nw® is bounded in V* Nw®. Let v be a random real over V*.
Then there is in V*[r] a random real over Vr].

2. (Pawlikowski; [9, 3.2]) Suppose that c is a Cohen real over V and r is a random
real over Vic|. Then, in Vic|[r] there is no random real over V|r].

Definition 2.2. Let ® € w% be a strictly increasing function. A ®-constructor is
a sequence (n;,m;, k; : i < w) of integers defined inductively by: ng = 2 and for
1 E€w
m; = (Hma) 23ED = (my - Hkﬂ) - ®(m; - ij), nit1 =ni(k; +1).
Jj<i j<i j<i
[SO n; <m; < k; < ni+1.}

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that V. C V* are universes of Set Theory such that
if r is a random real over V*
then in V*[r] there is no random real over V|r].
Let ® € w¥ NV be strictly increasing and let (n;,m;, k; : i < w) be the -
constructor.
(1) If VNw¥ is dominating in V* Nw¥, then, in V*:
for every function n € []| k; there are sequences (X;: ¢ < w) € V and

1EW

(tm :m < w) € V such that
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a: (VW ew) (X, Cke & | Xel =me - ] kj)7
i<t

j

b: (Vm € w)(3 € [im, im+1))(n(€) € Xy).
(2) If VNuw¥ is not domination in V* Nw, then, in V*:

for every function n € ] k; there is a sequence (Xp: { <w) € V such

€W
that
a: (VE € w)(Xg Cke & |X@| =my - H kj),
j<t

b: (%0 e w)(n(l) € Xy).
Theorem 2.4. Suppose that V.C V* are universes of Set Theory such that

if r is a random real over V*

then Vr] N 2% has measure zero in V*[r].
Let ® € w¥ NV be strictly increasing and let (n;,m;, k; : i < w) be the -
constructor.

(1) If Vnw® is bounded in V*Nw®, then there are sequences (Xy: £ < w) € V*
and (im : m < w) € V* such that for every functionn € [[ k;N'V

1EW
a: (V0ew) (X, Cke & | Xl =my - [T k),
j<t

b: (V°m € w)(3 € [im,im+1))(n(l) € Xy).
(2) If VNwY is unbounded in V* Nw", then, there is a sequence (Xp: {<w) €
V* such that
for every functionn € [] k;N'V*

€W

a: (W ew)( Xy Cke & | Xl =my- H@k’j);
b: (3¢ € w)(n(f) € Xy).

PROOF OF 2.3 We will only prove 2.3, the proof of 2.4 is obtained by dualization.

The main parts of the proofs of (1) and (2) are the same, the difference comes
only at the very end. So, for a while, we will not specify which part of the theorem
we are proving. We will present a construction which itself is interesting, though it
is very elementary.

Let ® € w¥ NV be increasing and let (nj,my, k; + i < w) be the P—constructor.
Letting n_; = 0, for each i € w choose a sequence (f§ : £ < k;) of functions such
that

o fi: olnimitr) _y glni—1,mi),
e for every sequence (v : £ < k;) C 2["i-17) we have

QMit1 =N

[{p e 2lonee) s (v < k) (fio) = v0) } | = gy = 27

J
Fori<j<wandne [] k, let

r=1

J
fi7 c2lanien) s glisima) sy ) g7 (ol [, o).
The main point of our arguments will be done by the following combinatorial ob-
servation (which should be clear if S is thought of as a tree of independent equally
distributed random variables, but still it needs some calculations).
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Claim 2.4.1. Suppose that 0 <i < j <w and ) # S C [] k. is such that for each

nesS andreli,j):
Hr(r): 7€ S & rlr=nlr}=m

Then
o (T T ESi £ =0}
[ninj41) . ni—1,m;) p
{pe olnini+1) . (3o e2 i) <2n,-—m,1 < 5 <

1 _
AL B S
2

Proof of the claim:  Fixr € [i,j] and 7* € [] k¢ (so if r =i then 7* = ()) such

LEi,r)

that there is 7 € S with 7* < 7. Let

Ar, %f {p € 2[rrmri1) - for some o € 2Mr-1mr)

