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Formulas and properties*

S.V. Sudoplatov

Abstract

We study links between first-order formulas and arbitrary properties for families of
theories, classes of structures and their isomorphism types. Possibilities for ranks and
degrees for formulas and theories with respect to given properties are described. Charac-
teristics for generic sentences and generic theories with respect to properties are described
and characterized.
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First-order formulas are used to express semantic and syntactic definable properties. Since
in general there are more natural properties than definable ones, these formulas can express
them in a partial way. In the present paper we study links between formulas and arbitrary
properties, consider characteristics reflecting measures of their correspondence.

The paper is organized as follows. Preliminary notions, notations and results are rep-
resented in Section 1. In Section 2 we consider links between formulas and properties for
semantic and syntactic families. We study and characterize these links with respect to con-
structions of formulas, set-theoretic operations and closures. In Section 3 we study, character-
ize and describe rank values and degree values for formulas with respect to given properties.
In Section 4, we describe spectra for cardinalities of definable properties. In Section 5, generic
sentences and theories with respect to properties are introduced, and their links and ranks
and described.

Throughout we use the standard terminology in Mathematical Logic [I], notions, nota-
tions and results of [2] [3] [4].

1 Preliminaries

Let ¥ be a language. If 3 is relational we denote by Tyx; the family of all theories of the
language X. If ¥ contains functional symbols f then Ty is the family of all theories of the
language Y/, which is obtained by replacements of all n-ary symbols f with (n + 1)-ary
predicate symbols Ry interpreted by Ry = {(a,b) | f(a) = b}.

Following [2] we define the rank RS(-) for families 7 C Ty, similar to Morley rank for a
fixed theory, and a hierarchy with respect to these ranks in the following way.

By F(X) we denote the set of all formulas in the language > and by Sent(X) the set of
all sentences in F'(X).

For a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) we denote by 7, the set of all theories T' € T with ¢ € T'.
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Any set T, is called the y-neighbourhood, or simply a neighbourhood, for T, or the (¢-
)definable subset of 7. The set T, is also called (formula- or sentence-)definable (by the
sentence @) with respect to T, or (sentence-)T-definable, or simply s-definable.

Definition [2]. For the empty family 7 we put the rank RS(7") = —1, for finite nonempty
families 7 we put RS(7) = 0, and for infinite families 7 — RS(7) > 1.

For a family 7 and an ordinal « = 8+ 1 we put RS(7) > « if there are pairwise
inconsistent (7 )-sentences ¢y, n € w, such that RS(7,,) > 8, n € w.

If o is a limit ordinal then RS(7") > « if RS(T) > f8 for any 8 < o

We set RS(T) = aif RS(T) > o and RS(T) 2 a+ 1.

If RS(T) > « for any a, we put RS(T) = oo.

A family T is called e-totally transcendental, or totally transcendental, if RS(T) is an
ordinal.

If T is e-totally transcendental, with RS(7) = a > 0, we define the degree ds(T) of T as
the maximal number of pairwise inconsistent sentences ¢; such that RS(7,,) = a.

Definition [5]. An infinite family 7 is called e-minimal if for any sentence ¢ € 3(7T), T,
is finite or 7-, is finite.

By the definition a family 7 is e-minimal iff RS(7) = 1 and ds(7) =1 [2], and iff 7 has
unique accumulation point [5].

In the paper [6] the notion of E-closure was introduced and characterized as follows:

Proposition 1.1. If T C Ty, is an infinite set and T € T \ T then T € Clg(T) (i.e., T
is an accumulation point for T with respect to E-closure Clg) if and only if for any sentence
@ €T the set T, is infinite.

The following theorem characterizes the property of e-total transcendency for countable
languages.

Theorem 1.2 [2]. For any family T with |X(T)| < w the following conditions are equiv-
alent:

(1) [Cle(T)| = 2¢;

(2) e-Sp(T) = 2¥;

(3) RS(T) = oc.

Theorem 1.3 [3]. For any language 3 either RS(Tx) is finite, if X consists of finitely
many 0-ary and unary predicates, and finitely many constant symbols, or RS(Ty) = oo,
otherwise.

For a language > we denote by 7y , the family of all theories in 7x, having n-element
models, n € w, as well as by Tx. o the family of all theories in 7y, having infinite models.

Theorem 1.4 [3]. For any language ¥ either RS(Tx. ) = 0, if ¥ is finite or n =1 and
Y has finitely many predicate symbols, or RS(Tx. ) = 0o, otherwise.

Theorem 1.5 [3]. For any language ¥ either RS(Tx o) is finite, if ¥ is finite and without
predicate symbols of arities m > 2 as well as without functional symbols of arities n > 1, or
RS(7s,00) = 00, otherwise.

By the definition the families 7, Ts. n, 75,00 are E-closed. Thus, combining Theorem 1.2
with Theorems 1.3—-1.5 we obtain the following possibilities of cardinalities for the families
Ts; Ts.ns Tx,00 depending on ¥ and n € w:



Proposition 1.6. For any language X either either Ty, is countable, if if ¥ consists of
finitely many 0-ary and unary predicates, and finitely many constant symbols, or |Ts| > 2,
otherwise.

Proposition 1.7. For any language ¥ either Ty, is finite, if ¥ is finite orn =1 and ¥
has finitely many predicate symbols, or |Tx. | > 2%, otherwise.

Proposition 1.8. For any language ¥ either Tx, o is at most countable, if ¥ is finite and
without predicate symbols of arities m > 2 as well as without functional symbols of arities
n>1, or |Ts,c| > 2¥, otherwise.

Definition [4]. If 7 is a family of theories and ® is a set of sentences, then we put

To = () T, and the set 7o is called (type-) or (diagram-)definable (by the set ®) with
ped

respect to T, or (diagram-)T-definable, or simply d-definable.

Clearly, finite unions of d-definable sets are again d-definable. Considering infinite unions
T’ of d-definable sets Tg,, i € I, one can represent them by sets of sentences with infinite
disjunctions \/ ¢;, p; € ®;. We call these unions 7" are called du.-definable sets.

i€l

Definition [4]. Let 7 be a family of theories, ® be a set of sentences, o be an ordinal
< RS(T) or —1. The set @ is called a-ranking for T if RS(Ts) = a. A sentence ¢ is called
a-ranking for T if {p} is a-ranking for T.

