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Abstract
In its final form, this expository paper will present as much of Chapter VI of
Shelah’s book Proper and Improper Forcing as I can manage. Currently it
has the special case of Theorem 1.12 giving the preservation of “w-bounding. I
see no impediments to expanding this to an exposition of the full theorem.
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1 Introduction

2 Preservation of properness

The fact that properness is preserved under countable support iterations was
proved by Shelah in 1978. The proof of this fact is the basis of all preservation

theorems for countable support iterations.

Theorem 2.1 (Proper Iteration Lemma, Shelah). Suppose (P,,:n < k) isa
countable support forcing iteration based on <Qn :n < k) and for every n < k we
have that 1 H_Pn “Qy, is proper.” Suppose also that o < k and A is a sufficiently
large regular cardinal and N is a countable elementary submodel of Hy and
{P.,a} € N and p € P, is N-generic and p |- “ € P, « N N[Gp,].” Then there
is r € P, such that r is N-generic and rla = p and p |- “rlMa, k) < ¢.

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction, so suppose that the Theorem holds
for all iterations of length less than . Fix A a sufficiently large regular cardinal,
and fix N a countable elementary substructure of H) such that P, € N and
fix also « € kNN and p € P, and a P-name ¢ such that p is N-generic and
pl- “q € Py NN[Gp,].”

Case 1. Kk = 3+ 1 for some .

Because § € N we may use the induction hypothesis to fix p’ € Pg such that
p'la = p and p’ is N-generic and p |- “p’ < ¢/ 3.” We have that p’ |- “¢(3) €
N[Gp,].” Take r € P, such that r[3 = p" and p’ |- “r(8) < q(3) and r(3) is
N[Gp,]-generic for Qg.” Then r is N-generic and we are done with the successor
case.

Case 2. k is a limit ordinal.

Let 8 = sup(k N N), and fix (o, :n € w) an increasing sequence from x N N
cofinal in § such that o = a. Let (o, : 1 € w) enumerate all the P,, names 0 € N
such that 1 | “o is an ordinal.”

Using the induction hypothesis, build a sequence ((pn,¢.):n € w) such that
po = p and gy = g and for each n € w we have all of the following:

(1) pp € P, and p,, is N-generic and p,y1l o, = pp.

(2) pn I “gn € Pa,,x N N[Gp, | and if n > 0 then ¢, < gn—1[o, k) and
qn |- ‘on-1 € N[Gp,,].”"

(3) pn - “anrlr[O‘na nt1) < anO‘nJrl-77



Define r € P, such that (Vn € w)(rla, = p,) and supp(r) C 8. To see that r
is N-generic, suppose that ¢ € N is a P;-name for an ordinal. Fix n such that
o = op,. Then poy1 |- “gni1 |F ‘o € N[Gp%ﬂ].”’ Because p,t1 is N-generic,
we have pni1 [ “supp(gn41) € KN N[Gp, ] =K NN,” whence it is clear that
Dot |F “rManit, &) < gni1.” Hence r |- “c € N.”

Thus we have that r is N-generic, and the Theorem is established.

Corollary 2.2 (Fundamental Theorem of Proper Forcing, Shelah). Suppose
(P,:n < k) is a countable support forcing iteration based on (Q,:n < k) and
for every n < k we have that 1 ”_Pn “Qn is proper.” Then P, is proper.

Proof: Take a = 0 in the Proper Iteration Lemma.

3 Preservation of proper plus w“-bounding

In this section we recount Shelah’s proof of the preservation of “proper plus w*-
bounding.” This is a special case of Theroem 1.12 of [PIF]. Other treatments of

this material are Goldstern [Tools] and Goldstern and Kellner [forthcoming].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose cf(k) = w and {(a, :n € w) Is an increasing sequence of
ordinals cofinal in k with ag = 0. Suppose also that f is a P,-name for an
element of “w, and suppose p € P,,. Then there are (p,:n € w) and (f,:n € w)
such that py < p and for every n € w we have that each of the following holds:

(1) LlEp,, “poltlan, &) |- f(n) = fa(n).”
(2) fn is a P,, -name for an element of “w.
(3) Llp,, “pollam; ant1) | fu(k) = fai1(k) for every k <n+ 1.7
(4) pnt1 < pn-
(5) For every k < m we have 1 |-p_ “ppl[on, ani1) |- fulk) = frr1(k).””
Proof: We first build ¢p in w steps such that ¢y < p and for every n we have
that gol v, |- “there is an integer o, such that gol[an, k) |- fn(n) = 0,7 To
do this, we build (p, :n € w) such that pj = p and each of the following holds:
(1) p;1+1|\an = pplan.
(2) pl,la, |- “there is an integer o such that p,[[ay,, <) |- f(n) = 0.
(3) prlon = “Phiallom, 5) < pp Mo, K).
We then take qo = |J{p},l o, : n € w}. At this point we define f,(n) = o, and
we define fp,(k) = oy for k < n. We have yet to define f, (k) for & > n. Notice



that we cannot set f,(k) = oy for & > n because in V[Gp, | we have that oy, is
not an integer, but only a name.

