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DESCRIPTIVE PROPERTIES OF 12-EMBEDDINGS

VINCENZO DIMONTE, MARTINA TANNELLA, AND PHILIPP LUCKE

Abstract. We contribute to the study of generalizations of the Perfect Set Property and the Baire
Property to subsets of spaces of higher cardinalities, like the power set (1) of a singular cardinal 4 of
countable cofinality or products []._, A; for a strictly increasing sequence (Z; | i < w) of cardinals. We

consider the question under which large cardinal hypothesis classes of definable subsets of these spaces

i<w

possess such regularity properties, focusing on rank-into-rank axioms and classes of sets definable by X -
formulas with parameters from various collections of sets. We prove that w-many measurable cardinals,
while sufficient to prove the perfect set property of all ;-definable sets with parameters in V; U {V;},
are not enough to prove it if there is a cofinal sequence in 4 in the parameters. For this conclusion, the
existence of an I2-embedding is enough, but there are parameters in ¥, for which 12 is still not enough.
The situation is similar for the Baire property: under 12 all sets that are X -definable using elements of V/;
and a cofinal sequence as parameters have the Baire property, but 12 is not enough for some parameter in
V;.+1. Finally, the existence of an 10-embedding implies that all sets that are 2,1, -definable with parameters
in ¥ have the Baire property.

§1. Introduction. Fundamental results of descriptive set theory show that simply
definable sets of real numbers, e.g., Borel sets, possess a rich and canonical structure
theory and these structural results have various applications in other areas of
mathematics. Moreover, seminal results show that canonical extensions of the
axioms of ZFC allow us to extend these structural conclusions to much larger
classes of definable sets of reals. Since the developed theory is limited to the study
of mathematical objects that can be encoded as definable sets of real numbers, there
has been a recent interest to develop a generalized descriptive set theory that allows
the study of definable objects of much higher cardinalities. While it is already known
that several key results of the classical theory cannot be directly generalized to all
higher cardinalities (see, for example, [14]), the research conducted so far in this
area isolated several settings in which rich structure theories for definable sets of
higher cardinalities can be developed. The work presented in this paper contributes
to the study of one of these settings that originates in Hugh Woodin‘s work on large
cardinal assumptions close to the Kunen Inconsistency (see [18]).

Remember that a non-trivial elementary embedding j : L(V;.1) — L(V;41)
for some ordinal A is an [0-embedding if crit(j) < A holds. Kunen’s analysis of
elementary embeddings in [10] then directly shows that A = sup,,, 4, holds for
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2 VINCENZO DIMONTE ET AL.

every [0-embedding j : L(V;,1) — L(V;,1) with critical sequence' {1, | n < w).
Embeddings of this type produce a setting in which descriptive concepts can be
developed fruitfully. More specifically, several deep results show that the structural
properties of the collection of subsets of P(J) contained in L(V;,;) strongly
resembles the behavior of the collection of sets of reals in L(R) in the presence of the
Axiom of Determinacy AD in L(R). In the following, we will focus on generalizations
of the Perfect Set Property to definable subsets of higher power sets. Given a non-
empty set X and an infinite cardinal u, we equip the set # X of all functions from u
to X with the topology whose basic open sets consists of all functions that extend
a given function s : ¢ — X with ¢ < u. In addition, we equip the set P(v) of all
subsets of an infinite cardinal v with the topology whose basic open sets consist
of all subsets of v whose intersection with a given ordinal # < v is equal to a fixed
subset of #. Finally, we say that a map 1 : X — Y between topological spaces is
a perfect embedding if it induces a homeomorphism between X and the subspace
ran(z) of Y.

It is easy to see that for every infinite cardinal A, there is a subset of P(4) of
cardinality greater than A that does not contain the range of a perfect embedding of
cof(2) } into P(4).> In contrast, classical results show that if AD holds in L(R), then
every uncountable subset of P(w) in L(R) contains the range of a perfect embedding
of ®w into P(w). The work of Hugh Woodin, Xianghui Shi, and Scott Cramer
now shows that 10-embeddings imply an analogous dichotomy at the supremum
of the corresponding critical sequence (see [1. Section 5], [16. Section 4], and
[18, Section 7]).

THEOREM 1.1[1]. Ifj : L(Viy() — L(V;41) is an I10-embedding and X is a subset
of P(1) of cardinality greater than J that is an element of L(V;), then there is a
perfect embedding 1 : ®J — P(A) withran(1) C X.

The work presented in this paper is motivated by the question whether the
restriction of this implication to smaller classes of definable sets can be derived
from weaker large cardinal assumptions. It is motivated by the results of Sandra
Miiller and the third author in [13] that analyze simply definable sets at limits of
measurable cardinals. In the following, we say a class C is definable by a formula
o (vo, ..., vy) and parameters z. ..., z, 1 if C = {y | ¢(». 20, ..., z,_1) } holds. We now
distinguish classes of definable sets using the Levy hierarchy of formulas® and the
rank of parameters. The following result is the starting point of our work.

THeoreM 1.2 [13]. If A is a limit of measurable cardinals and X is a subset of
P(4) of cardinality greater than J that is definable by a T1-formula with parameters in
V, U {A}. then there is a perfect embedding 1 : ©°"») ) —s P()) with ran(1) C X.

'We say that a sequence (4, | n < w) of ordinals is the critical sequence of a non-trivial elementary
embedding j : M — N between transitive classes if 1y = crit(j) and j(4,) = 4,41 holds foralln < w.

2First, observe that for every y < A, the set P(y) is discrete in (1) and therefore it does not contain
the range of a perfect embedding of ©f¥)/ into P(4). In particular, if 2<* > A, then there is a subset
of P(2) with the desired property. In the other case. if 2<% = /, then the set of perfect embeddings of
cof(2) ) into P(4) has cardinality 2* and we can build the desired subset through a standard recursive
construction.

3See [9. p. 5]
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Given an infinite cardinal 4, the X,-Reflection Principle shows that all £;-formulas
with parameters in H;+ are absolute between V" and H,+. Therefore, it follows that
a subset of H;+ is definable by a X,-formula with parameters in H,+ if and only
if the given set is definable in this way in H,+. This shows that, if 4 is an infinite
cardinal with H;, = V;, then L(V,,) contains all subsets of P(A) that are definable
by a ¥;-formula with parameters in H,+, because H,+ is contained in L(V;,). In
particular, it follows that the conclusion of the implication stated in Theorem 1.1
directly implies the conclusion of the implication stated in Theorem 1.2.

The theorems cited above directly raise the question if stronger perfect set
theorems can be proven for limits of countably many measurable cardinals. In
particular, it is natural to ask if the implication of Theorem 1.2 still holds true if we
allow more elements of P(4) in our ¥;-definitions. A natural candidate for such an
additional parameter in P(4) \ (V; U {A}) is an w-sequence of measurable cardinals
that is cofinal in the given supremum A. Our first result, proven in Section 2, shows
that we no longer get a provable implication if we are allowed to use such a sequence
as a parameter in our X;-definitions:

THEOREM 1.3. If Jisa strictly increasing sequence of measurable cardinals with
limit A, then the following statements hold in an inner model M containing A:

(i) The sequence J. consists of measurable cardinals.

(ii) If V is a strictly increasing w-sequence of regular cardinals with limit 1, then
there is a subset of P(1) of cardinality greater than J. that does not contain the
range of a perfect embedding of ® /. into P(A) and is definable by a Z1-formula
with parameters in V, U {V}.

We now proceed by showing that a large cardinal axiom strictly weaker than
the existence of an 10-embedding implies the perfect set property discussed above.
Remember that an elementary embedding j : V' — M with critical sequence
(n | n < @) is an I2-embedding if V, C M, where 1 = sup,_, 4,. The existence
of such an embedding is equivalent to the existence of a non-trivial elementary
embedding i : V; — ¥V, with critical sequence (v, | n < w) such that 4 = sup,,_, Vu
and the canonical map

i Vi — Vi A— | Ji(4an V) | n < 0}

extending i to V| maps well-founded relations on V), to well-founded relations
on V; (see [9, Proposition 24.2]). The results of [11] show that, if i : L(V,,1) —
L(V,.1) is an 10-embedding, then there is an embedding j : V; — V; for some
A < v with the given property. Since v is a limit of inaccessible cardinals in this setting,
it follows that the existence of an I0-embedding has strictly higher consistency
strength than the existence of an 12-embedding. The next result, proven in Section 3,
shows that I2-embeddings imply the desired perfect set property.

