arXiv:2310.11582v2 [math.LO] 5 Jun 2024

COHEN GENERIC STRUCTURES WITH FUNCTIONS

NATHANAEL ACKERMAN, MOHAMMAD GOLSHANI, AND MOSTAFA MIRABI

Abstract. Suppose L^− ⊆ L are languages where L \ L^− is relational. Additionally, let 𝐾 be a strong Fraïssé class in L . We consider the partial ordering, under substructure, of those elements in 𝐾 whose reduct to L^− are substructures of a fixed L^−-structure M^−. In this paper, we establish that, under general conditions, this partial order satisfies the | M^− |-chain condition.

Furthermore, under these conditions, we demonstrate that any generic for such a partial order satisfies the theory of the Fraïssé limit of 𝐾, provided M^− satisfies the theory of Fraïssé limit of its age.

We also provide general conditions that guarantee all such generics to be rigid, as well as conditions ensuring that these generics possess large automorphism groups.

1. Introduction

Given a strong Fraïssé class 𝐾 in a relational language L , the concept of a Cohen generic structure for 𝐾 was introduced in [Kos23] and [Gol19]. Such a structure is obtained as a generic when 𝐾 is treated as a partial ordering whose order is the substructure relation. In [Kos23] and [Gol19], they showed, among other things, that when L is a countable relational language, 𝐾 has only countably many elements up to isomorphism, and all elements of 𝐾 are finite, the partial ordering 𝐾 is ccc (countable chain condition) and hence preserves cardinals under forcing.

While the preservation of cardinals when forcing with strong Fraïssé classes in a relational language is an interesting phenomenon, the restriction to relational languages is a significant one. In particular, there are many strong Fraïssé classes which can be built on top of algebraic structures, and hence for which the results of [Kos23] and [Gol19] do not apply.

The following are two examples to keep in mind when considering uncountable generic objects for a strong Fraïssé class. Both examples make fundamental use of the function symbols in the language.

Example 1.1. Suppose F is a finite field. Let L^−_F = {+} ∪ {𝑓_𝑐 }_{𝑐 ∈F} ∪ {𝑣_0} be the one sorted language where 𝑣_0 is a constant, + is a binary function symbol and for each 𝑐 ∈ F, 𝑓_𝑐 is a unary function symbol. Let 𝐾^−_F be the age in L^−_F whose structures are finite dimensional vector spaces over 𝐹 where 𝑣_0 is interpreted as the 0 object, 𝑓_𝑐 is interpreted as “multiplication by 𝑐” (for 𝑐 ∈ F) and + is vector addition.

Let L_{F,𝑛} = L^−_F ∪{𝑅} where 𝑅 has arity |F|^𝑛. We then let 𝐾 consist of L_{F,𝑛} structures A such that

• A ↾_L^−_F ∈ 𝐾^−_F ,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 03C55, 03E35. Key words and phrases. Fraïssé limit, Cohen forcing, Generic structures. The second author’s research has been supported by a grant from IPM (No. 1402030417). 1

• if A |= 𝑅(𝑎_0, . . . , 𝑎_{𝑘−1}) where 𝑘 = |F|^𝑛, then ∘ {𝑎_0, . . . , 𝑎_{𝑘−1} } ↾_L^−_F ∈ 𝐾^−_F ,

∘ for all 𝑖 < 𝑗 < 𝑘, 𝑎_𝑖 ≠ 𝑎_𝑗 ,

∘ if 𝜎 is a permutation of [𝑘], then A |= 𝑅(𝑎_{𝜎 (0)} , . . . , 𝑎_{𝜎 (𝑘−1)} ). Elements of 𝐾 then consist of vector spaces with distinguished 𝑛-dimensional subspaces that satisfy the relation 𝑅.

These can be thought of as vector space analogs of 𝑛-ary hypergraphs and the Fraïssé limit of 𝐾 can be thought of as the infinite dimensional vector space analog of the generic 𝑛-ary hypergraph.

Example 1.2. Let L^−_{Tr} = {𝑝, 𝑟 } where 𝑟 is a constant and 𝑝 is a unary function symbol. Let 𝐾^−_{Tr} be the age over L^−_{Tr} consisting of those structures A such that • A |= 𝑝 (𝑟 ) = 𝑟 ,

• A |= (∀𝑎) 𝑝^{| A |} (𝑎) = 𝑟 .

Elements of 𝐾^−_{Tr} can be thought of as trees with root 𝑟 and predecessor relation 𝑝. Let L_{Tr} = L^−_{Tr} ∪{𝑅} where 𝑅 is a binary relation. Let 𝐾_{Tr} consist of those L_{Tr}-structures A such that

• A ↾_L^−_{Tr} ∈ 𝐾^−_{Tr},

• A |= 𝑅(𝑎, 𝑏) → 𝑝 (𝑎) = 𝑏.

Elements of 𝐾_{Tr} can be thought of as finite trees where for each node we either color the edge between the node and its predecessor (with the relation 𝑅) or we don’t.

A Fraïssé limit of 𝐾_{Tr} is then the countably branching tree where all edges of the tree are colored generically.

When we move to case of uncountable models whose age is 𝐾^−_{Tr} though a phenomenon emerges which wasn’t present in Example 1.1. Specifically for every uncountable cardinal 𝜅 there are 2^𝜅 many models of the Fraïssé theory of 𝐾^−_{Tr} of size 𝜅. When defining generic structures we will want to fix a L^−_{Tr}-structure M^−_{Tr} and force with those elements of 𝐾_{Tr} whose reduct to L^−_{Tr} is a substructure of M^−_{Tr}. As such, the generic structure we end up with will depend on the choice of L^−_{Tr}- structure we started with.

One of the main results of [Kos23] and [Gol19] is that when one forces with a strong Fraïssé class cardinals are preserved. The restriction in [Kos23] and [Gol19] to relational languages is necessary for their proofs as they rely on the Δ-system lemma for sets, and hence require that every subset of a structure gives rise to a substructure.

In this paper, we will show how to weaken the assumption that the language is relational. For specificity we now describe our framework in the case where the language is countable, all elements of the age are finitely generated, and all there are (up to isomorphism) only countably many elements in the age. Note both Example 1.1 and Example 1.2 satisfy these conditions.

Suppose L^− ⊆ L are languages L \ L^− is relational. Also suppose 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class in L where 𝐾 ↾_L^− is a strong Fraïssé class in L^−. Suppose M^− is any L^−-structure which satisfies the theory of the Fraïssé limit of 𝐾 ↾_L^− . We consider the partial ordering whose objects are elements of 𝐾 whose reduct to L^− are substructures of M^− and where the ordering is substructure. By first proving an analog of the Δ-system lemma we will show that this partial ordering is ccc. In a similar approach to [Kos23], we will also consider properties of this forcing when the age consists of non-finitely generated objects.

Both [Kos23] and [Gol19] also show an interesting phenomenon occurs with many Cohen generic structures. For example, [Kos23] shows that there are several natural classes where the Fraïssé limits have many automorphisms but the Cohen generic structures for the classes, when the underlying sets are uncountable, are always rigid. We will show that this phenomenon extends to the case when there are function symbols in L^−. Specifically, we will give conditions which will ensure that the Cohen generic structure is rigid. We will also give some conditions which ensure the Cohen generic structure has a large set of automorphisms.

1.1. Notation. We let ORD be the collection of ordinals. We let cf(𝜅) be the cofinality of a cardinal 𝜅. We let tc(𝑋 ) be the transitive closure of the set 𝑋 . If 𝑋 is a set we let Sym(𝑋 ) be the collection of permutations of 𝑋 . A Δ-system is a collection of sets {𝑆_𝑖 }_{𝑖 ∈𝜅} for which there is a set 𝑆 such that for all 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅, 𝑆_𝑖 ∩ 𝑆_𝑗 = 𝑆.

