Set Theory (MATH 6730)
Forcing. The consistency of ZFC + -CH

Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC. Forcing is a technique, developed by Paul Cohen (1963), to con-
struct an extension M* of M, which is another c.t.m. of ZFC, but also satisfies an additional
property, e.g., =CH.

The idea — very roughly — is the following. To ‘force’ =CH to hold in M*, we have to
arrange that M* contains an injection from the cardinal wy in M* to the cardinal 2¢ (or
equivalently, to the set “2) in M*.

e M may not contain such an injection ws — “2 (for its own cardinals ws and w), but
it contains finite ‘partial descriptions’ of such an injection, which can be viewed as
finite partial functions f C (we X w) X 2. So, let

P ={f: fisa function with dmn(f) C wy X w, rng(f) C 2, |f|] < w}.

P is partially ordered by O, P 5 (), and (P, 2, () is a member of the c.t.m. M; P will
be called a forcing order.

e To be able to ‘assemble’ a total function g: ws X w — 2 from partial descriptions in
such a way that g yields an injection wy — “2, we extend M by a set G C P (note:
G may not be a member of the c.t.m. M), to get a new set M* = M|G] such that

— M C M[G], G € M[G] and M|[G] is a c.t.m. of ZFC;
— g = UG is a function in M[G] which yields an injection wy — “2 (for the
cardinals wy and w in MI[G]).
A set G C P used in the construction will be called a filter P-generic over M, and
the new model M[G] of ZFC will be called a generic extension of M.

After we

e define forcing orders P and filters P-generic over M in general, and study their
existence and basic properties,

we have to face several major challenges in order to see that the idea sketched above works:

e Describe the members of a generic extension M[G].

e Prove that M[G] is a c.t.m. of ZFC.

e Prove that — under suitable assumptions (satisfied in the example above) — the
construction M +— M[G] preserves cardinals. In particular, this means that w, wy,
and wy are the same cardinals in M[G] as in M; that is, the construction M +— M[G]
does not introduce any ‘unwanted’ bijections w — w; or w; — wy in M|[G].
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1. FORCING ORDERS AND GENERIC FILTERS

Definition 1.1. A forcing order is a triple P = (P, <, 1) where P is a set, < is a reflexive,
transitive relation on P, and 1 is the largest element of P, i.e. p <1 for all p € P.

Note that antisymmetry is not required for < in a forcing order (P, <,1), so < may not be
a partial order. Nevertheless, it is useful to think of the members of P as partial descriptions
of a set we want to add to our model M, where p < ¢ means that p is a finer description
than ¢.

Definition 1.2. Let P = (P, <, 1) be a forcing order.
e Two elements p,q € P are compatible (intuitively: have
a common refinement) if there exists » € P such that
r < p,q; otherwise, p,q are called incompatible, and we
write p L q;

e A subset A of P is called an antichain® in P if any two
distinct members of A are incompatible;

e A subset D of P is said to be dense in PP if for every p € P
there exists d € D such that d < p.

%This is yet another use of the word ‘antichain’; it is different from — and
not to be confused with — any of the two earlier meanings: (i) the usual
order-theoretic meaning, see Definition 1 in the lecture notes ‘Trees’ and
(ii) the use of the word as it applies to open subsets of a linear order, see
Definition 16 in the lecture notes ‘Trees’.

Definition 1.3. Let P = (P, <, 1) be a forcing order, and let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC.
e A filter on P is a subset GG of P such that
— for all p,q € G there exists r € G such that r < p, g,
and
— G is up-closed, that is, for all g € G and p € P, if
g < p, then p € G.

o If P e M and G is a subset of P (G is not necessarily
a member of M), we say that G is P-generic over M,
provided

— G is a filter on P, and
— for every dense subset D in P such that D € M we
have that G N D # ().



Our first theorem shows that generic filters are usually not in the ground model.

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order, and let
G be a filter on P that is P-generic over M. If P satisfies the condition

() for every p € P there exist q,r € P such that ¢,7 <p and q L r,
then G ¢ M.

Proof. Assuming G' € M, we get that
e P\G € M, because P € M and x\ y is absolute for transitive (class) models of ZFC;
e P\ G is dense in P, by condition (),

which contradicts GG being P-generic. O

Theorem 1.5. If M is a c.t.m. of ZFC and P = (P,<,1) € M is a forcing order, then for
each p € P there exists a filter G on P such that G is P-generic over M and p € G.

Proof. Let D be the set of all dense subsets D of P with D € M. Since M is countable,
there exists an onto function w — D, n +— D,,. Now define a sequence (g,)ne. of elements
of P by recursion as follows: gy = p and for all n € w, given ¢, € P, let ¢,.1 be an element
of D,, such that ¢,+1 < g,. Then the set

G={reP:gq,<r for somen € w}

e is a filter on P, and
e is P-generic over M.

Clearly, p € G. O

2. THE GENERIC EXTENSION M[G]

We will define the set M[G] by first defining P-names in M, and then constructing the
elements of M[G] by using P-names. P-names are certain sets in V. We will obtain the class
of all P-names via its characteristic class function, which is defined in the next theorem.
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Theorem 2.1. For any set P there exists a unique class function F = Fp: V — 2 such that
for any set T,

1 if 7 is a relation and
F(r)= for all (o,p) € T we have that p € P and F(o) =1,

0 otherwise.
Definition 2.2. For any sets P and 7, 7 is called a P-name if Fp(7) = 1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Consider the following class relation on V:
R = {(0,7): (0,p) € 7 for some p € P}.

e If (0,7) € R, i.e, (0,p) € 7 for some p € P, then o € {0} € {{o},{o,p}} = (0,p) €
7, so rank(o) < rank(7).
e Hence, R is well-founded and set-like on V.
Applying the Recursion Theorem to V, R, and the class function G: V x V — 2 defined by

1 if 7 is a relation with rng(7) C P, f is a function with domain predy g (7),
G(r, f) = and f(o) = 1 for all o € predy j(7),
0 otherwise,

we obtain F. 0

Facts 2.3. Let P and 7 be sets.

(i) ‘7 is a P-name’ is absolute for all transitive (class) models of ZFC (in Lp).
(ii) 7 is a P-name if and only if T is a relation such that for all (o,p) € T we have that
o 1s a P-name and p € P.

Proof. (i) follows from Theorem 3.19 in the lecture notes ‘Models of Set Theory’.
(ii) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1 and Definition 2.2. O

Notation 2.4. For any set P, the class of all P-names is denoted by V. If M is a c.t.m.
of ZFC and P € M, then the set M NV of P-names in M is denoted by M?*.

Note that if M is a c.t.m. of ZFC and P € M, then by Fact 2.3(i) we have that
MY ={r € M : (7 is a P-name)™}.