The set @ (the sentence ¢) is called ranking for T if it is a-ranking for 7 with some «.

Proposition 1.9 [4]. For any ordinals o < B3, if RS(T) =  then RS(T,) = a for
some (a-ranking) sentence @. Moreover, there are ds(T) pairwise T -inconsistent B-ranking
sentences for T, and if « < [ then there are infinitely many pairwise T -inconsistent a-ranking
sentences for T.

Theorem 1.10 [4]. Let T be a family of a countable language ¥ and with RS(T) = oo,
a be a countable ordinal, n € w\ {0}. Then there is a do-definable subfamily T* C T such
that RS(T*) = a and ds(T™) = n.

Theorem 1.11 [7]. For any two disjoint subfamilies Ty and Tz of an E-closed family T
the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) T1 and Ty are separated by some sentence : Ty C T, and To C Ty,

(2) E-closures of T1 and Ty are disjoint in T: Clg(T1) N Clg(T2) N'T = 0;

(3) E-closures of T1 and Ty are disjoint: Clg(T1) NClg(T2) = 0.

Definition [6]. Let 7y be a family of theories. A subset 7] C 7y is said to be generating
if 7o = Clg(7y). The generating set T (for Ty) is minimal if 7§ does not contain proper
generating subsets. A minimal generating set 7 is least if 7] is contained in each generating
set for To.

Theorem 1.12 [6]. If 7] is a generating set for a E-closed set Ty then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) 7Ty is the least generating set for To;

(2) T4 is a minimal generating set for To;

(3) any theory in Ty is isolated by some set (T3),, i.e., for any T € T there is ¢ € T
such that (Tq), = {T};

(4) any theory in Ty is isolated by some set (To)y, i.e., for any T € Ty there is ¢ € T
such that (To), = {T'}.



2 Relations between formulas and properties

Definition. Let ¥ be a language, ¢ = ¢(Z) be a formula in F(X), Ps be a subclass of the
class K (X) of all structures A in the language . We say that ¢(T) partially (respectively,
totally) satisfies Ps, denoted by ¢ >ps Ps or ¢ >3 Py (@ Ps or o >7 Py), if there are A € P,
and @ € A (for any A € Ps there is @ € A) such that A = ¢(a).

If Py is a subclass of the class ITK(X) of isomorphism types for the class K (X) then we
say that ©(T) partially (respectively, totally) satisfies Pys, denoted by ¢ > pits Pits or ¢ Diats Py
(¢ D>tits Pits or @ st Pis) if ¢ >ps Ps (¢ s Ps, where Py consists of all structures whose
isomorphism types belong to Pis.

If P, is a subset of the set Ty, of all complete theories in the language ¥ then we say that
©(T) partially (vespectively, totally) satisfies P;, denoted by ¢ > Pr or ¢ 7 Py (¢ By P or
o>} P), if there are T € P, M =T, and @ € M (for any T € P, there are M |= T and
@ € M) such that M = ¢(a).

We write j5¢ if a >¢-relation does not hold.

Remark 2.1. By the definition we have the following obvious properties.
1. If Py # 0 and ¢ > Ps then ¢ >pg Ps. Similarly, if ¢ Dyits Pis for nonempty Py then
¢ Dpits Pits, and if ¢ > P; for nonempty P then ¢ >y F;.

2. For any singleton Py, ¢ >ps P implies ¢ > Ps. Similarly, ¢ > pits Pis implies ¢ D> its Pits
for any singleton P, and ¢ > P implies ¢ > P for any singleton P;.

3. If ¢ >ps {A} and A = B then ¢ > {B}. It implies that the relations ¢ >y P; and
¢ >t Pt do not depend on the choice of models M =T for T € P,.

4. (Reflexivity) For any sentence ¢ and a (nonempty) family 7, C Tx; we have ¢ D> Ty,
(and @ >p To).

5. (Monotony) If ¢ >ps Ps, ¢ F ¢ and Ps C P, C K(X) then ¢ >ps Pl If o > Ps, o 1
and PS 2 Ps/ then ¢ I>ps Ps/ If ¥ Dpits Pit57 ' + ¢ and Hts g R,ts g ITK(E) then T;Z) I>pits Pllts
If ¢ >yits Pits, ¢ F 1 and Pys 2 P then ¢ >y P If o> Py, o F 4 and P, C PY C Ty then
¢\>psPt/- If(,D|>ttPt, (,D"T[)&Dd P QPt’theni,Z)DttPt’.

For a property Ps we denote by ITK(P;) the class of isomorphism types for structures in
P, and by Th(P;) the set {T' € Ty, | A =T for some A € FP;}.

For a property Pis we denote by K (Pjs) the class of all structures whose isomorphism
types are represented in Py, and by Th(Pys) the set Th(K (Pis)).-

For a property P, we denote by K(P;) the class of all models of theories in P, and by
ITK(P,) the class ITK(K(FP,)).

In terms of these notations by the definition we have the following natural links between
semantic properties P; and Py and syntactic properties P;:

Proposition 2.2. For any formula ¢ € F(X) and properties Ps, Pys, P; the following
conditions hold:

(1) ® Pps Ps iff B pits ITK(PS)7 and iff ¢ D>pt Th(Ps);'

(2) ® >ts Ps Zﬁ ' D tits ITK(PS); and Zﬁ 2 Bt Th(Ps)}

(3) ¥ |>pits Pits Z.ﬁ ¥ |>ps K(Pits); and Zﬁc ¥ |>pt Th(Pits);
(4) @ D>its Pits iff @ >ts K(Pas), and iff ¢ >4 Th(Pys);
(5) ¥ [>pt Pt Zﬁc ¥ |>ps K(Pt)} and Z.ﬁ ¥ |>pits ITK(Pt);'
(6) @ >t Pr iff @ s K(FPy), and iff ¢ D>yigs ITK(F).



In the items (3) and (4) the class K(Pys) can be replaced by a subclass K' such that
ITK(K') = Pys. Similarly, in the items (5) and (6) the class K(P;) can be replaced by a
subclass K' such that Th(K') = P;, and independently ITK(P;) can be replaced by a subclass
K" such that Th(K") = P,.

