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kgrounds and results.For
ing absoluteness is one of the 
entral topi
s in set theory and it 
onne
ts many areas in set theory whileregularity properties are ni
e properties for sets of reals whi
h have been deeply investigated for many years.There is a 
lose 
onne
tion between for
ing absoluteness and regularity properties, e.g. all the �13-formulasare absolute between V and its Cohen for
ing extensions i� every �12-set of reals has the Baire propertyi� for any real a, there is a Cohen real over L[a℄. The same kind of equivalen
e holds for random for
ingand Lebesgue measurability, He
hler for
ing and the Baire property for dominating topology, and Mathiasfor
ing and Ramsey property et
. In my master's thesis [3℄, I proved the equivalen
e for Sa
ks for
ing andBernstein property (a set of reals has the Bernstein property if it or the 
omplement of it 
ontains a perfe
tset). In this 
ase, the statement for generi
 reals 
annot be added to the equivalen
e, i.e. the statement \forany real a, there is a Sa
ks real over L[a℄" is stronger than the other two statements. Instead, the statement\for any real a there is a real whi
h is not in L[a℄" is equivalent to them. Re
ently, I have su

eeded tointrodu
e a large 
lass of for
ing notions from ea
h of whi
h we 
an de�ne the 
orresponding regularityproperty and to prove the equivalen
e in ea
h 
ase in a uniform way. This 
lass 
ontains all the pra
ti
alfor
ing notions and this result implies the unknown equivalen
e for some for
ings (e.g. Miller for
ing andSilver for
ing). Also this result solves one open question in the paper \Silver measurability and its relationto other regularity properties" by Brendle, Halbeisen and L�owe [2℄.2. Future dire
tions and questions(a) Generi
 reals.Although the existen
e of generi
 reals for L is too strong for the equivalen
e in the 
ase of Sa
ksfor
ing as I mentioned above, we have a weaker notion of generi
 reals so 
alled \quasi-generi
 reals"and for these reals, the equivalen
e for the three statements holds even in the 
ase of Sa
ks for
ing.The question is if we 
an generalize this relationship of three statements up to any for
ing in the 
lassI have introdu
ed. The answer is true if we restri
t our attention to 


 �12 for
ings.(b) Higher level for
ing absoluteness and regularity properties.The relation I have mentioned is only for �13-for
ing-absoluteness and regularity properties for �12sets of reals. The question is if we 
an generalize this relationship up to �1n+1-for
ing-absolutenessand regularity properties for �1n sets of reals. When n = 3, we have aÆrmative answers for Cohenfor
ing, random for
ing and Sa
ks for
ing although we need large 
ardinal assumptions. The goal ofthis question is to �nd the optimal assumption to prove the equivalen
e for ea
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