5

Theorem 2.5. For any set G C P there exists a unique class function val(—, G) = valp(—,G): V —
V such that for any set T,
val(t, G) = valp(7,G) = {val(o,G) : (0,p) € T for some p € G}.

Proof. Let R be the same class relation as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Then, applying the
Recursion Theorem to V, R, and the class function G: V x V — V defined by

G, f) = {f(o) : (o,p) € T for some p € G} if f is a function with domain predy g(7),
o otherwise,

we obtain val. O

Definition and Notation 2.6. Let G C P be sets, and let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC.

e For any set 7, we write 7¢ in place of val(r, G).
o If P € M, we define M|[G] to be the set {7g : 7 € MT}.

Facts 2.7. (i) val (= valp) is absolute for transitive (class) models of ZFC (in Lp).
(ii) If M is a c.t.m. of ZFC and G C P € M, then

1o ={0g:0€ M, (0,p) €T for somep € G} for all T € M¥,
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Theorem 2.8. If M is a c.t.m. of ZFC, P = (P, <,1) € M s a forcing order, and G is
a nonempty filter on P, then M|G| is a countable transitive set such that M C M[G] and
G € M[G]; moreover, M|G] C N for every c.t.m. N of ZFC such that M C N and G € N.

Proof. (1) M[G] is a countable set: M[G] is a set by the Replacement Axiom, and it is
countable, because M* (C M) is.

(2) M[G] is transitive: Let x € y € M|G]. Then y = 75 for some 7 € M. Thus x € 7¢,
so x = o¢ for some 0 € M| by Fact 2.7(ii). Hence, x € M|[G].

(3) M C M|G]: Given z € M we have to find 7 € M? such that x = 75. In the next
claim we construct a class function which, when restricted to M, produces such a 7 from x.

Claim 2.9. For each forcing order P = (P, <,1) there exists a unique class function F =
Fp: V =V such that

F(z)={(F(y),1) :y € x} forallz € V.

Proof of Claim 2.9. We obtain F by applying the Recursion Theorem to V, the class relation
R = {(z,y) : € y}, and the class function G: V x V — V defined by

Gz, f) = {(f(y),1) :y €z} if fis a function with domain z,
R/ otherwise. >

Notation 2.10. For any set z, we will write & in place of Fp(z) where Fp is the class function
from Claim 2.9. (& depends on [P, but this dependence is suppressed in the notation.) Thus,

T={(y,1):y €z} for every set .
Now M C M|[G] will follow if we show that for all z € M we have ¥ € M and Z¢ = .

Assuming one of them fails for some x € V, consider an €-minimal such z. Then
i={(y1):yca}eM” and
tg={og:(o,1)ei}={yg: (g,1) ez}t ={y:y€x}=rx,
which contradicts the choice of z.

(4) G € M[G]: Let I" = {(p,p) : p € P}. It is clear from Fact 2.3(ii) that ' is a P-
name. Since M is a transitive model of ZFC and P € M, we have that I' € M. Hence
e MN VP =MP. Since

I ={ps: (p,p) €T forsomep e G} ={pc:pe G} ={p:pe G} =aG,
we get that G € M[G].

(5) M|G] C N for every c.t.m. N of ZFC such that M C N and G € N: Suppose N is a
c.t.m. of ZFC such that M C N and G € N. If x € M[G], say = = og with ¢ € M then
0,G € N, so by Facts 2.7(1), x = 0¢ = val(o,G) € N. O
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Theorem 2.11. If M is a c.t.m. of ZFC, P = (P,<,1) € M s a forcing order, and G is a
nonempty filter on P, then

(i) rank(rg) < rank(r) for all T € MF;

(i) M and M|G] have the same ordinals.

Proof. (i) Assuming this fails for some 7 € MT | consider such a 7 of minimal rank. Using
Theorem 1.6(iv) in the lecture notes ‘Models of Set Theory’ and Facts 2.7(ii), we get that

rank(7g) = U{rank(ag) +1:0€ MP, (0,p) € T for some p € G}

where for each ¢ on the right hand side we have that

e rank(o) < rank(7) (see the proof of Theorem 2.1), and
e rank(og) < rank(o), by the choice of 7.
This implies that rank(7g) < rank(7), contrary to the choice of x.

(ii) Since M C M|[G] and ordinals are absolute for transitive classes, we get that every
ordinal in M is an ordinal in M[G]. Conversely, let « be an ordinal in M[G]. Then o = 7¢
for some 7 € MP. Since rank is absolute for transitive (class) models of ZFC, we get
that rank(7) € M. So, by (i), « = rank(o) = rank(rg) < rank(r), where = holds by
Theorem 1.6(v) in the lecture notes ‘Models of Set Theory’. Thus, a € M. O



3. FORCING: THE RELATIONS | AND IF*

Now we introduce the main idea of forcing.

Definition 3.1. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, and let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order.
For each formula ¢(vg, ..., v,_1) in the language of set theory, we define another formula

plFear (o0, Om-1)
[read: p forces p(oy,...,0m—1) with respect to P and M],

which states that

P is a forcing order, P € M, o¢,...,0m1 € MP, p € P, and for ev-
ery filter G C P which is P-generic over M, if p € G, then the formula
oM vy, ..., vym_1) (= the relativization of ¢ to M[G]) holds for the elements

00G -5, 0(m-1)G-

Recall that, in general, G is not a member of M. Therefore, the definition above cannot
be given in M. Our aim is to define another notion IF* such that

e [F* is equivalent to IF, and
e |F* can be defined in any c.t.m. M of ZFC.

This will be done by assigning to each formula ¢(vy, . . ., v;,—1) and all choices of o, . .., 01 €
MY a “truth value’, which will be a set in M. Ordinary truth values, 0 and 1, are sets, namely
() and {0}, and the operations on truth values that correspond to disjunction, conjunction,
and negation are union, intersection, and ¢ (complement with respect to {()}) on the set
{0,{0}} = P({0}). The ‘truth values’ we will introduce here will be special kinds of sets
that encode a given forcing order P (€ M) and its elements by sets in M. Moreover, we
will assign these ‘truth values’ in such a way that computations with them will be similar to
computations with ordinary truth values.

The introduction of these ‘truth values’ requires some preparation, and some basic notions
and facts from topology. Throughout, “x contains y” will mean that “y is a subset of x”.

Definition 3.2. Let P be a set, and let O C P(P).

(i) O is a topology on P if ), P € O, O is closed under unions of arbitrary subfamilies
of O, and O is closed under intersections of finite subfamilies of O.

Given a fixed topology O on P, and a subset X C P,

(ii) we say that X is open if X € O, and X closed if its complement X°¢ := P\ X with
respect to P is open;

(iii) the interior of X, denoted by int(X), is the union of all open sets contained in X;

(iv) the closure of X, denoted by cl(X), is the intersection of all closed sets that contain
X;

(v) X is called regular open if X = int(cl(X)).
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Notation 3.3. The set of all regular open subsets of P (with respect to the topology O)
will be denoted by ROn(P) or by RO(P) (if O is clear from the context).