THEOREM 1.4. Let j: V — M be an 12-embedding with critical sequence J=
(Jn | n < @) and set J. = sup,_,, in. If X is a subset of P(A) of cardinality greater
than A that is definable by a X|-formula with parameters in V, U{V,, ;} then there is
a perfect embedding 1 : ©A — P(A) withran(1) C X.

The proof of this theorem will show that its conclusion holds for subsets of
P(A) that are definable from a significantly larger set of parameters in V;,; (see
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Theorem 3.1 below). However, in Section 2, we will observe that an assumption
strictly stronger than the existence of an I2-embedding is necessary to obtain this
perfect set property for all subsets of P(4) that are definable by X;-formulas with
parameters in P(A).

THeOREM 1.5. If j: V — M is an I2-embedding with critical sequence ] =
(An | n < w) and A = sup,,_,, Ay. then the following statements hold in an inner model:

(i) There is an I12-embedding whose critical sequence has supremum ).

(ii) There is a subset z of 1 and a subset X of P(J.) of cardinality greater than A
such that X does not contain the range of a perfect embedding of ©J into P(A)
and the set X is definable by a \-formula with parameter z.

The five results discussed above suggest the intriguing possibility of studying
large cardinal assumptions canonically inducing singular cardinals 4 of countable
cofinality through the provable regularity properties of simply definable subsets of
P(A). More specifically, they suggest that for each large cardinal axiom of this form,
we want to uniformly assign as large subsets P, of V) as possible to each singular
cardinal 4, in a way that ensures that ZFC proves that whenever A is a singular
cardinal of countable cofinality induced by a cardinal of the given type, then all
subsets of P(A) that are definable by X;-formulas using parameters from P; either
have cardinality at most 4 or contain the range of a perfect embedding of “4 into
P(A). Note that, since this approach is based on provable implications and not
consistency strength, it is less affected by the current technical limitations of inner
model theory and therefore provides a new angle to study strong large cardinal
axioms.

In addition to X;-definable subsets of power sets, we will also study spaces
and complexity classes that more closely resemble the objects studied in classical
descriptive set theory. More specifically. for a given strictly increasing sequence
A = {4y | n < w) of infinite cardinals with supremum 7, we will study subsets of the
closed subspace C(/T) of “/ consisting of all functions in the set [[,_, 4,. i.e.. all
functions x : @ — A satisfying x(n) < 4, for all n < w. Note that the map

>

1;: C(4) — P(A): x — {=Ap.x(n)~ | n < w}

yields a homeomorphism between C (%) and a closed subset of P(A)." Moreover,
since the map 1; is definable by a Ag-formula with parameter 4, Theorem 1.4

-

immediately implies a perfect set theorem for subsets of C (1) definable by ;-
formulas with parameters in the set V; U {1}. Finally, the sets produced in the
proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 will actually be subsets of ran(i;) and therefore

-

yield analogous negative results for X;-definable subsets of C (1) (see Theorems 2.3
and 2.4 below). _

The theorems above extends beyond P(A) and C(A): In [4] a whole classes of
spaces is introduced: the A-Polish spaces, i.e., spaces that are completely metrizable
and with weight A, and it is easy to prove analogous results for them. For
example, *2, with the bounded topology. is homeomorphic to P(1), and therefore
Theorems 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5 hold in there. The space © 4, with the product topology,

4Here, we let <-, - : Ord x Ord — Ord denote the Gidel pairing function.
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is homeomorphic to a closed subset of P(4) via the map x — <n, x(n)>, and it
contains C (/) as a closed set, therefore Theorems 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5 hold in there. If
(X.d) is any A-Polish space, then there is a ;(d) continuous bijection between a
closed set F C *w and X ([4]). By pulling back with the bijection, we can therefore
prove Theorems 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5 also in there. Finally, if d is more complicated,
the negative results of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 hold anyway, but respectively with a
witness in Xy (V; U {V;, )»,d}) andinX(z.d). )

In another direction, we will not only study subsets of P(4), “A or C (1) that are
definable in " by formulas of a given complexity, but also sets that are definable over
V; by higher-order formulas in the classes £ and I (see, for example, [8, p. 295])
using certain parameters contained in ¥, . The following results (whose proof is a
routine adaptation of the proof of [8, Lemma 25.25] to higher cardinals of countable
cofinality) connects this form of definability to X;-definitions:

PROPOSITION 1.6.  For every Zi-formula (v, ... . vi_1 ) in the language of set theory.
there exists a Zi-formula y (wy. ..., wy_1) in the language of set theory with free second-
order parameters wy, ... , wi_y such that ZFC proves that

SD(AOe--~aAk—1) < <Vi,€> ': l//(Ao,...,Akfl)

holds for every singular cardinal 7. of countable cofinality with H, = V; and all
Ay, ..., Ap € V/Hl'

We will later show (see Corollary 3.3) that, in certain contexts, it is also possible
to translate Eé-formulas into X;-formulas. Moreover, note that, in [4], Luca Motto
Ros and the first author prove that, analogous to the classical setting, for every
singular strong limit cardinal 4 of countable cofinality. every X{-subset of “4 (i.e..
every subset of “/ that is definable over V; by a Ei-formula with parameters in
V,.1) of cardinality greater than A contains the range of a perfect embedding of © A
into itself. In addition, still completely analogous to the classical setting, they show
that, if V' = L holds and 4 is a singular cardinal of countable cofinality, then there
is a subset of “ of cardinality A* that is definable over V; by a IT}-formula without
parameters.

In addition, we later will consider an analog of the Baire Property to A, that
we call U-Baire property (see Definition 4.3 below). In analogy with Theorem 1.4,
the existence of an 12-embedding with supremum of the critical sequence 4 implies
that every subset of C(ﬂ) that is definable by a X;-formula with parameters in
V; U {V/,/l} has the 2/-Baire property (see Theorem 4.12 below). Moreover, in
analogy with Theorem 1.1, the existence of an [0-embedding with supremum of the
critical sequence A 1mphes that every subset of C(/I) in L1(V;,) has the U-Baire
property (see Theorem 4.14 below). Finally, as a negative result, we show that, in the
inner model constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.5, there exists an I2-embedding
with supremum of the critical sequence A and a subset of C(4 ) without the Z/-Baire
property thatis definable by a X -formula with parametersin V| (see Theorem4.10
below).

§2. Negative results. In this section, we will prove the restricting results stated in
the introduction (Theorems 1.3 and 1.5). Theorem 1.3 motivates the formulation of

https://doi.org/10.1017/js1.2024.75 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/jsl.2024.75

6 VINCENZO DIMONTE ET AL.

the main result of this paper (Theorem 1.4) by showing that its conclusion cannot
be derived from the weaker large cardinal assumptions used in Theorem 1.2. On
the other hand, Theorem 1.5 shows that the statement of Theorem 1.4 cannot be
strengthened to affect all sets that are X-definable from arbitrary subsets of the given
singular cardinal. In the following, we use arguments based on ideas and notions
that were already used in [13, Section 4].

DEFINITION 2.1, Let 4 = (An | n < w) beastrictly increasing sequence of cardinals
with supremum 4 and let @ = (a, | @ < 1) be a sequence of elements of V.

(i) Given x C A, we define <1, to be the unique binary relation on A with the
property that

a<dy f <= <a.f>€x

holds for all a, f < A.
(ii) We define WO; to be the set of all x € P(4) with the property that < is a
well-ordering of 4.
(iii) We let WO(J, @) denote the set of all b € ® with the property that there
exists x € WO, such that x N 4, = a;,) holds for all n < w.

(iv) Given an element b of WO(J. @). we let ||5]|; denote the order-type of the
resulting well-order (4, < Utaggy | n<w})-

The following Boundedness Lemma now follows from the theory developed in
[13, Section 4] that generalizes classical arguments from descriptive set theory to
singular strong limit cardinals of countable cofinality.

LeEMMA 2.2[13, Lemma 4.5]. Let ] = (An | n < @) be a strictly increasing sequence
of inaccessible cardinals with supremum J. and let a = {a,, | o < 1) be an enumeration
of Hy. If f : ®/ — “Jis a continuous function with ran(f) C WO(Z, d@), then there
exists an ordinal y < 2" with || f (¢)||z < y for all ¢ € “2.

We start by limiting the provable structural consequences of 12-embeddings by
proving the following strengthening of Theorem 1.5 that shows that the statement of
Theorem 1.4 cannot be strengthened to show that the existence of an 12-embedding
at a cardinal 4 implies that every subset of P(1) that is definable by a X;-formula
with parameters in V. either has cardinality A or contains the range of a perfect
embedding:

THEOREM 2.3. If j: V — M is an 12-embedding with critical sequence J =
(An | n < w) and 4. = sup, ., An. then the following statements hold in an inner model:

(i) There is an 12-embedding whose critical sequence has supremum 4.
(ii) There is a subset z of i and a subset X of C(A) of cardinality greater than A

such that X does not contain the range of a perfect embedding of 4 into C (1)
and the set X is definable by a \-formula with parameter z.