By a language we mean a quadruple L = {S_L , R_L , F_L , ar_L } where S_L is the collection of sorts, R_L is the collection of relation symbols, F_L is the collection of function symbols and ar_L : R_L ∪ F_L →

�_{𝑛≥1} S^𝑛_L is the function which takes a symbol and returns its arity. If 𝑓 ∈ F_L and ar_L (𝑓 ) = (⟨𝑆_𝑖⟩_{𝑖 ∈ [𝑘 ]}, 𝑆_𝑘 ) then we say 𝑓 is a function symbol from ⟨𝑆_𝑖 ⟩_{𝑖 ∈ [𝑘 ]} to 𝑆_𝑘 and write 𝑓 :

�_{𝑖 ∈ [𝑘 ]} 𝑆_𝑖 → 𝑆_𝑘 . The cardinality of a language is the cardinality of S_L ∪ R_L ∪ F_L . When |S_L | = 1 we will omit mention of it.

If M, N are L -structure we write M ⊆ N to denote that M is a substructure of N. We will let 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (M) denote the underlying set of M. If 𝑎 is a tuple we write 𝑎 ∈ M if every component of 𝑎 is an element of M, i.e. 𝑎 ∈ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (M)^{|𝑎|} where |𝑎| is the length of the tuple 𝑎. If L^− ⊆ L we let M ↾_L^− be the L^−-structure which is the restriction of M to L^−.

We define the term definable closure of a set 𝐴 ⊆ M to be the smallest subset of M containing 𝐴 and closed under taking terms. We denote it by tcl_M (𝐴). If 𝑎 is a tuple which enumerates 𝐴, we then let tcl_M (𝑎) = tcl_M (𝐴). We say M is generated by a set or tuple 𝑋 if tcl_M (𝑋 ) = M. We say M is < 𝜆-generated if there is a tuple of size < 𝜆 which generates M. We say M is finitely generated if it is < 𝜔-generated.

Suppose M is an L -structure and 𝑎 ∈ M is a tuple. We let qtp_M (𝑎)(𝑥) be the quantifier-free type of 𝑎 in M with variables 𝑥, i.e. the collection of all literals in 𝑥 true about tuples of 𝑎 in M. The following folklore result is immediate but important.

Lemma 1.3. Suppose M, N are L -structures where 𝑎 generates M and 𝑏 generates N. If qtp_M (𝑎)(𝑥) = qtp_N (𝑏)(𝑥) then M � N.

We say a subset 𝑇 ⊆ L_{∞,𝜔} (L ) is complete if for every 𝜑 ∈ L_{∞,𝜔} (L ), either 𝑇 ⊢ 𝜑 or 𝑇 ⊢ ¬𝜑 where ⊢ is the standard provability relation for L_{∞,𝜔} (L ) (see [Bar75]). Two L -structures M and N are potentially isomorphic if they satisfy the same sentences of L_{∞,𝜔} (L ). It can be shown that M and N are potentially isomorphic if and only if they are isomorphic in some forcing extension of the universe (see [Mar16]).

We will use 𝑉 to denote a model of Zermelo-Fraenkel set theory with the axiom of choice. For definitions with respect to forcing we refer the reader to [Kun83]. In particular, we will use the convention of [Kun83] that if (𝑃, ≤) is a partial ordering and 𝑝 ≤ 𝑞 then 𝑝 is stronger than 𝑞.

2. Fraïssé classes

We now review basic notions of Fraïssé theory. See, for example, [Hod93, Section 7.1] for more on countable Fraïssé theory.

Definition 2.1. An age in a language L is a collection of L -structures closed under isomorphism. If 𝐾 is an age in L then we define the following.

• For a cardinal 𝜅 we let 𝐾_𝜅 be the collection of elements of 𝐾 which are generated by a set of size < 𝜅.

• For L^− ⊆ L let 𝐾 ↾_L^− = {A ↾_L^− : A ∈ 𝐾}. We say 𝐾 is 𝜅-bounded if 𝐾 = 𝐾_𝜅 .

If M is a L -structure we define the 𝜅-generated age of M to be the collection of L -structures isomorphic to a substructure of M generated by a set of size < 𝜅.

Definition 2.2. Suppose 𝐾 is an age.

• We say 𝐾 has the hereditary property (HP) if whenever A_1 ∈ 𝐾 and A_0 ⊆ A_1, then A_0 ∈ 𝐾.

• We say 𝐾 has the joint embedding property (JEP) if whenever A_0, A_1 ∈ 𝐾 there is an A_2 ∈ 𝐾 and embeddings 𝑖 : A_0 → A_2 and 𝑗 : A_1 → A_2.

• Suppose 𝑖_1 : A_0 → A_1, 𝑖_2 : A_0 → A_2 are embeddings with A_0, A_1, A_2 ∈ 𝐾. An amalgam of (𝑖_1, 𝑖_2) is a pair of embeddings ( 𝑗_1, 𝑗_2) such that, for some A_3 ∈ 𝐾, 𝑗_1 : A_1 → A_3, 𝑗_2 : A_2 → A_3 and 𝑗_1 ∘ 𝑖_1 = 𝑗_2 ∘ 𝑖_2. If further 𝑗_1“[A_1] ∩ 𝑗_2“[A_2] = ( 𝑗_1 ∘𝑖_1)“[A_0], then we say ( 𝑗_1, 𝑗_2) is a disjoint amalgam of (𝑖_1, 𝑖_2).

• We say 𝐾 has the amalgamation property (AP) if whenever A_0, A_1, A_2 ∈ 𝐾 and 𝑖_1 : A_0 → A_1, 𝑖_2 : A_0 → A_2 are embeddings, then (𝑖_1, 𝑖_2) has an amalgam.

• We say 𝐾 has the strong amalgamation property (SAP) if each such (𝑖_1, 𝑖_2) has a disjoint amalgam.

• We say 𝐾 is closed under less than 𝜅-unions (C𝜅U) if for all 𝛾 < 𝜅 and (A_𝑖 )_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} ⊆ 𝐾 with A_𝑖 ⊆ A_𝑗 for 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝛾 we have

�_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} A_𝑖 ∈ 𝐾.

A Fraïssé class is an age which satisfies (HP), (JEP) and (AP). A strong Fraïssé class is a Fraïssé class which satisfies (SAP).

Definition 2.3. Suppose 𝐾 is a Fraïssé class in L . A Fraïssé limit of 𝐾 is an L structure M such that

(a) For every B ∈ 𝐾 there is an embedding from B into M,

(b) If B ∈ 𝐾 and 𝑖, 𝑗 : B → M are embeddings, then there is a 𝑔 ∈ Aut(M) such that 𝑖 = 𝑔 ∘ 𝑗.

The following definition will be useful.

Definition 2.4. Suppose M is an L -structure and 𝐴 ⊆ M. We define the group theoretic definable closure of 𝐴 to be

gcl_M (𝐴) = {𝑏 ∈ M : (∀𝑔 ∈ Aut(M)) 𝑔 ↾_𝐴= id → 𝑔(𝑏) = 𝑏}.

We say M has trivial group theoretic definable closure if for all finitely generated substructures A ⊆ M, gcl_M (𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A)) = 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A).

Note the following is a well known result (see [Hod93, Ch. 7.1])

Lemma 2.5. Suppose L is a countable language, 𝐾 is an 𝜔-bounded Fraïssé class in L and 𝐾 has only countably many elements up to isomorphism. Then there is a countable Fraïssé limit M of 𝐾 which is unique up to isomorphism.

Furthermore, if L is relational, then 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class if and only if M has trivial group theoretic definable closure.

Definition 2.6. Suppose 𝐾 is a Fraïssé class which is 𝜅-bounded. We let Fr_𝜅 (𝐾) ⊆ L_{∞,𝜅} (L ) be the theory with the following axioms.

(a) for all A ∈ 𝐾 and 𝑎 ∈ A with 𝑎 generating A

(∃𝑥) � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑥).

(b) for all A, B ∈ 𝐾 with A ⊆ B, 𝑎 generating M and 𝑏 generating B

(∀𝑥) � � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑥) → (∃𝑦) � qtp_B (𝑎𝑏)(𝑥𝑦) � . We call Fr_𝜅 (𝐾) the 𝜅-Fraïssé theory of 𝐾.

Note that if 𝑖 : A_0 � A_1 and 𝑎 ∈ A_0, then qtp_{A0} (𝑎)(𝑥) = qtp_{A1} (𝑖 (𝑎))(𝑥). Therefore, as every 𝜅-bounded Fraïssé class has only a set size collection of objects up to isomorphism, � Fr_𝜅 (𝐾_𝜅 ) ∈ L_{∞,𝜅} (L ) for all 𝜅.

The following is folklore.