By Proposition 2.2 semantic properties Ps and Pgs can be naturally transformed into
syntactic ones P, and vice versa. It means that natural model-theoretic properties such as
w-categoricity, stability, simplicity etc. can be formulated both for theories, for structures
and for their isomorphism types.

The links between [>-relations which pointed out in Proposition 2.2 allow to reduce our
consideration to the relations >,¢ and >¢. Besides, for the simplicity we will principally
consider sentences ¢ instead of formulas in general. Reductions of formulas ¢ (T) to sentences
use the operators ¥(Z) — VZ Y(Z) and ¢ (T) — ITY(T).

Proposition 2.3. For any sentences ¢,1 € Sent(X) and properties Py, P} C Ty, the
following conditions hold:

(1) if (pAY)>pt (PiNPL) then p>p Py and > P ; the converse implication does not hold:
there are @', € Sent(X) and P/ € Ty, such that ¢’ >p P/, ' >py Py, and (¢ ANY') ppPy';

(2) (p ANY) Do Pt iff o D Py and Y Dy Py;

(3) if > Pr and ¢ >y P/ then (o A ) >y (P N P/); the converse implication does not
hold: there are ¢,y € Sent(X) and P/', P/" € Ty, such that (¢ A1) >y (P N P]") whereas
¢ Jﬁttpt// and 1’ Jﬁttptm-

Proof. (1) If (¢ A %) >py (P N Pf) then there is T € P, N P} with (p A ) € T. Since
o, € T, T € P, and T € P/, we obtain ¢ >p; P, and 9 >y P/. Therefore it suffices to
notice for (1) that sentences ¢, v’ asserting distinct finite cardinalities m and n for universes
partially satisfy a property P/ containing a theory T} with an m-element model and a theory
T with an n-element model. At the same time (¢’ A¢)’) Ppe P/ since (¢’ Av)') is inconsistent.

(2) If (o A ) >yt Py then (¢ A1), and so, ¢ and 1) belong to all theories in P, implying
o >y Py and ¢ >y Pr. Conversely, if ¢ >y Pr and ¢ >y P; then ¢, ¥, and so (¢ A ) belong
to all theories in P, implying (¢ A ¢) >y Py

(3) If >y Py and ¢ >y P} then ¢ € (P, and ¢ € () P/, implying (¢ A¢) e VBN F/,
ie., (A1) >y (PN P)). Finally, if P/’ and P/" are nonempty with P, N P/” =0, and ¢, ¢/
are inconsistent sentences then (o A ) > (P N P}") and ¢’ PP}’ and ¢ P implying
(pl lﬁttPt” and 1/ lﬁttP["- 0

Proposition 2.4. For any sentences ¢,1 € Sent(X) and properties Py, P} C Ty, the
following conditions hold:

(1) if p>pt Pr or ¢ >py P then (¢ V ) Dyt (Pr U P[); the converse implication does not
hold: there are ¢', 9’ € Sent(X) and P/ € Tx, such that (¢’ V') >p P, and ¢’ PP/ or
¢/ %ptPtﬂ;

(2) ((,D\/T/J) >t P Zﬁgﬁ? >t P OT’T/J|>pt P,

(3) if p >yt Pr and i >y P then (o V ) >y (P U P)); the converse implication does not
hold: there are @', € Sent(X) and P}’ € Ty such that (¢’ V') >y (P)) whereas ¢ poy Py’
and ' PP/ .

Proof. (1) If ¢ >py Py or ¢ >y P/ then ¢ € T for some T' € P, or ¢ € T” for some
T’ € P/. Therefore T or T" witness that (V) >y (PUP]). If ¢ is a tautology and ¢’ is an

inconsistent sentence, then for any nonempty P/’ C Ts; we have (¢’ V') >py Py, ¢ >pi Py
and ¢ PP/



(2) It holds since a sentence (¢ V 1) belongs to a complete theory 7" if and only if p € T
orypel.

(3) If p >t Py and 9 >y P/ then ¢ € (| P, and ¢ € (| P/. Therefore (¢ V ) € (| P; and
(p V) € NP} implying (¢ V) € PN P/, hence (p V ¢) >y (P, U P)).

Now let P/’ = Ty, ¢' be a sentence belonging to some but not all theories in P;’. For
the sentence ¢’ = ¢’ we have (¢' V ¢') >y (P{’) since (¢ V 9) is a tautology, ¢’ Py P/ and
V' PP/’ by the choice of ¢'. O

Proposition 2.5. For any sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P, C Tx, the following
conditions hold:

(1) ¢ >pt P iff = ProBrs

(2) o>w B iff ~@ Ppi Py

Proof. (1) If ¢ >yt P; then there is T' € P, such that ¢ € T. Since T is complete then
- ¢ T implying —¢ Pt P;. Conversely if - b P, then - does not belong to some theory
T € P;. Since T' is complete then ¢ € T implying ¢ > P;.

(2) is immediately follows from (1). O

Proposition 2.6. For any formula ¢ € F(X) and a property Py C Ty the following
conditions hold:

(1) if o =Vap and ¢ >y Py then 1 Dy Py;

(2) if o = Va1 and @ > P then ¢ >y Py

(3) if p = Fzp and Y >y P then o >y Pr;

(3) if ¢ = Az and Y >y Py then ¥ >y P

Proof. (1) Let ¢ = Vz1) and ¢ >yt Pr. Then there are T' € P,, M =T, a@ € M such that
M = ¢(@). It implies M = Vzi)(x,a), therefore there is b € M with M = xy(b,a), i.e.,
) >pt {T'}, hence ¢ >yt Py

(2) We repeat arguments for (1) replacing some 7' € P, by an arbitrary one.

(3) Let ¢ = Jzvp and ¢ >py Pr. Then there are T' € P, M = T, a,b € M such that
M E (b, a). It implies M |= Jzip(z, @), i.e., ¢ >yt {T'}, hence ¢ >yt P

(4) As for (2) we repeat arguments for (3) replacing some T' € P, by an arbitrary one. [J

The following two theorems assert that the relations >, and > are preserved under
FE-closures.

Theorem 2.7. For any sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P, C Tx the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) ¥ I>p‘c Pt:

(2) ¢ & Clp(P),

(3) ¢ >pt P/ for any/some P} with Clg(P]) = Clg(P,).

