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ON MODEL THEORY OF SECOND-ORDER OBJECTS

TAPANI HYTTINEN, JONI PULJUJARVI, AND DAVIDE EMILIO QUADRELLARO

ABSTRACT. Motivated by team semantics and existential second-order logic,
we develop a model-theoretic framework for studying second-order objects such
as sets and relations. We introduce a notion of abstract elementary team cat-
egories that generalizes the standard notion of abstract elementary class, and
show that it is an example of an accessible category. We apply our framework
to show that the logic FOT introduced by Kontinen and Yang [17] satisfies a
version of Lindstréom’s Theorem. Finally, we consider the problem of transfer-
ring categoricity between different cardinalities for complete theories in exis-
tential second-order logic (or independence logic) and prove both a downwards
and an upwards categoricity transfer result.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Model theory is the study of general properties of mathematical structures. In
traditional model theory, the center of attention—we could say the smallest unit
of interest—are elements, or tuples of elements. One is often interested in whether
certain types of elements or tuples exist, or how many different types there might
be, or how elements get mapped when one moves from one structure to another via
some mapping that preserves certain properties of structures.

On the other hand, often in mathematics one is interested in sets of elements,
or sets of tuples (i.e. relations). While elements are first-order objects, sets and
relations are second-order objects. Not much model theory has been done in a
setting where the basic building block is, instead of an element, a set. The rea-
son may be that second-order logic—the natural counterpart of first-order logic
in this setting—is so strong that it lacks many properties that make elementary
model theory interesting. For example, the second-order theory of many inter-
esting structures—such as the ordered field of real numbers, the field of complex
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numbers, or the semiring of natural numbers—are categorical, i.e. they have a
unique model up to isomorphism. However, it may not be completely hopeless to
study relations using simply first-order logic, or some other logic that lies between
first and second order.

Our interest in the model theory of relations comes from the field of team seman-
tics. Team semantics is an extension of the usual Tarski semantics of first-order
logic that allows formulas to be evaluated over sets of assignments, called teams,
rather than single assignments. Such a framework was originally introduced by
Hodges [11] in order to provide a compositional semantics to Hintikka and Sandu’s
IF-logic. In particular, V&&ndnen and Hodges [33] and Vadnénen [31] used team
semantics to extend first-order logic by means of the so-called dependence atom

=(1...2Tn,Y),

which we read as saying “the value of z1,...,z, completely determines the value
of y”. The resulting logic, namely dependence logic, dramatically increases the
expressive power of first-order logic and turns out to be equivalent both to IF-logic
and to the existential fragment of second-order logic ESO (cp. Lemma 2.5).

Additionally, team semantics proved soon to be a very powerful and flexible
framework, and it was noticed by Va&nanen and others that it allows to consider
several atoms characterizing various notions of dependence, e.g. the independence
atom x L y [10] or the inclusion atom x C y [9]. Importantly, each of the logics that
one obtains by extending the syntax of first-order logic by these new atomic formulas
correspond to different fragments of existential second order logic ESO (with usual
semantics) via a translation that goes both ways. More recently, however, Kontinen
and Yang [17] have also introduced a logic over team semantics that corresponds
to first-order logic in this way, i.e. it captures exactly the elementary properties of
teams. From the perspective of the present work, the results from [17] represent
a significant breakthrough. In our view, Kontinen and Yang’s work shows that
the the most essential aspect of team semantics lies in this shift of attention from
first-order to second-order objects, rather than the increase in expressive power.

In fact, since teams are essentially relations, it is very natural to adopt team
semantics as a framework to study the model theory of sets and relations. Interest-
ingly enough, there has not been much study of the model theory of logics in team
semantics, with the exception of the seminal work of Vaénénen [31] and the study
of team ultraproducts by Liick [21]. In [24], the study of model theory for team
semantics was initated, in particular by proving a full version of the compactness
theorem for independence logic and several of its fragments.

In this article we continue the work from [24] and develop a model-theoretic
framework for team semantics. We further believe this framework provides the
natural environment to study the elementary and higher-order properties of sets
and relations. In particular, we apply the model-theoretic toolkit developed in this
article to study the problem of transferring categoricity for complete theories in
existential second-order logic. This provides an important example of how team
semantics can be used to deliver results on the model theory of existential second
order logic.