T

Hr(r):TeS & " QT&fT(T)()—U}‘_ 1

my QM —Nr—1

1
> .
= onp—ny_1 . 9r

By Bernoulli’s law of large numbers and by the definition of the m;’s we know that
| A7 < Qnhr—nro1 1 - 1 . 9= Bnr_1tr)
Onry1—ny 4-m, - (27(77'7‘7”7‘714’7”))2 4- [T me
{<r

Let

A¥ pe2rinivy): (Ireli, ))(3Ir* e H ke)(BreS)(t* a1) & pllne, nyy1) € ALL)
Le(i,r)

Note that

2"J+1 ni Z Z 2nr+1 o Tt E H ke & (FreS)(tr<T)p <

reli,j] Lefi,r)

> (g 2o I < X 27 <

reli,j] i<r l<r reli,jl

Suppose now that p € 2[mm+1) \A. Let o € 2[ni-1.15) - We know that for each

r € [i,j] and 7" € [] ke such that (37 € S)(7* < 7) we have p[[n,,n,+1) ¢ A~.
LEi,r)

and therefore

{r(r):7eS &7 a7 & [l (plnr,nit1)) = olne—1,n,)}| 1 1

< (1+—)-
my (+2r)

(just look at the definition of the set A7.). Hence
{reS: fii(p) =o} 1 1 J 1
T = . 14+ =
0= s D - s T 2
1 gl—i 7

— € _—.
QNG —Nni—1 QNG —Nni—1

Iy —Np_1
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This finishes the proof of the claim.

Now define a function
E sz x 2% — 2% (n,p) = U fé(i)(ﬂf[nianiﬂ))-
1€EW 1€w

It should be clear that F is well defined (look at the choice of the f}’s) and its
definition (or rather its code) is in V. The function F' is continuous and we have
the following claim.

Claim 2.4.2. If no,m € [l;c, kis po,p1 € 2% and o = m, po =" p1 then
F(no, po) =" F(m, p1).

Proof of the claim:  Should be clear.

Before we continue with the proof of the theorem let us introduce some more nota-

tion. For a tree T C 2<% x 2<% and integers £,i < w we let T} & T'n (2741 x 274)
and

2

Tl — {(vo,11) € 2™+ x 2™ : if £ < i then there are (1, v}) € T; such that
voInes1,niv1) = vollnes1, niv1)  and 4 [[ng, ng) = vilne, i) )

If ¢ <1 < w then we may treat members of Tim as elements of 2[Me+1mi+1) x 2lneni)

(as only this part carries any information). Thus if py € 2[e+1mit1)  p € 2lnemi)

then (po, p1) € Tim means that there is (19, v1) € Tim
vil[ne, ni) = p1.

such that 1o [[ne+1,1i41) = po,

Claim 2.4.3. Suppose that n € [] ki\'V*. Then there is a tree T C 2<% x 2<%,
1€EW
T €V such that

(i) p((1) >0
(where [T] is the set of all infinite branches through T,

7] = {(p,0) € 2 x 22 : (¥n € w)((pln,on) € T)},

and 12 stands for the Lebesque measure on the plane 2% x 2% ),
(ii) for each { < w

n({p € 2% : (Vi € w)((plnirs, F(n, p)Ini) € T)}) = 0.

Proof of the claim:  Let r be a random real over V*. By the assumptions of the
theorem we know that F(n,r) is not a random real over V[r]. Every Borel null
subset of 2% from V[r] is the section at r of a Borel null subset of 2% x 2% from
V. Consequently we find a Borel null set B C 2% x 2% coded in V and such that
(r,F(n,r)) € B. We may additionally require that B is invariant under rational
translations, i.e. that

(po;p1) € B & po =" py & pr =" py = (. p1) € B.

In V take a closed subset of 2% x 2% of positive measure disjoint from B. This
gives a tree T € V, T C 2<% x 2<% guch that x?([T]) > 0 and

(@) (V£ ew)(Eicw)((rlnipr, F(n,r)ng) ¢ T,
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We want to argue that this 7' is as required and for this we need to check the
demand (ii). Let ¢ < w. Look at the set
def ) ¢
Y € {pe 2 (i e w)((plnivr, Fn.p)Imi) € T}
It is a closed subset of 2% coded in V*. Assume that p(Y) > 0. Then some finite

¥

modification r* of the random real r is in Y. By 2.4.2 we know that F(n,r) =
F(n,r*). Take £y > ¢ so large that

F(n,m)[[ney,w) = F(n,r*)[[ng,w)  and  7[[ng,w) = r"[[ng,,w).
Now note that
r'eY = (Miew)((r'Inig, Fin,r*)n;) € Tz‘m =
= (Vi € w)(rInig1, F(n,r)n;) € Ti[eo]
and the last contradicts (@) above, finishing the claim.