Proof. (1) = (2) holds in view of P, C Clg(F;) and the monotony of the relation >p.

(2) = (3). It suffices to show that ¢ >py P/ for any P/ with Clg(P/) = Clg(F;). Since
¢ >pt Clg(P;) there is a theory T' € Clg(P) with ¢ € T. If T € Pt we have ¢ > P
Otherwise T is an accumulation point of P/ implying, in view of Proposition 1.1, that varphi
belongs to infinitely many theories in P/. Therefore ¢ >p Py.

(3) = (1) is obvious. O

Theorem 2.8. For any sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P, C Ty the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) @ D>t Pt)



(2) ¢ >4 Cle(H),
(3) ¢ > P/ for any/some P] with Clg(P}) = Clg(F,).

Proof. (1) = (2). Let o> P;. If P is finite then Clg(P;) = P, and we have o> Clg(P).
If P, is finite then by Proposition 1.1, Clg(P;) consists of theories in P, and of theories
T € Tx \ P, such that for any sentence 1) € T the set (), is infinite. Since ¢ > P, ¢
belongs to each such theory T'. Thus, ¢ > Clg(P;).

(2) = (1) and (2) = (3) are obvious.

(3) = (2) follows assuming ¢ > P/ for any/some P, with Clg(P}) = Clg(P;) repeating
the arguments for (1) = (2). O

For a property P; C Ty, we denote by V(P;) the set of all sentences ¢ € Sent(X) with
¢ D>pt P, and by A(F;) the set of all sentences ¢ € Sent(X) with ¢ > F;.

By the definition V(@) = 0, A(0) = Sent(X), V(Tx) consists of all consistent sentences
¢ € Sent(X), and A(Tyx) consists of all tautologies ¢ € Sent(2).

Proposition 2.9. For any property P, C Ty, the following conditions hold:

(1) V(P) =U R

(2) V(P,) is consistent iff |P;| <1, and V(FP;) is a complete theory iff P; is a singleton;
(3) A(R) =B

(4) A(P,) is a consistent theory iff P, # 0, and A(Py) is complete iff P, is a singleton;
(5) for any P, £ 0, V(P,) 2 A(P;), and V(P) = A(P,) iff Py is a singleton.

Proof. (1) If ¢ € V(P;) then ¢ >y P; and ¢ € T for some T' € P, implying V(P;) C |J P.
Conversely, if ¢ € |J P; then ¢ € T for some T' € P, implying >t P and therefore p € V(F;).

(2) Since V(@) = 0 it is consistent. If P, = {T'} then V(P,) =T, i.e., V(P,) is consistent
and complete. If P, contains two distinct theories T and T, then 77 U Ty C V(P;) implying
that V(P;) is inconsistent since there are sentences ¢ such that ¢ € 71 and ) € Th.

(3) If ¢ € A(F,) then ¢ >y P, and ¢ € T for any T € P, implying A(P) C (P,
Conversely, if ¢ € (| P; then ¢ € T for any T' € P, implying ¢ > P; and therefore ¢ € A(F;).

(4) Since A(0) = Sent(X) it is inconsistent. If P, # () then A(P,) = () P, by (3) implying
that A(P;) is a consistent theory as an intersection of complete theories. If A(F;) is complete
then both P, is nonempty and does not contain two distinct theories, i.e., P, is a singleton.
Conversely, if P, = {T'} then A(P;) = T which is a complete theory.

(5) If P, # 0 then by (1) and (3) we have V(P,) =P, 2 P = A(P). If P, ={T}
then A(P) =T = V(P,). If T1,T, € P, for some T} # T then V(P) =P, 2 Th UTy 2
TiNTy D ﬂPt = A(Pt) O

Theorems 1.11, 2.7, 2.8 and Proposition 2.9 immediately imply the following corollary on
the separability of properties with respect to the relations >y, and >y.

Corollary 2.10. (1) For any properties Py, P» C Ty, the following conditions hold:

(1) there exists ¢ € Sent(X) such that p>p P1 and —o > P iff P1 and Py are nonempty
and |Py U Py| > 2; in particular, there exists ¢ € Sent(X) such that ¢ >p P1 and —¢ >y Py
if |P1| >2;

(2) there exists p € Sent(X) such that ¢ >y P1 and —p > Py iff Clg(Py) N Clg(P2) = 0.

Corollary 2.11. For any nonempty property P, C T, the following conditions hold:

(1) the set A(Py) forms a filter A(Py)/= on {=(p) | ¢ € Sent(X)} with respect to +-;

(2) the filter A(Py)/= is principal iff (P, is forced by some its sentence, i.e., (P, is a
finitely axiomatizable theory, which is incomplete for |Py| > 2;



(3) the filter A(Py)/= is an ultrafilter iff Py is a singleton.

Proof. (1) holds by Monotony and Proposition 2.3, (2).
(2) immediately follows by Proposition 2.9, (3).
(3) is satisfied in view of Proposition 2.9, (4). O

3 Ranks of sentences and spectra with respect to properties

In this section we introduce a measure of complexity for sentences satisfying a property using
the RS-rank for families of theories [2] (3], 4].

Definition. For a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P = P, C Ty, we put RSp(¢) =
RS(P,), and dsp(p) = ds(P,) if ds(P,) is defined.

If P = Ty then we omit P and write RS(y), ds(p) instead of RSp(y) and dsp(y),
respectively.

Clearly, if P C P’ C Ty and ¢ € Sent(X) then RSp(¢) < RSpi(p), and if RSp(p) =
RSp/(p) € Ord then dsp(¢) < dsp/(p). Besides, we have:

Proposition 3.1. (1) ¢ >y P iff RSp(—¢) = —1.
(2) ¢ >pt P iff RSp(p) 2 0.

Definition. For a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P C Ty, we say that ¢ is P-totally
transcendental if RSp(y) is an ordinal. If P = Ty then a P-totally transcendental sentence
is said to be totally transcendental.

A sentence ¢ is co-(P)-totally transcendental if - is P-totally transcendental.

We omit P and say about totally transcendental and co-totally transcendental sentences
if P="Tx.