We shall now summarize the structure and the major contributions of this work.
In Section 2 we review some basic notions from team semantics and existential
second-order logic. In Section 3 we introduce the notion of team maps between
structures and prove some of their basic properties. In Section 4, we discus prob-
lems arising from trying to fit a class of structures together with elementary team
embeddings into the framework of abstract elementary classes (AECs). We re-
solve these problems by defining a generalization of AECs that makes more sense
in our setting. The objects of these so-called abstract elementary team classes
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(AETCs) are reminiscent of general models (or Henkin models) of second-order
logic. The main result of the section is Theorem 4.18, which states that AETCs,
when treated as categories with team maps as morphisms, are examples of ac-
cessible categories [1], which are known to generalize AECs. In Section 5 we use
the general framework of abstract elementary classes to show that one can build a
suitable version of the monster model for independence logic and ESO.

We then consider two applications of this model-theoretic toolkit. First, in Sec-
tion 6, we use the machinery introduced in the previous sections to show that the
elementary team logic FOT introduced by Kontinen and Yang in [17] satisfies a
version of Lindstrom’s Theorem. Finally, we conclude the article in Section 7 by
focusing on the problem of classifying models of complete existential second-order
theories. We prove, in particular, two versions of categoricity transfer: one from
uncountable to countable cardinals (Theorem 7.7) and one from countable to un-
countable cardinals (Theorem 7.11). These two results also show how the spectrum
function of an existential second-order theory depends in many cases on the sta-
bility properties of its first-order reduct, and it also displays that the present work
has many potential connections to the standard elementary model theory.

Acknowledgements. We thank Asa Hirvonen, Jonathan Kirby, Nicolas Najar,
Tapio Saarinen, Jouko Vaéndnen, Andrés Villaveces and Fan Yang for useful com-
ments and discussions regarding this manuscript.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notational Conventions. We denote sets and relations with uppercase Ro-
man letters such as A, B and C and elements by lowercase Roman letters such as
a, b and c. We usually denote collections of sets A by calligraphic letters such as .
By Fraktur letters such as 2, 6 and € we denote first-order structures of a given
signature.

If n is a natural number, an n-tuple is technically a function with domain n.
We usually denote tuples by @, b etc. and often write @ = (agy...,an-1), where
a; = d(i) for i < n. We call n the length of @ and may denote it by |@|. The empty
set is the unique O-tuple. An n-ary relation is a set of n-tuples. If A is an n-ary
relation, we denote by ar(A4) the arity of A, i.e. the number n. The empty set is
considered a relation of every arity. {(} is the unique nonempty 0-ary relation. If
f is a function from A™ to A for some n < w, then we say that it has arity n and
denote this number by ar(f).

If @ = (ag,...,an—1) is an n-tuple and b= (boy ... ,bm—1) is an m-tuple, the
concatenation of @ and b is the n + m-tuple (ag,...,an-1,b0,...,bm—1), which we
usually denote just by @b. If there is a risk of confusion, we may also denote the
concatenation by @~ b. Often for our convenience, we also identify a pair (d, 5) with
the tuple @. Note that 0@ = @) = @ for any tuple @. If A is an n-ary and B an
me-ary relation, then we identify the Cartesian product A x B with the n + m-ary
relation

{@b|dec Aandbe B}

Note that by this convention, {f} x A = A x {0} = A. Also, p x A=A x (= 0.
If Ais an n+ k-ary and B a k4 m-ary relation, then the natural k-join A < B
of A and B is the n + k + m-ary relation

{@be | |@| = n, |b| =k, |l = m and @b € A and bZ € B}.

Note that A x B = Ay B. If A and B are n-ary relations, then ANB = A <, B.
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Let A be an n-ary relation, let ig,...,4,—1 < n and denote ¥ = (ig, ..., im—1)
We then denote by Prz(A) the m-ary relation

{(aiy, ..., ai,_,) | thereis (bo,...,bp—1) € A with b;; = a;; for j <m}.

This is a kind of projection, with the possibility of permuting and repeating coor-
dinates. If 7 is a permutation of n, then

(A) = {(aﬂ'(O)a s aaw(nfl)) | (a’Oa s an—l) € A}

= {(ao, ey anfl) | (aﬂﬁl(o), ceey a,ﬂ-—l(nfl)) S A}

Pr
((0),...,m(n—1))

If o is a possibly infinite ordinal and a is a function with domain «, we call
a an a-sequence and write a = (a;)i<qa, Where a(i) = a;, similar to tuples, even
though when « is infinite, we usually do not call a an a-tuple, nor do we call a set
of a-sequences an a-ary relation.

If A is a structure, we do not distinguish between 2l and the domain of 2 when
there is no risk of confusion, i.e. we write e.g. a € 2 when a is an element of the
domain of 2 and we write |2(| for the cardinality of the domain. We also denote
the domain of 2 by dom(2() when necessary for clarity.