We now define (pfj :n € w) such that each of the following holds:

(1) pg ™l an = p

(2) v5 < q lay,

(3) 1|-p, “thereis an integer 7, such that Po M o, ang1) =T = fur1(n+
1).7”

There is no difficulty in doing this. At this point, we define f,,(n+ 1) = 7, for
every m.

Let po = J{p§ : n € w}.

We now build (p,, : n € w) and simultaneously define f, (k) for &k > n+1. Given
Dn, build p, > ijr} > pZJrf > > p?H_l = pp+1 by downward recursion (i.e.,
beginning with ¢ = n — 1 and ending with ¢ = 0) such that for all i < n we have

1 ”_Pai “there is an integer &/, such that pi Mo, iq1) |- firi(n+1) =
En”
There is no problem in doing this, and we set f;(k) = &], whenever i + 1 < k.
This completes the proof of the Lemma.

“

In the following Lemma we use the notation “g” for the canonical P-name for

y when y is a set in the ground model.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose = is a P-name and p € P and p |- “x € V.” Then there
is ¢ < p and y such that q |- “x = g.”

Proof. Well-known.

Definition 3.3. For f and g in “w we say f < g iff (Vn € w)(f(n) < g(n)). We
say that P is “w-bounding iff V|Gp] = “(Vf € “w)(Fg € “wnV)(f < g).”

Theorem 3.4. Suppose (P, :n < k) is a countable support iteration based on
(@Qn:n < k) and suppose (Vn < k)(1 ”_Pn “Qy is proper and “w-bounding.”)
Then whenever X is a sufficiently large regular cardinal and N is a countable
elementary substructure of Hy and o < k and {Ps,a} € N and p € P, and p
is N-generic and q and f are Py-names in N and 1|~p “q € Py and f is a
P, ,-name and ¢ H—Pa . ‘f €“w,”” then there are r € P, and a P.;-name h such
that rla = p and r is j\f—generic and p|l“rla, k) < ¢ and r|-“h € “wNV[Gp,]
and f < h.



Proof: The proof proceeds by induction on k. We assume that A\, N, «, p, g,
and f are as in the hypothesis of the Theorem.

Casel. k=0 +1.

Because 1 ”_PB “Qgp is “w-bounding,” we may take ¢’ and i’ to be Pg-names
such that 1 |l-p “¢" < ¢(B) and ¢ |- ‘A" € “w N V[Gp,] and f < h'.7 By
Lemma 3.2 applied in V[Gp,], we may take ¢* and h* to be Pg-names such that
1| “¢* <¢ and h* € “w and ¢* |- ‘h* = h'.”” We may assume that the names
¢* and h* are in N. By the induction hypothesis we may take ' € Pz and h
a Pg-name such that r’ is N-generic and 7'l = p and p |- “r'la, 8) < ¢/ 3"
and ' |- “h € “wNV[Gp,] and h* < h.” Take r € P, such that 78 = 1/
and 7" |- “r(B8) < ¢*” and r is N-generic. Clearly this substantiates the desired
conclusion.

Case 2. cf(k) > w.

Because no w-sequences of ordinals can be added at limit stages of uncountable
cofinality, we may take § and f’ and ¢’ to be P,-names in N such that 1 |-
‘@« < B < Kk and f’is a P, g-name and ¢’ < q and ¢l H_Pa,g ‘f' € “w and
VB g, SF = £

For every By € kN N such that o < Gy let ¢*(Bp) and h(By) be P,-names in
N such that 1 | “if 8 = By and there is some ¢* < ¢/ 8 and some h such that
his a P, g-name and ¢* |- ‘h € “wnNV[Gp,] and " < h, then ¢*(5y) and h(5o)
are witnesses thereto.” Let ¢* and h and s* be P,-names such that for every
Bo € kNN, if a < [y, then 1 |- “if 8 = By then ¢* = ¢*(By) and h = h(Fp) and
s € Py, and sl 3 = q¢* and sl[B,k) = ¢'1[B,k).”

Claim 1: p | “s <gand s € N|Gp,] and s |- ‘h € “wnNV[Gp,] and f < h.”

Proof: Suppose p’ < p Take p* < p’ and By < & such that p* |- “Gy = 8.7
Because the name (8 is in N and p* is N-generic, we have that gy € N. Notice
by the induction hypothesis that we have p |~ “there is some ¢# < ¢'I'8y and
some Py n,-name f# such that ¢# |- ‘f# € “wNV[Gp,] and f' < f#.”” Hence
p* | “¢* = ¢*(Bo) < ¢ B and h = h(B) and ¢* |- ‘h € “wNV|[Gp,] and f' < h
and ¢'l'[3, k) |- “f' = f.”77 Therefore p* |- “s |- ‘f' < h.”

Claim 1 is established.

Using the Proper Iteration Lemma, take r € P, such that r is N-generic and
rla=pand p|- “rla, k) < s.” This completes Case 2.

Case 3. cf(k) = w.