By the definition each sentence ¢ € Sent(X) obtains the characteristics RSp(¢) and
RSp(—¢) saying that ¢ is (co)-rich enough with respect to the property P, The characteristics
dsp(p) and dsp(—¢), if they are defined, give an additional information on “P-richness” of
©.

For instance, if RSp(p) = 0 and dsp(p) = n then ¢ is P-finite satisfying exactly n theories
in P. Respectively, if RSp(—p) = 0 and dsp(—¢) = n then ¢ is P-cofinite, i.e., it does not
satisfy exactly n theories in P.

Clearly, ¢ is both P-finite and P-cofinite iff P is nonempty and is finite.

Theorem 3.2. For a language X there is a totally transcendental sentence ¢ € Sent(X)
iff X has finitely many predicate symbols.

Proof. If ¥ has finitely many predicate symbols we choose a sentence ¢ assigning that a
universe is a singleton. Since functional symbols have unique interpretations and there are
finitely many possibilities for (non)empty language predicate we obtain RS(¢) = 0 that is ¢
is totally transcendental.

Conversely, if 3 has infinitely many predicate symbols then each consistent sentence ¢
obtains a 2-tree with respect to (non)empty predicates @ € ¥\ X(¢). This 2-tree witnesses
that RS(¢) = oo, i.e., ¢ is not totally transcendental. [J.

Remark 3.3. If X is finite then for the proof of Theorem 3.2 it suffices to choose a
sentence  assigning that a universe is finite, since there are finitely many many possibilities,
up to isomorphism, for interpretations of language symbols implying RS(¢) = 0. O



The following definition introduces values for richness of a sentence with respect to a
property.

Definition. For a language X, a property P C 7y, an ordinal o and a natural number
n > 1, a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) is called (P, «,n)-(co-)rich if RSp(¢) = o and dsp(p) = n
(respectively, RSp(—¢) = a and dsp(—p) = n).

A sentence ¢ € Sent(X) is called (P, 00)-(co-)richif RSp(p) = oo (respectively, RSp(—¢) =
00).
If P = Ty, we write that ¢ is («, n)-(co-)rich instead of (P, a, n)-(co-)rich, and oo-(co-)rich
instead of (P, c0)-(co-)rich.

If for a property P there is a (P, x)-(co-)rich sentence ¢, we say that P has a (P, *)-(co-
)rich sentence, where * = a,n or a = 00.

By the definition if a sentence ¢ is (P, a, n)-rich then RS(P,) = «, ds(P,) = n.

Theorem 3.4. (1) If a property P C Tx, has a (P, o, m)-rich sentence @ which is (P, ,n)-
co-rich then RS(P) = max{«, 5}, ds(P) = m for a > B, ds(P) = n for a < 3, and
ds(P) =m+n for a =pf.

(2) If for a property P C Ts, RS(P) = « and ds(P) = n, then for each sentence ¢ €
Sent(X) the following assertions hold:

(i) RSp(p) < o,

(ii) if RSp(p) = a then ¢ is (P,a,m)-rich for some m < n, and for m = n either ¢ >y P
or p is (P, B, k)-co-rich for some < o and k € w, and if m < n then ¢ is (P,a,n —m)-co-
rich.

Proof. (1) For the sentence ¢ we have RSp(p) = a, dsp(¢) = m, RSp(—¢) = S,
dsp(—p) = n. It means that P is divided into two disjoint parts P, and P-, with given
characteristics RS(P,) = «, ds(P,) = m, RS(P-,) = f, ds(P-,) = n.

If RS(P) = 0 then |P| = ds(P), RSp(p) = RSp(—¢) =0, ds(P) = |P,| + |P-p| = m +n.

If RS(P) > 0 then a tree witnessing the value RS(P) = 7 can be transformed step-by-step
using theories either in P, or in P-,: in each step witnessing RS(P) = ~ there are infinitely
many branches of previous values related to P, or to P-.

In the first case, related to P,, we have v = « and in the second case, related to P-,
v =08 If a> B atree for P, witnesses [ = m. If a <  a tree for P, witnesses [ = n.
If o = 3 then both trees for P, and for P-, witness v = « and [ = m + n, since there are
exactly [ +m s-definable subsets of P having the rank v and the degree 1.

(2) We have (i) by the monotony of rank (if P, C P, then RS(P;) < RS(P)) and
the inclusion P, C P. (ii) holds by the monotony of degree for a fixed rank (if P C P>
and RS(P;) = RS(P) € Ord then ds(P;) < ds(#»)) and the inclusion P, C P. Besides
if ds(P,) = m = n = ds(P) then P can not have a tree in P, = P\ P, witnessing
RS(P-,) = « since otherwise ds(P) should be more than n. Therefore either —p is P-
inconsistent, i.e., ¢ >y P, or ¢ is (P, 8, k)-co-rich for some f < a and k € w. If m < n then
¢ is (P,a,n — m)-co-rich in view of (1). O

By Theorem 3.4 for any e-totally transcendental property P and any o < RS(P) there
are s-definable subfamilies P, with RS(P,) = «a. Similarly all values m < ds(P) are also
realized by appropriate s-definable subfamilies.

Thus the spectrum Sprq(P) for the pairs (RSp(y),dsp(y)) with nonempty P, forms the
set

{(RS(P),m) |1 <m <ds(P)} U{(a,m) | @ <RS(P),m € w\{0}}, (1)



which is an initial segment O[(/3,n)] consisting of all pairs (o, m) € Ord x (w\ 0) with a <
and m < n for a = 3, RS(P) = 8, ds(P) = n.

Remark 3.5. If RS(P) = oo then s-definable subfamilies P, can have only values
RS(P,) = oo or both the value RS(P) = oo and pairs forming some initial segment O[(3, n)].

Indeed, let P be a family of theories in a language X of independent 0-ary predicates )y,
I €\, A > w, such that each sentence Qfll /\.../\Qf:, i1 < ... <ik <A O1,...,0 € {0,1},
k € w, is P-consistent. Fach P-consistent sentence ¢ € Sent(X) is divided into 2-tree
witnessing that RSp(¢) = oco. In such a case we say that the spectrum Sprq(P) equals
{o0}.