It is not hard to check that
e the set int(cl(Y)) is regular open, and hence belongs to RO(P), for every Y C P.

The following theorem is fairly straightforward to prove, and expresses that — although
RO(P) is usually not closed under |J (union), () (intersection, where (() := P), and ©
(complement with respect to P), there exist natural operations \/ (join, Lu.b.), A (meet,
g.l.b.), and ’ (complement) on RO(P) which obey many of the usual rules of computation
valid for |, ), and © on P(P).

Theorem 3.4. Let P be a set, and let O be a topology on P.
(i) For arbitrary sets X € RO(P) and S C RO(P),
e \/S = int (CI(U S)) is the least regular open set (with respect to C) which

contains every member of S;

e NS = \V{Y : Y € RO(P),Y C (S} is the largest reqular open set (with
respect to C) which is contained in every member of S;
in particular, if S is finite, then NS = S;

o X' :=int(P\X) is the largest reqular open set (with respect to C ) which satisfies
XnX =0

(ii) The structure (RO(P), VA0, P) (with binary V and A) is a Boolean algebra'; i.e.,

e both operations V and N\ are commutative and associative;

e both operations V and A are idempotent, i.e.
XVX=Xand X NX =X for all X € RO(P);

e (XVY)ANX=Xand (XANY)VX =X foralX,Y € RO(P);

e cach one of V and A distributes over the other;

e XVP=X XA0=0,XVP=P, X\P=X foral X € RO(P);

o (XY =X, XVX =P, and X ANX' =0 for all X € RO(P);

e the De Morgan laws hold:
(XVY)Y=X'"AY"and (X NY) =X"VY' for all X,Y € RO(P);

e X VY=Y XCYSXAY=X&XAY =0 foral X,Y € RO(P).

(iii) In fact, (RO(P),\/, \,",0, P) (with the operations \/, )\ of arbitrary finite or infinite
arities) is a complete Boolean algebra®. In addition to (ii), we have that
e A distributes over \/, and \V distributes over \;
e the De Morgan laws hold for both \/ and .

As usual, if S € RO(P) is an indexed set, say, S = {S; : i € I}, then we may write \/,.; S;
instead of \/ S and A, S; instead of A S.

IFor the definition of a Boolean algebra and complete Boolean algebra, see Section 13 (pp- 144 and 148) of
“Lectures notes on Set Theory” by Donald J. Monk. These structures are defined by some of the properties
listed in Theorem 3.4, while the others on the list can be derived from the defining properties. Note, however,
that the symbols for the Boolean algebra operations in “Lectures in Set Theory” differ from ours; namely,
+, >, I, and — are used instead of our Vv, \/, A, A, and ’, respectively.
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We will use Theorem 3.4 for the topologies Op on P that are induced by forcing orders
P = (P,<,1), as described in the next definition.

Definition and Notation 3.5. Let P = (P, <, 1) be a forcing order.

e We will call a subset X of P down-closed if for every x € X and p € P
with p < x we have that p € X.

e The topology Op induced by P is the set of all down-closed subsets of P.

e Foranype P, let Pl p={q€ P:q<p}.

It is easy to check that if P = (P, <,1) is a forcing order, then
e Op is a topology on P, and (P | p) € Op for all p € P.

Definition 3.6. Let P = (P, <,1) be a forcing order, and let RO(P) := ROg,(P) be the
set of all regular open sets in P with respect to the topology Op induced by P. We define a
function e: P — RO(P) by

e(p) = int(cl(P | p)) for all p € P.

Clearly, under the assumptions of this definition,
e(p) € RO(P) for all p € P, and ¢(1) = P.
In order to state further important properties of e we need the following definition (cf.
Definition 1.2).

Definition 3.7. Let P = (P, <,1) be a forcing order. For an element p € P and a subset
X C P we say that X is dense below p in P if for every r € P with r < p there exists z € X
such that x <r.

Theorem 3.8. Let P = (P, <,1) be a forcing order, and let p,q € P and a,b € RO(P).

(i) e[P] is dense in RO(P ) \ {0}, i.e., for any nonempty set Y € RO(P) there ewists
p € P such that e(p) C Y.

(ii) e(p) = int(cl(P | p)) = {r € P for all w € P with u <r, u and p are compatible}.
Hence, p L q iff e(p) Ne(q) =

(iii) The following conditions on p,q are equivalent:
(a) e(p) € e(q);
(b) {r € P:r <p,q} is dense below p.
Consequently, p < q implies that e(p) C e(q), and
e(p) C e(q) implies that p,q are compatible.

Now we are ready to return to our main task: given a c.t.m. M of ZFC and a forcing order
P = (P, <,1) € M, we want to define a notion |-* — a notion equivalent to forcing (IFp ps) —
which requires assigning ‘truth values’ (from M) to formulas ¢(vy,. .., v,—1) and all choices
of P-names oy, ...,0,, 1 in M for the variables. First we will define the assignment of ‘truth
values’ for all P-names in V so that the ‘truth values’ are members of RO(IP), and then we
will relativize to M. We start with atomic formulas: vg = v; and vy € v;.
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Theorem 3.9. Let P = (P, <, 1) be a forcing order, and let e be the function P — RO(P)
from Definition 3.6. There exist two class functions VE x VE — RO(P), denoted

(%) (o,7) = o =T7] and (o,7) o €],
such that the following hold for all o,7 € VF:

() [o=71= A () VvIEcarn A (el) VIner])

(&p)er (n,q)€0

(1) [oerl="\ (etw) Ao =¢]).
(E,p)GT
Reading Vv, \/ as ‘or’, A, A\ as ‘and’, and ' as ‘not’, we see that
e [0 = 7] means, in a sense, that every element of 7 is an element of ¢ and every

element of ¢ is an element of 7. Similarly,
e [0 € 7] means, in a sense, that there is an element in 7 that is equal to o.

We will refer to o = 7] and [o € 7] as the Boolean value of 0 = 7 and o € 7, respectively.

Idea of Proof of Theorem 3.9. The desired properties (1)—(1) of the two class functions in ()
show that each one of them has the property that its value at a pair (o, 7) depends on how
the other function evaluates for elements of o and/or 7. Therefore, the two class functions
in (%) have to be defined simultaneously by recursion. In other words, the class function
that we have to define by recursion is a class function F: 2 x V¥ x V¥ — RO(PP) such that
the equalities (1)—(1) hold for all o,7 € V¥ if every occurrence of [z = y] is replaced by
F(0,z,y) and every occurrence of [z € y] is replaced by F(1, z,y).

