
OPEN COLORINGS AND BAUMGARTNER’S AXIOM

LORENZO NOTARO

Abstract. We construct a model of MAℵ1 +OCAT where Baum-
gartner’s Axiom fails, settling a question of Farah [10, Question (a)].
Moreover, in the same model there is an ℵ1-dense set of reals which
is neither reversible nor increasing, answering a question of Marun,
Shelah, and Switzer [16, Question 4.6].

1. Introduction

Todorčević’s Open Coloring Axiom, here denoted by OCAT , is the
following statement:

For every separable metrizable space S and every open
graph G ⊆ [S]2, one of the following holds:

(1) χ(G) ≤ ℵ0, or
(2) there exists an uncountable G-clique.

This Ramsey-type dichotomy has a wide range of applications, many
of which concern rigidity phenomena for quotient structures—for in-
stance, quotient Boolean algebras, corona algebras, and the Calkin
algebra [6, 11, 12, 17, 23, 25]. A number of these applications are
obtained from the combination MAℵ1 + OCAT .

The principle OCAT is independent of ZFC: it is false under CH,
it is consistent relative to ZF, and it is implied by PFA [22, 24]. It
was inspired by similar principles introduced and studied by Abraham,
Rubin, and Shelah [1]. One of these principles bears the same name;
we denote it by OCAARS (see Section 2.2).

In [10], Farah investigated why MAℵ1 is sometimes needed to com-
plete arguments carried out under OCAT . In particular, he studied the
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2 LORENZO NOTARO

relationship between OCAT and Baumgartner’s Axiom (BA), which as-
serts that every two ℵ1-dense sets of reals are order-isomorphic. Baum-
gartner’s Axiom is a natural uncountable analogue of Cantor’s isomor-
phism theorem, which says that any two countable dense linear orders
without endpoints are isomorphic. Baumgartner proved that BA is
consistent relative to ZF in his seminal paper [3] and that it follows
from PFA [4].

Farah proved in [10] that BA does not follow from OCAT (see also
[19]), and asked whether BA follows from MAℵ1 + OCAT [10, Question
(a)]. Here we answer his question in the negative:

Theorem 1. It is consistent relative to ZF that MAℵ1 + OCAT holds,
but both BA and OCAARS fail.

It is worth noting that OCAARS is already known not to follow from
OCAT alone [20].

Our result also fits into a line of work showing that certain fragments
of PFA do not suffice to prove BA (e.g., [1, 2, 9, 13, 18]). We emphasize
that, in these models, the failure of BA is witnessed by the existence of
either a 2-entangled set of reals or an increasing set (see Section 2.3);
consequently, these are all models in which OCAT also fails (see again
Section 2.3).

The failure of BA in the model we construct to prove Theorem 1 is
witnessed by an ℵ1-dense set of reals which is not reversible (i.e., not
isomorphic to its reverse, see Section 2.1). Since OCAT prevents the
existence of increasing sets, our model also yields a negative answer
to a question of Marun, Shelah, and Switzer [16, Question 4.6], who
asked whether MAℵ1 implies that every ℵ1-dense set of reals is either
reversible or increasing1:

Corollary 2. It is consistent relative to ZF that MAℵ1 holds and there
exists an ℵ1-dense set of reals which is neither increasing nor reversible.

In Section 2, we fix notation and recall the definitions of OCAARS,
2-entangled sets, and increasing sets. Then, in Section 3, we prove our
result. We first define nonstationarily 2-entangled sequences of reals,
which satisfy a property weaker than being 2-entangled, but whose
existence suffices to imply the failure of both BA and OCAARS. In par-
ticular, the range of these sequences is a non-reversible ℵ1-dense set of
reals. We then force MAℵ1 + OCAT via a finite support iteration ar-
ranged so as to preserve the existence of a nonstationarily 2-entangled

1In [16, Question 4.6] “increasing” is replaced by “good” [16, Definition 1.5]. For
ℵ1-dense sets of reals, these two notions are equivalent: an ℵ1-dense set is good (in
the sense of [16]) if and only if it is increasing (in the sense of [1]).
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sequence using the explicit contradiction method introduced by Abra-
ham and Shelah in [2].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and Terminology. Our set-theoretic notation is stan-
dard; see, e.g., [14].