PROOF. Since 4 is a limit of inaccessible cardinals, we can find a subset y of 4 with
the property that V; U {4, j | V;} C L[y]. Since this setup ensures that

GVt = Grv)s v
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we know that (j [ V; )i[y] maps well-founded relations on V; in L[y] to well-founded
relations on V), in L[y] and it follows that j [ V; witnesses that, in L[y], there is an
12-embedding whose critical sequence has supremum /.

Now. work in L[y]. First, observe that the set WO, consists of all subsets x
of 1 with the property that there exists an ordinal y and an order isomorphism
between (4. <) and (y. <). In addition, the set WO, also consists of all subsets
x of A such that (4, <) is a linear ordering with the property that no injective
sequence {a, | n < w) is decreasing with respect to <1,. This shows that WO, is
A-definable’ from the parameter /. Pick an enumeration d = (a, | @ < 1) of V;
with V;, = {aq | @ < 4, } for all n < w. Then there exists an unbounded subset z of
/. with the property that the sets {a}, {y} and {Z} are all definable by X;-formulas
with parameter z. Note that this implies that these sets are actually A;-definable
from the parameter z. Note that an element b of “4 is not contained in WO(4, @)
if and only if either there are m < n < w with ay,) N Ay # ap(,) or there exists
x € P(4) \ WO; with x N 4, = a,(, holds for all » < w. Together with our earlier

observations, this shows that the set WO( d) is Aj-definable from the parameter
z. Given 4 <y < A", we now let b, denote the <;[,-least element of WO(Z, @) with
b,z =y and b,(n) < A4y for all n < w. Note that our setup ensures that such
a set exists for all A <y < AT. Moreover, since the basic structure theory of L[y]
ensures that the class of proper initial segments of <y, is definable by a X;-formula
with parameter z, the fact that WO(/T, @) is Aj-definable from the parameter z yields
a X-formula ¢ (vg, v1, v2) with the property that (7. b, z) holds if and only if y is
an ordinal in the interval [1, A7) and b = b,. Let X denote the set of all b € “ A with
the property that »(0) = 0 and there exists A < y < A" with b(n + 1) = b, (n) for all
n < . We then know that X is a subset of C (2) of cardinality greater than A that is
definable by a X;-formula with parameter z.

Assume, towards a contradiction, that there is a perfect embedding 7 : “A —
C(4) with ran(1) C X. Set Y ={b, | A<y <A™} and let { : X — Y denote
the unique map with {(b)(n) = b(n +1) for all b € X and n < w. Then { is
a homeomorphism of the subspace X of C (/1) and the subspace Y of C (/1)
In particular, it follows that { oz is a perfect embedding of “4 into C (/1) with
ran(¢ 01) C Y C WO(J, a). In this situation, Lemma 2.2 yieldsc. d € ®Awithc # d
and ||(C o 1)(c)|la = (€ o 1)(d)]|z. By the definition of Y, this is a contradiction.

Note that, in order to construct an inner model N with V; C N and the property
that (ii) of the above theorem holds, it suffices to assume that A is the supremum of
w-many inaccessible cardinals in order to carry out the construction made in the
proof of the theorem.

In the remainder of this section, we further develop the arguments used in the
above proof to obtain the following strengthening of Theorem 1.3.

THEOREM 2.4. If A = (A, | n < w) is a strictly increasing sequence of measurable
cardinals with limit 1, then the following statements hold in an inner model M
containing A:

5Given a natural number 1 > 0, a class C is A,-definable from a parameter p if the classes C and
V' \ C are both definable by X, -formulas with parameter p.
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(i) The sequence J. consists of measurable cardinals.

(ii) If v is a strictly increasing w-sequence of cardinals of uncountable cofinality
with limit . then for some x € Hy,. there is a subset of C (1) of cardinality
greater than A that does not contain the range of a perfect embedding of “ /. into
C(A) and is definable by a X,-formula with parameters v and x.

Proor. Pick a sequence (U, | n < w) with the property that U, is a normal
ultrafilter on A, for all n < w and define

U ={nAd)|n<w, AcU,}.

Then / € L[U] and for every n < w, the cardinal 4, is measurable in L[U/].

Now, work in L[U] and fix a strictly increasing sequence v = (v, | n < w) of
cardinals of uncountable cofinality with limit 1. Using standard arguments about
iterated measurable ultrapowers (see [9, Lemma 19.5] and [17, Section 3]). we can
find

e a transitive class M,

e an elementary embedding j : V — M with j(1) = 4,
e a function x : w — w, and

e asequence (Cy, | n < w)

such that the following statements hold for all n < w:

(1) J(ln) = Vx(n)-
(11) Vx(n+1) > ‘Hv;n)l'

(iii) G, is a closed unbounded subset of v, ().
(iV) j(Un) = {A EM mfp(vx(n)) | X < Vx(n) Cy \f C A}-

Now, set V = j(U) and define N to be the class of all pairs (N.F) with the
property that N is a transitive set of cardinality A, F = (F, | n < w) is a sequence of
length w and there exists a sequence (D, | n < w) such that the following statements
hold:

(a) D, is a closed unbounded subset of v, forall n < w.

(b) If n < . then F, is an element of N, v, is a regular cardinal in N and F,
is a normal ultrafilter on v, in N.

(¢) If n < w. then F, = {A € N NP(vy() | I < vy Dp\ & C A4}

(d) fF={(n4A)|n<w, A€ F,}. then F € N and N = Lynow[F]

It is easy to see that the class N\ is definable by a X;-formula with parameters v
and x. Moreover, our assumptions ensure that for every x € M N P(4), there exists
y < At with x € L,[V]and (L,[V]. (j (U,) | n < w)) € N.

Cram. If(N.(F,|n < w)) € Nand F = {(n,A) |n < . A € F,}. then we have
FNAN=VNLynow[V]and N = Lynow[V].

ProOOF OF THE CLAM. Let (D, | n < w) be a sequence that witnesses that
(N.(F, | n < w)) is contained in N. Set y = N N Ord. By induction, we now show
that

FNLg[Fl = VN LgV]
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holds for all § <y. Hence, assume that f <y with F N L,y[F] =V N L,[V] for
all o < f. Then Lg[F] = Ly[V]. Pickn < w and 4 € F, with (n, A) € Ly[F]. Then
there exists & < v,y with D,, \ & C A4. Since C, N D, is unbounded in v, ,,). we know
that 4 N C, is unbounded in v,y and hence there is no { < v,(,) with the property
that C, \ { C v,(,) \ 4. In this situation, the fact that j(U,) is an ultrafilter on
Vy(n) in L[V]implies that A € j(U,) and hence (n, A) € j(U) N Lg[V] =V N Lg[V].
The dual argument then shows that we also have V N Lg[V] € F N Lg[F]. This
completes the induction and we know that ¥ " N =V N L,[V]. This allows us to
conclude that

N = L,[F] = L)[FNN] = L,[VNL,[V]] = L,[V].
completing the proof of the claim. -

Now, note that (ii) above ensures that there is a sequence (a, | @ < 4) in M with
the property that

Mn P(vx(n)) = {aa | a< vx(n+l)} (1)
holds for all n < w. Define a to be the <;y-least sequence in M with this property.
CramM. The set {a} is definable by a X1-formula with parameters v and x.

Proor ofF THE CramM. First, note that our previous claim implies that, if
(N,(F, | n < w)) is an element of A" with A € N, then N = Lyno[V] and N
contains all bounded subsets of A in M. It follows that a is the unique sequence
of length A with the property that there exists (N,(F, | n <)) in N and
F={(n.4) | n<w.A € F,} such that a is the <, r-least element of N with
(1) for all n < w. This characterization directly yields the desired X;-definition.

Next, notice that, if y is an element of WOM  then M contains an order-
isomorphism between (4, <,) and (. <) for some ordinal y € [4,A") and this
isomorphism witnesses that x is an element of WQ; in V. This shows that
WOM C WO,;, WO(V,a)™ C WO(V.a) and |||z = ||b||3 for all b € WO(V,a)™.
Moreover, using (1) and the fact that A = (A*)™, we can pick a sequence
(by | 2 <y < A") with the property that for all y < ™, the set b, is the <zp-least
element of WO(¥, @)™ with the property that ||b, ||z = y and b, (x(n)) < v,(,.1) for
all n < w. The following statement now follows from a combination of the above
claims:

CLamM. Theset B = {b, | A < y < A"} isdefinable by aX\-formula with parameters
V and x.