Lemma 2.7. If 𝐾 is 𝜅-bounded and M is a Fraïssé limit of 𝐾, then M |= Fr_𝜅 (𝐾).

Proof. That M satisfies the axioms in Definition 2.6 (a) follows from Definition 2.3 (a). Now suppose A, B,𝑎,𝑏 are as in Definition 2.6 (b) and suppose M |= � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑐) for some tuple 𝑐 ∈ M. There is then an embedding 𝑖 : B → M by Definition 2.3 (a). But there is also an embedding 𝑗 : 𝑐 → 𝑖 (𝑎) as 𝑎 has the same quantifier-free type in A as 𝑐 does in M. Therefore, by Definition 2.3 (b) there is an automorphism 𝑔 of M taking 𝑖 (𝑎) to 𝑐. Let 𝑑 = 𝑔(𝑖 (𝑏)). But then 𝑎𝑏 has the same quantifier-free type in B as 𝑖 (𝑎𝑏) does in M, which in turn has the same quantifier-free type in M as 𝑔(𝑖 (𝑎𝑏)) = 𝑐𝑑. Therefore M satisfies the axioms in Definition 2.6 (b). □

The following is folklore.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose 𝐾 is 𝜔-bounded. Then Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) is complete for L_{∞,𝜔} (L ).

Proof. As Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) is a set, it is complete for L_{∞,𝜔} (L ) if and only if � Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) is a Scott sentence in any model of set theory where it is countable. We can therefore assume without loss of generality that Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) is countable.

In particular, we have 𝐾 has only countably many elements up to isomorphism. Therefore by Lemma 2.5 𝐾 has a countable Fraïssé limit M. But, by Lemma 2.7 we have M |= Fr_𝜔 (𝐾).

Finally, a straightforward back and forth argument shows that any two countable models of Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) are isomorphic. Therefore � Fr_𝜔 (𝐾) is a Scott sentence of M and hence complete. □

In our context, we want to consider a pair of languages L^− ⊆ L where L \ L^− is relational. We then consider a strong Fraïssé class 𝐾 in L such that 𝐾 ↾_L^− is a strong Fraïssé class in L^−. We then fix some large L^−-structure M^− and we will want to force with elements of 𝐾 whose restriction to L^− is a substructure of M^−. The following notation will be convenient.

Definition 2.9. Suppose L^− ⊆ L are languages, M^− is a L^−-structure and 𝐾 is an age over L . We let 𝐾 [M^−] = {A ∈ 𝐾 : A ↾_L^− ⊆ M^− }.

There is though one issue with the above framework. Even though we have strong amalgamation in both 𝐾 and 𝐾 ↾_L^− it is possible that given L -structures A ⊆ B and A ⊆ C in 𝐾 [M^−] the amalgamation of B ↾_L^− and C ↾_L^− over A ↾_L^− , which is imposed by M^−, is not compatible with any amalgamation of B and C over A. We therefore will need a stronger version of amalgamation which ensures every disjoint amalgam in 𝐾 ↾_L^− can be expanded to a disjoint amalgam in 𝐾. We now make this precise. Definition 2.10. Suppose

• L^− ⊆ L ,

• 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class in L with 𝐾 ↾_L^− a strong Fraïssé class in L^−. We say 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^− if, whenever

• A, B, C ∈ 𝐾 with A ⊆ B and A ⊆ C and 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (B) ∩ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (C) = 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A)

• D^− ∈ 𝐾 ↾_L^− with B ↾_L^− ⊆ D^−, C ↾_L^− ⊆ D^− and where D^− is generated by 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (B) ∪ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (C), Then there is a D ∈ 𝐾 such that B ⊆ D, C ⊆ D and D ↾_L^− = D^−.

3. Forcings We now introduce the forcing notions we are interested in.

Definition 3.1. Suppose

• L^− ⊆ L ,

• L \ L^− is relational,

• both 𝐾 and 𝐾 ↾_L^− are strong Fraïssé classes,

• M^− |= Fr_𝜅 (𝐾 ↾_L^− ), We then let Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) be the partial ordering where

• the elements are structures in 𝐾_𝜅 [M^−]

• for M, N ∈ Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅), M ≤ N if N ⊆ M.

Note for M, N ∈ Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) we have M is stronger than N precisely when N is a substructure of M, i.e. N ⊆ M.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose 𝜆 ≤ cf(𝜅) and 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class with (C𝜆U). Then Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) is 𝜆-closed.

Proof. Suppose ⟨A_𝑖 ⟩_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} is a decreasing sequence in Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) with 𝛾 < 𝜆, i.e. for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝛾, A_𝑖 is < 𝜅-generated and for 𝑖 < 𝑗 < 𝛾, A_𝑖 ⊆ A_𝑗 . Then, because 𝐾 has (C𝜆U), we know that

�_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} A_𝑖 ∈ 𝐾. Therefore, as 𝛾 < 𝜆 ≤ cf(𝜅) we

�_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} A_𝑖 ∈ 𝐾 is < 𝜅-generated. But then for all 𝑗 < 𝛾, A_𝑗 ⊆

�_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} A_𝑖 . Therefore, as ⟨A_𝑖 ⟩_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} was arbitrary, Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) is 𝜆-closed. □

Our main result will give conditions when Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) isn’t just 𝜅-closed but has the 𝜅^+-chain condition. First though we will need to prove an analog of the Δ-systems lemma which will play a crucial role in our result. For a proof of the Δ-system lemma see, for example, [Kun83, Theorem II.1.5].

Lemma 3.3 (Term Δ-Systems Lemma). Suppose

• 𝜅^{<𝜆} = 𝜅

• | L | ≤ 𝜅,

• M is an L -structure,

• 𝐵 is a collection of distinct < 𝜆-generated substructures of M with |𝐵| = 𝜅^+. Then there is a N ⊆ M and a collection (N_𝑖 )_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ with N_𝑖 ∈ 𝐵 for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+ and such that (∀𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅^+) N_𝑖 ∩ N_𝑗 = N

Proof. First, note that if M^∘ is the smallest substructure of M generated by � 𝐵 then |M^∘ | ≤ |𝐵| · (< 𝜆) · | L | = 𝜅^+. We can therefore assume without loss of generality that |M| = 𝜅^+ and therefore we can assume without loss of generality that the underlying set of M is the cardinal 𝜅^+.

Let 𝑔 : 𝐵 → M^{<𝜆} be a map such that for all 𝑏 ∈ 𝐵, 𝑏 is the substructure of M generated by 𝑔(𝑏). Let 𝑋 = {L , R_L , F_L , ar_L } ∪ {𝐵} ∪ {𝑔} ∪ {M}.

As 𝜅^{<𝜆} = 𝜅 we have 𝜆 ≤ 𝜅. Let 𝜃 > 𝜅 be a large enough regular cardinal, let H (𝜃) be the class of hereditarily sets of cardinality less than 𝜃, and let <^∗ be a well-ordering of H (𝜃). Consider the structure H = (H (𝜃), ∈, <^∗). Let (𝑊_𝑖)_{𝑖 ∈𝜅+1} be an increasing and continuous sequence of elementary substructures of H such that (a) 𝑋 ∈ 𝑊_0,

(b) |𝑊_𝑖 | = 𝜅 for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅,

(c) 𝑊^{<𝜆}_𝑖 ⊆ 𝑊_{𝑖+1} for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅.

(d) if 𝑥 ∈ 𝑊_𝑖 ∩ ORD and 𝑦 ∈ 𝜅^+ with 𝑦 ∈ 𝑥, then 𝑦 ∈ 𝑊_{𝑖+1},

(e) 𝑊_𝛾 =

�_{𝑖 ∈𝛾} 𝑊_𝑖, for limit ordinal 𝛾.

Note we can always find such a sequence as 𝜅^{<𝜆} = 𝜅.

By (d) we have (𝜅^+ ∩ 𝑊_𝜅 ) ∈ ORD. Let this value be 𝜁 . As |𝑊_𝜅 | = 𝜅 we have 𝜁 < 𝜅^+. Therefore there must be some 𝐵_0 ∈ 𝐵 such that 𝐵_0 ∉ 𝑊_𝜅 . Let 𝑟 = 𝑔(𝐵_0) ∩ 𝜁 and let 𝑟^+ be the substructure of M generated by 𝑟 . Note 𝑟 and hence 𝑟^+ are in 𝑊_𝜅 .