Claim 2.4.4. Suppose that T C 2<% x 2<W js g tree, 1 <i < j < w and
) 63 |7l
(®;) 64 = 2“jJ+1+”j ’
Let

[[r o2 (i) € LS

— . T J

W — {T € kf . 27lj+1—ni < 674 .
£=i

Then there are sets X; C ki, Xip1 C Kkit1,...,X; C kj such that
() | Xe| <mg- ] kr for each £=1,...,j and
B) (reW)EE hir(O) € Xo)
Proof of the claim:  Assume not. Then we may find a set S C ll[ ke such that
S C W and for every 75 € S and every £ € [i, j] =
Hr(€): 7€ S & 71l =19[l}] =my.

How? For £ € [i,j] let W = {7]¢ : 7 € W} (so W = {()}). Now we choose
inductively sets Xy C ky and Y, C W¥ for £ = j,... ,i. First we let

Vy={veW :[{r(j):v<areW} <m;}, X;= U{T(j):l/QTGW}.

VEYj
By its definition we have | X;| < m;-|Y;| < m;- [] k. Suppose that ¢ </ < j and
r<j
we have defined Yy 1 C Wit already. Let
Vo={veW' : |{{r(t) v <7 e W\ Y} < mu}, and
X, = U {(r(0) ;v a7 e W\ Yo}
veYy
Note that | Xy| < my - Y| <mg- [] ki
r<t
Now look at the sets X;,... , X;. By our assumption we know that thereis i € W

such that (V¢ € [i,4])(70(¢) ¢ X;). This implies that () ¢ ¥;. [Why? If () € V;
then, as 7o(i) ¢ X;, we have (19(¢)) € Yi;y1. Suppose have already shown that
(10(4)y... ,70(0)) € Yoy1, i < € < j— 1. Since 79(¢ + 1) ¢ Xyiq1 we conclude
(10(%),...,70(£), 0(£+ 1)) € Yoqo. Thus, by induction, (m9(¢),... ,70(j — 1)) € Y;



Paper Sh:616, version 1999-02-19.10. See https://shelah.logic.at/papers/616/ for possible updates.

8 TOMEK BARTOSZYNSKI, ANDRZEJ ROSLANOWSKI, AND SAHARON SHELAH

and 79(j) € X, a contradiction.]
Now we define the set S C W. We do this choosing inductively a finite tree

VA
S* C U ]I &+ in which maximal nodes will be elements of W. First we declare
b=ir=t

that () € S* and since () ¢ Y; we may choose a set Si<> C{r(i): 7 e W\ Y}
of size m;. We declare that {(z) : z € S} C S*. Note that (z) € Witl\ Yy,
¢

for z € SZ-O. Suppose that we have decided that a sequence v € [] k, is in S,
=1
i < ¢ < j—1and we know that v € W*! \ Yo41. By the definition of Yp41 we
may choose a set Sy,; C{7({+1) : v a7 € W2\ Yia} of size mypq. We
declare that all the sequences v (z) for z € S/, | are in S*. Note that we are sure
that v7(z) € W2\ Yoy (for z € S7,;). Finally, having decided that a sequence
v € W7\ Yjis in §* we choose a set S¥ C {7(j) : v < 7 € W} of size m; and we
declare v (z) € S for z € S}. Immediately by the construction of S* we see that

j
the set S = 5* N [] k¢ is as required.