If 7 is a signature and 2 and 28 are elementarily equivalent 7-structures, i.e.
satisfy the same 7T-sentences of first-order logic, then we write 2l = 9B. If L is
another logic and 2 and ‘B satisfy the same 7-sentences of L, we write 2 =, ‘B.

We denote the powerset of a set I by P(I). By (1) we mean P(I)\ {0}. By
R (I) we mean the collection of all relations on I, i.e. the set |, _ P(I™).

n<w

2.2. Existential Second-Order Logic. We assume the reader is familiar with
the syntax and semantics of second-order logic (SO). We refer the reader to the
last chapter of [6] and to [4] and [32] for an overview of basic definitions and results.

If ¢ € SO does not contain any second-order quantifiers, we say that ¢ is first-
order, even if it has free second-order variables. If no first-order variable occurs
free in ¢ and ¢ is first-order, we say that ¢ is a first-order sentence; with this
terminology, a first-order sentence (of SO) may contain free second-order variables.
If ¢ does not contain free (first- or second-order) variables, we say that ¢ is a
(second-order) sentence.

Fact. Every formula of SO is equivalent to a formula of the form

QoXo ... Qum-1Xm_1¢,

where Q; € {3,V} for i < m, each X; is either a relation or function variable and ¢
is first-order.

We denote by ESO the existential fragment of SO, i.e. the set of formulas of SO
that are equivalent to a formula of the form

3Xo...3X 10

for first-order ¢.
The following properties of ESO are well known.

Lemma 2.1.

(i) Let Xo,...,X,—1 be second-order variables. Then there is a relation vari-
able X such that for any first-order 7-sentence ¢(Xo, ..., X,—1), there is a
first-order T-sentence ¢*(X) such that

3Xp...3X0 10 = IX "

(ii) ESO is closed under conjunction, disjunction and first-order quantifiers.
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It is easy to show that ESO satisfies the compactness theorem and the follow-
ing version of the Lowenheim—Skolem theorem: if T is an existential second-order
theory with infinite models, then for any infinite £ > |7|, T has a model of car-
dinality k. To see this, let T" be an ESO-theory with infinite models, and let
{3X;0:(X;) | ¢ < |7]+Ro}, for o first-order, axiomatize T. Fix an infinite cardinal
k > |7|, and let 2 be an infinite model of T. Then there are relations R; C Qar(Xi)
such that 2 = a;(R;) for all i < |7] + No. Let A be an expansion of 2 by fresh
predicate symbols S; with ar(S;) = ar(R;) such that S* = R;. Then Theo(2) has,
by the Lowenheim—Skolem theorem of first-order logic, a model B of cardinality
k. Then, letting B = B|7, we have B = IX,;04(X;) for every i < |7| + No, as
witnessed by S. We stress that this does not contradict Lindstrom’s theorem, as
ESO is not closed under negation, which is a requirement imposed on an abstract
logic in the statement of the theorem.

We wish to define the concept of completeness for theories in ESO. Usually, one
would define a complete theory to be one that semantically (or syntactically if there
is a proof system available) entails, for every sentence ¢, either ¢ or —¢. Since ESO
is a positive logic, this option is not viable. We can, however, give a definition that
does not use negation and is equivalent for logics that are closed under negation.

Definition 2.2. Let T be an existential second-order theory, i.e. a set of sentences
of ESO. We say that T is complete if all of its models are ESO-equivalent, i.e. for
all 20,8 = T and sentences ¢ of ESO, we have

A ¢ — B¢

It may well be that the set of ESO-sentences true in a structure 2, which we
denote by These (21), is not complete in the above sense. For instance, if 2 is a { P}-
structure, where P is a unary predicate, such that |[P%| = Ry and |21\ P?| = Ry,
then Theso () does not contain the sentence expressing that there is a bijection
between P% and its complement, but by the Léwenheim-Skolem theorem Thgso (1)
has a countable model, and such a model will satisfy said sentence. It turns out
that a complete first-order theory has a unique ESO-completion, consisting of every
ESO-sentence that is consistent with the first-order theory. We will discuss this in
Section 7.1. We point out the following corollary on complete ESO-theories, which
immediately follows by the previous Lowenheim—Skolem theorem.

Corollary 2.3. Let T be a complete 7-theory in ESO, with infinite models. Then
T has infinite models in all cardinalities > |7].

We conclude this section by making the following observation, akin to the Los—
Vaught test of first-order logic.

Proposition 2.4. Let T be an existential second-order theory. If T" does not have
models of size < || + Ny and is categorical in every cardinality in which it has a
model, then T is complete.