Note that if <_M is the ordering on M given from the fact that the underlying set of M is 𝜅^+, then (∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵_0 \ 𝑟^+) 𝑥 ∉ 𝑊_𝜅 and hence 𝑥 >_M 𝜁 .

Suppose 𝛼 ∈ 𝜁 . We then have

H |= (∃𝐵_0 ∈ 𝐵) � 𝑟 ⊆ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) ∧ (∀𝑏 ∈ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) \ 𝑟^+) 𝑏 >_M 𝛼 � . Therefore we have for each 𝛼 ∈ 𝜁

𝑊_𝜅 |= (∃𝐵_0 ∈ 𝐵) � 𝑟 ⊆ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) ∧ (∀𝑏 ∈ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) \ 𝑟^+) 𝑏 >_M 𝛼 � . But then we also have

𝑊_𝜅 |= (∀𝛼)(∃𝐵_0 ∈ 𝐵) � 𝑟 ⊆ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) ∧ (∀𝑏 ∈ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) \ 𝑟^+) 𝑏 >_M 𝛼 � . and so

H |= (∀𝛼)(∃𝐵_0 ∈ 𝐵) � 𝑟 ⊆ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) ∧ (∀𝑏 ∈ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝐵_0) \ 𝑟^+) 𝑏 >_M 𝛼 � . But as |𝑏| ≤ 𝜅 for all 𝑏 ∈ 𝐵 we can find a sequence (𝑏_𝑖)_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ with 𝑏_𝑖 ∈ 𝐵 for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+ and such that

• for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+, 𝑟^+ ⊆ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝑏_𝑖),

• for all 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅^+, max(𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝑏_𝑖) \ 𝑟^+) < min(𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (𝑏_𝑗 ) \ 𝑟^+).

Therefore (𝑏_𝑖)_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ is a Δ-system. □

Note that even in the case when 𝜅 = 𝜆 = 𝜔 this result need not follow from the ordinary Δ-systems lemma. This is because, in this case, the Δ-systems lemma only deals with finite subsets of 𝜔_1. However, in Lemma 3.3 the elements of 𝐵 might be countable when there is a countable language. In our context though this isn’t a problem as each of our sets is finitely generated and there cannot be a finitely generated substructure of M which is a subset of 𝑊_𝜔 but is not also contained in 𝑊_𝜔 .

We now prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose

• 𝜅^{<𝜆} = 𝜅,

• L^− ⊆ L , L \ L^− is relational, and | L | ≤ 𝜅,

• 𝐾 is a 𝜆-bounded strong Fraïssé class with (C𝜆U),

• 𝐾 ↾_L^− is a strong Fraïssé class,

• 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^−,

• M^− is an L^−-structure, and

• for every L^−-structure X ⊆ M^− which is < 𝜆-generated there are at most 𝜅-many elements N ∈ 𝐾 with N ↾_L^− = X.

Then any subset 𝑌 of Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜆) of size 𝜅^+ has a subset 𝑌_0 ⊆ 𝑌 of size 𝜅^+ such that every two elements of 𝑌_0 have a common lower bound.

In particular, this implies Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜆) has the 𝜅^+-chain condition and, if 𝜅 = 𝜔_1, Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜆) satisfies the Knaster condition.

Proof. Suppose, to get a contradiction, that {A_𝑖 }_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ ⊆ Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) and for any 𝐽 ⊆ 𝜅^+ with |𝐽 | = 𝜅^+ there are 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ 𝐽 such that A_𝑥 and A_𝑦 have no common extension in Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜆).

Let 𝐴 = {A_𝑖 ↾_L^− }_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ . For each 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+ we have A_𝑖 is < 𝜆-generated as 𝐾 is 𝜆bounded. Therefore there are at most 𝜅 many elements N ∈ 𝐾 with N ↾_L^− = A_𝑖 ↾_L^− . Therefore 𝜅^+ = |{A_𝑖 }_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ | ≤ | 𝐴 | · 𝜅 and hence | 𝐴 | = 𝜅^+.

But by Lemma 3.3, we can find a subset 𝐼_0 ⊆ 𝜅^+ with |𝐼_0 | = 𝜅^+ and a X ⊆ M^− such that (∀𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼_0) 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A_𝑖 ) ∩ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A_𝑗 ) = 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (X). But then X ∈ 𝐾 ↾_L^− and so is < 𝜆-generated. Therefore there are at most 𝜅-many elements N ∈ 𝐾 with N ↾_L^− = X. But then there must be a subset 𝐼_1 ⊆ 𝐼_0 such that |𝐼_1 | = 𝜅^+ and (∀𝑖 ∈ 𝐼_1) (A_𝑖 ↾_{𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (X)} ) ↾_L^− = X.

For 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼_1 let B^−_{𝑖,𝑗} be the subset of M^− generated by 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A_𝑖 ) ∪ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A_𝑗 ). As 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^− there must be a B_{𝑖,𝑗} ∈ 𝐾 such that A_𝑖 ⊆ B_{𝑖,𝑗} , A_𝑗 ⊆ B_{𝑖,𝑗} and B_{𝑖,𝑗} ↾_L^− = B^−_{𝑖,𝑗} . Then 𝐼_1 contradicts our assumption. □

We end with a straightforward observation about the theory of generics for these partial orders.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose

• L^− ⊆ L , L \ L^− is relational, and | L | ≤ 𝜅,

• 𝐾 and 𝐾 ↾_L^− are strong Fraïssé classes,

• 𝐾 is 𝜆-bounded and satisfies the (𝐶𝜆𝑈 ),

• 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^−,

• M^− is an L^−-structure which satisfies the Fr_𝜅 (𝐾 ↾_L^− ),

• 𝐺 is generic for Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) over 𝑉 and G = � 𝐺. Then 𝑉 and 𝑉 [𝐺] have the same sequences of elements of 𝑉 of length less than 𝜆 and 𝑉 [𝐺] |= “G |= Fr_𝜅 (𝐾)”.

Proof. As 𝐾 satisfies the (𝐶𝜆𝑈 ), by Proposition 3.2, the forcing notion Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜅) is 𝜆-closed, and hence 𝑉 and 𝑉 [𝐺] have the same sequences of elements of 𝑉 of length less than 𝜆.

For each A ∈ 𝐾 it is immediate that

𝐷_A = {B ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] : A ⊆ B}

is dense. Therefore for all A ∈ 𝐾 and 𝑎 ∈ A with 𝑎 generating A, G |= (∃𝑥) � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑥).

Further, as 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^− we have that for any A, B ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] with A ⊆ B we have 𝐷_{A,B} is dense, where 𝐷_{A,B} = 𝐷^1_{A,B} ∪ 𝐷^2_{A,B}, and

𝐷^1_{A,B} = {C ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] : A ⊆ C and (∃B^∗ ∈ 𝐾 [M^−]) A ⊆ B^∗ ⊆ C and (A, B) � (A, B^∗)} and 𝐷^2_{A,B} = {C ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] : A ↾_L^− ⊆ C ↾_L^− and A ⊈ C}.

Therefore if 𝑎 generates A and 𝑏 generates B

G |= (∀𝑥) � � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑥) → (∃𝑦) � qtp_B (𝑎𝑏)(𝑥𝑦) � . But, 𝑉 and 𝑉 [𝐺] have the same sequences of elements of 𝑉 of length less than 𝜆, and so in 𝑉 [𝐺]

G |= (∀𝑥) � � qtp_A (𝑎)(𝑥) → (∃𝑦) � qtp_B (𝑎𝑏)(𝑥𝑦) � . □

4. Rigidity

There are many situations when the generics generated by forcing with an age give rise to rigid structures, even when the underlying functional structure is not rigid. In this section, we give general conditions which will ensure such generic structures are rigid.

The conditions below which ensure rigidity of the generic are an abstraction of the techniques in [Kos23] used to show rigidity of the uncountable generics for graphs, partial orders and linear orders. As we will see, the techniques in [Kos23] make fundamental use of the fact that the languages are binary.

In order to understand the motivation for the following technical definitions it is worth looking at a high level summary of the proof of rigidity, which occurs in several stages. Recall the set up is that we have languages L^− ⊆ L where L \ L^− is relational. We also have a strong Fraïssé class 𝐾 in L which satisfies the extended strong amalgamation property over L^−. Finally we have an uncountable L^−-structure M^− whose age is 𝐾 ↾_L^− .