The family P above can be extended by a family P’ with dependent predicates @Q; pro-
ducing given RS-rank and ds-degree for a subfamily with, say, Qg <> Q1. Therefore the
arguments for Theorem 3.4 produce an initial segment O[(/3,n)] for the spectrum Spgq(P’)
of s-definable family P’. Thus, Spgrq(P U P") = O[(8,n)] U {oo}.

Since each nonempty s-definable subfamily has a spectrum of the form O[(5,n)], or {0},
or O[(B,n)] U{oo}, initial segments are well-ordered with respect to the relation C, and the
ordinal RS(P)-ranks are bounded by |Tx| < 2m@{I¥l«} " all values Spgy(P), for nonempty
properties P C Tx, are exhausted by these three possibilities, and we obtain the following:

Theorem 3.6. For any nonempty property P C Ts, one of the following possibilities holds
for some 5 € Ord and n € w\ {0}:

(1) Spra(P) = Ol(8.n)).

(2) Spra(P) = {oo},

(3) Spra(P) = O[(8,n)] U {oc}.

All possibilities above are realized by appropriate languages ¥ and properties P C Ty.

Remark 3.7. Any value Sprq(P) can be naturally extended till Spgq(P) = Sprq(P) U
{—1} corresponding to the value RS(f)) = —1 of the empty subfamily of Tx. It is also natural
to put Sprq(P) = {1} for empty P C Tx. In view of Theorem 3.6 we have the following
description of extended spectra Spgq(P):

i) Spra(P) = {-1},

ii) Sprq(P) = O[(8,n)] U {-1},

iii) Sprg(P) = {—1, 00},

iv) Sppa(P) = O[(6,m)] U {~1, 00},

Theorem 3.8 [4]. Let T be a family of a countable language ¥ and with RS(T) = oo,
a be a countable ordinal, n € w\ {0}. Then there is a do-definable subfamily T* C T such
that RS(T*) = a and ds(T™*) = n.

Theorems 3.6 and 3.8 immediately imply:

Corollary 3.9. Let T be a family of a countable language ¥ and with RS(T) = oo, «
be a countable ordinal, n € w\ {0}. Then there is a doo-definable property P C T such that

Spra(P) = O[(a,n)].
4 Spectra for cardinalities of definable subproperties

In this section we study some refinements of the relation .
For a cardinality A > 1, a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) and a property P C Ty, we write ¢ Dgt P
if o satisfies exactly A theories in P, i.e., |[P,| = .
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By the definition if P # () and ¢ > P then ¢ l>‘pli| P, and conversely ¢ I>L]t3‘ P implies

p > P for finite P. For infinite P the converse implication can fail. Moreover, since infinite
sets can be divided into two parts of same cardinality, one can easily introduce an expansion
P’ of P by a 0-ary predicate @ such that Q D\p};’\ P’ and —Q D\p};’\ P’ implying that Q /P’

For a property P we denote by Sp,;(P) the set {\ | ¢ Dg‘t P for some sentence p}. This
set is called the pt-spectrum of P.

By the definition |P| € Sp,(P) for any nonempty P, and A < |P| for any A € Sp(P),
ie., supSpy(P) = [|P| +1].

A natural question arises on a description of pt-spectra.

This question is easily answered for finite P, since in such a case all subsets of theories
are separated as s-definable singletons from their complements, and we obtain the following:

Proposition 4.1. For any finite property P C Ts;, Spy(P) = (|P| + 1) \ {0}.

The following assertion generalizes Proposition 4.1 in terms of isolated points due Theorem
1.12:

Proposition 4.2. If P has evactly n € w\ {0} isolated points then Spy(P) Nw =
(n+1)\{0}.

Proof. Let T1,...,T; are isolated points in P. If k € Sp, (P)Nw, i.e., there is a sentence ¢
with gpblgt P then P, consists of isolated points Tj,, ..., T;, since elements of the finite set P,
are separated as s-definable singletons from their complements in P,. Then k € (n+1)\ {0}.
Conversely, if k € w\ Sp,(P) then k > n since each k < n equals |P,| for some sentence ¢,
implying k € Sp(P). O

Proposition 4.3. For any nonempty property P C Ty, either Sp,(P)Nw equals an initial
segment (n + 1)\ {0} for some n € w\ {0} or Spy(P) Nw =w \ {0}.

Proof. If there are sentences ¢ with finite P, then either there is P, with the greatest
finite cardinality, implying Sp,(P) Nw = (n + 1) \ {0} by the arguments of Proposition 4.2,
or the finite cardinalities |P,| are unbounded that means Sp,(P) Nw = w \ {0}. O

Proposition 4.4. For any infinite property P C Ty, there is a nonempty set Y C |P| of
infinite cardinalities such that either there is n € w \ {0} with Spy(P) =Y U (n+ 1)\ {0},
or Spyi(P) = Y Uw\ {0}, or Sp(P) =Y. All values Y U (n + 1)\ {0}, Y Uw \ {0} and
Y, for a nonempty set Y of infinite cardinalities and n € w\ {0}, are realized as Spy(P) for
appropriate properties P.

Proof. Since supSp,(P) < |P| and Proposition 4.3 describes all possibilities for Sp(P)N
w, it suffices, for a nonempty set Y of infinite cardinalities and n € w\ {0}, to find a property
Py with Sp,(P1) = Y U (n + 1) \ {0}, a property P» with Sp,(P) =Y Uw\ {0}, and a
property P3 with Sp (/%) = Y. For the property P one can take a finite n-element family
Y,,, expanded by a 0-ary predicate (o marking all theories in Y,,, and extend Y,, by families
Y, for each A € Y, of A theories of A independent O-ary predicates Qf‘ expanded by a 0-ary
predicate ) marking all theories in Y). Any Pj-consistent sentence ¢ satisfies either £k < n
theories in Y;, or A many theories in Z) and possibly p many theories in Y, for finitely many
p < A. It means that the cardinalities |(P),| witness the equality Sp,(P1) = YU (n+1)\{0}.

For the property P» we repeat the process for P; replacing the part Y, by an e-minimal
family YO)‘ consisting of some A € Y theories all of which are marked by new 0-ary predicate
Qo. Realizing this process we obtain that s-definable sets are finite, cofinite, or consists of A
theories for A € Y. Thus, Sp,(P1) =Y Uw \ {0}.
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For the property P3 we repeat the process for Py without the part Y;, obtaining Sp(P1) =
Y. O

Summarizing Propositions 4.1-4.4 we obtain the following theorem describing pt-spectra
of properties.