”

Given 2 <y < A", we let ¢, denote the unique element of “/ such that the
following statements hold for all n < w:

o If nis of the form x(m + 1) for some m < w, then ¢, (n) = b, (x(m)).
o Ifn # x(m+1)forallm < w, then ¢, (n) = 0.

We then know that ¢, € C(¥) forall 1 < y < AT,

Cram. The set C ={c, | A <y < A%} has cardinality A and is definable by a
X1 -formula with parameters vV and x.

Let { : B — C denote the unique function with {(b,) = ¢, forall 1 <y < i*.
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CLAM. The map { is a homeomorphism of the subspace B of C (V) and the subspace
Cof C(v).

Now, assume, towards a contradiction, that there is a perfect embedding: : “A —
C (v) with the property that ran(z) C C. Then (! o1 is a perfect embedding of “ A
into C(¥) and

ran(('o1) € B C WO>W.a)™ C WO(7,a).
An application of Lemma 2.2 now yields ¢,d € ®A with ¢ # d and
I on)(e)lla = ¢ on)(d)]

contradicting the definition of B. -

a-

§3. X;-definability at I2-cardinals. Let j : V7 — M be an I2-embedding with
critical sequence 4 = (4, | n < w) and set A = sup,,,, 4,. Classical results (see [15])
then show that j is w-iterable, i.e., there exists a commuting system

(M |a<w).(j: M] — M,

Jla<p <o)

of inner models and elementary embeddings such that the following statements hold:
(i) M =V and jo, = ;.
(ii) If n <, then j, 12 = U{jn,n+l(jn,n+l Vo) | @ € Ord}.
(ili) (M), (jnew | n < w)) is a direct limit of

UM | n < @), Umn = My — M |m < n < w)).

Given m <n<w, we then have V, C M. C M} C M}, crit(fpng1) = An =
Jmn(Zm)s jmn(A) = Aand j,?‘w(/ln) = ). Moreover, itis easy to see that jo (A7) = At
holds and_therefore (24 Mo < j+. Note that the Mathias criterion shows that the
sequence 4 is Prikry-generic over M}, and, by the theory of Prikry-type forcings,
this implies that (2*)Mal4 < 1+,

The following theorem is the main result of this section. We will later show that it
is a direct strengthening of Theorem 1.4.

THEOREM 3.1. Let j : V — M be an 12-embedding with critical sequence J =
(n | n < w) and let N be an inner model of ZFC with M}, U{.} C N. Set /. =
SUP,,, An- If X is a subset of C (1) with |X| > (2*)N that is definable over V; by a
2;-f'ormula with parameters in Vﬁl, then there is a perfect embedding 1 : “ 4 — C(4)
withran(1) C X.

The proof of the above theorem closely follows the proof of Solovay’s classical
result showing that every Tl-set of reals has the perfect set property if o, is
inaccessible to the reals (see [9, Theorem 14.10]). The key ingredient that makes this
adaptation possible is an absoluteness theorem proven by Laver in [11]. We start
this argument by obtaining tree representations for the sets in the given definability
class.

Given non-empty sets ay. ..., ai. a subset T of <“aqy x ... x <®a, is a (descriptive)
tree if the following statements hold for all elements (¢, ..., #;) of T
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. dom(lo) =..= dom(lk).

o If ¢ € dom(zy ), then (¢g [ £.....1p [ £) € T.
In addition, if T C <“gq X ... X <®q, is a tree, then we let [T'] denote the set of all
tuples (xg, ..., xx) in “ag X ... X “a; with the property that (xo [ £,....x; [£) € T
holds for all £ < w. Finally, for every tree T C <“aqq X ... X <“a;1, we define

pIT] = {{x0, ..., xk) € Pap X ... X Yap | Ixps1 € “ags1 (X0, ... Xk41) €[T]}-

As outlined in [11, Section 1], for singular strong limit cardinals A and 0 < k < w,
there is a direct correspondence between subsets of V){‘H that are E}-deﬁnable over
V; and sets of the form p[T7] for trees T C (<“V;)**!. Several key arguments in
this section rely on the absoluteness properties of this correspondence that can be

isolated from the arguments in [11, Section 1]:

LEMMA 3.2. Forevery Z} -formula o (wo, ..., wy2) in the language of set theory with
free second-order variables wy, ..., w2 there is afirst-order formula y (vy. ..., Vi41) in
the language of set theory expanded by two unary relation symbols with free variables
V0, ..., Uyl Such that ZFC proves that for every strictly increasing sequence A =
(An | n < ) of strong limit cardinals with supremum A and every B C V. the set
T,5; = {{to. o tip) € COVP (Vi€ B2A) Eyl....te)} (2)
is a tree and the following statements hold:

(i) T, ;0 (" V)2 e V; foralln < .
(i) If (xp,.... xx) € pIT, p;l.i <k andm <n < w, then xi(m) =x;(n)NV;
(iii) The following statements are equivalent for all Ay. .... A C V;:
(a) <VA, €> ): (p(A(), ey Ak, B, ﬂ.)
(b) There is {xy, ..., x;) € pIT, p ;1 with xi(n) =A;NV,, forall i <k and
n<ao.

me

The above lemma provides a setting in which a converse of Proposition 1.6 holds.

COROLLARY 3.3.  For every EA-formula y(wy. ..., wi_1) in the language of set theory
with free second-order parameters wy, ..., wy_. there exists a £-formula (v, ..., vi)
in the language of set theory such that Z¥C proves that

©(Ao, o A1 Vi 2) = (Vi €) E w(Ao, ... Ary)
holds for every strictly increasing sequence = (An | n < @) of strong limit cardinals
with supremum A and all Ay, ..., Ax_1 € V1.

Following [11, Section 1], we now generalize the concept of Shoenfield trees (i.e.,
tree representations for Eé—sets of real numbers) to higher cardinals of countable
cofinality. Given a tree T C <®ag X ... X <®ay, i < k and (s¢, ..., ;) € <“ap X ... X

<0q; with dom(sy) = ... = dom(s;), we define 705 to be the set of all tuples
(tig1s e ty) In <%a; 4y X ... X <®qa; with the property that

dom(t;11) = ... = dom(#) < dom(sy)
and

<S0 [dom(tk),...,si [dom(l/(),li+1,...,fk> eT.
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Note that
TS0 lessiT€) — (s0-8i) A (SZ(I[H X X Sfak)

holds for all £ € dom(sp). In addition, for every ordinal 6, we let Rzg(so, ..., s;)
denote the set of functions

7 T(S(),“..Sl') — 9
satisfying
r(<ll’+] RN lk>) < l’((lH] [4,....t; | f))

for all (t;y.....t;) € T®o-1) and ¢ < dom(z). It is then easy to see that r |
T ol--5i18) s an element of Ryg(so | £.....s; | £) for all r € Ryy(so. ....s;) and
£ < dom(sp).

Now, let 4 be an infinite ordinal, let 7 C (< V;)**3 be a tree and let 0 > /1 be an
ordinal. We then define Sy to be the subset of (<“ V., )**? consisting of all tuples
(805 ... » Sk, t) such that the following statements hold:

® 50.....8, € <PV,
e dom(sg) = ... = dom(s ;E = dom(¢
e There ex1sts Ska1 € dom({so) v, and r e RTH(S(), ..+ Sk41) such that

((6) = (s [ (€4 1) r [ TN 1D (3)
holds for all £ € dom(¢).

It is then easy to check that Sy is a tree. The following lemma from [11, Section 1]
shows how these constructions yield tree representations of X}-subsets of ¥, :

LemMma 3.4. Let o(wy. ... wy43) be a Zi-formula in the language of set theory with
free second-order variables wy, ..., wy3. Then the following statements are equivalent
for every strictly increasing sequence of inaccessible cardinals I = (An | n < @) with
supremum )., every limit ordinal 0 > A and all Ay, ..., Ax, B C V;:

(i) (Vs €) | 3C ~p(Ay. ... Ax. B. C. 7).
(ii) There is (xq,...,x;) € p[ST L 701 with xi(n)=A4;0V,, for all i <k and
©.B.J
n<o.

Still following Laver’s arguments, we now show that the structural properties
of higher Shoenfield trees can be fruitfully combined with the combinatorics of
I2-embeddings. The proof of the next lemma is a reformulation of the proof of
[11, Theorem 1.4].