=1
Define:

N €S:(p, fiv e 71 1
o def {p € olnimsi) . Hr (p f|S|(p)) j H > 12

1 T i—1
def {p 2["ivnj+1) . ‘{O' S 2[ i—1,M5) : (p7g) c Tj[ ]}l _ 7}
: =3’

u =
1 27L]'—7Li71

e i X ) 7 S fid =
up d:f {p c 2[n1,n]+1): (30_62[7“,1,7%)) <2nj_ni1 < |{T S fTS| (p) U}')} )

Since S C W, by Fubini theorem, we have that

|uo 1

INj41—"N; 8"

Now look at the assumption (®3) on T it implies that, by Fubini theorem once

again,
|ua| 1
onj+1—ni — 8
Finally, by 2.4.1, we know that
|uz| 1
onj+1—ni — 9’

Consequently we find a sequence p € 20775+ \ (ug Uuy Uug). Since p ¢ up Uuy
we know that in the sequence

(fi(p) 7€ )
less than § - 2" ~™~1 many values (from 2lni-1.75)) appear more than £-19] times.
This implies that there is one value o € 2[*-1") which appears in this sequence

more than 2],% -S| times and therefore p € ug, a contradiction finishing the

proof of the claim.

Now we may prove the theorem.
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(1)  Assume that V Nw% is dominating in V* Nw%. Let (n;, m;, k; 1 i < w) be
the ®—constructor and let F : [] k; x 2% — 2% be as defined above. Suppose
P1€EW
ne H kz
1EW
By Claim 2.4.3 we find a tree T C 2<% x 2<% from V satisfying the demands (i)
and (ii) of 2.4.3. Let ¢ € w* N'V* be such that for each i € w

s i i—1
{p € 2mime@+) ; (p, fnrfi(,;(i)}( ) € T(p(z Y i
M (i)+1 i 64'
Since V Nw¥ is dominating in V* Nw® we find an increasing sequence of integers
(im : m € w) € V such that

63 _ 110! ; .
(®) 64 < W for each ig < 7 < w,

(®7T) for each m € w

msbm 1 m
[{p € 2limmimia) : (p, frntmer = (p)) € Tt 1}| 1

Mem stm1) L
2Mim41 " Mim 64'
[Note that to get (®1) it is enough to require @(ip,) < imi1 for each m € w, what
is easy to get as V Nw® is dominating.|
Now we construct, in V, a sequence (Xy : £ < w).
Fix m € w for a moment. Note that (®) implies (®’m ) of 2.4.4. Let

i < (i) and

im1—1
et fpe ) (gt ) e Tin Y
W:TGHI{@Z il zm“l — 5.
m A Qi g1 ~Nim 64
=tm
It follows from 2.4.4 that there are sets X;, C ks,,,... ,Xj,.,,-1 C ki, —1 such
that

(@) | Xel <mg- IT ke
r<l
(8) (V7 € W) (3L € [im, im+1))(T(£) € Xy).
But now we easily finish notifying that (®T) implies that
(Vm € W) [im,im+1) € Wn).

(2)  We repeat the arguments from the first case, but now we cannot require
(®@%). Still, as VNw® is unbounded in V* Nw* we may demand that the sequence
(im : m € w) € V satisfies (®) and

(®7) for infinitely many m € w

My s M Gy im 1 mel
o2t (p fin i o) €TENH o
2nlm+1 i 64
Then, defining W,,, as above, we will have
(Eloom € w)(n”imaimﬁ-l) S Wm)7

and this is enough to get the conclusion of (2). O

Corollary 2.5. Suppose that V. .C V* are universes of Set Theory such that

if r is a random real over V*
then in V*[r] there is no random real over Vr].
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Let H € w%’ N'V be an increasing function. Then:
Vi E (e [[H0)Eg € [THEONV)E® € w)(g(t) = f(L)).
lew lew

Proor Define inductively a sequence (n;,m;, x;, y;, k; : i € w) € V:

no =2, mo=64, wo=064, yo=64+ [[ H((), ko=064y,

£<64
nipr =0 (ki + 1), mipr = ([ my) - 220040 w = 2 b mig - [ [y,
Jj<t j<i
Yit1 = Yi + Tip1 + H H(),  kit1 = yir1 - (Mig1 - ij)
Lefwiwitr) j<i
Note that yi41 —vy; > xip1 > mip1- [[ kj—my- [ kj. Consequently we may choose
i<i j<i
a strictly increasing function ® € w*’ N'V such that (Vi € w)(®(m; - [1 k) = vi)-

j<i
Now look at the definition of the sequence (n;,m;, k; : i € w) — clearly it is the
d—constructor.
For i € w we have II HE) < k; (welet z_; = 0 here). So we may take a