Proof. Let 2,8 = T and let 2 = ¢. Since ||, |B| > || + Ro, by Lowenheim—
Skolem, there is 2" with || = |B| and A’ = T U {¢}. As T is |B|-categorical,
A" =B and hence B | ¢. O

2.3. Team Semantics. Next we recall the concept of a team and the team-semantic
interpretations of first-order connectives and quantifiers. We refer the reader to Gal-
liani [9], Gridel and Vadnénen [10], and Vadnéanen [31] for an introduction to team
semantics and proofs of the main facts recalled here.

Let 7 be a vocabulary, 2 a 7-structure and D C {v; | i < w} a set of (first-order)
variables. An assingment of 2 with domain D is a function D — 2. A team of
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with domain D is a set of assignments of 2 with domain D, i.e. a subset of A”.
We usually take D to be finite, but sometimes teams with infinite domains may be
of interest. When given a team X, we denote its domain by dom(X), similarly to
domains of functions.

If s is an assignment of 2 with zg, ..., z,—1 € dom(s) and t(xo, ..., Tp_1) is a 7-
term, we write s(t) as a shorthand for t*(s(z¢),...,8(zn_1)). f &= (20,...,Tn_1)
is a tuple of variables, we write s(Z) for (s(zg),...,s(xn-1)). If X is a team and
2oy .-, Tn—1 € dom(X), then we denote by X|[Z] the relation

{s(%) | s e X}.
Conversely, if R is an n-ary relation, we denote by team(R) the team
{{(vi,a0) | i <n}|(ao,...,an-1) € R}

with domain {v; | i < n}.
If s is an assignment of 2, a € A and x is a variable, we denote by s(a/z) the
assignment s’ with domain dom(s) U {z} such that

a if y ==,
s'(y) = {

s(y) otherwise.

If X is a team of A, then by X(a/z) we denote the team Y of 2 with domain
D = dom(X) U {z} such that

Y ={s(a/x) | s € X}.
If F is a function X — P+ (2A), we denote by X (F/z) the team
{s(a/z)| s € X and a € F(s)}.

We call F' a supplement function and X (F/x) the supplementation of X by F. If
F(s) =2 for all s € X, then we denote the supplemented team by X (21/x) and
call it the duplication of X. If D C dom(X), we denote by X [D the team

{s|D|s e X}.

Given a vocabulary 7, we consider the syntax of 7-formulas of first-order logic
FO to be given by the grammar

pu=t=t|~t="t"|R(to,....tn—1) | "R(to,...,tn-1) | 9N | dV ¢ | Izd | V29,

where t, t' and t; are 7-terms and R € 7 is an n-ary relation symbol. Note that
we readily assume a negation normal form for our first-order formulas. The team
semantics of the operators above is the following.
Let 2 be a 7-structure and X a team of 2 with xg,...,2,—1 € dom(X). For a
first-order formula ¢(xg, ..., Tn-1), A Ex ¢ is defined as follows.
(i) AEx t =1 if s(t) = s(’) for all s € X.
ii) AEx ~t =1t if s(t) # s(t’) for all s € X.
(iii) A =x R(to,. .. ta1) if (s(to),...,s(tn_1) € R¥ for all s € X.
(iv) A Ex ~R(to, ..., tn_1) if (s(to),...,5(tn_1) ¢ R® for all s € X.
v) AEx v Ax A Ex ¢ and A Ex x.
(vi) A Ex ¢ V x if there are Y, Z C X such that YU Z = X, A =y ¢ and
A ':Z X-
(vii) 2 =x Jxep if there is a function F': X — PT(2A) such that A f=x(p/a) .
We stress that the team semantic definition of the classical connectives and
quantifiers do not provide us with anything new when it comes to just first-order
logic, in the sense that formulas of first-order logic are flat.
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Fact (Flatness). For any 2, X and ¢(zo,...,2,-1) € FO,
AEx ¢ < AE o(s(xo),...,s(xn-1)) for all s € X.

Hence for formulas of FO, team semantics is equivalent to the usual Tarski seman-
tics.

2.4. Dependence Logic. When working with team semantics, we are generally
interested in expanding the syntax of first-order logic by means of new atomic
formulas encoding different relations of (in)dependence between variables. We recall
here the semantics of the dependence atom =(&; %), the independence atom & Lz,
the inclusion atom ¥ C ¢ and the exclusion atom & | §.