LemMA 3.5. Let (wy. ... wiy3) be a Ti-formula in the language of set theory
with free second-order variables wy, ..., w3, let j : V. —> M be an I12-embedding
with critical sequence J. = (n | n < w) and let N be an inner model of ZFC with
MJU{i} CN. Set /.= SUP,,<, n and 0 = (A*)Y. Fix B € V\| and define T =
TgoV,B,I' Then the following statements hold:

(i) T = T;\,}B,Z and S, € St,.
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(i) There is an inclusion-preserving embedding A : S }/ g — S ]TV o With the property

that for all (s, ..., sp.t) € S}/ﬂ, there exists u with
A((Ss evv s 85 8)) = (S0, S, u).

(iii) p[S7,1" = pISFel"-
(iv) pIS7el" NN = p[SF,IN.

ProoF. (i) Since V; U {B, )T} C N, the fact that (2) holds in both V" and N directly
implies that 7 = T;VBI' In addition, if so. ..., sy € <?V; with dom(sg) = ... =

dom(sy ). then
Rro(so. oo sk01)™ € Rrp(so. .o sis1)”

In particular, we know that S, C S,

(ii) The proof of [11, Theorem 1.4] shows that for every d € ¥, and every function
f :d — Ord, the function jo,, o f : d — Ord is an element of M{,. In particular,
if so. ..., Sk+1 € <@y with dOl’Il(SQ) =..= dom(sk+l) and r € R]jH(S(), ey Sk+1)V,
then the fact that jo,(0) =6 implies that jo, or € Rrg(so.....s541)"Y. This
inclusion allows us to define A : S}/ﬁ — S7}\"{0 to be the unique function with
the property that for all (so.....s.7) € S}, and all s, € dom(so) 7, and r €
R79(s0, ... Sx11) such that (3) holds for all £ € dom(7), we have A((so. ..., 5. 1)) =
(805 ..., Sk, u), where

u@) = (sks1 1 (€+1), (owor) | TEIEFDuseir 1EHD)y

for all £ € dom(u). This definition directly ensures that A is an inclusion-preserving
embedding.

(iii) Since SY, C Sy,. we know that p[S},]” C p[S;,]". Pick a tuple
(X0 ... X, p) in [S7,]” and let z be the unique element of “ V., with

Allxo [ 1, oooxp [noy [ n)) = (xo [ 1o xg [ mz | 1) (4)

for all n < w. We then know that (x. .... x;. z) is an element of [S/T\fﬁ] V. This shows
that we also have p[S),]1” C p[S7,]".

(iv) First, the fact that S, C Sy, directly implies that p[S{,]V C p[S},]" N N.
Now. fix (xo.....xx) € p[Sf,]" NN and pick y € V with (xo.....xz.y) € [S,]".
Let z denote the unique element of <V, such that (4) holds for all n < w. This
shows that (xo.....xt.z) € [S},]”. Since the tuple (xo..... x;) is an element of .
we know that

U = {t € Vyio | (xo | dom(t), ... x; | dom(z).2) € S¥y}

is a tree of height w in N and z € [U]". In this situation, the fact that the ill-
foundedness of U is absolute between N and V yields an element z’ of [U]"Y. We
then have (xo. ..., xx. z') € [SF,]V and (xo. ... xx) € p[SP,I". .

COROLLARY 3.6 [11, Theorem 1.4]. Let ¢p(w. ..., w, 1) be a EA-formula in the
language of set theory with free second-order variables wy, ... ,wy 1. If j 1V — M
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is an 12-embedding with critical sequence i= (An | n < w) and N is an inner model of
ZFC with M}, U {.} C N, then the statement

<Vﬂ.s 6> ): <p(A0, ey An—l)

is absolute between V and N for all Ay, .... A, € VN

iy1- Where 2. =sup,,_, Zn.

In order to connect the above concepts with the existence of perfect subsets, we
now adapt a classical result of Mansfield (see [9. Theorem 14.7]) to our setting:

Lemma 3.7. Let /= (An | n < @) be a strictly increasing sequence of infinite
cardinals with limit 2 and let T C <®a x <®b be a tree with the property that p[T]
does not contain the range of a perfect embeddzng of Ainto “a. If N is an inner model
of ZFC with V; U{T, A} C N, then p[T]” C N.

PrOOF. Given a tree S C <?a x <?b, we define S’ to be the set of all (t,u) € S
with the property that for all # < w, there exists dom(z) < £ < w such that the set

fveta|Fweb[t CvAuCwA (v.w) € S}

has cardinality at least A,. Then it is easy to see that for every such tree S, the
set S’ is again a tree with S’ C S and, if S is an element of N, then S’ is also
contained N. Now, let (T, | @ € Ord) denote the unique sequence of trees with
To=T.Tys =T/ foralla € Ord and Ty = ﬂa<p T, for all § € Lim. Then it is
easy to see that T, € N holds for all @ € Ord. Moreover, there exists a, € Ord with
T,, =Tgforalla, < f€Ord. Set T, = T,,.

Cram. T, = 0.

PrOOF OF THE CLAIM. Assume. towards a contradiction, that T, # (. Let S;
denote the subtree of < consisting of all s € <“Awith s(¢) < A, forall¢ € dom(s).
We inductively construct a system ((s,.#,) € T\ | u € S;) such that the following
statements hold for all u, v € S;:

o Ifu C v, thens, Csy,andt, C ¢,.

o If @ < f < Agom(u). then dom(s,~ (o)) = dom(s,~gy) and s,~ 4y 7 5,~
First, define sp = 7y = (). Now. assume that u € S; and (s,.1,) € T* is already
constructed. Since (s, #,) € T, = T, we can find dom(su) < ¢ < w and a sequence
((se.te) € Ty | & < Agom(u)) With the property that for all & < p < Agom(s). We have
dom(sg) = dom(s,) = £ and sz # s,. Given & < Agom(y). We then define s,~ (&) = s¢
and ,~ ) = t¢. It then directly follows that the constructed sets satisfy all required
properties. This completes the inductive construction of our system. If we now define

1:C(A) — “a: x — U{SXM | < w},
then our setup ensures that : is a perfect embedding. Moreover, we have
x).,U{tx[i |i<ow})e[T

for all x € C(7) and this shows that ran(z) is a subset of p[T’]. Since there exists a
perfect embedding of ®/ into C(A), this yields a contradiction to our assumptions
onT. o
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Now. fix (x, y) € [T]. Then there is an a < a, with (x, y) € [T4]\ [Ta+1] and we
can find k < w with the property that (x [ k,y [ k) ¢ Tot+1 = T,. Hence, there is
n < w with the property that for all k < £ < w, the set

={scta|Fec’hxkCsAy|kCtA(st) e T}

has cardinality less than 4,,. Note that x | £ € E; holds forall k < £ < w. Moreover,
since N contains the sequence (E; | k < £ < w) and each E, has cardinality less than
An in N, we can find a sequence (7, : 1, — E; | k < £ < w) of surjections that is an
element of N. If we pick z € “A, with 7,(z(£)) = x | £ for all k < £ < w, then the
fact that 7, C N ensures that z is an element of N and hence we can conclude that
x is also contained in the inner model V. =

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Proor oF THEOREM 3.1. Let j:V — M be an 12-embedding with_critical
sequence 4 = ()»n | n < w) and let N be an inner model of ZFC with M, U {}b} CN.
Set A = sup,, 4. Fix a Z]-formula ¢(wy. ..., w;) with second-order variables
wy, ..., w3 and B € V A such that the set

= {Ad eV, |(V.€) FIC ~p(4.B.C.7)}

is a subset of C(1) of cardinality greater than (24)V. Set T = TV . 0=0UhNY,
S| = S% g and So = S, € S1. An application of Lemma 3.5.iii then shows that
pISol” = p[Si]Y. In partlcular, since Lemma 3.4 ensures that every element of X
is of the form | J{y(n) | n < w} for some y € p[Si]". we know that p[Sy]" has
cardinality greater than (24)" in ¥ and we can conclude that p[Sy]” ¢ N. In this
situation, an application of Lemma 3.7 shows that, in V. there exists a perfect
embedding 1 : A — “ V) satisfying ran(z) C p[So] = p[S1].