ZE[infl,JBi)
one-to—one function m; :  [[  H{) — k.
ée[l'ifl,.'l)i)
Now suppose f € [[ H(¢) N'V*. Define n € [[ ki N V* by
lew €W

(Vi € w)(n(i) = mi(fllwi-1, 7))
By 2.3(2) we find a sequence (X, : £ € w) € V satisfying 2.3(2)(a),(b) (for our
7n). Using the sequence (X, : ¢ € w) (and working in V) we define a function
ge [[ Hir)nV. Fix £ € w and look at the set

rew
YgdZEf TE H H(r):m(r) € Xy

Since |Yy| <my - [ kj = x¢ — x4—1, we find o4 € II  H(r) such that
j<t r€[ze_1,z¢)

(VT € Yo)(3r € [zo—1, x¢))(00e(r) = 7(1)).
Next let g € [[ H(r) "'V be such that gl[z,—1,2¢) = oy (for £ € w). We finish

rew

noting that if n(¢) € X, then fl[z,_1,x¢) € Y; and therefore for some r € [xy_1, )
we have g(r) = f(r). O

3. cov*(N) AND OTHER CARDINAL INVARIANTS

Results of the previous section allow us to compare cov*(N') to other cardinal
invariants.

We will need several definitions. Let f,g € w* be two nondecreasing functions
such that 0 < g(n) < f(n) for every n. Let Sy, = [[,[f(n)]9™ and Sty =

[1,,[f(n)]9 x [w]*. Define relations R?g,R?’g as

nR; .S < 3®nn(n) € S(n)
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nR;gS < V*n n(n) € S(n)
forn € [[,, f(n) and S € S¢ 4. In case when g(n) = 1 for all n we will drop subscript
g and define
nRim < 3%°n no(n) = ni(n)
for ng,m € Sy. The dual relation R\; is not very interesting, so we consider the
following weaker relations R}" and R}" defined as

Ry, (S, K) <= V*n 3m € [ky, knt1) n(m) € S(m),
forne Sy, S € Syyand K ={ky < k1 < ...} € [w]*. Finally define for a relation
RC Ax B,
b(R) =min{|X|: X CA & Vy e B3z e X —zRy}
UR)=min{|Y|: Y CB&Vrec AJyecY zRy}.
For various independence results and techniques connected with these invariants
see [10].
Using this terminology we can express the results of the previous section as
follows.

Theorem 3.1. There are f,g € w* such that cov*(N) > 0(R3 ). If cov*(N) >0
then cov*(N) > o(R}",).

Similarly, non*(N') < b(R7 ), and if non*(N') < b then non*(N) < b(R}?,).
ProOF  This is a simple reformulation of Theorem 2.3. Fix an increasing function
® € w¥. Let M be a model of size cov*(N) containing a witness for cov*(N), and
containing ®. Since cov*(N) > b we can assume that M N w® is an unbounded
family. Let {n;,m;, k; : i € w} € M be a ®-constructor. Define f(n) = k, and
g(n) =m,[[,., f(i). By 2.3,

Vn e Sy 3S € Sy N M 3%n n(n) € S(n).
Thus D(R?,g) < |M| = cov*(N). Remaining parts of the theorem are proved in the

same way by using 2.4. It is not very hard to see that by simple diagonalization
we can show that for many triples (h, f,g) we have b(R;) < b(R?)g) and 0(R7) >

o(R7,)
Definition 3.2. Let

K* = sup {G(R?) (few\{0h¥} and I = inf{b(R?) (f € (w\{0}H)“}.
Theorem 3.3. cov*(N) > k* and non*(N) < \*.

PrROOF  Let f € (w\ {0})¥. We may assume that f is strictly increasing. Take
a family A C N, realizing the minimal cardinality in the definition of cov*(A) and
take an unbounded family F C w” of size b (remember b < cov*(N)). Let N <
(H(x), €, <}) be an elementary submodel of size cov*(N) containing all members
of A and F and such that f € N. Now apply 2.5 to N C V. Note that if r is a
random real over V then in V|[r] there is no random real over N[r] (as A C N).
Moreover N Nw® is unbounded in VN w® (as F C N). Consequently (in V) we

have
he [] fm)BEg € I] f(n) N N)(E*n € w)(g(n) = h(n)),

new new

showing that 3(R7) < |N| = cov*(N). O
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Definition 3.4. Suppose that X C 2¢.
(1) X € SN (strong measure zero) if for every meager set F' C 2¥, X + F # 2%,
(2) X € SM (strongly meager) if for every null set H C 2¢, X + H # 2%,
Lemma 3.5. \* = non(SN) and k* > non(SM).
PrROOF  The first equality was proved by Miller (see [8] or [3], 8.1.14).
Suppose that a family 7 C [T, .., f(n) exemplifies D(R?). Work in the space X =
[I.c., f(n) (for sufficiently big f) equipped with the standard product measure.

