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BOREL CHAIN CONDITIONS OF BOREL POSETS

MING XIAO

ABSTRACT. We study the coarse classification of partial orderings using chain conditions
in the context of descriptive combinatorics. We show that (unlike the Borel counterpart of
many other combinatorial notions), we have a strict hierarchy of different chain conditions,
similar to the classical case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a Polish space. A partial order < over X is said to be a Borel partial order
if it is a Borel subset of X2. This class of partial orders has been found to play a central
role in the theory of forcing, and particularly in the theory of cardinal characteristics of
continuum. The first systematical study of these posets is by Harrington, Marker and
Shelah in [2], in which they observed a typical dichotomy:

Theorem 1.1. [2] If (X, <) is a Borel partial order, then either:

(1) it is a union of countably many Borel chains, or
(2) it includes a perfect pair-wise incomparable subset.

If we let (X, E) be the incomparability graph of < (i.e. E = X2\ (< U >)), the
above theorem can be restated as: either (X, F) has countable Borel chromatic number
or it includes a perfect complete graph. This statement is in the same spirit of the Gy-
dichotomy of Kechris, Solecki and Todorcevic in theory of Borel chromatic number:

Theorem 1.2. [5] There is a Borel graph Go on 2¥ such that for every analytic graph G
on a Polish space X, exactly one of the following holds:

(1) X has countable Borel chromatic number, or
(2) there is a continuous map from 2% into X preserving edges(i.e. its square sends Gy

into G).
In fact, Theorem [[T] can be proved as a corollary of Gy-dichotomy (see, e.g., [7]).

The incomparability graph is not the only combinatorial notion that draws our attention.
The main focus of this paper is the incompatibility graph, which, on the first sight, seems
similar to the incomparability graph. However the phenomenon we are going to observe
only belong to the incompatibility graph.

Our subject is based on the following notions:

Definition 1.1. Let P be a poset and A C P.
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(1) Let n > 1 be an integer. A is n-linked if for every subset A" C A of size n, there is
2 € P sothat z<x forallxz € A'.

) A is linked if it is 2-linked.

) A is centred if it is n-linked for all m > 1.

) x,y € P are compatible if the set {x,y} is linked.

) z,y € P are incompatible if they are not compatible.

)

the chain condition method is a way of classifying partial orders by looking at the certain
combinatorial properties of compatibilities and incompatibilities. The importance of the
chain conditions was first noticed in the characterization of topologies on linearly ordered
sets, and was quickly applied in the measure theory and in the theory of forcing.

Among the many chain conditions have been studied, here is a list of most:

Definition 1.2. Let P be a poset.

(1) P satisfies the o-finite chain condition if there is a countable partition P =, Py,
so that each P, includes no infinite antichain.

(2) P satisfies the o-bounded chain condition if there is a countable partition P = J,, P,
so that each P, includes no antichains of size > n.

(3) P is o-n-linked if there is a countable partition P = |J, Py so that each Py is
n-linked.

(4) P is o-centred if there is a countable partition P = J,, P,, so that each P, is centred.

While these conditions are obviously listed from weaker to stronger, the fact that their
strength is strictly increasing is non-trivial-especially for o-finite chain condition and o-
bounded chain condition which were first studied and conjectured to be different in [3],
and whose strength was just differentiated during the last decade in [9](also see [10] for a
Borel solution).

In this work, we study these chain conditions on Borel partial orders defined on Polish
spaces and restrict ourselves to only Borel witnesses. Namely, we study following list of
properties:

Definition 1.3. Let (P,<) be a Borel poset(i.e. P is a Polish space or a standard Borel
space, the partial order < is a Borel subset of P?).

(1) P satisfies Borel o-finite chain condition if there is a countable partition P = J,, P,
so that each P, is Borel and includes no infinite antichain.

(2) P satisfies Borel o-bounded chain condition if there is a countable partition P =
U,, Pn so that each P, is Borel and includes no antichains of size > n.

(3) P is Borel o-n-linked if there is a countable partition P = |J,, P, so that each P,
is Borel and n-linked.

(4) P is Borel o-centred if there is a countable partition P =], P, so that each P, is
Borel and centred.