Now, work in V" and define Y to be the set of all y € “ ¥V, with the property that
y(m) =yn)nV,, holdsforallm <n< wand | J{y(n) | n < w} is an element of
C(Z) Then Y is a closed subset of “ 7, and p[Sy] € Y. Moreover, the map

Y—>C yMU{y )| n<w}

is a homeomorphism of the subspace Y of “V,, and the space C (ZL) with [ p[So]] =
X. In particular, there is a perfect embedding of “4 into C (1) whose range is
contained in X. —

ProoF OF THEOREM 1.4. Let j:V — M be an 12-embedding with critical
sequence 4 = (4, | n < w) and set 4 = sup,_, A,. Let X be a subset of P(2) of
cardinality greater than 4 that is definable by a X;-formula with parameters in
V, U{V;.A}. In MJ[/]. there is an injective enumeration ¢ = (d, | a < A) of V;
with the property that V;, = {ds | @ < 2, } holds for all n < w. Define Y to be the
set of all y € C (1) with the property that y(0) = 0 and there exists 4 € X with
dyui1)=ANYV;, forall n < w. Then Y is a subset of C (/1) of cardinality greater

than A that is deﬁnable by a X-formula with parameters in M@ﬂ[)?] N V41. Since

(24 Mol < 3+ we can now combine Theorem 3.1 with Proposition 1.6 to find a
perfect embedding of “4 into C ()L) whose range is contained in Y. Using the fact

https://doi.org/10.1017/js1.2024.75 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/jsl.2024.75

16 VINCENZO DIMONTE ET AL.

-

that the subspace X of P(4) is homeomorphic to the subspace Y of C(4), we can
now conclude that there is a perfect embedding of “A into P(4) whose range is
contained in X. =

§4. The U-Baire Property. In [5], a new type of regularity property for higher
function spaces is introduced: the A-Baire property. We can formalize this regularity
property in a natural way as the A-generalization of the classical Baire category
notions:

DErINITION 4.1 [5]. Let X be a topological space and let 4 be a subset of X.

(i) The set A4 is A-meager in X if it is a A-union of nowhere dense sets.
(ii) The set A4 is A-comeager in X if it is the complement of a A-meager set, i.e., if
it contains the intersection of A-many open dense subsets of X.
(iii) The space X is a A-Baire space if every non-empty open subset of X is not
A-meager.
(iv) The set A has the A-Baire property in X if there exists an open set U in X such
that the symmetric difference 4 A U is A-meager.

Note that a space X is a A-Baire space if and only if the intersection of A-many
open dense sets is dense. The definition of the ¢/-Baire property is more complex,
as a direct generalization is unfruitful®. Tt is strictly correlated to diagonal Prikry
Jforcing (see, for example, [7, Section 1.3]). In the following, fix a strictly increasing
sequence 4 = (4, | n < w) of measurable cardinals with limit 2 and a sequence
U = (U, | n < o) with the property that U, is a normal ultrafilter on 4, for all
n<o.

DEerINITION 4.2, The diagonal Prikry forcing with Uis the partial order P; defined
by the following clauses:

(i) Conditions in PP;; are sequences p = (p, | n < w) with the property that there
exists n < w such that p; < 4; forall i<n and p; € U; for all n <i < w.
In this case, we set s” = (po. ... pp1). Ih(p) =1h(s?). and A7 = p; for all
n < i< w. The sequence s’ is also called the stem of p.

(ii) Given conditions p and ¢ in P;, we have p <p, ¢ if and only if the following
statements hold:
e Ih(p) > Ih(q).
e 57 is an end-extension of s9.
e IfIh(q) < i <1h(p). then s7(i) € AL.
e IfIh(p) < i< w. then A7 C A

Moreover, we say that p Sﬁ;& qif p <p, qand Ih(p) = 1h(q).

The intuition behind the definitions below is the following: it is easy to see that
the product topology on the classical Baire space is isomorphic to the topology
of the maximal filters on Cohen forcing. Thus, we are going to define a topology

on C(A) that is isomorphic to the topology of the maximal filters on the diagonal
Prikry forcing. Note that we can define this only if 1 is limit of measurable cardinals,

SIn [5]. it is proven that the space C(;) is the w{-union of nowhere dense sets
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therefore this will be the only setting for which to consider our new regularity
property.
DEFINITION 4.3. (i) Given a condition p in P, we define

-

N,={x€CA)|Vi<wl[i<lh(p) = x(i)
=sP(i) N i>1h(p) = x(i) € Aﬁ.’]}.
(i) The Ellentuck-Prikry U-topology on C(7) (briefly, /-EP topology) is the
topology whose basic open sets are of the form N, for some condition p in
Py
(iii) A subset 4 of C(J) has the {-Baire property if it has the A-Baire property in
the U-EP topology.

The results of [5] now show that the constructed topological spaces possess
properties that generalize key properties of the classical Baire space to A:

PROPOSITION 4.4 (A-Baire Category, [5]). The space Cg) endowed with the U-EP
topology is a 2-Baire space. Moreover, every subset of C(A) that is A-comeager in the
U-EP topology contains a basic open set of this topology.

To motivate the main results of this section, we first show that the above property
is non-trivial.

THEOREM 4.5. There exists a subset of C (1) without the U-Baire property.

The fact that the Z/-EP topology is build using 2*-many basic open subsets stops
the proof of the above result from being a routine diagonalization argument. Instead,
we have to use strong combinatorial properties of IP; to reduce the class of relevant
open subsets.

LEMMA 4.6 (Strong Prikry condition). If D is a dense open subset of Py; and p is
a condition in Py, then there exists a condition ¢ <j_ p and n < w such that r € D
u

holds for every condition r <p q with 1h(r) > n.

CoRrOLLARY 4.7. If O is an open subset of P;; and p is a condition in P;, then there
exists a condition p <}, p such that if there exists a condition q <py p withq € O,
u

thenr € O holds for every r <p_ p with 1h(r) > 1h(q).

Given a set P of conditions in P;;. we let
Up = UiN,y I peP} € CG)

denote the corresponding open set in the U-EP topology.

ProPOSITION 4.8. A4 set P of condition in P is predense in the partial order Py if
and only if Up is dense in the U-EP topology.

PrOOF. First, assume that P is predense in IP;; and fix a condition p in IP;. Then
there exists a condition ¢ in P and a condition r in IP;; with r S[PZ;[ p.q. We now
know that® # N, C N,N N, C N, N Up.

Now, assume that Up is dense in the {-EP topology and fix a condition p in
PP;. Since N, N Up # 0. we can find a condition ¢ in P and an element x of C (/)
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with x € N, N N,. Then there exists a condition r in P;; with r; = x(i) for all
i < max(lh(p).1h(g)) and 4} = A7 N A7 for all max(lh(p).lh(g)) < i < w. We then
know that r <p; P-4 holds. These computations show that P is predense in ;.

LeEMMA 4.9. If U is an open set in the U-EP topology, then there exists a set P of at
most A-many conditions in P;; such that Up C U and U \ Up is nowhere dense in the
U-EP topology.

Proor. Define O to be the set of all conditions p in P;; with the property that
N, C U. Then O is an open subset of P;;. In addition, define S to be the set of all
conditions p in P;; such that p; = 4; holds for all Ih(p) < i < w. In this situation,
Corollary 4.7 shows that for every p € P, we can then find a condition p gﬁ;g P

with the property that if there is a condition ¢ <e; P with ¢ € O. then r € O holds
for every r <p_ p with 1h(r) > 1h(g). Define

P={plpesS 3qlg<e, p N q€Ol}.

The fact that the set S has cardinality A then ensures that P consists of at most
/-many conditions in IP;.

CLam. Up C U.

Proor oF THE CLAIM. Pick p € S with the property that there is ¢ <e; P with
g € O and fix x € Nj. Then there exists a condition r <p; P with r; = x(i) for all

i<lh(g)and r; = Af for all 1h(r) < i < w. Since Ih(g) = Ih(r), we then know that
reOandx e N, CU. 4

Cram. If p € S withq ¢ O for all g <g, p. then N5 N U =0.

ProOF OF THE Cram. Assume, towards a contradiction, that there is an x €
N3 N U. Pick a condition ¢ in P;; with x € N, C U. Then there exists a condition
rin Py with r; = x(i) for all i < max(Ih(p).Ih(q)) and r; = A” N A? for all
max(lh(p).1lh(g)) < i < w. We then know that r <e, P-q andx e N, C N, CU.
But this implies that r is an element of O below p, a contradiction. -

Define u to be the unique condition in P;; with lh(x) = 0 and

AY = ({4!l'|pes. Ih(p) <i}

for all i < w. In addition, set

-

N ={xeC)|Vi<wIj<i<wx(i)¢A'}.
CLAM. The set N is nowhere dense in the U-EP topology.

Proor oF THE CLAIM. Assume, towards a contradiction, that N is dense in N, for
some condition p in Py;. Let ¢ <j_ p be the unique condition with A7 = 47 N AY
u

foralllh(p) < i < w. Then thereis x € N N N, and we can find Ih(¢) < i < w with
x(i) ¢ AY. But, this implies that x (i) ¢ A7, a contradiction. =
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Cram. U\ Up C N.