Consider the set G = {z € X : 3%°n x(n) = 0}. It is easy to see that G is a null
set and F + G = X. Thus F ¢ SM in X (which easily translates to 2¢). O

Corollary 3.6. cov*(N) > max{b, non(SM)} and non*(N) < min{d,non(SN)}. O

Lemma 3.7. If cov*(N) > 0 then cov*(N) = non(M). If non*(N) < b then
non*(N) = cov(M).

Proor We will prove only the first assertion. The other one is proved by the
dual argument.

It is well known (see [3], 2.4.7, 2.4.1) that

non(M) = min{|F|: F Cw®” & Vg € w®” 3f € F 3%°n f(n) =g(n)}
and
cov(M) = min{|F|: F Cw® & Vg e w¥ 3f € FVn f(n) # g(n)}

Let FF C w® be a dominating family of size 0. For each f € F choose a witness
Xy C Sy of size 9(R7). Let X = User Xf- It is clear that [X] = max{0,x*} <
cov*(N) and

Vgew” 3f € F x5 € Xy 3%n g(n) = z¢(n).
Thus, non(M) < cov*(N). To see that cov*(N) < non(M) in we need the following
lemma:
Lemma 3.8. cov*(N) < non(M) and non*(N') > cov(M).

PROOF  We have the following cov*(A) = cov(N)V> < non(M)V” = non(M).
The first equality is by 1.2, the second is well known, and for the third one see [3]
or [4]. O

Corollary 3.9. There is no proper forcing notion P such that
(1) is proper w* —bounding,
(2) makes ground reals meager and
(3) does not add a B-name for a random real over VB.

4. ADDING A (2,0)-LARGE SET.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that V C V* are universes of Set Theory. Let h € w¥' NV
be a strictly increasing function. Suppose that

V' E @y e [] ) € [] nV)(¥>n € w)(p(n) # n(n)).

new new

Then there is a set X € [w]* N'V* such that
ViEWfew NV)((Vnew)(n< f(n) = [{meX: f(m)eX} <w)
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(so in particular the set w \ X is (2,0)-large over V).
PROOF  Let (n; : i € w) be defined by

ng = 0, Ni41 = Ny + H h(k)

Let H: J ] Rh(k) =% & be a bijection such that for each i € w

1€w k<n;
H H h(k?) = [ni,ni+1).
k<n;
For a function f € w* define py € ] h(k) by
kecw
(k) o Hil(f(k))(k) ifn, <k< Njt1 and Nig1 < f(k)
PIF)=9 o otherwise.

Note that the mapping f — py is coded in V.
Let X = {H(nln;) : i € w} (so it is an infinite subset of w from V*). Suppose
that f € w*’ NV is such that (Vn € w)(n < f(n)). Look at py. We know that
ps € I h(k) N V. So, by the assumptions on 7, we find ig € w such that

kew

(Vi = io)(n(d) # py(i))-

Suppose now that ¢ > ig and f(H(n[n;)) € X. Then f(H(n[n;)) = H(nln;) for
some j > ¢. But this means that

ps(H(nlng)) = H™(H (ning))(H(nlni)) = n(H (nin:)),
a contradiction with the choice of 5. O

Definition 4.2. Let 9(Rj) be the minimal size of a family K of partitions (K, :
n € w) of w into sets of size > 2 such that for every infinite co-infinite subset X of
w we have

(HKn:new) e K)(F®n € w)(K,NX =10).
In [11, 3.1] we remarked that b < 9(R3) < non(M). Now we may add:
Corollary 4.3. k* <d(Rg).

ProOF It follows from 4.1 (compare the proof of 3.6); remember 1.4. O
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