Our main theorem states that this hierarchy is indeed a non-trivial one:

Theorem 1.3. All properties listed above are distinct.
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As mentioned above, such a non-trivial hierarchical strucutre would not occur in the
theory of incomparabilities of a Borel posets. On the other hand, these Borel chain condi-
tions is also significantly different from the classical ones. As we will see, all examples that
differentiates this hierarchy can be taken to be o-centred.

We follow standard notations in descriptive set theory. See, e.g., [4].

2. PREPARATION

For a set X, a (symmetric) hypergraph over X is a pair (X, H) where H (called the
set of edges) is a subset of [X]<¥ \ X. If all edges are of a same finite size d, we say
X is a d-dimensional hypergraph. We will write the pair (X, H) as X when there is no
confusion which hypergraph structure we are talking about. For a hypergraph (X, H), a
subset A C X is called an anti-clique if there is no subset A’ C A satisfies A’ € H. (X, H)
is called a Borel hypergraph if X is a Polish space and H a Borel subset of [X]|<“ equipped
with the usual product topology. The Borel chromatic number xp(X, H) is the smallest
cardinality of a Polish space to which there is a Borel map being non-constant on every
edge.

We are going to heavily use the concepts related to trees. In this work, a (order theo-
retical) tree T is always a subset of w<“. Given a tree T, we denote by [T] the set of all
its infinite branches.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a hypergraph. Denote as P(X) the poset of all finite anti-cliques
of X, ordered by reverse inclusion.

Note that when (X, H) is a Borel hypergraph, P(X) is a Borel poset.

The hypergraphs we are going to use are defined on the set of branches of several trees.
Let T}, be the tree n<% for each n and T, = Un<oo n™. For each T,, and T, fix a subset
D, C T,, Dy C Ty, respectively, so that each of them is dense and intersects each level
with exactly one node.

For each n, define H,, = {{d ~i ~2:0<i<n}:de D,,z € [T,]} to make each [T},]
a n-dimensional hypergraph. In the same spirit, let HY, = {{d ~i ~ 2z :0 <i < [d|} :
d € Doo, € [Up> (g1 7]} and HL={{d~i~zd~j~x2}:0<i#j<]|d,dEe
Doo, @ € [Upsjgis1 7"}

These hypergraphs naturally generalize graphs G defined in [5] and are well-studied in
descriptive combinatorics (see, for example, [6]). One of important properties is that they
have uncountable Borel chromatic number:

Fact 2.1. The hypergraphs ([Ty], Hy), ([Tso), HY,) and ([Tso], HL) are all of uncountable
Borel chromatic number. Moreover, for every countable partition of ([Tso], HL) into Borel
subsets, one fragment includes complete subgraphs of arbitrarily large sizes.

Here we go through a standard argument using the property of Baire for the case [T},],
other cases follow from the same method.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there is a Borel map f : [T},] — N that is non-constant on every
edge. As [T,] is a Polish space, there must be an integer k and a node t € D,, so that
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(k) is comeager in the basic open set {t ~ z : z € [T},]}. Therefore, for each 0 < i < k,
f7(n) is comeager in {t ~i ~z:2 € [T,]}. Let Uy = {z :t ~i ~x € f1(k)}
Each U; is comeager in [T,] thus they have a non-empty intersection. Take an z from this
intersection, {t ~i ~ x : 0 < i < n} form an edge on which f is constant, a contradiction.

O

3. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

The purpose of this section is to show the following facts:

(1) P([Ts], HL) is Borel o-finite-c.c., but not Borel o-bounded c.c..

(2) P([T3], H2) is Borel o-bounded c.c., but not Borel o-linked.