(ix) A Ex =& ) if for all 5,8 € X, if s(&) = §'(Z) then s(§) = §'(¥), ie.

there is a function f: A% — Al such that f(s(Z)) = s(7) for all s € X.
(x) A Ex & C ¢, where Z and ¢ are tuples of the same length, if for all s € X
there is some s’ € X such that s(Z) = §'(¢), i.e. X[7] C X[y].
(xi) A Ex | ¥, where & and ¥ are tuples of the same length, if for all s,s" € X
we have s(Z) # s'(), i.e. X[Z] N X[y] = 0.
(xii) A =x & Lz yif for all s, " € X such that s(2) = §'(Z), there is s” € X such
that s"(27) = s(22) and s"(y) = s'(¥), i.e. X[72y] = X[¥Z] >z X[27].
As a special case of the dependence atom, we have the constancy atom =(0; ¥) that
is true in a team X if for all s,¢" € X, s(&) = §/(&), i.e. |X[Z]| < 1. We denote the
constancy atom simply by =(&).

Note that adding any of the aforementioned atoms to the syntax of first-order
logic results in a non-flat logic. If C' C {=(...), L, C, |}, we denote by FO(C') the
logic resulting from adding the atoms in C' to the syntax of FO. Below we list some
well-known properties of these logics.

Fact. Let 2 be a 7-structure and X and Y teams of 2 with the same domain.
(1) Locality: For any formula ¢ of FO(=(...), L., C,|), we have A =x ¢ if and

only if A IZX[FV(¢>) ¢

(ii) The empty team property: For any formula ¢ of FO(=(...), L., C,|) we
have 2 =g ¢.

(iii) Downwards closure: For any formula ¢ of FO(=(...),|), if A Ex ¢ and
Y C X, then 2 |y ¢.

(iv) Union-closure: For any formula ¢ of FO(Q), if A Ex ¢ and 2 Ey ¢, then
A =xuy ¢

By locality, whenever ¢ is a sentence of FO(=(...), L., C,|), we have

AEx ¢ &= AExypd <= AEp ¢

for any 2 and X. We write 2 |= ¢ for 2 =9} ¢ whenever ¢ is a sentence.

It is well known that in FO(L.) one can define all the other aforementioned
atoms, i.e. the logics FO(L.) and FO(=(...), L., C,|) are equiexpressive. In fact,
any property of teams definable in ESO (modulo the empty team property) can be
defined in FO(L.) and, conversely, any formula of FO(L.) can be defined in ESO,
in the following sense.

Lemma 2.5 (Galliani, Gradel-Vaanénen [9, 10]). Fix a finite set D = {xo,...,zpn_1}
of variables.
(i) For every r-formula of ¢(zo,...,xn—1) of FO(L.), there is a 7-formula x(R)
of ESO with no free first-order variables and only one free n-ary second-

order variable R, such that for every 7-structure 2 and team X of 2 with
D C dom(X),

AEx ¢ —= AE=x(X[zo,-..,Tn-1])
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We call x(R) a translation of ¢ to ESO.
(ii) For every 7-formula x(R) of ESO with no free first-order variables and only

one free n-ary second-order variable R, there is a 7-formula ¢(xq, ..., Tp—1)
of FO(L.) such that for every 7-structure 2 and team X of 2 with D C
dom(X),

2l':X ¢ — A ':XJF(X[:EOv"'vxn*l])a

where xT(R) = Jz¢ ... Jzp_1R(x0, ..., Tn-1) = x(R). We call ¢ a trans-
lation of x(R) to FO(L,).

Finally, we define what it means for a theory in FO(L,.) to be complete.

Definition 2.6. Let T be an FO(L.)-theory.

(i) We say that T is first-order complete if for all 2,8 = T, we have 2 = B.
(ii) We say that T is complete if its ESO-translation is, i.e. if for all 2,8 =T
and sentences ¢ of FO(L.),

Ak ¢ < B¢,

2.5. The Logic FOT. First-order Team Logic, FOT, was introduced by Kontinen
and Yang [17] to capture exactly the team properties definable in first-order logic
(modulo the empty team property) the same way, i.e. FOT corresponds to FO(L,)
exactly the same way in which FO(L.) corresponds to ESO. We can view FOT
here as a small extension of first order logic whose expressive power lies between
FO and FO(L.). In particular, since FOT captures all elementary team properties,
it is powerful enough to express the most common dependence atoms, for instance
those defined in the previous section.

Given a vocabulary 7, the syntax of 7-formulas of FOT is given by the grammar

pu= N TCFI=@) |~ dNd| oV o[ ae |V g,

where A is a first-order atomic formula and the weak classical negation ~, the weak
disjunction \, and the weak quantifiers 3' and V' are interpreted as follows:

(Xlll) Q['ZX oWV if A ':X ¢ or A ':X .

(xiv) AEx ~pif X =0 or Ql}'éx @.