Theorem 4.5. For any nonempty property P C Ty, one of the following conditions holds:

(1) Spye(P) = (n+1)\ {0} for somen € w\{0}; it is satisfied iff P is finite with |P| = n;

(2) Sppt(P) =Y U (n+ 1)\ {0} for some nonempty set Y C |P| of infinite cardinalities
andn € w\ {0};

(3) Sppt(P) =Y Uw\ {0} for some nonempty set Y C |P| of infinite cardinalities;

(4) Sppi(P) =Y for some nonempty set Y C |P| of infinite cardinalities.

All values (n + 1)\ {0}, YU (n+ 1)\ {0}, YUw\ {0}, and Y, for a nonempty set Y of
infinite cardinalities and n € w \ {0}, are realized as Spy(P) for an appropriate property P.

The following assertion shows that Y in Theorem 4.5 is finite for a property P with
RS(P) = 1.

Proposition 4.6. If RS(P) = 1 then Sp,(P) =Y Uw \ {0} for some finite nonempty
set Y C |P| of infinite cardinalities with |Y'| < ds(P).

Proof. Since RS(P) = 1, P is divided into k¥ = ds(P) infinite s-definable e-minimal
parts Pi,...,P,. Each part P; has only finite and cofinite s-definable subset producing
Sppe(P;) = {|Pi|} Uw \ {0}. Since each s-definable subset of P is a Boolean combination
of s-definable subsets of P; and |Z; U Z;| = max{|Z;|,|Z;|} for infinite s-definable Z; C P,
Zj C Py, i,j <k, we obtain Sp,(P) = {|P1|,...,| P} Uw\ {0}. O

Remark 4.7. Describing possibilities for pt-spectra Sp,(P) we admit that properties
P may be not E-closed. If we assume that P is infinite and FE-closed then we have two
cases: either P is e-totally transcendental with the least generating set of a cardinality
1 < max{|¥],w} and with ps < max{|X|,w} accumulation points, or RS(P) = oo with
|P| > 2% by Theorem 1.2. In the first case values for A € Sp(P) are exhausted by all
cardinalities in w \ {0} and by some infinite cardinalities < max{|X|,w}. In particular, for
countable Y, since RS(P) is a countable ordinal, we have Sp(P) = (w + 1)\ {0}. In
the second case values for A € Sp.;(P) are exhausted by cardinalities in w \ {0} or by
cardinalities of some its initial segment, depending on existence of the least generating set for
P, and by some infinite cardinalities < max{|X|,w} and cardinalities > 2¥. In particular, for
countable X3, Sppt(P) includes 2%, and possibly w depending on existence of infinite totally
transcendental definable part. Thus, in Theorem 4.5, for E-closed P some cases are not
realized: {w} U (n+ 1)\ {0}, {w}, {w1}, {w, w1}, etec.

By Remark 4.7 using Theorem 1.2 we have the following:

Theorem 4.8. For any nonempty E-closed property P C Ty with at most countable
language X one of the following possibilities holds:

(1) Sppe(P) = (n+ 1) \ {0} for some n € w\ {0}, if P is finite with |P| = n;

(2) Sppe(P) = {2¥} U (n + 1) \ {0} for some n € w, if P is infinite and has n isolated
points;

(3) Sppt(P) = (w+ 1)\ {0}, if P is infinite and totally transcendental;

(4) Sppt(P) = {w,2¢} Uw \ {0}, if P has an infinite totally transcendental definable
subfamily but P itself is not totally transcendental;
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(5) Sppe(P) = {2“} Uw\ {0}, if P has infinitely many isolated points but does not have
infinite totally transcendental definable subfamilies.

Remark 4.9. Possibilities in Theorem 4.7 give low bounds for correspondent cases in
uncountable languages.

5 P-generic sentences and P-generic theories

Definition. (Cf. [8,[9,[10]) For a property P C Tx, a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) is called P-generic
if RSp(p) = RS(P), and dsp(p) = ds(P) if ds(P) is defined.
If P = Ty, then we omit P and a P-generic sentence is called generic.

By the definition we have the following:

Proposition 5.1. Any P-generic sentence ¢ is (P,RS(P),ds(P))-rich if RS(P) is an
ordinal, and (P,c0)-rich if RS(P) = oo. And vice versa, each (P,RS(P),ds(P))-rich sen-
tence, for an ordinal RS(P), is P-generic, and each (P, o0)-rich sentence, for RS(P) = oo,
1s P-generic.

Proposition 5.2. If ¢ >y P then ¢ is P-generic.
In view of Proposition 5.2 any property P C Tx, has P-generic sentences.

Corollary 5.3. If a property P C Ty, is finite and ¢ € Sent(X) then ¢ >y P iff ¢ is
P-generic.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2 it suffices to show that if ¢ is P-generic then ¢ >y P. If
P = () then both RS(P) = RSp(¢) = —1 and ¢ > P. If P consists of n > 1 theories, then
RS(P) = 0, ds(P) = n. Assuming that ¢ is P-generic we have RS(P,) = 0, ds(P,) = n
implying that ¢ belongs to all n theories in P and ¢ >y P. O

Remark 5.4. In view of Corollary 5.3 the converse implication for Proposition 5.2 holds
iff P is finite. Indeed, if P = Ty for a countable language ¥ with RS(P) = oo, which is
characterized in Theorem 1.2, then we can construct a 2-tree of sentences s, § € < w2
witnessing this value of RS(P). It means that P is divided into two disjoint definable parts
P,, and P, with RS(P,,) = RS(F,,) = co. Thus, ¢g and ¢ are generic whereas yg ¥ P
and ¢1 ¥ P. Moreover, this effect works both for an arbitrary property P with RS(P) = oo
and for an arbitrary property P with RS(P) € Ord and RS(P) > 1. In the latter case we
can remove a branch in the tree witnessing the values RS(P) and ds(P) just considering a
sentence @1 A —9, where ¢; is a tautology and P, is nonempty with RS(P,) < RS(P). In
such a case ¢1 A =) is P-generic and (1 A —)) Py P. O

In view of Remark 5.4 we have the following:

Proposition 5.5. For a property P C Ty, there is a P-generic sentence ¢ € Sent(X) with
minimal/least P, iff P is finite. If that ¢ exists then P, = P.