Given a set X and an (undirected) graph G ⊆ [X]2, we let χ(G) be
the chromatic number of G. Moreover, if X is a Hausdorff topological
space, we say that G ⊆ [X]2 is open if the set

{(a, b) ∈ X2 | {a, b} ∈ G}
is open with respect to the product topology on X2.

We write f : X ⇀ Y for a partial function f whose domain is
contained in X and whose range is contained in Y . A real func-
tion f : R ⇀ R is said to be increasing (resp. decreasing) if it is
order-preserving (resp. order-reversing)—i.e., x ≤ y implies f(x) ≤
f(y) (resp. f(x) ≥ f(y)) for all x, y ∈ dom(f). A function is said
to be monotone if it is either increasing or decreasing. A relation
R ⊆ R2 is said to be non-decreasing (resp. non-increasing) if for all
(x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ R, x < x′ implies y ≤ y′ (resp. y ≥ y′).

Given a binary relation R on X × Y and some x ∈ X, we denote by
Rx the set {y ∈ Y | x R y}. Similarly, given y ∈ Y , we denote by Ry

the set {x ∈ X | x R y}.
A set A ⊆ R without endpoints is ℵ1-dense if it has cardinality

ℵ1 and between every two distinct elements of A there are ℵ1-many
elements of A. Given an ℵ1-dense A ⊆ R, we denote its reverse by
A∗ = {−x | x ∈ A}. We say that A is reversible if A ∼= A∗ as linear
orders.

Given some p = (x, y) ∈ R2, we let p0 and p1 be x and y, respectively.
Next, we introduce the following binary relations on R2: given p, q ∈
R2, let

p ↗ q ⇐⇒ p0 < q0 and p1 < q1, p ↘ q ⇐⇒ p0 < q0 and p1 > q1,

p ↙ q ⇐⇒ p0 > q0 and p1 > q1, p ↖ q ⇐⇒ p0 > q0 and p1 < q1.

2.2. Abraham-Rubin-Shelah Open Coloring Axiom. The prin-
ciple OCAARS, introduced by Abraham, Rubin, and Shelah in [1], has
the following statement:

If X is a separable metrizable space of cardinality ℵ1 and
c : [X]2 → {1, . . . , n} is a continuous map, then there are
countably many Xi (i ∈ ω) such that X =

⋃
i Xi and c is

constant on each [Xi]
2.



4 LORENZO NOTARO

In particular, OCAARS implies that if A ⊆ R has size ℵ1 and f : A →
R is injective, then f is σ-monotone, i.e., it is the union of countably
many monotone subfunctions. By an unpublished result of Todorčević
(reported in [19]), the latter statement is actually equivalent to OCAARS

under p > ℵ1.
The axioms OCAT and OCAARS are mutually independent: OCAARS

does not imply OCAT (not even OCAT (ℵ1), the restriction of OCAT

to spaces of cardinality ℵ1), since OCAT (ℵ1) refutes the existence of
increasing sets [22, Proposition 8.4] while OCAARS is consistent with
their existence [1, Theorem 3.1]; on the other hand, we also know that
OCAT alone does not imply OCAARS [20, Theorem 3].

2.3. Entangled and Increasing Sets. Entangled sets were intro-
duced in [2] as particularly rigid linear orders witnessing the failure
of BA. An uncountable set of reals E ⊆ R is said to be n-entangled,
for some positive integer n > 0, if for every uncountable collection F of
strictly increasing, pairwise disjoint n-tuples of elements of E and for
every t ∈ n2, there are x, y ∈ F such that, for every i < n, xi < yi if and
only if ti = 0. An entangled set is a set of reals which is n-entangled
for every n.

Increasing sets were also introduced in [2], although they were ex-
plicitly defined in [1]. An uncountable set of reals I ⊆ R is said to be
increasing if for every positive integer n, for every uncountable collec-
tion F of pairwise disjoint n-tuples of elements of I, there are x, y ∈ F
such that xi < yi for every i < n. In particular, every entangled set is
an increasing set.

Todorčević [21] showed that entangled sets provide a powerful method
to construct counterexamples relative to various problems, such as the
productivity of chain conditions and the square bracket partition rela-
tion. The existence of entangled sets and increasing sets is independent
of ZFC: on one hand, these sets exist under CH [21, 5]; on the other
hand, they do not exist under Baumgartner’s Axiom. For recent appli-
cations and results regarding increasing and entangled sets, see, e.g.,
[7, 8, 15, 16].