(3) For every n > 2, P(([T,], Hy)) is Borel o-(n — 1)-linked, but not Borel o-n-linked.
(4) P([Tw], HY) is Borel o-n-linked for every n > 2, but not Borel o-centred.

which clearly together imply theorem [I.3]

First we show the “not” part:

Proof. For each hypergraph [T] mentioned, we can naturally identify [T] with the subset
of P([T]) consisting with all singletons. For T being 2-dimension ([T5] and ([Tw], HY)),
every complete subgraph is an antichain. In [T},], a subset is centred if and only if it is an
anti-clique. In ([Th], HY), a subset is n-linked if and only if it does not include any edge
of size < n. Then the “not” part follows from fact 211

O

Firstly, we describe a construction of Borel partitions for P(([1},], Hy)) witnessing Borel
o-(n — 1)-linkedness, for n > 2. For the rest three posets, the partition would be the same
but we need to reasoning slight differently to see why they work.

Proof. For each hypergraph X, let P,(X) = {p € P(X) : |p| = k+ 1}. Clearly each Py(X)
is Borel if X is, and P(X) = |J P.(X) U {0}.

Claim 3.1. For each hypergraph [T,,], for each {xo,...,xr} € Pip([Tyn]), there are k + 1
distinct nodes {tg,...,tp} C T, of the same height such that t; C x; and for every tuple
{Y0, -y yr} C [Th] satisfying t; C y; for every 0 <i <k, {yo,...,yr} is an anticlique.

Proof. Fix [T},]. For every two branches z,y in a tree, denote by A(z,y) the longest initial
segment of x and y. Fix {xo,...,xx} € Pi([T,]). For it to be an anti-clique, it must fall
into one of three cases:

(1) there are i # j so that A(x;,x;) ¢ Dy, or

(2) there are i # j # k so that A(xz;, x;) # A(xj, xy), or

(3) thereis a d € D,, so that for every i # j we have A(z;,z;) = d but there are i # j

and lij > |d| so that l‘l(llj) 75 l‘](llj)
In first two cases, let | = sup{|A(x;,x;)| + 1}o<izj<k. If the third case happens, pick

such ¢ # j and let [ = l;; + 1. Let ¢; = x;|l (the initial segment of x; of length [). Then
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each tuple in the open set {{y; }o<i<k : ti C y;} realizes the same case as {xo, ..., 2 } below
level [, and thus is an anti-clique.
O

Now for each p € Py ([T},]) we pick S, = {to, ..., tx} and let U, be the open neighbourhood
of Py([T3]) defined by U, = {{vi}o<i<k : ti C y;}. Clearly, U, is Borel (in fact it is open).
We show that it is n — 1-linked. Let A = {po, ..., pn—2} C U, be a subset of size n — 1. We
show that it is centred (i.e. their union is still an anti-clique):

if not, take (o, ..., z,—1) being an edge in | J;_; p;- By above claim, there areis i < &, and
there are xj, and x;, both extending the ¢;, thus |A(xj,,x;,)| > t;. On the other hand, by
pigeon hole principal (and the fact that n > n — 1), there has to be m < ny, z;, # x;, both
in pp,. By our definition of U,, |A(xzy,,x;,)| < |t;|. Thus we have A(xj,,xj,) # Az, 21, ).

However, by the definition of H,, A(xs,,xi;) = A(xjy,2;,) for every pairs ig # 41 and
Jo # j1. This contradiction shows that there cannot be any edge in (Jj<;,,_1 Pi-

Lastly, notice that while there are uncountably many p, there can only be countably
many ), since they are finite subsets of the countable set T},. Also, it is clear that p € U,
thus P([T]) = Upep Up is actually a countable partition of P[T,] into countably many
n — 1-linked Borel subsets, as wanted.

O

Now we turn to the case P([T»], H2). The Claim from above still works for n = 2 so we
can still construct Uj,. For this case, we want to show that each U, only includes antichains
of bounded size. Fix p € P([I3], H2), pick S, as in the above proof and let A C U, be an
antichain. Order S, = {to,....tx}. For each pair gy # ¢1 € A, as they are incompatible,
there has two be an Hy edge connecting x € qo,y € q1. By our claim, there has to be
0 < i < k so that  and y both end-extends t;. We color this (unordered) pair qg,q; with
the least such i. A is an antichain, so [A]? is fully colored. By the Ramsey theorem, when
|A| is large enough (more precisely, when it is no less than the |p|-color Ramsey number
R(3,3,...,3)), there are t € S, po # p1 # p2 € A and z; € p; so that ¢t C z; for i =0,1,2
and xg,z1,29 € [T] form a triangle(K3). However, this is impossible: it is a well-known
fact that ([T2], H2) (which is just Gp) is loop-free.