ProOF OF THE CLAM. Pick x € U \ Up and fix j < w. Let p denote the unique
element of S with s” = x [ j. Then x ¢ Nj. because otherwise we would have
x € N3 N U # () and our second claim would imply that N5 C Up. Since p <}, o P

wecannow find j < i < wwithx(i) ¢ Ap Our definitions then ensure that 4% C A”
and we can conclude that x (i) ¢ 4Y. These computations show that x is an element
of N. -

This last claim completes the proof of the lemma. -

PrOOF OF THEOREM 4.5. Define O to be the collection of all subsets of C (%)
of the form Up for some set P of at most A-many conditions in P;. Then the set
O has cardinality at most 2* and we can fix an enumeration ((U,, M,) | y < 2%)
of all pairs (U M) such that U € O and there exists a sequence (O, | o < ) of
dense elements of O with M = J,,_,(C (Z) \ O,). We inductively define increasing
sequences (4, | y < 2*) and (B, | y < 2*) of subsets of C(4) with 4, N B, = () and
|4, UB,| < |y|forally < 2*. Fix y < 2* and assume that we already defined 4, and
Bpforall p < y.SetA = Jy., Apand B = J;_, Bg. Then A N B = () and both sets
have cardinality less than 2*. First, assume that U, is empty. Since Proposition 4.4
ensures that C (/) \ M, has cardinality 2*, we can find x € c() \ (BUM,). We
then define 4, = AU {x} and B, = B. Next, assume that U, is non-empty. Then
Proposition 4.4 shows that U, \ M,, has cardinality 2* and we canfind x € U, \ (4 U
M,). We now define 4, = 4 and B, = B U {x}. This completes our construction.

Define 4 =J,.,: 4, and B =J,_,: B,. Then 4N B = (). Assume, towards a

contradiction, that the set 4 has the U-Baire property. Pick an open subset U in
the {-EP topology such that 4 A U is A-meager in this topology. Then Lemma 4.9
shows that there exists W € O with W C U and U \ W nowhere dense. It follows
that AA W is also A-meager. Another application of Lemma 4.9 then ylelds a
sequence (O, | a < 4) of dense elements of O with AA W C UQQ( (7) \ Op). 1

this situation, there exists a y < 2* with U, = W and M, = |J,_,(C(7) \ Oa). Then
U, # (., because otherwise our construction would ensure that there is x € 4\ W
with x ¢ M,. But this means that there is x € B N U, with x ¢ M, and therefore
x € AN B, a contradiction. .

y<2/L

We now proceed by showing that, in the model constructed in the proof of
Theorem 2.3, the above constructions can also be used to find a simply definable set
without the ¢/-Baire property.

THEOREM 4.10. If j : V — M is an 12-embedding whose critical sequence has
supremum 1., then the following statements hold in an inner model:

(i) There is an 12-embedding whose critical sequence has supremum 4.

(i) If} = (4n | n < w) is a strictly increasing sequence of measurable cardinal with
limit . andU = (U, | n < w) is a sequence with the property that U, is a normal
ultrafilter on 1, for all n < w, then there is a subset z of i and a subset X of
C () such that X does not have the U-Baire property and the set X is definable
by a X\-formula with parameter z.
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PROOF. Asin the proof of Theorem 2.3, pick a subset y of Awith V, U{j | V} C
L[y] and work in L[y]. Then there is an I2-embedding whose critical sequence has
supremum 4. Fix a strictly increasing sequence 4 = (4, | n < @) of measurable
cardinals with limit A and a sequence & = (U, | n < w) with the property that U,
is a normal ultrafilter on 4, for all n < . We can now find an unbounded subset =
of / with the property that the {{/} is definable by a X,-formula with parameter z
and there is a well-ordering <1 of H;+ of order-type 4" with the property that the set
of all proper initial segments of < is definable by a X;-formula with parameter z. It
then directly follows that the set {{{}. the set of all conditions in IP;;. the ordering of
IP;;. the compatibility relation of P;; and the incompatibility relation of Pj; are all
Ai-definable from the parameter z. _

Now, define O to be the set of all pairs (P, Q) with the property that P is a set of at
most A-many conditions in P;; and Q = (Q, | @ < 4) is a sequence with the property
that each Q,, is a set of at most A-many conditions in IP;;. It is then easy to see that O
is a subset of H,+ of cardinality A" that is definable by a X;-formula with parameter
z. Let ((P,.(Qh | @ < A)) | y < A7) denote the enumeration of O induced by <1. We
then again know that this sequence is definable by a X;-formula with parameter z.
Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.5, we can now use Proposition 4.8 to show
that for every y < A" with the property that Qf, is predense in P;; for all & < 4. the
set (\,<; Ugy has cardinality 2. Moreover, we know that for every y < A with the
property that P, # () and Q}, is predense in Py; for all @ < 4, the set Up N(,_;, Ugr
has cardinality A*. This shows that there is a unique sequence (d, | y < A) with the
property that for all y < A%, the set d, is the <-least element of H;+ such that one
of the following statements hold:

e The set d, is of the form (0, p). where p is a condition in IP;; with the property
that there exists an a < A such that all conditions in Q}, are incompatible with
pinPy.

e P, is the empty set and the set d, is of the form (1. x), where x is an element
of s U ol with the property that x # v holds whenever f <y and dj is of

-

the form (2, v) for some vin C(4).
e The set d, is of the form (2. x), where x is an element of Up, N[ ",; Uy with

the property that x # u holds whenever f# < y and dp is of the form (1, u) for

-

some u in C (/).

This definition then ensures that the sequence (d, | y < A*) is definable by a
¥ -formula with parameter z. We define

A={xeCl)|I}<itd, =(x)}

Then A is definable by a X;-formula with parameter z and, by repeating the
computations made in the proof of Theorem 4.5, we can show that A4 does not
have the I/-Baire property. o

Contrary to the perfect set property case, there are no previous results about the
possibility of X;- or Zl-definable sets to have this kind of regularity property. In
the following, we will again focus on the structural consequences of large cardinal
assumptions close to the Kunen inconsistency. The following lemma will allow us
to prove an analogue to Theorem 3.1 for the I/-Baire property.
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Lemva 4.11. Let /. = (An | n < ) be a strictly increasing sequence of measurable
cardinals with supremum /. and let N be an inner model of ZFC with V; U {/1} cN
and (2))N < 2. IfL{ (U, | n < w) is a sequence in N with the property that U, is
a normal ultrafilter on 4, for alln < w and

= {xeC()

“x is IF’Z— generic over N},

then Cis A-comeager in the U-EP topology.

PrOOF. By the Mathias condition for the diagonal Prikry forcing (see [6]).
the set C consists of all x € C (4 ) with the property that for every sequence
A= (4, € U, | n < w) in N, the function x belongs to the dense open set

{xeCU)|Im<wVm<n<wx(n) e Ad,}

Since (2*)¥ < AT, there are only A-many dense open sets of this form and
Proposition 4.4 yields the desired conclusion. -

We are now ready to prove our analogue to Theorem 3.1.

THEOREM 4.12. Let j : V — M be an I2-elementary embedding with /. being the
supremum of its critical sequence = (An | n < w) and let N be an inner model of ZFC
with MJ, U {/1} C N and (2*)N < A*. Then there exists a sequence F = (F, In<w)

in N such that each F, is a normal ultrafilter on /., and every subset of C(4 ) that is
definable over V), by a 2 -formula with parameters in V/1 has the F-Baire property.

PrOOF. Since V; < M(‘Z) CN, /l € N and each 4, is ameasurable cardinal in N, we
can pick a sequence F = (F, | n < w) in N such that each F), is a normal ultrafilter
on 4,. Note that every condition in IP% is a condition in IP’;_. In V, we define

= {xeC(l)|“xis ]P’;V—; generic over N},

Then Lemma 4.11 shows that C is A-comeager in the F-EP topology.
Fix a E;-formula @ (wp, wy ) with second-order variables wq and w; and B € V)]YH
such that the set

= {AdeV,u|(Vi.€) Ep(4.B)}

is a subset of C (). Define O to be the set of all conditions p in IP’jV% with
PN, V) b oli B) (5)
F

where X denotes the canonical PY-name for the generic sequence in N.
Work in V and define U to be the union of all sets of the form N, with p € O.
Fix x € C. First, assume that x € U and fix p € O with x € N,,. Since

G. = {pePi|xeN,}
1s the filter on IP’iV% induced by x, we then know that

(Vi.€) Eolx.B) (6)
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holdsin N[x]and therefore Corollary 3.6 shows that x is an element of X. In the other
direction, assume that x € X. Then (6) holds in ¥ and Corollary 3.6 ensures that
this statement also holds in N[x]. Then there is a condition p in G, with the property
that (5) holds. But then p € O, x € N, and hence x € U. These computations now

show that the sets U and C (I) \ C witness that X has the F-Baire property. -

A quick analysis of the proof shows that the consequences of the above theorem
hold for every F € N.