The proof occurs in several stages. First, consider pairs (F , S) such that (a) S is a sort of L^− and where no non-identity automorphism of M^− is the identity on S^{M −} and (b) F is a subset M^− such that for two elements 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ S^{M −} and any generic structure G there is a tuple 𝑧 ∈ F such that qtp_G (𝑥𝑧) ≠ qtp_G (𝑦𝑧). We say such an F has the splitting property over 𝐾 and S as we can always split the types of elements of S using elements of F .

For such a pair any non-trivial automorphism G does not fix F . Specifically, if ℎ was a non-trivial automorphism of G that fixed F , then there must be distinct 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ S^{M −} with ℎ(𝑥) = 𝑦. But then there would a 𝑧 ∈ F with qtp_G (𝑥𝑧) ≠ qtp_G (𝑦𝑧) = qtp_G (ℎ(𝑥)ℎ(𝑧)) getting us a contradiction. Our first assumption will be that there are many such pairs (F_𝑖, S_𝑖 ) such that for distinct 𝑖, 𝑗, F_𝑖 ∩ F_𝑗 is the term closure of the empty set in M^−.

Now assume to get a contradiction that �ℎ is the name for an automorphism in the generic extension 𝑉 [𝐺]. For any such F we can find an 𝑠_F ∈ F and a B_F in our generic such that B_F forces �ℎ(𝑠_F) ≠ 𝑠_F. As there are many such F we can find a large collection such that all of B_F are isomorphic.

Using the analog of the Δ-system lemma, we can therefore find a Δ-system of elements B_F such that for any such F_0, F_1 there is an isomorphism 𝑖 : B_{F0} → B_{F1} where 𝑖 (𝑠_{F0} ) = 𝑠_{F1} and 𝑖 ( �ℎ(𝑠_{F0} )) = �ℎ(𝑠_{F1} ).

Our second assumption about the age, which we call the amalgamation of distinct 2-types property, essentially this says that whenever we have 𝑥𝑦 and 𝑥^′𝑦^′ of the same quantifier-free type we can find an amalgamation such that qtp(𝑥𝑥^′) ≠ qtp(𝑦𝑦^′). By construction qtp_{BF0} (𝑠_{F0} �ℎ(𝑠_{F0} )) = qtp_{BF1} (𝑠_{F1} �ℎ(𝑠_{F1} )). Therefore our second assumption will allow us to find an amalgamation C of B_{F0} and B_{F1} with qtp(𝑠_{F0} 𝑠_{F1} ) ≠ qtp( �ℎ(𝑠_{F0} ) �ℎ(𝑠_{F1} )). But any such C must forces that �ℎ is not an automorphism, contradicting the fact that B_{F0} forces that �ℎ is an automorphism and B_{F0} ⊆ C.

It is worth noting that in this argument we are focused on the quantifier-free type of pairs of elements. It is for this reason that in [Kos23] all the examples of rigid structures where in binary languages. In particular, the techniques do not apply, for example, to the case of a language L with a single 𝑛-ary relation (𝑛 > 2) and the age of all finite L -structure. It is though natural to ask if an uncountable generic for such a structure must be rigid? We will show by expanding our structure to add names for all 𝑛-tuples, something which fundamentally requires functions, that our techniques prove such generics are rigid.

We now turn to the definitions we will need for our main result of this section.

Definition 4.1. For a sort S ∈ L^− we say an age 𝐾 in L has the amalgamation of distinct 2-type property (over L^− and S) if whenever

(a) A, B, C ∈ 𝐾,

(b) A ⊆ B, A ⊆ C, and 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (B) ∩ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (C) = 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (A),

(c) 𝛼 : B → C is an isomorphism with 𝛼 ↾_A= id_A,

(d) 𝑥_0, 𝑥_1 ∈ S^B \ S^A are distinct elements with qtp_B (𝑥_0) = qtp_B (𝑥_1),

(e) D^− ∈ 𝐾 ↾_L^− with B ↾_L^− ⊆ D^− and C ↾_L^− ⊆ D^−, then there is a D ∈ 𝐾 such that

(f) B ⊆ D, C ⊆ D,

(g) D ↾_L^− = D^−,

(h) qtp_D (𝑥_0𝛼 (𝑥_0)) ≠ qtp_D (𝑥_1𝛼 (𝑥_1)) Note when there is only one sort we will omit mention of it.

It is worth noting that an age having the amalgamation of distinct 2-types is not enough to ensure uncountable generics are rigid, at least when L^− is not the empty language.

Example 4.2. Consider the language L^− = {𝑈 ,𝑊 } where 𝑈 and 𝑊 are unary relations. Let 𝐾^− be the age consisting of all finite L^−-structures A such that {𝑈^A,𝑊^A } is a partition of the underlying set. Let L = L^− ∪{𝐸} and let 𝐾 be the collection of finite L -structures such that if 𝐸(𝑥,𝑦) holds, then 𝑈 (𝑥) ↔ 𝑈 (𝑦).

Now suppose A, B, C, D^−, 𝑥_0, 𝑥_1, 𝛼 are in Definition 4.1. As qtp_B (𝑥_0) = qtp_B (𝑥_1) we know that either B |= 𝑈 (𝑥_0) ∧ 𝑈 (𝑥_1) or B |= 𝑊 (𝑥_0) ∧ 𝑊 (𝑥_1). In the first case, we then have D^− |= 𝑈 (𝛼 (𝑥_0)) ∧ 𝑈 (𝛼 (𝑥_1)). But as 𝛼 (𝑥_0), 𝛼 (𝑥_1) ∉ B there is a D ∈ 𝐾 with D ↾_L^− = D^−, B, C ⊆ D and D |= 𝐸(𝑥_0, 𝛼 (𝑥_0)) ∧ ¬𝐸(𝑥_1, 𝛼 (𝑥_1)).

But if B |= 𝑊 (𝑥_0) ∧𝑊 (𝑥_1), then we can also find such a D as the only restriction on the edge relation 𝐸 is that there are no edges between elements satisfying 𝑈 and elements satisfying 𝑊 . In particular this proves that 𝐾 has the amalgamation of distinct 2-type property over L^−.

Now suppose M^−_{𝜅,𝜔} is the unique L^−-structure (up to isomorphism) where |𝑈^{M −𝜅,𝜔} | = 𝜅 and |𝑊^{M −𝜅,𝜔} | = 𝜔. Suppose M is any L -structure whose age is contained in 𝐾.

If 𝑔_0 : M ↾_𝑈 M → M ↾_𝑈 M is an automorphism and 𝑔_1 : M ↾_𝑊 M → M ↾_𝑊 M is an automorphism, then 𝑔_0 ∪ 𝑔_1 : M → M is an automorphism.

Let 𝐺 be a generic for Fn(M^−_{𝜅,𝜔} ,𝐾, 𝜔) and let G be the corresponding L -structure. We then have that R = (𝑊^G, 𝐸^G ∩ (𝑊^G × 𝑊^G)) is isomorphic to the Rado graph. Let 𝐼 be the identity on 𝑈^G and let 𝑔 be any automorphism of R in 𝑉 [𝐺]. We then have that 𝐼 ∪ 𝑔 is an automorphism of G and so G is not rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺].

In Example 4.2 we were able to find generics which were not rigid because the underlying structure had a countable set whose structure was independent of the structure of the rest of the model. The next property which we will need guarantees that can’t happen.

Definition 4.3. Suppose L is a language with sort S and 𝐾 is an age over L . We say S pins 𝐾 if whenever

• A, B ∈ 𝐾,

• 𝑖_0, 𝑖_1 : A → B are isomorphisms,

• 𝑖_0 ↾_SA = 𝑖_1 ↾_SA then 𝑖_0 = 𝑖_1.

In particular if S pins 𝐾 and M is any structure whose age is contained in 𝐾 then any non-trivial automorphism of M must move an element of S^M . The following is an important example of this.