Let (o, :n € w) be an increasing sequence from x N N cofinal in x such that



ag = a.

Let (g;:j < w) list every P,-name g € N such that 1|5 “g € “w.”

Fix ((pn, fn):n € w) € N (that is, the sequence of names is an alement of N
but not necessarily their values) as in Lemma 3.1 (applied in V[Gp,]). That is,
1| “po < ¢” and for every n € w we have that each of the following holds:

(0
(1
(2
(3
(
(

Dr, is a P,-name for an element of P, .

Lip,, “pollom, k) |- "f(n) = fu(n).”

fn is a P,, -name for an element of “w.

Llp,  “pollan, ant1) |- “fu(k) = fri1(k) for every k <n+1.7

D 1p, “pass < p

5) For every k <m we have 1 |-p  “pp[an, ant1) - fu(k) = far1(k).”
In V[Gp,], define (g":n € w) as follows. ¢° = fy and "1 (k) = max(g"(k),

max{g;(k):j < k}). Also in V[Gp,] define g such that g(k) = g*(k) for all k € w.

We may assume that each of names ¢°, g', ... is an element of N.

—_ — — — ~— —

Claim 2. We may be build (r, :n € w) such that ro = p and for every n € w
we have that the following hold:

(1) r, € P,, is N-generic.

(2) Tpi1l oy = 1.

(3) rn |- fn < g

Proof: Suppose we have r,,.

For every P,,-name ¢’ such that 1|~ “¢’ € P,, a,,,,” take the P, -names
Fy(¢') and F»(q') such that 1| “if there are F}(¢') € “wnNV[Gp,] and Fi(q") < ¢
such that F4(q") | fot1 < F{(q'), then Fo(q') and Fz(q') are witnesses to this.”

We have that Fy and Fy are P, -names for functions. We may assume that
the names Fy and F5 are in N.

Subclaim 1. 7, |- “Fo maps Py, a,,, into “wNV[Gp,] and F; maps Pa,, o,
into Py, a,,, and for every ¢" € Py, a,., N N[Gp,, ] we have F3(¢') < ¢’ and
Fo(¢') |- frir < Fold).”

Proof: Suppose v’ <1, and 7’|~ “¢" € Pa, a,,, NN[Gp,,].” We can take r* <
r’ and a name ¢* in N such that »' |- “¢* = ¢’.” Now by the induction hypothesis
we have that 7* |- “there is ¢# < ¢* such that ¢* |- ‘there is F} € “wNV|[Gp,]
such that f,11 < Fy.”” Using Lemma 3.2 in the model V[Gp, ] we may take
G and F such that 7* |- “§ < ¢* and F € “wNV[Gp,] and § |- “F = F,."”
Therefore, by the definition of Fy and Fy we have r* |- “Fa(q") = Fa(¢*) < ¢
and Fy(q') = Fo(q*) € “wNV[Gp,] and F2(¢') |- fot1 < Fo(q').”



The subclaim is established.

In V[Gp,, |, define g* by g*(i) = max(Fo(pm)() :m < i).

We may assume the name g* is in N.

Notice that r, |- “g* € N[Gp, |NV[Gp,] = N[Gp,]” because r, is Py, -

@k

generic. Therefore we may choose a P, -name k such that r, |- “g* = gx.”

Subclaim 2: 7, |- “Fa(pi) |F ‘fatr1 < 9.7

Proof: Fori > k we have v, |- “Fo(pr) |- frn+1(i) < Fo(pr) (i) < g*(4) = gr(i) <
g%(i) = g(i).”” The first inequality is by Subclaim 1, the second inequality is by
the definition of g* along with the fact that ¢ > k, the equality is by the definition
of k, the next inequality is by the definition of g* along with the fact that i > k,
and the last equality is by the definition of g.

For i < k, we have 7, |- “pi |F ‘frn+1(d) = fr(i) < g(i).”” The equality is by
the choice of ((fm,pm):m € w) (see Lemma 3.1), and the inequality is by the
induction hypothesis that Claim 2 holds for integers less than or equal to n.

)

Because 1, |- “Fa(pr) < pk,” we have that the subclaim is established.

Using the Proper Iteration Lemma, take r,11 € P, such that r,4q is N-

1
generic and 7,111y, =y, and 7y, | “rpgrMon, ant1) < Fa(pg).”

This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Let 7' = J{rn:n € w}. We have that p |- “r'la, k) < gand q | f < g
Therefore by elementarity we have p |- “(3Ir* € P, . N N[Vp,])(3h € N[Gp,)])
(h is a P, -name and r* | ‘f < h and h € V[Gp,]’).” Fix such r* and h. By
the Proper Iteration Lemma, we may take r € P, such that r is N-generic and
rla=pand p | “rla, k) <r*”

We have r |- “f < h,” and so the Theorem is established.

Corollary 3.5. Suppose (P,:n < k) is a countable support iteration based on
(@y:n < k) and suppose (Vn < K)(1 |-p “@Qy is proper and “w-bounding.”)
Then P,; is w*-bounding.

Proof. Take o« = 0 in Theorem 3.4.