For the construction one can use the class relation R on the class A = 2 x VI x VF,
defined for any (0,7,7), (d,0,7) € A by

rank(7) < rank(7), or

| al >l
Il

S = o=

S S O
Il

— QO (@]

Ql A
Il

(3, o, 7)R(0,0,7) iff

0-7
7, rank(d) < rank(o), or
o, rank(T) < rank(7).

and the class function G: A x V. — RO(P
f: predAR(((S, o, 7')) — RO(P) by

GO,0.7. /)= /\ (e VL&) A N (elg) Vv f(LnT) if5=0,
(&p)er (n,q)€0

G(l,0,7f) = \/ (e(p) A £(0,0,9)) if 6 =1,
(&p)er

and for any other choices of (§,0,7, f) € A XV by G(6,0,7, ) = 0.
It is not hard to check that R is well-founded and set-like on A, and an application of the
Recursion Theorem to A, R, and G yields the desired class function F'. O

~—

defined for any (d,0,7) € A and any function
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Definition 3.10. Let P be a forcing order. Having defined Boolean values for ¢ = 7 and
o €71 (0,7 € VP), we now use recursion to extend the definition to arbitrary formulas and
any P-names assigned to the variables as follows: for arbitrary formulas ¢, ¢ (with all free
variables among vy, . .., vp,_1) and for all ag,...,0,_1 € VT,

[=e(oo, ... om_1)] == [e(oo, ..., 0m-1)],
le(oo, . s om1) = (o0, .y om_1)] := [e(o0, ..., 0m-1)] V[¢(c0,... 0m1)],
Vz (oo, ..., 0m-1,2)] = /\ le(oos -y Ome1,7)]

TeVP
= /\{a € RO(P) : 3r € VP a = [p(oo,...,0m-1,7)]}-
Fact 3.11. Under the same assumptions as in the preceding definition, we have that
[e(oo, -y om1) VU(oo,...,om-1)] = [e(oo,. - om_1)] V [¥(o0,...,0m1)],
le(oo, .. yOm_1) ANY(0o, ... ,0m-1)] = [¢(00, ..., 0m-1)] A[(o0,...,0m-1)],
[z (o0, ., om1,2)] = \/ [e(00, ... Om1,7)].

TeEVE
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Definition 3.1. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, and let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order. For each
formula (v, ..., vm-1) in the language of set theory, we define another formula

p ”_]P’,M (p(ao, N 7Um—1)
[read: p forces (o0, ...,0m—1) with respect to P and M],
which states that

P is a forcing order, P € M, oq,...,0m_1 € MP, p € P, and for every filter G C P
which is P-generic over M, if p € G, then the formula @™ (vy, ..., v_1) (= the
relativization of ¢ to M|[G]) holds for the elements oog, - . ., O(m_1)a-

Definition 3.12. Let P be a forcing order, and let p € P. For arbitrary formula ¢
(with all free variables among wvy,...,v, 1) and for all og,...,0,_1 € VP we define

plIE* ©(og,...,0m_1) to mean that e(p) C [¢(oo,...,0m-1)]-

The Forcing Theorem 3.13. Let M be a c.t.m of ZFC, let P € M be a forcing order, and
let G C P be a filter that is P-generic over M. For any formula ¢ (with all free variables
among vo, . . . , Um_1) and for any oq, ..., 0,1 € MT, the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) p(0oa; - - - Om-1a) holds in M[G].
(b) There is ap € G such that (p I-* ¢(oy, . .. ,O’m_l))M.

Remark 3.14. Let M, P, o, 0g,...,0,_1 be as in the Forcing Theorem, and let p € P.
To relativize p IF* ¢(0g,...,0m-1) to M, we have to relativize the equivalent (defining)
condition e(p) C [¢(oo,...,0m-1)] to M. This requires
e relativizing first the Boolean algebra RO(P) to M, to get an analogous Boolean
algebra RO(P) in M, and then
e constructing the Boolean values [¢(og,...,0,-1)]" in M, as in Theorem 3.9 and
Definition 3.12, but using the Boolean algebra RO(P)™ instead of RO(P).
Note that — although P € M — the Boolean algebras RO(P) and RO(P) are very different.
In all interesting cases, the differences start already with the underlying topologies: Op in
V, and its relativization O} to M. E.g., if G C P is a filter on P such that G' ¢ M, then
P\ G is down-closed, so P\ G € Op, but P\G ¢ M, so P\G ¢ O}. Another fact: RO(P)¥
and RO(P) are much different in that the complete Boolean algebra RO(PP) is either finite
or uncountable (as a set in V), but RO(P)™ (C M) is countable (as a set in V).

HM

Warning: In what follows, we will omit the superscript # from RO(P)M and its elements,

but whenever we work with a condition (p IF* (oo, .. - ,O‘m_l))M, the corresponding com-
putations will take place in RO(P)M.
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Definition 3.1. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, and let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order. For each
formula (v, ..., vn-1) in the language of set theory, we define another formula

p ”_]P’,M (p(o‘o, N 7Um—1)
[read: p forces (o0, ...,0m—1) with respect to P and M],
which states that
P is a forcing order, P € M, oq,...,0m_1 € MP, p € P, and for every filter G C P
which is P-generic over M, if p € G, then the formula M[C] (vo, ..., Um—1) (= the
relativization of ¢ to M[G]) holds for the elements oog, . - ., O(m—1)G-

Theorem 3.8. Let P = (P, <,1) be a forcing order, and let p,q € P and a,b € RO(P).
(i) e[P] is dense in RO(P)\ {0}, i.e., for any nonempty set Y € RO(P) there exists p € P such
that e(p) C Y.
(ii) e(p) =int(cl(P L p)) ={r € P: for allu € P with u <r, u and p are compatible}.
Hence, p L q iff e(p) Ne(q) = 0.
(iii) The following conditions on p,q are equivalent:
(a) e(p) C e(q);
(b) {r € P:r <p,q} is dense below p.
Hence p < q implies that e(p) C e(q), and e(p) C e(q) implies that p,q are compatible.

Definition 3.12. Let P be a forcing order, and let p € P. For arbitrary formula ¢ (with all free
variables among v, ..., vn_1) and for all og,...,0,_1 € V', we define p IF* o(oq,...,0m_1) to
mean that e(p) C [¢(o0,-..,0m-1)]-

The Forcing Theorem 3.13. Let M be a c.t.m of ZFC, let P € M be a forcing order, and let
G C P be a filter that is P-generic over M. For any formula ¢ (with all free variables among
V0, . -+ Um_1) and for any oq,...,0m_1 € M, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) w(ooa, - -+ 0m-1)a) holds in MIG].

(b) There is a p € G such that (p IF* ¢(oq, ... ,Jm,l))M.