Note that, since (2*) Mol < )+ holds in the situation of the above theorem, there
exists a sequence F of normal measures such that every subset of C()) _that is
definable over V; by a X}-formula with parameters in ¥, U {/1} has the F-Baire
property.

In the remainder of this paper, we study the interaction of 10-embeddings with
the A-Baire property of families of sets. One of the key ingredients of the proof
of Theorem 4.12 is Corollary 3.6, that states that there is a certain amount of
absoluteness between 7 and models that contain M, [)] Woodin and Cramer proved
that 10-embeddings also entail absoluteness-like results.

Remember that, given a limit ordinal A, we define

QL) = sup{a € Ord | There is a surjectionn : V1 — ain L(V;1)}.

This concept generalizes the definition of ® for L(R). Since L(R) is not going
to appear in this paper and there is no risk of confusion, we will below write ®
instead of @X(Vi+1). An ordinal & < @ is called good if every element of Lo (V)
is definable over L, (V1) from an element of V.. The next theorem is called
Generic Absoluteness in [18].

THEOREM 4.13 (Woodin, [2, Theorem 82]). Let j : L(V;41) — L(V;+1) be an
10-embedding that is w-iterable and let jo ., : L(V;,1) — M, be the embedding into

the w-th iterate of L(V;,1) by j. Assume that P € M,, is a partial order and g € V
is P-generic over M, with cof(/l)M‘”[g] =w. If a < O is good. then for some & < A,

there is an elementary embedding
i La(Mulg]lN Vi) — La(Vig1)
that is the identity below .

Note that, in the situation of the above theorem the good ordinals are cofinal in
O (see [12]). Moreover, if there exists an I0-embedding, then there exists an iterable
10-embedding (see [18, Lemmas 10 and 21]). Therefore, the hypothesis of the above
result is not restrictive.

THEOREM 4.14. Let j : L(V;411) — L(V;41) be an 10-embedding with critical
sequence A = (A, | n < w). Then there exists a sequence F = (F, | n < w) such that

each Fy is a normal ultrafilter on ., and every subset of C()L) that is definable over V)
by a X\ -formula with parameters in V; | has the F-Buaire property.

ProOOF. By earlier remarks, we may assume that j is w-iterable. In the following,
welet joo, : L(V;41) — M, denote the embedding into the w-th iterate of L(V; )
by j. Then 4 is Prikry-generic over M,, and there is a sequence F = (F, | n < w) in
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M, [7] such that each F, is a normal ultraﬁlter on J,. Finally, we define IP to be the
corresponding diagonal Prikry forcing ]P’M” in Mw[Z].

Given n < ., we fix a X} -formula cp(wo, wi) in the language of set theory with
free second-order variables wy and w;. Given y € M(U[Z] N V41, we define

Xpy = {x€CU) | (V;.€) Folx.p)}.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.12, we now define O, to be the open subset of P in
M,,[A] that consists of all conditions p with

pl (Vs €) Eolh.3)™.

where X denotes the canonical P-name for the generic sequence in M,[; ] In
addition, we let U, denote the union of all sets N, with p € O, in V. Finally,
we define C to be the set of all x in C(4 ) that are P-generic over M,, [/1] Since
(2 )Moll < j* an application of Lemma 4.11 shows that C is A-comeager in the
F-EP topology.

Now, fix x in C. Still following the proof of Theorem 4.12, we then know that x is
an element of U, , if and only if

(Vi €) F o(x.p)

holds in Mw[z, x]. The model M, [;1, x]is a generic extension (via the forcing thatisa

two-step iteration of Prikry and diagonal Prikry forcing) of M, and cof (2)Me -
. Therefore, we can apply Generic Absoluteness to M,,[4. x] to show that x € U, ,,
if and only if x € X,;,,. These computations show that Uy, A X, € C(4 7)\ C and

we can conclude that the set X, , has the F-Baire property.
We now know that the statement

“Xy.y has the F-Baire property” o

holds in L(V;,) for every X} -formula ¢ (wy.,w;) and for all y € Mw[z] N V1. We
claim that this statement can be expressed by a formula that only uses a single
existential quantifier bounded by the set V., of all subsets of V.. Notice that, as
a consequence of this, it follows that the F-Baire property is upward absolute. By
definition of F-Baire property, the set X, , has the F-Baire property if and only if
there exist an open subset U of C(/)anda sequence (C, | a < 1) of closed nowhere
dense subsets of C(4) with the property that AAU C (J,_, C.. Notice now that
each open set I is determined by the subset {p € Pz | N, € W} of V1. Hence.
the set U and the sequence (C, | a < /) can be determined by a A-sequence of
subsets of V/;, 1. which in turn can be canonically identified with a subset of V. It
is now easy to see that the claim holds.

Now, given y € V,, with the property that (7) holds in L(V)). we define a,
to be the least ordinal a: below ©® such that (7) holds in L, (V;.). Such an ordinal
exists below O because all the subsets of V1 in L(V;,1) are elements of Le(V;1)
(see, for example, [3, Lemma 5.6]). In addition, we define o, = 0 for all y € V.,
with the property that (7) fails in L(V;;). The resulting function y — «, is then
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definable in L(V;1). We now want to prove that
a = sup{ay [y €V} < O.

For any x € V). we define <, to be the canonical well-ordering of HOD, L ’“),

the inner model of all sets hereditarily definable in L(V;, ) with ordinals and x as
parameters.’ In addition, for all x,y € V;,;. we let g.(») denote the < -smallest
surjection from ¥, to a, if it exists and otherwise g(y) = 0. The map x — g, is
also definable in L(V;, ). It is now easy to see that the function f defined by

2 ()(z). ifg(y)#0
0, otherwise

flx.y.z) =

is a surjection from Vfﬂ to o and hence a < ©.

In particular, we know that (7) holds in L, (V1) for all y € M,[A]N V1. By
the fact that the sequence of good ordinals is cofinal in ® and that the F-Baire
property is upward absolute, we can assume that « is good. Then, by Theorem 4.13,
there exist @ < 4 and an elementary embedding

La(M,[A)N Vi) — La(Vig1)

such that 7 [ (My,[A] N Vi) = id,, . Thus, we can conclude that

ANV
Yy € M1 N Vi La(VHI) = “X,., has the F-Buaire property”

— Vye€ Mw[/_i] N Vi Lo;(Mw[Z] N V) E“X,, has the F-Baire property”

e La(M,[A1N Vi) =Yy € Vi “X,, has the F-Baire property”

= Lo(Vis1) EVy € Vi1 “X,, has the F-Baire property”.

These computation show that every set of the form X, with y € V;; has the
JF-Baire property. .

§5. Open questions. We close this paper by stating two questions raised by the
above results. As mentioned in the introduction, our results suggest that large
cardinals assumptions can be studied through the provable validity of Perfect Set
Theorems for simply definable sets at singular cardinals of countable cofinality. In
particular, our results suggest that the existence of an I2-embedding with critical
sequence ] naturally corresponds to the validity of a Perfect Set Theorem for subsets
of C (/1) that are definable by X;-formulas with parameters in V; U {/1} where 4 is
the supremum of the sequence 1. We therefore ask if the conclusion of Theorem 1.4
can also be derived from substantially weaker large cardinal assumptions:

QUESTION 5.1. Let i= (An | n < ) be a strictly increasing sequence of cardinals
with supremum 2 such that 4, is a <A-supercompact cardinal for all n < w. If X is
a subset of P(2) of cardinality greater than /. that is definable by a Z,-formula with
parametersin V; U {1}, is there a perfect embedding 1 : ® 1 — P(A) withran(z) C X?

It is a standard argument that L(V;,) = U{HOD Vier) |x €V}
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If yes. what about subsets of P (1) that are definable by X\-formulas with parameters
inV,U{Vv, i}?

In another direction, we also ask which large cardinal assumptions are necessary
to overcome the limitations to the influence of 12-embeddings given by Theorem 1.5.
Note that, by Theorem 1.1, an 10-embedding suffices for this task. Remember that
an I1-embedding is a non-trivial elementary embedding j : V.1 — V.

QUESTION 5.2. Let j : Vi1 — V.1 be an I1-embedding. If X is a subset of P(A)
of cardinality greater than J. that is definable by a Z,-formula with parametersin V.,
is there a perfect embedding 1 : ®J. — P(A) with ran(z) C X? If yes, what about
subsets of P(1) that are definable over V; by T} -formulas with parameters in V; ?
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