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1 \EFEMN
definition 1.1. A = (A, R,...) ZA/ASFHEDOME T RC A 29 L3 5.
o ANZAT (k,\) THBLIE, |Al=r |R|=\2ilETEEDILE NS,
Léwenheim-Skolem O EHLZBH/-HDEE X 5.
definition 1.2.

o (K, \) = (V) & EROXA T (k,\) AITBWT, DX 7 (u,v) BBFELT DB <A 2ili=7d.

o (K, \) = (u, < V) S EBDXA T (K, \) AITEWVWT, H2X41 7 (1,0) (0 <v) BHWEFMLELTB <A
7.

e Chang’s Conjecture £ 1% (wa,w1) — {(w1,w) 2K,

remark 1. (wo,wr) = (w1,w) & {wo,w1) = (w1, <wy) LAETH 3.
T T IVHERIABER 2 D IS A G DR E LRI 5 Z 2 bnd.

definition 1.3. § — [a]j _, & EED [ [B]7 = 0 ZBWVT, H2 H € [B]* BFELT |f” [H]| <n
Zi7=9.

theorem 1.4. A<k, w<v<pu<k &3 5. LATH{E,

1k, A) = (1, <v)

2.k — W32,

Proof. (1) = (2)) f: [1]<“— A AR E 5. BEA = (k, A, €, f[K]") new EBWTIEL D, H € [1]"
CANH| <v 2D (HANH, €, fI[H new <A LHBESREDIENG. 0 HIERDBEHD L%
TW5.

((2) = (1) A= (A, R,.) RXAT (0, A) 5 5. A=r, R=A2LTHE. {hn|ncw) % ADE
BB U TR U 72 Skolem BB DIEL 5. h, & k(n)-ZHEEE LT Ek(n) <n 23 LTLW.



fkY—= A %,
hn(£17 “fk(n)) (ﬁﬁb) <ADE %)

0 (o.w.) ©

f1s8n) = {

LEHTD. PELD H € [r]* & [fH| <vi#mdE5lhd. B =, k" [H¥NY &F52L
|IBl=pTHb, \NBC fI[H<Y &0 |ANB| <v %ifi’=3. WM (B,ANB,..) <ALHxoTn5. O

definition 1.5. MEREL k ' Ramsey & £ — (k)5 Ziii727.
proposition 1.6. BPAR[E{H

1. K : Ramsey
2. fERD v <k IZBVT, k — (k)59 HILH LD,

Proof. ((2) — (1)) E&#LVHS A
(1) = (2) 2 f:[k]Y—> 7 (v < k) ZERICHNS. FziZa# g: [(]<Y—> 22RO LS IEHT 2.

0 (1 =2m A f(E1, ) = [(Emtrs ) DL )

1 (o.w.) ©

k : Ramsey &b, H € [k]® %#42%] g ® homogeneous BEH LTS, n=2m IZBEVT, vy < k &,
s,t € [H]™ T max(s) < min(t) 7D f(s) = f(t) RD2EDOPFHLT S, 2l g DEFHFRELY g(sUt) =0
b HOWY fins g’[H]" = {0} BEOLD. ZOLELEED u,v € [H™IZBWT, w € [H™
7Y max(u), max(v) < min(w) &3R5 XS5 CHND. H DI &Y gluUw) = glvUw), g DEHFLD
flu)=f(v) = f(w). ® A H 135 f ® homogeneous HHEATHH 5. O

definition 1.7. #i&E M 2B WT, 2IERHAES (X, <) (X C M) HEE M 23 280 A 585 TH 5
Lid, EEOFHMN (v, ..v,) EEED X DFla; < .. <zp & 41 < .. < yYp LT M E @z, ..., T4
S MEOY1, s yn] BERONDZEE NS,

proposition 1.8. DATR[EH

1. xk: Ramsey
2. TEOARASHEOME M TRCMBEDIZOVWT, B kO M KT 2HAIAHES X € (k)" A
5.

Proof. ((1) = (2)) EERDEZ LT % {¢, [n e w} £ T2 : & ¢, % BHEEZ vy, .00, ULPRRT
k(n) <n %l &3 5.
DEf K]S 2 2 BROEDIZERT S,

1 (ow.) ©

f(&, . 6n) = {

5E f O A X k O homogeneous REE H 1F M OFHIAGES L > TW5.
((2) = (1)) 2EI f : [£]<Y = 212BWT, WTRESEFOME (k, €, f|[£]")new PEZT £ © M IZHT 2554
REEFI X € [k]" 1&43#] f D homogeneous REA L > TV 5. O

theorem 1.9. Con(ZFC + 3x : Ramsey) — Con(ZFC + Chang’s Conjecture)

2



Proof. k % Ramsey &5 5. V1 X rk RiDLIMEFIZ & B58HIZ X > T k ¥ Ramsey TH B Z & IFIEI 1
W7z, UF MA+-CH 2RET 5. FIEF P % dom(p) Cwy X £ 2T RTD (o, f) € dom(p) IZHW
T p({a, B)) € B &= TEABITE 5T ZG-T L OB EDOLRARDELL T S.

o [{8]3a((a, B) € dom(p))}| < w1
e sup{a|35((«, B) € dom(p))} < wy

B IZEAEDHETANDS., ZDEE P k-cc 2D w-FAT Kk % wy IZET.

pEPMpI- f:[Wo]“W—uwy 27T L EIZ, HD p DAL p* & P-name 7 BFFEL T p* IF (|7 [7]<¥] <
WA |T| =wy) 27232 & E2 R I,

R R C ([k]<Y xwy xP) ZIRD XS 1ZED 5.

o (2,0,9) e R q<pAql-f(&)=9¢

F %V, O&BICELUTHUZ Skolem DKL T5. i M = (V,,€,w,P,p, R, F) BT,
K : Ramsey & 0 M DY+ X k OFBIAGESN H C k BHINS. #BIARRES] H OHID S wi MD7LEEY, Z
D M TO Skolem FHEDHEMBNHE L N = (B, c€,...) £$5. N<MTH5.

BNw ZAHEESTHS : £9 H OBBIAREED?S t 2 n ZBUHEL L, Z2<ye"HIZBWVT, t(T) <w;
BolXt(z) =t(y) THD. LEDP>TBNw DERDILIEH S n BHIEHL & H ODEHDOES w DIDH
RAADIL» 75 T BFEELT H(Z) DR THRES. #HE M BIWESETH 7015 BNw, IFTTEELT
H5.

PN B X w-cc 27z :PNB AV A X w OXEEFRFOLINET S, ZOLEHBIHL TR I <Y E
"HAB)IZBWT HZ) & t(f) PN B OELARWIEE D LI BREDBEETS. N < M Thozh
5, PIEMELD PIEYA Xk ORKBERED rk-cc THD I LIZFG.

HFEMELD, TRTOD 2z e BNK[<YIZBWT D, ={q|q¢<pA3B(B € BNnuwiAql- f(&)=p)} IEPNB
ZBWT p URTH%. £72 [BN [k~ <w; &Y MA+-CH OKE»S (PN B)-Y=3x Vv GHEH
5. BNw ZAERD P OKL2S (G e PAEO D, ZOLE |G <ph2WEELY Bnk=X &
T2 UG (X)), Plkw-B&D X ZV[GIEBWTHIETHESTH . O

Z 2 & > T Chang’s conjecture DEF EMDTRE O ERPEREBZ L > THEZX 5Nz,

ZE 3R
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