Proof of the Forcing Theorem. Most work goes into proving the equivalence of (a)—(b) for
atomic formulas. This is done by induction on the class relation R used in the simultaneous
definitions of [o = 7] and [o € 7] (by recursion on R) in the proof of Theorem 3.9.

(b) = (a) for vy = vy

Let 0,7 € M” and assume that there exists p € G such that (p IF* o = 7)™ that is, such
that in M we have

(1) ep) Clo=7]= N (etr)VIE€caD A A (ela) VIneT].
(&r)er (mq)€o
Our goal is to show that oo = 7. By symmetry, it suffices to argue that o5 C 74.
Let a € o¢ = {ng : (n,q) € o for some q € G}; say a = ng with (n,q) € 0, ¢ € G. Then:
@ e(p) Selg) VIner] by (1)
@) e(p) Ne(q) C [n €], by @ (A both sides with e(q), and use the distributive law).
3) there exists r € G with r < p, q, since G is a filter on P.
OX YA e(q) C [n € 7], by (3) combined with Theorem 3.8(iii), and by (2).
G (r II—* n 6 T)M by the definition of (IF*)M.
(6) a =ng € 76, by the induction hypothesis.
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(a) = (b) for vo = vy

Assume og = 7¢. Our goal is to show that there exists p € G such that (p IF* o = 7).

Claim 3.15. The following set is in M, and is dense in P:
D={peP:(plro=n)"or3Er)er(p<r Aelp) C[Eea])
or3(n,q) €o(p<qAelp)Sher])}.

Proof of Claim 3.15. D € M is clear by Cmpr. To prove the density of D, let s € P. We
want to find p € D such that p < s. If (s IF* o = 7)™, then s € D and we are done. So,
assume that (s [/* o = 7)™ that is, in M, we have that e(s) € [o = 7]. Then:

@ 0 #e(s) Ao =71 = es) A (Vigper ) ATE € o)V Vg pes(ela) Ay € 71)).
@ 0# Ve e(s) Ne(r) A€ € al) V'V, gesle(s) Ne(g) Al € 7)), by the distr. law.
(3) One of the following holds:
e there exists (£,7) € 7 such that 0 # e(s) Ae(r) A€ € o],
e there exists (1, q) € o such that 0 # e(s) Ae(q) A[n € 1],
say the first.
(4) There exists t € P with e(t) C e(s) Ae(r) A€ € o], because e[P] is dense in
RO(P) \ {0} (Theorem 3.8(i)).
(5) There exists u € P with u < ¢,r, because e(t) C e(r) implies t,r are compatible
(Theorem 3.8(iii)).
(6) There exists p € P with p < u, s similarly, because e(u) C e(t) C e(s) holds by
Theorem 3.8(iii) and (4).
(@) Thus, p <r by (6), (5), and e(p) Ce(t) C [§ € o] by p <t and (4).
(8) Hence, p € D by (7), and p < s by (6). o

Since G is P-generic over M, we get that G N D # (). Choose p € GN D.
Claim 3.16. (pIF* o = 7)M.

Proof of Claim 3.16. Suppose the claim is false. Since p € D, we get:

(1) One of the following holds:
e there exists (£, 7) € 7 such that p <r and e(p)
e there exists (1, ¢) € o such that p < ¢ and e(p)

say the first.

@ 0#ep) L [€€a],so(pl&ea)

(3) &c ¢ o, by the induction hypothesis.

(4) &g € 7g, because (§,r) eTandr € G (as G2 p <r).

(5) Thus, o¢ # 76, contradicting our assumption. o

€ € o],

C
Cnerl,
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(a) = (b) for vy € vy

This proof uses similar techniques, but — unlike in the preceding case — the implication
(b) = (a) is the harder one.

For non-atomic formulas, we prove (a) < (b) by induction on formulas. Let ¢ = ¢(vo, ..., vm-1),
and let og,...,0,_1 € M¥. We will use the abbreviations & for (oy,...,0,,_1) and &g for
(00G7 B 70—(m71)G)-

(b) = (a) for =
Assume (p IF* =p(7))* holds for some p € G, but —p(G¢) fails in M[G], i.e., p(cg) holds
in M[G].
(D There is a ¢ € G such that (q IF* ¢(7))M, by the hypothesis that (a) < (b) holds for ¢.
(2) There exists r € G with 7 < p, ¢, as G is a filter; so e(r) C e(p), e(q).
@) (rIF* =p(@))M, because (p IF* —¢(7))M and e(r) C e(p), and
(r IF* (@)™, because (q IF* p(7))M and e(r) C e(q), contradiction.

(a) = (b) for —¢p
Suppose —p(d¢) holds in M[G].

Claim 3.17. The set D ={pe P: (pI-* gp(ﬁ))M or (p I+ —w(ﬁ))M} € M is dense in P.

Proof of Claim 3.17. Let ¢ € P be arbitrary. Our goal is to find p € D such that p < g¢. If
(q |F* @(E))M, then ¢ € D, so we are done. Assume therefore that (q Iy go(E))M. Then

@ e(q) Z [¢@)]; so e(q) A lp(@)]" # 0, as before.
(2) There exists r € P with e(r) C e(q) A [¢(a)]’, by Theorem 3.8(i), as before.

(3) r,q are compatible by Theorem 3.8(iii), as before, so there exists p € P with p < r,q.
_ _ . _\M

@ e(p) S e(r) C [¢(@)] = [~»(@)], therefore (p I (7))

(5) So, p € D by (1), and p < g by (3). o

G N D # 0, because G is P-generic over M. Choose p € G N D. Were (p IH* (p(E))M, our
induction hypothesis would imply that ¢(gg) holds in M[G], which is impossible. Hence

p € D yields that (p IF* —w(ﬁ))M.

(a) < (b) for ¢ — ¢ and Vov;
Similar. 0
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Now we are ready to prove that, for any c.t.m. M of ZFC, and for any forcing order
P € M, the forcing notion IFp 5 (see Definition 3.1), which we will simply denote by I, and
the forcing notion IF* (see Definition 3.12), when relativized to M, are equivalent.

Corollary 3.18. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order, and let
p € P. For arbitrary formula ¢ and for any tuple T of P-names in M for the free variables
of ¥,

plo@ i (pIF )"

Proof. =: Assume that p I ¢(7), but (p If** gp(?))M. Then

@ ep) Z [e(T)], so e(p) A ()] # 0.

(2) There exists ¢ € P with e(q) C e(p) A [(7)]’, by Theorem 3.8(i).

(3) There exists r € P with r < p, ¢, because e(¢q) C e(p) implies by Theorem 3.8(iii)

that p, q are compatible.
. _\M _ _

@ (r I =p(7))", because e(r) C e(q) € [p(F)]' = [~o(7)]-

(5) There exists a filter G on P such that r € G and G is P-generic over M (Theorem 1.5).