(xv) A E=x Tt if there is an element a € A such that A = x(q/z) ¥

(xvi) A f=x V'aip if for every element a € 2 we have A = x (q/q) ¥

In [17], the syntax of FOT excludes the constancy atom =(Z). However, our
definition results in an equiexpressive logic, as the constancy atom can be defined
via the equivalence

:(ZE(), ce 7xn—1) = Elyo . Elyn_l /\ Ty = Yj.
<n

Note that as quantifiers seem to be required here, at the level of quantifier-free
formulas there may be a difference in expressive power between the two versions of
FOT.

We denote by ¢ — v the formula ~¢ \v ¢ and call it the weak classical implica-
tion and by ¢ <> ¢ the formula (¢ — ) A (¢p — ¢) and call it the weak classical
equivalence. Clearly, for a nonempty team X, A Ex ¢ — ¢ if and only if

AEx ¢ = AEx Y.

We also denote T := =(f)) and L := ~T. Note that the empty constancy atom T is
true in any team, and hence its weak classical negation L is true only in the empty
team.

The following is the FOT-counterpart of Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.7 (Kontinen—Yang [17]). Fix a finite set D = {zo, ..., xn_1} of variables.
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(i) For every T-formula ¢(zq, ..., z,—1) of FOT, there is a first-order 7-sentence
X(R) with a single free n-ary second order variable R such that for every
T-structure A and team X of A with D C dom(X),

A ':X ¢ — A ): x(X[acO,...,xn_l]).

We call x(R) a translation of ¢ to FO.

(ii) For every first-order T-sentence x(R) with a single free n-ary second order
variable R, there is a 7-formula ¢(zo, ..., x,—1) of FOT such that for every
T-structure 2 and team X of 2 with D C dom(X),

2l':X ¢ — A ':XJF(X[:EOv"'vxn*l])a

where xT(R) = 3o ... dzp_1R(x0, ..., 2n—1) = x(R). We call ¢ a trans-
lation of x(R) to FOT.

We can conclude that the relationships of the logics mentioned so far when it
comes to expressive power is the following:

FO < FOT < FO(L,).
Next we prove some basic but useful facts about FOT.

Lemma 2.8. Let X be a team of 2 and Y a team of B, both with domain
{vg,...,Upn—1}. Then

AEx ¢ <= BEy ¢
for all formulas ¢(vp,...,v,—1) of FOT if and only if

(A, X[vg, ...y vn_1]) = (B,Y[vg, ..., vn_1])-

Proof. Denote T = (vg,...,vn—1). If X =Y = (), then clearly the claim holds. If
X =0and Y # 0 (or vice versa), then we have that A [=x L but B £, L. On the
other hand, clearly (2, X[#]) = (A, 0) # (B, Y[#]), proving our claim. So we may
assume that X £ 0 £ Y.

“=": Suppose (A, X[Z]) £ (B,Y[Z]). Then there is a first-order 7 U {R}-
sentence y such that (%, X[7]) = x and (B, Y[#]) £ x. Since X # ) # Y, we have
(A, X[7]) = xT and (B,Y[7]) £ xT. Considering R a second-order variable and
letting ¢(Z) be a translation of y(R) to FOT, we have A =x ¢ but B }£,, ¢.

=" If (A, X[7]) = (B,Y[7]) and ¢(Z) is a formula of FOT, let x(R) be the
translation of ¢ to FO. Consider R as a relation symbol so that (A, X[#]) and
(B,Y[7]) are 7 U {R}-structures. Then as X and Y are nonempty, we have

&L, X[7]) Ex < (B, Y[7]) Ex,
whence by Lemma 2.7,

Q[':Xq3<:>%':y¢ O

Lemma 2.9. For any n-ary relation symbol R and an n-tuple Z of variables, there
is an { R}-formula §(R, &) of FOT such that for any { R}-structure 2 and a nonempty
team X of 2,

Al=x 0 — X[7] = R™.

Proof. Clearly 6 = R(Z) AV'yo ...V yn_1(R(§) — ¥ C ) suffices. O
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2.6. Ultraproducts. Recall that given an index set I, an ultrafilter U on I and
nonempty sets A;, i € I, the ultraproduct [[,.; A;/U of the sets A; is the quotient
set {f/U| f€[lies Ai} of [1;c; Ai by the equivalence relation

f=ug < {iel|[f(i)=g(i)} €U,

where f/U denotes the equivalence class of f. If even one of the sets A; is empty,
then the Cartesian product will also be empty and hence so will the ultraproduct.
However, when one defines the ultraproduct J[,.; 2;/U of T-structures 2;, i € I,
the interpretation of a predicate symbol R € 7 will be the set

{(fo/ Uy ...\ fae1/U) | {i €T | (fold),..., fa-1(i)) € R¥} € U}

This set, which we naturally think as the ultraproduct of the sets R¥i, is empty
only when R% is empty for U-many indices i. Given a context of an ultraproduct
structure 2 = [[,.; /U, we generalize the notion of an ultraproduct of sets to
correspond to the interpretation of relation symbols, i.e. if A; C AT for all ¢ € I,
then we denote by [[;c; Ai/U the set

{(fo/Us o fraa/U) €A™ [{i € T[ (foli), .-, fa-1(i)) € Ai} € U}
This leads to the definition of the ultraproduct of teams.