Todorčević’s Open Coloring Axiom OCAT implies that there are nei-
ther increasing sets nor 2-entangled sets [22, Proposition 8.4].

3. Main result

Definition 3. A sequence E⃗ = ⟨eξ | ξ < ω1⟩ of distinct reals is nonsta-
tionarily 2-entangled if E = ran(E⃗) is ℵ1-dense and, for every injective,
monotone map without fixed points f : E ⇀ E, the set dom(f) is non-

stationary with respect to E⃗.
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From now on, a subset D ⊆ ran(E⃗) is (non)stationary with respect to

E⃗ if {ξ < ω1 | eξ ∈ D} is (non)stationary. Note that any enumeration
of a 2-entangled set of reals is nonstationarily 2-entangled.

It easily follows from Definition 3 that the range of a nonstationarily
2-entangled sequence is not reversible. Hence, the existence of these
sequences implies the failure of BA. Moreover, their existence also
implies the failure of OCAARS:

Lemma 4. If there exists a nonstationarily 2-entangled sequence, then
both BA and OCAARS fail.

Proof. The failure of BA was discussed above. Towards showing that
OCAARS also fails, fix a nonstationarily 2-entangled sequence E⃗ and let
E = ran(E⃗). Pick an injective total map without fixed points f : E →
E. It quickly follows from E⃗ being nonstationarily 2-entangled that
f cannot be σ-monotone. But OCAARS implies that f is σ-monotone
(see Section 2.2). Thus, OCAARS fails. □

Given Lemma 4 and the paragraph preceding its statement, both
Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 follow from the next theorem. The rest of
the section is devoted to its proof.

Theorem 5. It is consistent relative to ZF that MAℵ1 + OCAT holds
and there exists a nonstationarily 2-entangled sequence.

Given a graph G ⊆ [S]2 and set X ⊆ S, we let H(X,G) be the poset
of all finite subsets of X which are G-cliques ordered by reverse inclu-
sion. Moreover, given a nonstationarily 2-entangled E⃗ and a forcing
notion P , we say that P preserves E⃗ if E⃗ is nonstationarily 2-entangled
in V [G] for every V -generic filter G ⊆ P .

Proposition 6. Assume CH. Let S be a separable metrizable space and
let G ⊆ [S]2 be an open graph with χ(G) > ℵ0. Then, for every non-

stationarily 2-entangled sequence E⃗, there exists an uncountable Y ⊆ S
such that H(Y,G) is ccc and preserves E⃗.

Proof. The idea for the following forcing comes from [20]. It is a re-
finement of Todorčević’s classical forcing from [22, Theorem 4.4] (see
also [24, Theorem 2.1]).

Let ⟨Mα | α < ω1⟩ be a continuous ∈-increasing chain of count-
able elementary submodels of H(ℵ2) such that R ⊆

⋃
α<ω1

Mα and M0

contains S,G, and E⃗ = ⟨eξ | ξ < ω1⟩.
For each r ∈ R, let ht(r) be the least α < ω1 such that r ∈ Mα+1.

Note that r ̸∈ Mht(r).
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Let E = ran(E⃗) and let C ⊆ ω1 be the closed unbounded set of all
those α ∈ ω1 such that Mα∩ω1 = α. Fix a sequence ⟨xα | α ∈ C⟩ such
that, for each α ∈ C,

(1) xα ∈ S ∩ (Mα+2 \Mα+1), and
(2) xα ̸∈ A for every G-independent A ∈ P(S) ∩Mα+1.

We can construct such a sequence because, for each α ∈ C,

Mα+2 ⊨ “χ(G) > ℵ0 and Mα+1 is countable.”

We now prove that Y = {xα | α ∈ C} satisfies the desired properties.
With minor modifications, the classical argument due to Todorčević

[24, Theorem 2.1] shows that H(Y,G) is ccc (actually, powerfully ccc).

We are left to prove that H(Y,G) preserves E⃗.
In what follows, a witness is an injective monotone map without fixed

points from a subset of E to E. Let K = {eα | α ∈ C}. We now prove
that H(Y,G) forces the domain of every increasing witness to have
at most countable intersection with K, with an analogous argument
implying the same for decreasing witnesses. This clearly suffices to
show that H(Y,G) preserves E⃗.

To prove that H(Y,G) forces the domain of every increasing witness
to have at most countable intersection with K, fix any uncountable
family F of pairs (s, z) with s ∈ H(Y,G) and z ∈ (K × E) \ {(e, e) |
e ∈ K}, towards showing there are distinct (s, z), (s′, z′) ∈ F such that
s and s′ are compatible and {z, z′} is non-increasing.