By Proposition 5.5 for a property P C Tp with RS(P) > 1, P-generic sentences ¢ produce
infinite descending chains of s-definable subfamilies F,.

Proposition 5.6. If for a property P C Ts, RS(P) = a € Ord, ds(P) = 1, then
for any sentence ¢ € Sent(X) either RSp(¢) = a and dsp(p) = 1, or RSp(—¢) = a and
dsp(—¢) = 1.
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Proof. By the conjecture for P and the monotony for pairs of values of RS and ds we
have RSp(¢) < a and RSp(—¢) < a for any ¢ € Sent(X), and if the RS-rank equals « then
the ds-degree equals 1. We can not have RSp(¢) < a and RSp(—¢) < a for ¢ € Sent(X) by
Theorem 3.4. Thus RSp(p) = o and dsp(p) = 1, or RSp(—¢) = a and dsp(—¢) = 1. The
latter conditions can not be satisfied simultaneously since otherwise ds(P) > 2. O

Since any property P C Ty with RS(P) = a € Ord is represented as a disjoint union
of ds(P) s-definable subfamilies Pi,..., Pyypy with RS = a and ds = 1, Proposition 5.6
immediately implies:

Corollary 5.7. For any property P C Ty with RS(P) = a € Ord and any sentence
€ Sent(X) either ¢ is P-generic or - is P-generic, or, for ds(P) > 1 with non-P-generic
w and —p, ¢ is represented as a disjunction of k (P, «, 1)-rich sentences and — is represented
as a disjunction of m (P, «a,1)-rich sentences such that k +m = ds(P), k >0, m > 0.

Remark 5.8. By Proposition 5.6 for any property P C Tx, with RS(P) = a € Ord and
ds(P) = 1 there is unique ultrafilter Up consisting of P-generic sentences. By Proposition
5.5 this ultrafilter is principal if and only if P is finite, i.e., in such a case it is a singleton.
Anyway Up produces a theory T' € Ty, consisting of P-generic sentences only. This theory T’
is called P-generic.

If P is infinite then T belongs to the E-closure Clg(P) [2,[6] of P as unique element of a-th
Cantor—Bendixson derivative of Clg(P), i.e., an element of Clg(P) having Cantor-Bendixson
rank CB(Clg(P)) = «a [2].

If ds(P) > 1 we can divide P into ds(P) s-definable parts P; with RS(P;) = RS(P) and
ds(P;) = 1, each of which has unique P,-generic theory T;. The set {T7,... s Tas( p)} is called
the set of P-generic theories.

Thus we have the following:

Proposition 5.9. Fach e-totally transcendental property P has finitely many, exactly
ds(P) > 1, P-generic theories. These theories have Cantor—Bendizson rank CB(Clg(P)) =
a = RS(P).

Now we extend the results above on generic sentences and theories for properties P with
RS(P) = cc.

Proposition 5.10. If for a property P C Tsx, RS(P) = oo, then for any sentence
€ Sent(X) either RSp(p) = oo or RSp(—yp) = co.

Proof. Assume that for a sentence ¢ € Sent(3) we have RSp(p) < oo and RSp(—¢) < .
We can suppose that ¢ and —p are both P-consistent. Then ¢ is (P, «, m)-rich and (P, 8, n)-
co-rich for some o, € Ord, m,n € w. Applying Theorem 3.4 we obtain RS(P) € Ord
contradicting RS(P) = oo.

Proposition 5.10 immediately implies:

Corollary 5.11. For any property P C Ts, with RS(P) = oo and any sentence ¢ €
Sent(X) either ¢ is P-generic or —p is P-generic.

Remark 5.12. By Proposition 5.10 for any property P C Ty, with RS(P) = oo there is
ultrafilters Up consisting of P-generic sentences. Since the condition RS(P) = oo implies the
existence of 2-tree of Y-sentences there are at least continuum many these ultrafilters, and
by Theorem 1.2 there are exactly continuum many ones for the language ¥ with |X| < w.
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Each Up produces a theory T € Ty, consisting of P-generic sentences only. This theory T is
called P-generic.

The P-generic theories form the perfect kernel with respect to Cantor-Bendixson deriva-
tives of Clg(P), i.e., the set of element of Clg(P) having Cantor-Bendixson rank CB(Clg(P)) =
00.

Applying Theorem 3.6 and summarizing Remarks 5.8 and 5.12 we obtain the following:

Theorem 5.13. (1) For any nonempty property P C Ty there are ds(P) P-generic
theories if P is totally transcendental, and at least continuum many if P is not totally tran-
scendental. In the latter case either all theories in P are P-generic if Sprq(P) = {0}, or P
has at least B - w 4+ n non-P-generic theories if Sprq(P) = O[(B,n)] U {co}.

(2) The CB-rank of each P-generic theory equals RS(P).

Definition [5]. For a property P C Ty, a sentence ¢ € Sent(X) is called P-complete if ¢
isolates a unique theory 1" in P, i.e., P, is a singleton. In such a case the theory T' € P, is
called P-finitely axiomatizable (by the sentence ).

Since P-finitely axiomatizable theories are isolated points we have the following:

Proposition 5.14. For any nonempty property P C Ty, a P-finitely axiomatizable theory
T is P-generic iff P is finite.

6 Conclusion

We studied links between formulas and properties, considered and described characteristics for
properties with respect to satisfying formulas, their ranks and degrees. Possibilities of spectra
for ranks, degrees, and cardinalities of definable properties are shown. Generic formulas and
theories are introduced and characterized.

Possibilities for ranks and degrees for formulas and theories with respect to given prop-
erties are described. Their top values form generic sentences and theories which are also
described and characterized.

There are many natural model-theoretic and other properties that can be studied and
described in this context. In this case, the relations > and > are preserved under natural
closures. At the same time the operator of E-closure does not preserve a series of natu-
ral model-theoretic properties. For instance, there are families of strongly minimal whose
accumulation points have the strict order properties. It implies that families of w-stabile,
superstable and stable theories can be not E-closed in these classes. Natural questions arise
on characteristics and characterizations of families in these classes 7 whose E-closures are
contained in 7.
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