Definition 2.10 (Liick [21]). Let % be the ultraproduct of the structures 2;, i € I,
and let D be a set of first-order variables.

(i) Given assignments s;: D — 2;, i € I, we denote by (s;);es the assignment
s: D — [[;c; i such that s(x) = (si(x))ies for all z € D.
(ii) Given an assignment s: D — [];.; %, we denote by s/U the assignment
t: D — 2 such that t(z) = s(x)/U for all x € D.
(iii) Given a team X; of ; with domain D for each ¢ € I, we define their team
ultraproduct [],c; Xi/U as the set of all assignments s: D — 2 such that
there are s;: D — 2;, 4 € I, with s = (8;)ier/U and {i € I | 5; € X;} € U.

Note that with these definitions, ([T;c; Xi/U) [£] = [T;c; X:[Z]/U for any vari-
able tuple 7.

Recall that the classical fundamental theorem of ultraproducts, also known as
Lo§’ theorem, is the following: if fo,..., fn-1 € [[;c; % and ¢(zo,...,2p—1) is a
first-order formula, then

(i€ T = Ofoli), o, fuoa ()} €U = [[ /U = Ofo/U .. fur/U).
iel
It was proved by Liick [21] that first-order definable properties of teams are pre-

served in ultraproducts, which together with Lemma 2.7 gives the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 2.11 (Lo§’ Theorem of FOT). If X; is a team of 2; with domain D for
all i € I and ¢ is a formula of FOT with Fv(¢) C D, then

{icl|Wkx ¢} eU = [[W/UE,_, x. ué
iel
A version for FO(L.) was proved by Puljujarvi and Quadrellaro [24]:

Theorem 2.12 (Lo$’ Theorem of FO(L.)). If X; is a team of ; with domain D
for all i € I and ¢ is a formula of FO(L.) with Fv(¢) C D, then

{iel|diEx, ¢ eU = Hmz/cu Fle, X/ ¢
iel
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Note that in independence logic one does not obtain equivalence between a formula
being satisfied U-often and it being satisfied in the ultraproduct; this reflects the
positive nature of ESO. In fact, a universal second-order sentence that is preserved
under ultraproducts is actually definable in first-order logic [14]. Furthermore,
a logic that satisfies the stronger form of Lo$§’ theorem is equiexpressive to first-
order [26]. Fortunately, the missing direction of the equivalence is unnecessary for
proving the compactness theorem, which we obtain as a corollary. We say that a
set T of formulas of FO(L.) is satisfiable if there is a structure 2, and a nonempty
team X of A whose domain contains all the free variables of T, such that 2 =x T

Corollary 2.13. If I is a set of formulas of FO(L.) and each finite I C T is
satisfiable, then I" is satisfiable.

In the sequel, the following classic result, usually dubbed the Keisler—Shelah
theorem, will be of much use.

Theorem 2.14 (Keisler [14], Shelah [29]). Let 2 and B be 7-structures. If A = B,
then there is a cardinal x and an ultrafilter U on & such that A% /U = B~ /U.

We conclude this section by reviewing the notion of a limit ultrapower, which
was introduced by Keisler [15] as a kind of generalization of ultrapowers.

Definition 2.15. Let I be a set, ¥ an ultrafilter on I and € a filter on I2.

(i) For f € 2!, we denote by eq(f) the set of all pairs (i,7) € I? such that
f(i) = 1()-
(ii) Let A be a set and denote B = A /F. By B|€ we denote the set

{f/F € Bleq(g) € € for some g =5 [}.

(iii) Let 2A be a T-structure and let B = 2! /F. Then we denote by B|€ the sub-
structure of B generated by the set dom(8)|€ and call it a limit ultrapower
of 2.

The limit ultrapower B|% is a substructure of the ultrapower B = 2! /F that
consists of equivalence classes of those sequences f € 2! that are “almost constant”
according to the filter €. In the definition we do not require € to be proper;
if ¢ = P(I?), we have B|§ = B, so in this sense limit ultrapowers generalize
ultrapowers. It is proved in [15] that B|€ is always an elementary substructure of
B, and that the ultrapower embedding a +— (a);c;/F is an elementary embedding
A — B|E.