We treat F as a binary relation over H(Y,G) and K×E. By passing
to an uncountable subset of F if necessary, we can suppose that there
exists an n ≥ 0 such that every condition in the domain of F has size
n. We now proceed by induction on n.

For each s ∈ dom(F), let (s0, . . . , sn−1) be the increasing enumera-
tion of s according to ht. Identifying each element of s with an element
of Sn, we may assume that some fixed basic open set U in Sn separates
all elements of dom(F).

Let us first treat the base case n = 0:

Claim 6.1. For every witness f , dom(f) ∩K is at most countable.

Proof. Let F ⊆ E2 be the closure of the graph of f . Fix a γ < ω1 such
that F ∈ Mγ. Let D be the set

{x ∈ E | (x, x) ̸∈ F and ∃!y((x, y) ∈ F ) and ∀x′∀y((x′ < x and

(x, y) ∈ F ) ⇒ (x′, y) ̸∈ F )}.
It is easy to see that F ∩ (D × E) is the graph of a witness with
domain D. Clearly, D ∈ Mγ and, by elementarity, there is a closed
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and unbounded subset B ⊆ ω1 which belongs to Mγ and which is
disjoint from {ξ < ω1 | eξ ∈ D}. Now observe that C ∩ [γ, ω1) ⊆ B:
indeed, for every β < ω1 with β ≥ γ, the set B ∩Mβ is unbounded in
ω1∩Mβ by elementarity, and therefore ω1∩Mβ ∈ B; since Mα∩ω1 = α
for every α ∈ C, we conclude that C ∩ [γ, ω1) ⊆ B. Thus, D ∩ K
is at most countable. Now, since a monotone real map has at most
countably many discontinuity points, it follows that dom(f) \D is at
most countable. Overall, dom(f) ∩K is at most countable. □

It follows from Claim 6.1 that if n = 0, then we can indeed find two
distinct z, z′ such that {z, z′} is non-increasing and (∅, z), (∅, z′) ∈ F ,
as otherwise ran(F) would be an uncountable witness with domain
contained inK. So now let us proceed with the inductive step: suppose
that our claim holds for n, towards showing that it also holds for n+1.

Suppose that for some s ∈ dom(F), the set Fs is uncountable. Then,
we are done, as by Claim 6.1 there must be two distinct z, z′ ∈ K ×E
such that {z, z′} is non-increasing and (s, z), (s, z′) ∈ F . Analogously,
if there is some z such that F z is uncountable, then, by the ccc property
of H(Y,G), there would be two distinct compatible conditions s, s′ such
that (s, z), (s′, z) ∈ F . So we restrict to the case in which F is the graph
of a partial injective map from [S]n+1 ∩ H(Y,G) into K × E, and we
treat F accordingly.

Now, if there exists some e ∈ K such that F−1({e} × E) is un-
countable, we are done: indeed, it would contain two compatible con-
ditions by the ccc property of H(Y,G). Analogously, we are done if
F−1(K × {e}) is uncountable for some e ∈ E. Hence we can further
restrict to the case in which ran(F) is the graph of a partial injective
map from K into E.

There are two (non-mutually exclusive) cases that need to be dealt
with.

Case 1: there are uncountably many (s, z) ∈ F such that ht(sn) >
ht(z0). By passing to the given uncountable subset of F , assume that
for all (s, z) ∈ F , ht(sn) > ht(z0).
Given some p ∈ E2 × Sn, and some open U ⊆ E2 × Sn such that

p ∈ U , let

U↘
p =

{
q ∈ U | p0 ↘ q0 and {pi, qi} ∈ G for all i (1 ≤ i < n)

}
,

U↖
p =

{
q ∈ U | p0 ↖ q0 and {pi, qi} ∈ G for all i (1 ≤ i < n)

}
.
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If f is a partial function from E2 × Sn to S and p ∈ E2 × Sn let

ω↘
f (p) =

⋂{
cl(f [U↘

p ]) | U ⊆ E2 × Sn open and p ∈ U
}
,

ω↖
f (p) =

⋂{
cl(f [U↖

p ]) | U ⊆ E2 × Sn open and p ∈ U
}
,

ωf (p) = ω↘
f (p) ∪ ω↖

f (p).