©) =M(7g) (i.e., 7¢o(T¢) holds in M[G]), by the Forcing Theorem.

@ pMIE(Fg), because p I- ¢(7) and p € G (as G 3 r < p); contradiction.
<: Assume that (p IF* (p(?))M. For any filter G on PP such that p € G and G is P-generic
over M, the Forcing Theorem implies that ©™[%(F). This proves p IF (7). O

Corollary 3.19. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let P = (P,<,1) € M be a forcing order, and
let G C P be a filter that is P-generic over M. For arbitrary formula ¢ and for any tuple T
of P-names in M for the free variables of ¢, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) eMIE(Fg) (i.e., p(Tq) holds in M[G)).

(b) There exists p € G such that p I+ o(T).

Proof. Combine the Forcing Theorem with Corollary 3.18. U
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4. GENERIC EXTENSIONS M[G]| ARE MODELS OF ZFC
Definition 4.1. Let P = (P, <,1) be a forcing order. For any P-names o and 7, let
uw.p.(o,7) :={(o,1),(1,1)} and 0.p.(0,7) :=uwp.(uw.p.(0,0),up.(c,7)).
Fact 4.2. For any forcing order P = (P, <, 1), for any nonempty filter G on P, and for any
P-names o and T,

(i) w.p.(o,7) is a P-name, and (u.p.(o, 7)) = {0, 7¢};
(ii) o.p.(o,7) is a P-name, and (0.p.(0,7))a = (0g, Ta)-

Theorem 4.3. If M is a c.t.m. of ZFC, P = (P,<,1) € M is a forcing order, and G C P
is a filter that is P-generic over M, then M[G] is a model of ZFC.

Proof. Let M, P, and G satisfy the assumptions of the theorem. To prove that the axioms of
ZF — Inf hold in M[G], we will use Theorem 2.5 in the lecture notes “Models of Set Theory”.
» Ext and Fnd hold in M|[G], because M[G] is a transitive set (see Theorem 2.8),
» Pair holds in M[G]: Let x,y € M[G]. It suffices to find z € M[G] such that z,y € z.
e v = o and y = 7¢ for some o, 7 € MF.
e For ( = u.p.(0,7), we have (by Fact 4.2) that ¢ € MT, so 2z := (¢ € M[G], and
z=_(c={0g, 170} = {z,y}.
» Uni holds in M[G]: Let x € M|[G], that is, z = o for some o € MP. Tt suffices to find
76 € M[G] with 7 € M* such that | Jz C 7¢.
e dmn(o) € M is aset of P-names, therefore 7 := | Jdmn(o) € M”. Hence, 7¢ € M[G].
e Claim. (Jz C 75.
— Let y € Jz. Then y € z € © = o¢ for some z, where y, z € M[G] as M[G] is
transitive.
— There exists (§,s) € o with s € G such that z = £, and there exists (p,7) € £
with r € G such that y = pg.
— (p,r) € £ € dmn(o), therefore (p,r) € |Jdmn(o) = 7, where r € G.
—Y=pcETc
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» Cmpr holds in M[G]: Let ¢(z,wy,...,w,) be a formula with all free variables among
2,1, . .., Wy, and let 0g, Tig, . . ., Tag be arbitrary elements of M[G] (o, 71,..., 7, € MP). Tt
suffices to show that the following set is a member of M|[G]|:

y:={z€o0q: @M[G](z,ﬁg, e Tag) }-
e (Clearly,
p:={(m,p) € dmn(o) x P: (p I (reao A gp(ﬂ,ﬁ,...,Tn)))M} e M”P.

e Claim. y = pg.
— First, let © € pg; ie., v = mg for some (m,p) € dmn(o) x P with p € G such
that (p IF* (1 € 0 A @(m, 7, ... ,Tn)))M
—plE(mre€eo A p(r,m,...,7)), by Corollary 3.18.
— g € og and M (g, 11, ..., Tug), by p € G and the definition of IF.
— Thus x = m¢ € y, proving y 2 pg.
— Conversely, let x € y; that is, x € og and ¢ TyTIG - - s TnG)-
— 2 = mg for some (7,q) € 0 with ¢ € G, so 7 € o A WM (7g, 116, ..., Tu);
that is, ¢ € 06 A @(7g, TG, - - -, Tag) holds in M[G].
- (p I (mr€o A o(m,m,... ,Tn)))M for some p € G, by the Forcing Theorem.
— Thus, (m,p) € p with p € G, so © = ¢ € pg, proving y C pg.
» Pset, Repl also hold in M[G]: This can be proved with the same techniques as Cmpr. The
argument for Repl is more difficult than those for Cmpr and Pset.

» Inf holds in M[G]: We have proved so far that M|G] is a transitive model of ZF — Inf.
Therefore, by Theorem 3.17 in the lecture notes “Models of Set Theory”, it suffices to show
that w € M[G]. But this holds, because M C M|[G] (by Theorem 2.8) and w € M (by
Theorem 3.18 in the lecture notes “Models of Set Theory”).

» AC holds in M[G]: We will prove the equivalent CFP (= Choice Function Principle).? Let
A be a set of nonempty sets in M[G]. We need to show: there is a choice function g for A.
e UA € M[G]; say |JA = o¢ for some 0 € MT.
e dmn(o) € M and dmn(o) is a set of P-names in M.
e In M, there exist a cardinal x and a bijection f: x — dmn(o).
o Let 7:= {o.p.(&, f(a)) : @ < K} x {1}. Clearly, T € M”.
e ¢ = {(a,(f(a))g): @ < k} is a function with domain x in M[G].
e Claim. Every y € |J A is of the form y = 7¢(a) for some ordinal a < k.
— Let y € |JA = 0¢. Then y = & for some (§,p) € o with p € G.
— ¢ € dmn(o), therefore £ = f(«) for some a < k.
—y =% = (f(a))e =1c(a).
e For cach x € A there exists a < k such that 7¢(«) € z. Let a, be the least such a.
Then the function g defined for all x € A by 7¢(a,) is a choice function for A. [

M[G](

2See Theorem 1.2 in the lecture notes “The Axiom of Choice. Cardinals and Cardinal Arithmetic”.
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5. PRESERVATION OF CARDINALS

Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let P = (P, <,1) € M be a forcing order, and let G C P be a
filter P-generic over M. We know from Theorems 2.8 and 4.3 that M[G] is also a c.t.m. of
ZFC such that M C M[G] and G € M[G]. We also saw in Theorem 2.11 that M and M|[G]
have the same ordinals among its members. In particular, w is the member of both,®> and
so are all finite ordinals (the members of w). Thus, w is the least infinite cardinal (=initial
ordinal) in both M and M|G].