Thus U, does not include any antichain of size larger than the |p|-color Ramsey number
R(3,3,..3). This number clearly only depends on the size of p and is independent of our
choice of S,. Again, there are only countably many different possible S, so P([T], Hz) =
Upep Up is o-bounded c.c.

For P([Tx], HY,), we need to construct a partition witnessing Borel o-n-linkedness for
each n. For this purpose, we turn back to the Claim B.Il In addition to the requirements
in the Claim, we also require the |t;| > n. This can be achieved simply by pick | =n + 1
if the original [ < n(otherwise we can just remain it unchanged). Once this is done, the
same proof of Borel o-n-linkedness works for P([T], HY,).

Lastly, for P([Ts], HL,), we show that for every p and for any S, as in the Claim, U,
does not include infinite anti-chains. The proof goes exactly the same as case P([T5], Ha),
only slightly differs at the use of Ramsey theorem: Instead of K3, this time we use Ramsey
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theorem to pick an infinite complete subgraph G from ([Ti], HL). We now show that
there cannot be any infinite complete subgraph. Pick z € G. By the definition of H' , for
each d € Do, there are only finitely many 2’ € [T,] satisfying 2’ € G and A(z,2’) = d.
Therefore there has to be y # z so that A(x,y) = dyp C A(z,2) = d; for dy # di € Deo.
In this case, we can see that A(y,z) = dy as well. Since y, z € G, there has to be integers
i # j and real r so that y =dy —~ ¢ ~r and 2z = dy —~ j — r. However, this implies that
dy —~ j C dy C x. By looking at the definition of H! again, we notice that an edge from
x to y makes x = dg —~ j —~ r = z, contradicting our choice of x,y, z to be distinct.

4. COMPARISON WITH CLASSICAL CASES

It worth notice that every poset we mentioned above are all o-centred if we do not
require the fragmentation to be Borel.

Theorem 4.1. If H is a hypergraph with at most continuumly many connected components
and each connected component is countable, then P(H) is o-centred.

Proof. Let H = J,.. H) where each H) is a connected component of H. Equip it with
the discrete topology and consider the topological space X = IIy..P(H)) equipped with
the usual product topology. Every P(H)) is countable thus in particular separable. By the
Hewitt-Marczewski-Pondiczery theorem X is also separable. Take D C X be a countable
dense subset. For each d,, € D, let P, = {p:p € P(H) and pN Hy = d,(\)}. Every P,
is centred since |J_.dn(A) is an anti-clique in H. Also for every p € P(H), the subset
{z:x(\) =pN Hy or pn Hy =0 for all A\} is open, so there is a d,, in it, and equivalently,
p e P, O

Our hypergraphs [T,], ([T, HY) and ([Tx], HL) all satisfy the requirement of the
above theorem since any two vertices in an edge are eventually equal, thus all posets we
dealt with are o-centred.

For another interesting example that fails Borel o-finite chain condition and the usual
o-bounded chain condition but satisfies o-finite chain condition, see [11].

5. FURTHER OBSERVATIONS

When we look at the o-bounded chain condition, a naturally aroused question is whether
replacing “bounded” with “uniformly bounded” would result a new property that lie strictly
in between o-bounded chain condition and o-linkedness or not. More precisely, we consider
the following property:

Definition 5.1. Let n be a positive integer. A poset P is said to satisfy the o-n-chain
condition if there is a countable partition P = |J P; so that for every i, every antichain A C
P; has size < n. When P is a Borel poset and P; can be taken to be Borel simultaneously,
we say that P satisfies the Borel o-n-chain condition.

However, the following (unpublished, as far as the author knows) theorem of Galvin and
Hajnal states that this property is actually just o-linkedness:
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Theorem 5.1 (Galvin, Hajnal). For any positive integer n, a poset P satisfies o-n-chain
condition if and only if it is o-linked.

Proof. Suppose not. Let P = |J,., P; be a partition witness o-n-chain condition for the
smallest n possible. Note that if n = 2, then P is already o-linked. For the following we
assume that n > 2.