Consider the map f : ran(F) × Sn ⇀ S such that f(z, s ↾ n) = sn
for each (s, z) ∈ F .

Claim 6.2. There are at most countably many p ∈ dom(f) such that
f(p) ̸∈ ωf (p).

Proof. Suppose otherwise, towards a contradiction. Then, there is a
basic open U ⊆ E2 × Sn and a basic open V ⊆ S such that for un-
countably many p ∈ dom(f) we have p ∈ U and f(p) ∈ V and both
f [U↘

p ] and f [U↖
p ] are disjoint from V .

By induction hypothesis, there are distinct p, p′ ∈ dom(f) ∩ U with
p = (z, s) and p′ = (z′, s′) such that {z, z′} is non-increasing and s, s′

are compatible. Again, since we are assuming ran(F) to be the graph
of an injective map, we have either p′ ∈ U↘

p or p′ ∈ U↖
p . But then,

either f [U↘
p ] ∩ V ̸= ∅ or f [U↖

p ] ∩ V ̸= ∅, which is a contradiction. □

Hence, by shrinking F if necessary, we can assume that f(p) ∈ ωf (p)
for all p ∈ dom(f).

Let f0 be a countable dense subfunction of f . Note that ωf = ωf0 .
Let γ < ω1 be such that f0 ∈ Mγ, and pick some p = (z, s) ∈ dom(f)
such that ht ◦ f(p) ≥ γ. We have f(p) ∈ ωf (p) = ωf0(p). Either
f(p) ∈ ω↘

f0
(p) or f(p) ∈ ω↖

f0
(p) (or both). Suppose that f(p) ∈ ω↘

f0
(p)—

the other case is analogous. In particular, we have

f(p) ∈
⋃
a∈E

ω↘
f0
((z0, a), s).

Let α = ht ◦ f(p). The set A =
⋃

a∈E ω↘
f0
((z0, a), s) belongs to Mα, as

all the parameters involved in the definition of A belong to Mα. Since
f(p) ∈ A, it must be, by property (2) of the sequence ⟨xβ | β ∈ C⟩,
that A is not a G-independent set. Pick u, v ∈ A with {u, v} ∈ G
and let b, c ∈ E with b ≤ c be such that u ∈ ω↘

f0
((z0, b), s) and v ∈

ω↘
f0
((z0, c), s). Pick also two disjoint open sets U, V ⊆ S with u ∈ U

and v ∈ V such that U × V ⊆ G. Let q = (x, t) ∈ dom(f0) be such
that (z0, b) ↘ x and s, t are compatible and f(q) ∈ U . Pick some
open O ⊆ Sn such that s ∈ O and every t′ ∈ O is compatible with
t. Now pick q′ = (x′, t′) ∈ dom(f0) such that t′ ∈ O and f(q′) ∈ V
and (z0, c) ↘ x′ ↘ x. Then {x, x′} is non-increasing, the two conditions
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t∪ {f(q)} and t′ ∪ {f(q′)} are compatible and both (t∪ {f(q)}, x) and
(t′ ∪ {f(q′)}, x′) belong to F . This finishes Case 1.

Case 2: there are uncountably many (s, z) ∈ F such that ht(sn) <
ht(z0). By passing to the given uncountable subset of F , assume that
for all (s, z) ∈ F , ht(sn) < ht(z0).

Given some p ∈ Sn+1, and some open U ⊆ Sn+1 such that p ∈ U , let

Up =
{
q ∈ U | ∀i ≤ n {pi, qi} ∈ G}.

If g is a partial function from Sn+1 to E2 and p ∈ Sn+1 let

ωd
g(p) =

{
z ∈ E2 | z ∈ cl(g[Up] ∩ dz)

for all U ⊆ Sn+1 open and p ∈ U
}

for each d ∈ {↗,↘,↙,↖}. Finally, let

ωg(p) =
⋃{

ωd
g(p) | d ∈ {↗,↘,↙,↖}

}
.

Consider the map g : Sn+1 ⇀ K × E such that g(s) = z for all
(s, z) ∈ F—i.e., F is the graph of g.

It follows from the ccc property of H(Y,G) and from an argument
analogous to the one in Claim 6.2, that there are at most countably
many p ∈ dom(g) such that g(p) ̸∈ ωg(p). Hence, shrinking F if
necessary, we can assume that g(p) ∈ ωg(p) for all p ∈ dom(g).