Example 4.4. Let L^−_𝑛 = {𝑈 ,𝑊 } ∪ {𝑓 } ∪ {𝜋_𝑖 }_{𝑖 ∈ [𝑛]} where 𝑈 and 𝑊 are the sorts, 𝑓 : 𝑈^𝑛 → 𝑊 and for each 𝑖 ∈ [𝑛], 𝜋_𝑖 : 𝑊 → 𝑈 . Let 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛} be the collection of structures such that

• 𝑓 is a bijection,

• for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 , 𝑓 (𝜋_0 (𝑣), . . . , 𝜋_{𝑛−1} (𝑣)) = 𝑣.

In this example we can think of elements of 𝑊 as names for sequences of elements of 𝑈 of length 𝑛.

If M^− is a L^−-structure with age 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛} then any non-trivial automorphism of M^− must be non-trivial on 𝑊^{M −} . Therefore 𝑊 pins 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}.

Fundamental to the proof of the rigidity of generics is the fact that we can find many disjoint sets F such that, whenever there is an automorphism ℎ of the structure, there is some element 𝑠 such that the quantifier-free type of 𝑠 over F is different than the quantifier-free type of ℎ(𝑠) over F . This will ensure that any non-trivial automorphism moves some element of F . We now make precise this property.

Definition 4.5. Suppose S pins 𝐾. We say F ⊆ M^− has the splitting property (over 𝐾 and S and M^−) if whenever A ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] and 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ A^S there is a B ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] with A ⊆ B and a tuple 𝑧 ∈ B ∩ F such that qtp_B (𝑥𝑧) ≠ qtp_B (𝑦𝑧).

Note that if L^− is the one sorted language with no relations and M^− is an infinite L^−-structure then every infinite subset F ⊆ M^− (of sufficient size) has the splitting property over any non-trivial age. As such this is a property which only is needed in the proofs when the language L^− is non-trivial.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose 𝑉 is a model of ZFC in which the following hold.

• 𝜅 and 𝜆 are cardinals with 𝜅^{<𝜆} = 𝜅 and 𝑛 ∈ 𝜔,

• L^− ⊆ L with | L^− | ≤ 𝜅 and L \ L^− relational.

• 𝐾 and 𝐾 ↾_L^− are 𝜆-bounded strong Fraïssé classes and 𝐾 has extended strong amalgamation over L^−,

• for all A ∈ 𝐾 there are, up to isomorphism which fix A, at most 𝜅-many elements B ∈ 𝐾 with A ⊆ B.

• 𝐾 ↾_L^− is a strong Fraïssé class.

• M^− |= Fr_𝜆 (𝐾 ↾_L^− )

• there is a collection of sorts {S_𝑖 : 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+}, a collection of sorts {T_𝑖 : 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+}, and a collection of sets {F_𝑖 : 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+} such that for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^∗ ∘ F_𝑖 ⊆ S^{M −}_𝑖 and F_𝑖 ∈ 𝑉

∘ 𝐾 has the amalgamation of distinct 2-type property over L^− and S_𝑖 ,

∘ T_𝑖 pins 𝐾

∘ F_𝑖 has splitting property over 𝐾 and T_𝑖 , and (∀𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅) 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (F_𝑖 ) ∩ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (F_𝑗 ) = 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (tcl_M − (∅)) Then whenever 𝐺 is a generic for Fn(M^−,𝐾 ↾_L^− , 𝜆) over 𝑉 , � 𝐺 is rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺].

Proof. Let G = � 𝐺. Suppose, to get a contradiction, this result fails. Then there must be some name �ℎ for Fn(M^−,𝐾, 𝜆) in 𝑉 and A ∈ 𝐺 such that A ⊩_{Fn(M} −_{,𝐾,𝜆)} �ℎ is a non-trivial automorphism of G.

We now show that for each F_𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 the automorphism given by �ℎ^𝐺 is not the identity on those F_𝑖.

Claim 4.7. Suppose T pins 𝐾, F ⊆ M^− with F ∈ 𝑉 and F has splitting property over M^− and T . Then 𝑉 [𝐺] |= �ℎ^𝐺 ↾_F≠ id Proof. Suppose to get a contradiction that �ℎ^𝐺 ↾_F= id. Let 𝑠, 𝑡 ∈ T^{M −} be distinct with �ℎ^𝐺 (𝑠) = 𝑡.

Let B ∈ 𝐺 such that A ⊆ B and B ⊩_{Fn(M} −_{,𝐾,𝜆)} �ℎ(𝑠) = 𝑡. Let A^− = A ↾_L^− . Let 𝐸 be the collection of E ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] such that

• B ⊆ E,

• 𝑠, 𝑡 ∈ E,

• (∃𝑧_E ∈ E ∩ F ) qtp_E (𝑠𝑧_E ) ≠ qtp_E (𝑡𝑧_E)}.

Then 𝐸 is dense below B because F has the splitting property with respect to M^− and T and 𝑠, 𝑡 ∈ T^{M −} . Therefore there must be some D ∈ 𝐺 ∩ 𝐸. But then qtp_G (𝑠𝑧_D ) = qtp_G ( �ℎ^𝐺 (𝑠) �ℎ^𝐺 (𝑧_D )) = qtp_E (𝑡𝑧_D ), contradicting the fact that D ∈ 𝐸. □ By the claim, for each 𝑖 ∈ 𝜅^+, there are B_𝑖 ∈ 𝐾, 𝑠_𝑖 ∈ M^− and 𝑡_𝑖 ∈ M^− such that A ⊆ B_𝑖, 𝑠_𝑖 ∈ F_𝑖 and B_𝑖 ⊩_{Fn(M} −_{,𝐾,𝜆)} �ℎ(𝑠_𝑖 ) = 𝑡_𝑖 and 𝑡_𝑖 ≠ 𝑠_𝑖 .

Further as the F_𝑖 are disjoint outside tcl_M − (∅) and tcl_M − (∅) is fixed by any automorphism of M^− we must have 𝑠_𝑖 ≠ 𝑠_𝑗 for 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅^+.

But then by Lemma 3.3 we can find an 𝐼 ⊆ 𝜅^+ with |𝐼 | = 𝜅^+ such that for all 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼, A, B_𝑖, B_𝑗 satisfy Definition 4.1 (b). Further, as there are at most 𝜅-many extensions of A up to isomorphism we can assume 𝐼 was chosen so that Definition 4.1 (c) holds as well. Let 𝛼_{𝑖,𝑗} be an isomorphism from B_𝑖 to B_𝑗 guaranteed by Definition 4.1 (c). As each B_𝑖 must have cardinality ≤ 𝜅, we can further assume without loss of generality that 𝛼_{𝑖,𝑗} (𝑠_𝑖 ) = 𝑠_𝑗 and 𝛼_{𝑖,𝑗} (𝑡_𝑖 ) = 𝑡_𝑗 for all 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼.

For 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼 let D^−_{𝑖,𝑗} be the substructure of M^− generated by 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (B_𝑖 ) ∪ 𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡𝑠𝑒𝑡 (B_𝑗 ). Then Definition 4.1 (d) and (e) hold. Therefore there must be a D ∈ 𝐾 [M^−] such that D ↾_L^− = D^−, B_𝑖 ⊆ D, B_𝑗 ⊆ D and qtp_D (𝑠_𝑖𝑠_𝑗 ) ≠ qtp_D (𝑡_𝑖𝑡_𝑗 ).

But then

D ⊩_{Fn(M} −_{,𝐾,𝜆)} �ℎ is not an isomorphism

getting us our contradiction. □

We now give some examples of how to apply Proposition 4.6

Example 4.8. Suppose F is a finite field. Let L^−_F and 𝐾^−_F be the language and age in Example 1.1 associated to finite vector spaces over F.

For 𝜅 a cardinal let M^−_{F,𝜅} be the L^−_F -structure with age 𝐾^−_F which is a 𝜅-dimensional F-vector space. Note M^−_{F,𝜅} |= Fr_𝜔 (𝐾^−_F ) whenever 𝜅 is infinite.

Let L = L^−_F ∪{𝑅} where 𝑅 is a binary relation. Let 𝐾 be the age in L such that for all A ∈ 𝐾

• A ↾_L^−_F ∈ 𝐾^−_F ,

• For every embedding 𝑖 : M^−_{F,2} → A ↾_L^−_F there is a unique pair of independent elements 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ M^−_{F,2} such that A |= 𝑅(𝑖 (𝑎), 𝑖 (𝑏)).

We can think of 𝐾 as the age of vector spaces over F where we have, for ever 2-dimensional subspace, a distinguished orientation.