However, cardinals (= initial ordinals) > w might be different in M and M[G]. Let «
be an ordinal in M. If « is not a cardinal in M, i.e., there exists a bijection « — g in M
for some 3 € a, then by absoluteness®, the same holds in M|[G]. However, it may happen
that such a bijection does not exist in M, but it does exist in M[G]. In particular, it can
happen that the least uncountable cardinal w} in M is not the same ordinal as the least

uncountable cardinal wi'“ in M[G].5

Definition 5.1. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let x be an infinite cardinal in M, and let P € M
be a forcing order. We say that

o [P preserves cardinals > k if for every filter G C P that is P-generic over M, and for
every ordinal @ > k in M, if « is a cardinal in M then « is a cardinal in M[G];

o P preserves cofinalities > k if for every filter G C P that is P-generic over M, and
for every limit ordinal v in M such that cf* (o) > &, we have ¢f (o) = cfM[%(a);

o P preserves reqular cardinals > k if for every filter G C P that is P-generic over M,
and for every ordinal a > k in M, if « is a regular cardinal in M then « is a regular
cardinal in M[G].

We will say that P preserves cardinals [cofinalities, reqular cardinals] to mean that P preserves
cardinals [cofinalities, regular cardinals] > w.

3See Theorem 3.18 in the lecture notes “Models of Set Theory”.
4See Corollary 3.16 in the lecture notes “Models of Set Theory”.
For a specific example, see p. 207 of “Lectures on Set Theory” by Donald J. Monk.
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Lemma 5.2. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let k be an infinite cardinal in M, and let P € M
be a forcing order.

(i) If P preserves reqular cardinals > k, then P preserves cofinalities > k.
(ii) If P preserves cofinalities > K, and K is reqular, then P preserves cardinals > k.

Proof. Let G C P be any filter that is P-generic over M.
(i) Let a > & be a limit ordinal in M with cf(a) > k.

e cf¥(a) is a regular cardinal in M, and hence (by our assumption) in M[G].

e In M, and hence in M[G], there exists a strictly increasing function f: c¢f(a) — a
such that rng(f) is unbounded in «.

e In M[G], there exists a strictly increasing function g: ¢f*!“(a) — a such that rng(g)
is unbounded in «.

o cf(a) = M (q), by Corollary 4.13 in “The Axiom of Choice. Cardinals ...”.

(ii) Suppose the assumptions hold, but there is a cardinal A > x in M which is not a
cardinal in M[G]. Choose A smallest with these properties.
e Case 1: A is regular in M. Then
— A =cfM()) = fM EI(\), where = holds by our assumption;
— M is a regular cardinal in M[G], contradicting the choice of A.
e Case 2: ) is singular in M. Then
— A >k (as K is regular);
— for every p with k < < A, p is a cardinal in M iff p is a cardinal in M[G];
—A=U{p:k <p< A\ pisacardinal} in M, hence in M[G], so A is a cardinal
in M[G]; this contradicts the choice of . O

We will be able to establish cardinality/cofinality preservation properties for forcing orders
P satisfying an additional property, which we introduce now.

Definition 5.3. Let P be a forcing order, and let x be a cardinal. We say that P satisfies
the k-chain condition (abbreviated k-c.c.), if every antichain® in P has cardinality < x.
The w;-chain condition is called countable chain condition (abbreviated c.c.c.).

6Recall from Definition 1.2 that an antichain in P = (P,<,1) is a set A C P such that any two distinct
elements of A are incompatible.
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To show that a cardinal A in a c.t.m. M of ZFC remains a cardinal in M[G], that is, no
bijection A — a with a € A is created in the passage from M to M[G], we have to study the
relationship between functions A — B in M and functions A — B in M[G] where A, B € M.

Theorem 5.4. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let k be an infinite cardinal in M, let P € M be a
forcing order such that P satisfies the k-c.c. in M, and let G C P be a filter that is P-generic
over M. If A,B € M, and [ € M|G] is a function A — B, then there exists F' € M such
that F is function A — P(B) with

(i) f(a) € F(a) for alla € A, and

(ii) (|F(a)] < &)™ for alla € A

Proof. Let f: A — B be a function in M[G] with A, B € M. Then f = 7¢ for some 7 € M”,
and the statement “7¢ is a function Ag — Bg” holds in M[G]. Hence, by Corollary 3.19,

(1) plF “r is a function A — B” for some p € G.

Now we define a function F': A — P(B) for all a € A by
F(a) := {b € B : there exists ¢ < p such that (¢ IF* 0.p.(a,b) € 7)™}
= {b € B : there exists ¢ < p such that ¢ IF 0.p.(a, ) € 7},

where = holds by Corollary 3.18. We have F' € M by the first description of F(a) and Repl.
(i) Let a € A and b := f(a).
e (0.p.(@,0))g = (g, bg) = (a,b) € f = 75, so r IF 0.p.(@,b) € T for some r € G, by
Corollary 3.19.
e g < p,r for some q € G, so q - o.p.(a,b) € 7, proving f(a) =b € F(a).
(ii) Let a € A. We will prove (|F(a)| < k)™ by finding a one-to-one function Q: F(a) — P
in M whose range is an antichain in P. By the k-c.c. in P, this will complete the proof.
e By AC in M, there exists a function Q: F'(a) — P such that for every b € F(a) we
have Q(b) < p and Q(b) I- 0.p.(a, b) € 7.
e Claim. If b,c € F(a) and b # ¢, then Q(b) L Q(c).
Let b, c € F(a) satisty Q(b) £ Q(c); we want to conclude that b = c.
— There exists r € P with r < Q(b), Q(c), so r IF 0.p.(a,b) € T A 0.p.(a,¢&) € 7.
— rIF (o.p.(a, b) €7 A o.p.(a,c) € T) = b=2¢, by (1).
— Hence, 7 IF b= ¢, by the definition of I+-.
— There is a filter H C P with r € H which is P-generic over M (Theorem 1.5).
- b= BH = éH = C. ]

"Later on, when we work in M and p, x are cardinals in M, we may write u <M k instead of (u < x)™.



23

Theorem 5.5. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let k be an infinite cardinal in M, and let P € M
be a forcing order which satisfies k-c.c. in M. Then:

(i) P preserves reqular cardinals > k and cofinalities > K.
(i) If k is a regular cardinal in M, then P preserves cardinals > k.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2, it suffices to show that P preserves regular cardinals > x. Assume
that there is a regular cardinal A > k in M which is not a regular cardinal in M[G].
e In MJ[G], A is a limit ordinal which is not a regular cardinal, therefore there exist
a € X and a strictly increasing function f: v — A such that rng(f) is unbounded in
A
e In M, there exists F': o — P(A) such that f(£) € F(£) and |F(§)| <M & for all £ <
(by Theorem 5.4).
o Si=Ue, F(E) € M, S C A, Sisunbounded in A, and [S| <M 3. [F(§)] <™ A =

cfM(\) (as A is a regular cardinal in M); contradiction. ]
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6. THE CONSISTENCY OF ZFC + -CH

Notation 6.1. If I and J are sets and A is an infinite cardinal, let
Fn(I,J,\):={f CIxJ: fisafunction and |f| < A}, and
Fu(1, J, \) == (Fn(Z, J, A), 2,0).
Clearly, Fn(Z, J, \) is a forcing order.