Let g0 be a countable dense subfunction of g, and let γ < ω1 be
such that g0 ∈ Mγ. Pick some p ∈ dom(g) such that ht ◦ g(p) ≥ γ.
Let α = ht ◦ g(p). Note that α ∈ C and g(p)0 = eα. There exists a
d ∈ {↗,↘,↙,↖} such that g(p) ∈ ωd

g0
(p). Suppose that g(p) ∈ ω↗

g0
(p)—

the other three cases are analogous.

Claim 6.3. There are distinct z, z′ ∈ ω↗
g0
(p) such that {z, z′} is non-

increasing.

Proof. Suppose otherwise, towards a contradiction. Then, ω↗
g0
(p) would

be the graph of an increasing witness. Since all the parameters involved
in the definition of ω↗

g0
(p) are in Mα, we conclude that ω↗

g0
(p) ∈ Mα.

Hence, there exists a club B ⊆ ω1 with B ∈ Mα which is disjoint from
{ξ < ω1 | eξ ∈ dom(ω↗

g0
(p))}. By elementarity, ω1 ∩Mα = α ∈ B. But

since g(p) ∈ ω↗
g0
(p), in particular g(p)0 = eα is in the domain of ω↗

g0
(p).

Hence the contradiction. □

Fix z, z′ given by Claim 6.3. Now, either z ↘ z′, or z ↖ z′, or z0 = z′0,
or z1 = z′1. We treat only the case z1 = z′1 and z0 < z′0 as the others
are treated analogously. Pick some q ∈ dom(g0) such that q and p
are compatible and z ↗ g(q) and g(q) ↘ z′. Fix a U ⊆ Sn+1 such that
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p ∈ U and every s ∈ U is compatible with q. Now pick r ∈ dom(g0)∩U
such that z′ ↗ g(r) and g(q) ↘ g(r). Both pairs (q, g(q)) and (r, g(r))
belong to F , the conditions q, r are compatible, and {g(q), g(r)} is
non-increasing. This finishes Case 2 and, with it, the proof. □

Proposition 6 tells us that, under CH, we can always force an un-
countable clique in an uncountably chromatic open graph while pre-
serving a nonstationarily 2-entangled sequence. This would already
suffice to prove that OCAT is consistent with the existence of a nonsta-
tionarily 2-entangled sequence. The next proposition is key to forcing
MAℵ1 on top of OCAT via Abraham and Shelah’s explicit contradiction
method.

Proposition 7. Assume CH. Let E⃗ be a nonstationarily 2-entangled
sequence and let P be a ccc poset which does not preserve E⃗. Then,
there is a ccc poset Q which preserves E⃗ and forces P not to be ccc.

Proof. Fix a nonstationarily 2-entangled sequence E⃗ = ⟨eξ | ξ < ω1⟩
and let P be a ccc poset that does not preserve E⃗. Let E = ran(E⃗).

There must exist a P-name ḟ and a condition p ∈ P such that

p ⊩ ḟ : E ⇀ E is an injective monotone map without fixed points

and dom(ḟ) is stationary with respect to E⃗.

Let us also suppose that p forces ḟ to be increasing (the other case is
analogous). The set

X =
{
ξ < ω1 | ∃q ∈ P ∃a ∈ E (q ≤ p and q ⊩ ḟ(eξ) = a)

}
is stationary. For each ξ ∈ X, pick pξ ≤ p and aξ ∈ E such that

pξ ⊩ ḟ(eξ) = aξ. Since p forces ḟ not to have fixed points, we have
aξ ̸= eξ for each ξ ∈ X.

Consider the set W = {(eξ, aξ) | ξ ∈ X} ⊆ E2 and let H ⊆ [W ]2

be the following open graph: {z, z′} ∈ H if and only if z, z′ ∈ W and
either z ↘ z′ or z ↖ z′. We claim that H is uncountably chromatic.

Claim 7.1. χ(H) > ℵ0.

Proof. Suppose otherwise, towards a contradiction, and let (fn)n∈ω be
a sequence of increasing maps such that

⋃
n fn = W . We now prove

that for each n ∈ ω, there exists an at most countable set Dn ⊆ E such
that fn ↾ (E \Dn) is injective.

First note that for each a ∈ E the set {ξ ∈ X | aξ = a} is at most
countable, being an antichain of P .
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Moreover, as fn is monotone, there are at most countably many
a ∈ E such that f−1

n ({a}) is not a singleton. Hence, the set

Dn =
⋃{

f−1
n ({a}) | a ∈ E and |f−1

n ({a})| > 1
}

is at most countable, and fn ↾ (E \Dn) is injective.