Note it is straightforward to check that both 𝐾^−_F and 𝐾 are strong Fraïssé classes and that 𝐾 has the extended strong amalgamation property over L^−_F .

To show that 𝐾 has the amalgamation of distinct 2-types property we now let A, B, C, D^−, 𝛼, 𝑥_0, 𝑥_1, S be as in Definition 4.1 where S is the unique sort and L^− = L^−_F . Let 𝑊_0 be the vector space generated by 𝑥_0𝛼 (𝑥_0) and 𝑊_1 be the vector space generated by 𝑥_1𝛼 (𝑥_1). Note that 𝑊_0 ∩ B consists of the 1-dimensional vector space containing 𝑥_0 and similarly 𝑊_1 ∩ B consists of the 1-dimensional vector space containing 𝑥_1. Therefore 𝑅 does not holds of any tuple in 𝑊_0 ∩ B nor of any tuple in 𝑊_1 ∩ B. Therefore there must be some D ∈ 𝐾 [D^−] where D |= 𝑅(𝑥_0𝛼 (𝑥_0)) and D |= ¬𝑅(𝑥_1𝛼 (𝑥_1)). Such a D witnesses the amalgamation of distinct 2-types property.

Now let (F_𝑖)_{𝑖 ∈𝜅}+ be a collection of infinite dimensional subspaces of M^−_{𝐹,𝜅+} such

that for 𝑖 < 𝑗 ∈ 𝜅^+, F_𝑖 ∩ F_𝑗 = {𝑣^M − 𝐹 ,𝜅+

0 }. It is immediate that each F_𝑖 has the splitting property for amalgamation property (with respect to S).

Therefore, by Proposition 4.6, if 𝐺 is a generic for Fn(M^−_{F,𝜅+} ,𝐾, 𝜔) over 𝑉 , � 𝐺 is rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺]. In other words if we choose the orientations of 2-dimensional subspaces generically the result is a rigid structure.

Note Example 4.8 was only done for 2-dimensional subspaces. This is because the conditions which go into Proposition 4.6 only talk about pairs of elements. The following example gives us a way, sometimes, to get around this limitation. In particular this will allow us to show if 𝑅 is a 𝑛-ary relation (with 𝑛 ≥ 5), 𝐾_𝑅 is the age consisting of all finite structures in the language {𝑅}, and N^− is the 𝜅-sized structure in the empty language than any generic for Fn(N^−,𝐾_𝑅, 𝜔) gives rise to a rigid structure. This generalizes Theorem 4 of [Kos23] to the higher arity case.

Example 4.9. Let 𝑛 ≥ 5 and L^−_{𝑠,𝑛} and 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛} be as in Example 4.4. Let L_{𝑠,𝑛} = L^−_{𝑠,𝑛} ∪{𝑅} where 𝑅 is a relation of arity 𝑈^𝑛. Let 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} be the age in L_{𝑠,𝑛} consisting of all elements whose restriction to L^−_{𝑠,𝑛} is in 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}. Elements of 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} can be thought of as arbitrary structures in the language {𝑅} along with names for each sequence of length 𝑛.

It is immediate that 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} is a strong Fraïssé class as 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛} is a strong Fraïssé class. It is also immediate that 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} has the extended strong amalgamation property over L_{𝑠,𝑛}. Also, note that the sort 𝑊 pins 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}.

If M^−_{𝑠,𝑛} is a L^−_{𝑠,𝑛}-structure such that M^−_{𝑠,𝑛} |= Fr_𝜔 (𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}) then M^− is completely determined, up to isomorphism, by its cardinality. For 𝜅 an infinite cardinal let M^−_𝜅 |= Fr_𝜔 (𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}) be the unique model (up to isomorphism) where |M^−_𝜅 | = 𝜅.

To show that 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} has the amalgamation of distinct 2-types property we now let A, B, C, D^−, 𝛼, 𝑥_0, 𝑥_1, S be as in Definition 4.1 where S = 𝑊 and L^− = L^−_{𝑠,𝑛}. For 𝑖 ∈ [𝑛] let 𝑦_𝑖 = 𝜋_𝑖 (𝑥_0) and 𝑧_𝑖 = 𝜋_𝑖 (𝑥_1). There must be some ℓ ∈ [𝑛] such that 𝑦_ℓ ≠ 𝑧_ℓ . As 𝑛 ≥ 5 we can assume without loss of generality that ℓ > 3. There also must be some 𝑘_0, 𝑘_1 ∈ [𝑛] such that 𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘0} ), 𝛼 (𝑧_{𝑘1} ) ∉ B as otherwise 𝛼 (𝑥_0), 𝛼 (𝑦_1) ∈ B. This then implies that 𝑦_{𝑘0} , 𝑧_{𝑘1} ∉ C.

Define 𝑎 = 𝑓 (𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘0} ), 𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘1} ), 𝑦_{𝑘0} ,𝑦_{𝑘1} , . . . ,𝑦_ℓ, . . . ,𝑦_{𝑛−1}) and define 𝑏 = 𝑓 (𝛼 (𝑧_{𝑘0} ), 𝛼 (𝑧_{𝑘1} ), 𝑧_{𝑘0} , 𝑧_{𝑘1} , . . . , 𝑧_ℓ, . . . , 𝑧_{𝑛−1}).

Note that 𝑎 ≠ 𝑏 as 𝑦_ℓ ≠ 𝑧_ℓ . Further 𝑎 ∉ {𝑥_0, 𝑥_1} as 𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘0} ) ∉ B and 𝑎 ∉ {𝛼 (𝑥_0), 𝛼 (𝑥_1)} as 𝑦_{𝑘0} ∉ C. We have similar conclusions about 𝑏.

Therefore there is some D ∈ 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} [D^−] with B ⊆ D, C ⊆ D and

D |= 𝑅(𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘0} ), 𝛼 (𝑦_{𝑘1} ),𝑦_{𝑘0} ,𝑦_{𝑘1} , . . . ,𝑦_ℓ, . . . ,𝑦_{𝑛−1})∧¬𝑅(𝛼 (𝑧_{𝑘0} ), 𝛼 (𝑧_{𝑘1} ), 𝑧_{𝑘0} , 𝑧_{𝑘1} , . . . , 𝑧_ℓ, . . . , 𝑧_{𝑛−1}).

Therefore 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} has the amalgamation of distinct 2-types property.

Note a more detailed analysis of which elements of 𝑎 and 𝑏 were in A would have shown that 𝐾_{𝑠,4} and 𝐾_{𝑠,3} had amalgamation of distinct 2-types property. However such an analysis would not have added much to the example. In contrast, 𝐾_{𝑠,2} does not have amalgamation of distinct 2-types property. To see this consider 𝑥_0 = 𝑓 (𝑦_0,𝑦_1) and 𝑥_1 = 𝑓 (𝑦_0, 𝑧_1) with 𝑦_1, 𝑧_1 ∈ A. Then qtp_D (𝑦_0,𝑦_1, 𝛼 (𝑦_0), 𝛼 (𝑦_1)) = qtp_D (𝑦_0, 𝑦_1, 𝛼 (𝑦_0), 𝑦_1) which is completely determined by qtp_D (𝑦_0, 𝛼 (𝑦_0)), B and C. But we similarly have qtp_D (𝑦_0, 𝑧_1, 𝛼 (𝑦_0), 𝛼 (𝑧_1)) = qtp_D (𝑦_0, 𝑧_1, 𝛼 (𝑦_0), 𝑧_1) which is also completely determined by qtp_D (𝑦_0, 𝛼 (𝑦_0)), B and C.

Let 𝑃 be a partition of 𝑈^{M −𝑠,𝜅+} into countable infinite sets. For 𝑝 ∈ 𝑃 let F_𝑝 = {𝑓 (𝑥_0, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1}) : 𝑥_0 ∈ 𝑝 ∧ 𝑥_1, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1} ∈ 𝑈^{M −𝑠,𝜅+} }. Now let A ∈ 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} [M^−_{𝑠𝜅+} ] and let 𝑎_0, 𝑎_1 ∈ 𝑊^A be distinct. As A is finite, given any 𝑝 ∈ 𝑃 we can find an 𝑏 ∈ F_𝑝 such that 𝜋_0 (𝑏) ∉ A. We can therefore find a B ∈ 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} [M^−_{𝑠,𝜅+} ] with A ⊆ B such that

B |= 𝑅(𝜋_0 (𝑏), 𝜋_1 (𝑎_0), . . . , 𝜋_{𝑛−1} (𝑎_0)) ∧ ¬𝑅(𝜋_0 (𝑏), 𝜋_1 (𝑎_1), . . . , 𝜋_{𝑛−1} (𝑎_1)).