Since P does not satisfy o-n — 1-chain condition, there must be k < w so that for every
partition of P, = J i<w Py ; has a fragment Py ; including an antichain of size no less than
n — 1 (and thus equals to n — 1). For each p € Py, let L(p) = {q € Py so that p and ¢
are incompatible} and R;(p) = {q € Pj: there is a r € P; extending both p and ¢}. Then
for every p, L(p) U (U, Ri(p)) = Px. Moreover, for each p there is an integer i(p) so that
Ri(p)(p) contains an antichain of size n — 1. For each i, let Q; = {p € P : i(p) = i} .
Clearly |J; Qi = P, thus there is an [ so that @; contains an antichain py, ..., p,—1 of size
n—1. Then for each ¢ = 1,2,..n—1 we can find antichain ¢;1, ..., ¢j(—1) C By of size n —1.
For each i =1,...,n —1and j =1,2,...,n — 1, we fix r;; in F} extending both p; and g¢;;.
Then {r;; :i,j =1,2,...,n — 1} is an antichain and it is a subset of P,. Since (n — 1)2 > n,
we have a contradiction with n > 2.

O

By the same proof, with a careful tracking of complexity of sets, we can show the same
for a wide class of Borel posets:

Theorem 5.2. Let P be a Borel poset with Borel incompatibility. If there is an integer k
and a countable partition P = |J P, into Borel subsets so that for every n, every antichain
A C P, has size < k, then P is Borel o-linked.

(In some articles, a Borel poset with Borel incompatibility is also called a “Souslin
forcing”)

Proof. First look at the description of linkedness of a subset A: “for every z,y € A, x
and y are compatible”. When “being compatible” is Borel, this condition is Hi over Z},
therefore reflection lemma implies that we can relax the Borel partition in the definition
of o-n-chain condition to Ei partition.

Let us now track the complexity of each set occured in the proof of the Theorem 5.1l and
make sure that every step is still valid when we turn to Z} partitions: each P is Borel.
For each p, L(p) is Borel, R;(p) is Z}. By above argument, the proof still holds and the
relation “R;(p) contains and antichain of size n — 17 is Z} over pairs (p,i). For each i, Q;
is the 7’th fibre of this set, thus is still Z}. The rest of the proof thus can be proceeded.

O

While Borel posets with non-Borel incompatibility do exist (for example, take two dis-
joint Polish spaces X NY = () and U C X X Y be a closed set with non-Borel projection
on Y, regard U as a partial order on X UY results such a poset), it is not known if the
requirement of Borel incompatibility can be omitted.
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Proof. In the previous proof, every L(p) is Borel, R;(p) and Q; are analytic. Also notice
that “every antichain has size < n” is II} over 31, so by reflection lemma the above proof
works for Borel posets with Borel incompatibility. O

Also, due to the Gp-dichotomy, the following fact is quickly followed:

Theorem 5.3. Let P be a Borel poset such that the collection C of centred subsets is Borel
and there is a Borel function f : C — P so that for every C € C, f(C) < p for everyp € C.
Then exactly one of following follows:
(1) P is Borel o-linked, or
(2) There is a P' C P([Tz]) failing Borel o-linkedness and for which there is a Borel
map ¢ : P — P that preserves incompatibility.

Proof. Let (P,G) be the incompatibility graph over P. Then P is Borel o-linked if and
only if the Borel chromatic number yg(P) is countable.

When P is not Borel o-linked, there is a Borel map 1 that embeds Go(= [T2]) into
(P,G). Let P' = {p € P([T%]) : {¢(x) : z € p} € C}. Let ¢(p) = f({¢(z) : « € p}). This
P’ and ¢ are then as required.

O

And similarly we can replace Borel o-linkedness and [T3] with other Borel chain condi-
tions and corresponding posets. We finish with conjecturing the following strengthening of
this theorem:

Question 5.1. Is it true that for every Borel poset P, exactly one of the following holds?

(1) P is Borel o-linked, or
(2) There is a Borel map ¢ : P([T,]) — P preserving incompatibility.
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