Theorem 6.2. (Cohen) Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let k be an infinite cardinal in M, and
let G C FnM(k x w,2,w) be a filter that is Fn™ (k x w, 2, w)-generic over M. Then
(i) M[G] is a c.t.m. of ZFC with the same ordinals as M ;
(ii) M[G] has the same cardinals and the same cofinalities of limit ordinals as M; and
(iii) (2 > k)MIC] (i.e., 2@ > K holds in M[G]).

Proof. (i) This was established in Theorems 4.3 and 2.11.
(ii) By Theorem 5.5, it suffices to prove that Fn™ (k x w,2,w) has c.c.c. (=w;-c.c.). This
will follow if we prove the following claim (in ZFC):

Claim 6.3. If K is an infinite set, then Fn(K,2,w) satisfies c.c.c.

Proof of Claim 6.3. Let F C Fn(K,2,w) be uncountable. Our goal is to show that F is not
an antichain, i.e., there exist distinct f,g € F which are compatible.

e {dmn(f): f € F} is an uncountable family of finite subsets of K, because
— dmn(f) < w for all f € F, and
— for each finite set D C K, there are only finitely many f € F with dmn(f) = D.
e By the A-System Theorem,® there exists a A-system D C {dmn(f) : f € F} such
that D is also uncountable. Let R be the root of D; i.e., AN B = R for any two
distinct A, B € D.
e Let G ={f € F:dmn(f) € D}. Then
— G is uncountable, because G — D, f +— dmn(f) is onto; moreover,

G=|J{feg: fiIR=nh}

hef2
e There exists h € #2 such that G;, :== {f € G : fIR = h} is uncountable, since |G| > w
and 72| < w.
e Any two elements of G; are compatible. o

8See Corollary 1.3 in the lecture notes “Infinite Combinatorics”.
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(iii) We have to show that M [G] contains a set which is a one-to-one function £ — “2 in
MIG]. Let g := [JG. Our goal is to show that ¢ is a function kK X w — 2 in M|[G], which
induces an injection K — “2 in M[G].

e g € M|[G], and ¢ is a function C (k X w) X 2, because any two elements of G are
compatible.
e For each pair (a,m) € k X w let

Do = {f € Fn"(k x w,2,w) : (a,m) € dmn(f)}.

Then
— Dom € M, and
— Da. is dense in FnM (k x w, 2, w), because for any fy € FnM(k x w,2,w),
> either f := fo € Do, and clearly f O fo,
>or f:= foU{((a,m),0)} € Dy, with f D fo.
e It follows that dmn(g) = k X w, because GN D, ,,, # 0 for every (o, m) € Kk X w (since
G is FnM(k x w, 2, w)-generic over M).
e Now, for any distinct «, 8 € k, let
E,j5:={f € Fn™(k x w,2,w) : there exists m € w with f(a,m) # f(3,m)}.
Then
— g g € M, and
— B,z is dense in FnM (k x w,2,w), because for any f, € FnM(k x w,2,w)

> there exists m € w such that (a,m), (5,m) ¢ dmn(fy) (as dmn(fy) is
finite), so

f = fO U {((Oé, m)? 0)7 ((ﬂv m>7 1)} S Eaﬂ
with f D fo.

e For any distinct o, € k, the functions g(a,—),g(8,—) are different, because
GNE,p # 0, so for any f € GN E,z we have ¢ O f and f(o,m) # f(5,m)
for some m € w.

e Thus, the function kK — “2, a — g(«, —) is one-to-one. O

Corollary 6.4. (Cohen) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + —CH.

Proof. Assume that ZFC is consistent, and let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC. Apply Theorem 6.2

with k = wi.

e M[G] is a model of ZFC, by part (i) of the theorem.

o MGl = M by absoluteness.
o w) e = wM and w;' = w)?, since M and M[G] have the same cardinals by part

(ii) of the theorem.

e M[G] is a model of =CH, because (2* > wi?)MIC] by part (iii) of the theorem, and
(2% > wMIG is the same statement as (29 > wy)MIE, 0
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7. THE CONSISTENCY OF ZFC + CH
(BRIEF SKETCH)

Theorem 7.1. (Godel) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + CH.

This theorem, together with Cohen’s result (Corollary 6.4) proves the independence of CH
from ZFC.

Theorem 7.1 is a consequence of a much stronger result of Godel (1940), which proves
that if ZF is consistent, then so is ZFC+ GCH. Godel introduced the notion of ‘constructible
sets’ to prove his theorem.

Here we sketch how forcing can be used to prove Theorem 7.1. The argument follows the
same main steps that led to the proof of the consistency of =CH.

Step 1. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let k be an infinite cardinal in M, and let P € M be a
forcing order. The terminology P preserves cardinals > k, P preserves cofinalities > k, P
preserves reqular cardinals > k introduced in Definition 5.1 can also be used for < x instead
of > k, and the analogues of the statements in Lemma 5.2 follow similarly for < s as well.

Step 2. Next we define a condition on forcing orders which ensures the cardinal preservation
property required for the argument.

Definition 7.2. Let P = (P, <, 1) be a forcing order, and let A be an infinite cardinal. We
say that P is A-closed if for all v < X and for any system (p¢ : £ < ) of elements of P such
that p, < pe whenever { < n < 7, there exists ¢ € P such that g < p, for all £ < 7.

Step 3. We have the following analogs of Theorems 5.4 and Theorem 5.5.

Theorem 7.3. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let A be an infinite cardinal in M, let P € M be a
forcing order such that P is A\-closed in M, and let G C P be a filter that is P-generic over
M. If A, B € M where (JA| < )™, and f € M|G] is a function A — B, then f € M.

Theorem 7.4. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, let A be an infinite cardinal in M, and let P € M be
a forcing order such that P is A-closed in M. Then P preserves cardinals < X and cofinalities
<A

Step 4. Finally, the analog of Theorem 6.2 is:

Theorem 7.5. Let M be a c.t.m. of ZFC, and let G C Fn™ (wM x w,2,wM) be a filter that
is FnM (WM x w, 2, wM)-generic over M. Then

(i) M[G] is a c.t.m. of ZFC with the same ordinals as M;

(i) w = WM : and

(iii) CH holds in M[G].
This completes the proof of Theorem 7.1.

9See Section 23 in “Lectures in Set Theory” by J. Donald Monk.