Since we are assuming E⃗ to be nonstationarily 2-entangled, this
means that dom(fn) is nonstationary with respect to E⃗ for each n,
which is a contradiction, as X would be the union of countably many
nonstationary sets. □

By Proposition 6, there exists a ccc poset Q, which preserves E⃗
and that adds an uncountable H-clique over W—that is, it adds an
uncountable, injective, and decreasing map whose graph is contained
in W . But this means that Q forces the existence of an uncountable
antichain in P . □

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. We start with a model of V = L and we let E⃗ be
any enumeration of some 2-entangled set—recall that the existence of
an entangled set follows from CH (see Section 2.3).

With the aid of ♢({α < ω2 | cof(α) = ω1}), we use the well-known
finite support iteration ⟨Pα, Q̇α | α < ω2⟩ that forces MAℵ1 + OCAT

(see, e.g., [24, p. 142]): if α has countable cofinality, we let Q̇α be
the Pα-name designated by the bookkeeping function—whose role is to
ensure that MAℵ1 is forced—which is forced to be a ccc poset; if α has
uncountable cofinality, and Ġ is the Pα-name, guessed by our diamond
sequence, which is forced to be an uncountably chromatic open graph
over some separable metrizable space, we let Q̇α be the Pα-name of
some ccc poset that adds an uncountable clique to Ġ. However, we
have an additional concern: to preserve E⃗.
Suppose that α has countable cofinality and that Pα is defined and

preserves E⃗. Let Ṙ be the designated Pα-name for a ccc poset given
by our bookkeeping function. If Pα forces Ṙ to preserve E⃗, then we let
Q̇α = Ṙ; otherwise, we let Q̇α be the Pα-name for the poset given by
Proposition 7, which preserves E⃗ and destroys the ccc property of Ṙ.
Now suppose that α has uncountable cofinality and that Pα is de-

fined and preserves E⃗. Let Q̇α be the Pα-name for the poset given by
Proposition 6 that preserves E⃗ and forces an uncountable clique to the
uncountably chromatic open graph guessed by our diamond sequence.

To prove that Pω2 preserves E⃗, it suffices to show that Pα preserves

E⃗ for all α < ω2. We do so by induction on α.
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If α is successor, then the preservation of E⃗ follows by inductive
hypothesis and by construction.

Now suppose that α is limit of countable cofinality. Let G ⊆ Pα be
a V -generic filter and fix some injective monotone map f : E ⇀ E
without fixed points in V [G]. There are (fn)n∈ω such that f =

⋃
n fn

and fn ∈ V [G ∩ Pαn ] for some αn < α. By induction hypothesis, the

domain of each fn is nonstationary with respect to E⃗ (in V [G ∩ Pαn ]
and, a fortiori, in V [G]). Hence, the domain of f is nonstationary with

respect to E⃗ in V [G] and Pα preserves E⃗.
Now suppose that α is limit of uncountable cofinality. Let G ⊆ Pα

be a V -generic filter and fix some injective monotone map f : E ⇀ E
without fixed points in V [G]. If we let F be the closure of the graph
of f , there exists some β < α such that F ∈ V [G ∩ Pβ]. Arguing as in
Claim 6.1, there is a set D ⊆ E in V [G∩Pβ] such that F ∩ (D×E) is a
witness and dom(f)\D is at most countable. By induction hypothesis,

D is nonstationary with respect to E⃗ in V [G ∩ Pβ], and, a fortiori, in
V [G]. We conclude that dom(f) is also nonstationary with respect to

E⃗ in V [G]. Overall, Pα preserves E⃗ and we are done. □
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peró-Mota’s finitely proper forcing axiom and entangled sets of
reals”. In: Fund. Math. 251.1 (2020), pp. 35–68. issn: 0016-2736,
1730-6329.

[19] Justin T. Moore. “Weak diamond and open colorings”. In: J.
Math. Log. 3.1 (2003), pp. 119–125. issn: 0219-0613,1793-6691.

[20] Justin T. Moore. “Some remarks on the Open Coloring Axiom”.
In: Ann. Pure Appl. Logic 172.5 (2021), Paper No. 102912, 6.
issn: 0168-0072, 1873-2461.
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