Therefore F_𝑝 has the splitting property over 𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛} and 𝑊 . Further, for 𝑝_0, 𝑝_1 ∈ 𝑃 distinct, we have F_{𝑝0} ∩ F_{𝑝1} = ∅. Therefore, as |𝑃 | = 𝜅^+, we can apply Proposition 4.6 to get whenever 𝐺 is a generic for Fn(M^−_{𝑠,𝜅+} ,𝐾_{𝑠,𝑛}, 𝜔) over 𝑉 , � 𝐺 is rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺].

Finally, suppose L^−_∗ = {𝑈 } where 𝑈 is a sort and L_∗ = L^−_∗ ∪{𝑅} where 𝑅 is a relation of type 𝑈^𝑛. If M^− is an L^−_∗ structure then there is a unique expansion of M^− to a L^−_{𝑠,𝑛}-structure whose age is in 𝐾^−_{𝑠,𝑛}. Similarly if M is a L_∗-structure then there is a unique expansion of M to a L_{𝑛,𝑠} -structure whose age is in 𝐾_{𝑛,𝑠} . Therefore if 𝐾_𝑅 is the age consisting of all L_∗-structures and N^−_𝜅∗ is the unique L^−_∗ -structure of size 𝜅^+, whenever 𝐺 is a generic for Fn(N^−_{𝜅+} ,𝐾_𝑅, 𝜔) over 𝑉 , � 𝐺 is rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺].

In Example 4.9, we showed that forcing with arbitrary structures in a relation of arity ≥ 5 results in a rigid structure in the generic extension. This required us to have access to function symbols to name the tuples and so, even though the structures we are interested in, i.e. L_∗-structures, are in a relational language, we needed to be able to deal with function symbols to show the rigidity (at least if we wanted to use these techniques).

Note though that we dealt with arbitrary L_∗-structures and the techniques we applied do not immediately generalize to deal with symmetric 𝑛-hypergraphs. There are two natural approaches one might try to generalized these techniques. First one could have names for all tuples of length 𝑛 and then simply require that whenever the relation holds it must hold of all permutations of its arguments. This however would cause a problem as if 𝑎, 𝑏 were names of permutations of the same tuple there would be no way to distinguish them in the structure and amalgamation of distinct 2-types property would fail.

The second natural approach one might try is to provide elements which “name” a set of size 𝑛, instead of sequences. However in this case there is no obvious way to recover the elements of the set from the name using just function symbols. This is because if 𝑦 is a name for {𝑥_0, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1}} and 𝑥_0 = 𝑡 (𝑦) for some term, then any automorphism of the structure which fixes 𝑦 also fixes 𝑥_0. This therefore adds structure to the set of elements {𝑥_0, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1}}.

We therefore have the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.10. Suppose 𝑛 ≥ 2. Let L^− be the empty language and let L_𝑛 = {𝑅} where 𝑅 is a relation of arity 𝑛. Let 𝐾_{𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑛} consist of all those finite L_𝑛structures where 𝑅 is symmetric, i.e. which satisfy � 𝜏 ∈Sym [𝑛]

(∀𝑥_0, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1}) 𝑅(𝑥_0, . . . , 𝑥_{𝑛−1}) ↔ 𝑅(𝑥_{𝜏 (0)} , . . . , 𝑥_{𝜏 (𝑛−1)} ).

Then for any uncountable cardinal 𝜅, if M^−_𝜅 is the unique L^−-structure of size 𝜅 then whenever 𝐺 is a generic for Fn(M^−_𝜅 ,𝐾_{𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑛}, 𝜔) over 𝑉 , � 𝐺 is rigid in 𝑉 [𝐺].

5. Non-Rigidity

While Proposition 4.6 gives us several examples of ages such that any generic over an uncountable structure is rigid, there are also many examples where the generics have large automorphism groups. The following proposition gives us a collection of such ages.

Definition 5.1. Suppose L is a relational language and let Φ be the collection of atomic formulas. If M is an L -structure and 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ M say M |= 𝑎 ≡ 𝑏 if

M |= (∀𝑐) � 𝜓 (𝑥,𝑦 ) ∈Φ

𝜓 (𝑎,𝑐) ↔ 𝜓 (𝑏,𝑐).

Note the following is immediate.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose L is a relational language and M is an L -structure. Suppose 𝐴 ⊆ M is an ≡^M-equivalence class. Then for any bijection 𝑓 : 𝐴 → 𝐴 the map 𝑓 ∪ id_{M\𝐴} is an automorphism of M.

Corollary 5.3. Suppose L is a relational language and M is an L -structure. If M has an ≡^M-equivalence class of size 𝜅 then there is a subgroup of Aut(M) isomorphic to Sym(𝜅).

Proposition 5.4. Suppose

• L is a countable relational language,

• 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class which is 𝜔-bounded and which has at most 𝜔many types up to isomorphism.

• M is the Fraïssé limit of 𝐾 and ≡^M is not equality.

• for 𝜅 an infinite cardinal, N_𝜅 is the unique structure on 𝜅 in the empty language.

Then if 𝐺 is any generic over 𝑉 for Fn(N_𝜅,𝐾, 𝜔) we have Sym(𝜅) is a subgroup of Aut( � 𝐺). Proof. By Lemma 2.5 and the fact that 𝐾 is a strong Fraïssé class, M has trivial group theoretic definable closure. Now suppose to get a contradiction ≡^M had a finite equivalence class {𝑎_𝑖 }_{𝑖 ∈ [𝑛]} where 𝑛 > 1. Because being in the same ≡^M - equivalence class is preserved under automorphisms, if 𝑔 ∈ Aut(M) and 𝑔(𝑎_0, . . . , 𝑎_{𝑛−2}) = (𝑎_0, . . . , 𝑎_{𝑛−2}) we must also have 𝑔(𝑎_{𝑛−1}) = 𝑎_{𝑛−1}. However this would contradict the fact that M has trivial group theoretic definable closure. Therefore every ≡^M - equivalence class must either have size 1 or be infinite. Furthermore, as ≡^M is not equality it must have an infinite equivalence class.

But by Proposition 3.5 we know that � G satisfies the Fraïssé theory of 𝐾 and so is potentially isomorphic to M. Therefore there must be some A ∈ 𝐾 and 𝑎 ∈ A such that A ⊩_{Fn(N𝜅,𝐾,𝜔 )} 𝑎 is in an infinite ≡ -equivalence class.

But then for all 𝛼 ∈ 𝜅, the collection of B such that A ⊆ B and

B ⊩_{Fn(N𝜅,𝐾,𝜔 )} (∃𝛽 > 𝛼) 𝑎 ≡ 𝛽.

is dense. Therefore in � 𝐺 we have that 𝑎 is in an ≡-equivalence class of size 𝜅.

But, by Corollary 5.3, we then have that Sym(𝜅) is a subgroup of Aut( � 𝐺) as desired. □

References

[Bar75] J. Barwise, Admissible sets and structures, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1975, An approach to definability theory, Perspectives in Mathematical Logic.

[Gol19] M. Golshani, Fraïssé limit via forcing, arXiv e-prints (2019).

[Hod93] W. Hodges, Model theory, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, vol. 42, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993.

[Kos23] Z. Kostana, Cohen-like first order structures, Ann. Pure Appl. Logic 174 (2023), no. 1, Paper No. 103172, 17.

[Kun83] K. Kunen, Set theory, Studies in Logic and the Foundations of Mathematics, vol. 102, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1983, An introduction to independence proofs, Reprint of the 1980 original.

[Mar16] D. Marker, Lectures on infinitary model theory, Cambridge University Press, New York, NY, USA, 2016.

Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA Email address: nate@aleph0.net

School of Mathematics, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), P.O. Box: 19395-5746, Tehran, Iran.

Email address: golshani.m@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, The Taft School, Watertown, CT 06795, USA

Email address: mmirabi@wesleyan.edu