Limit ultrapowers are connected to complete embeddings, whose definition we
now recall.
Definition 2.16. Let 20 and B be 7-structures. An embedding f: A — B is
complete if for every 7/ O 7 and 7/-expansion A of 2 there is a 7/-expansion B of
% such that f is an elementary embedding A — B.

Clearly the ultrapower embedding 2 — 21! /F is complete. It turns out that this
is a special case of the more general fact that the ultrapower embedding to a limit
ultrapower is complete. In fact, every complete embedding is essentially a limit
ultrapower embedding.

Theorem 2.17 (Keisler [15]). The following are equivalent for f: 2 — B.

(i) f is a complete embedding.
(ii) There are I, F and ¢ and an isomorphism 7: (A /F)|
f = m o, where ¢ is the ultrapower embedding 21 — (A /F)|.
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3. TEAM MAPS

In this section we introduce the notions of partial isomorphism and elementary
map for team semantics and prove some of their basic characterisations. For the
rest of the paper (except Section 6), we identify a relation X with the corresponding
team team(X) with domain {vo,...,Var(x)=1}- If #(vo,...,vp—1) is a formula of
FOT or FO(L.) and X C A" for a structure 2, then by & |=x ¢ we mean A Feam(x)
¢. If X C A" and a € A, then by X(a/n) we denote the n + l-ary relation
X x {a}. Note that team(X (a/n)) = team(X)(a/v,). Also note that #(a/0) = 0
and {0}(a/0) = {a}. Given a structure 2, we denote by Ag the diagonal set
{(a,a) | a € A}, i.e. the identity relation (@ = b if and only if (a,b) € Ay).

Definition 3.1. Let 2 and B be 7-structures.

(i) Given a set X C R(A), we denote by cl(X;2) the C-least set Y C R(A)
such that

)If X,V €Y, then XNY €Y,
I X, Y €Y, then X xY €Y,
) if X € Y is n-ary and 7€ n<¥, then Pry(X) € ¥, and
) Ag, R®, F® {c*} € ¥ for all relation symbols R € 7, function symbols
F € 7 and constant symbols ¢ € 7.
If the structure 2 is clear from the context (which it almost always is), we
simply write cl(X) for cl(X;2).
(ii) We say that £ is a (partial) team map 2 — B if it is a (partial) function
R(A) — R(B) such that
e £ preserves arities, i.e. if X C A", then £(X) C B", and
e the domain and range of £ satisfy the closure properties (C1)—(C5),
i.e. dom(f) = cl(dom(f); ) and ran(f) = cl(ran(f); B).
If £ maps all singletons from its domain to singletons and {ad} € dom(f),
we write £(@) for the unique element inhabiting the singleton £({a}). We
write £1],, for the function £[(dom(g) N P(A™)).
(iii) We say that a partial team map £: A — B is a partial team isomorphism
if the following conditions are satisfied:
(PI1) X =0 if and only if £(X) =0, and X =A™ if and only if £(X) = B"
for all n < w,
(PI2) for all X € dom(ﬁ) X is a singleton if and only if £(X) is,
(PI3) for all X,Y € dom(f), £(X x V) = £(X) x £(Y),
(PI4) for all n-ary X € dom(f) and 7€ n<%, £(Pr# X)) = Pry(f(X)),
(PI5) for all X\Y € dom(ﬁ), X CY if and only if £(X) C £(Y), and
(PI6) £(Ag) = A, £(R*) = R® for any relation or function symbol R € 7
and £(c*) = ¢® for any constant symbol c € 7.
If £ happens to be total, then we call £ a team embedding. If £ is such that
for any a € 2, {a} € dom(f), then we call £ element-total, and if for any
b e B, {b} € ran(f), then we call £ element-surjective.
(iv) We say that £ is a team isomorphism if it is an element-surjective team
embedding. If 7: 2 — B is an ordinary isomorphism, we denote by 7 the
team isomorphism 2f — B defined by

#(X) = {n(a) [ d e X}

for all relations X of .
(v) We say that a (partial) team map £: A — B is a (partial) elementary team
map if it satisfies (PI3), and for all 7-formulas ¢(vo, ..., v,—1) of FOT and
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n-ary X € dom(f), we have
AEx ¢ <= B Fpx) ¢

If £ happens to be total, then we call £ an elementary team embedding.

(vi) We say that a (partial) elementary team map f: 2 — 9B is a (partial)
independence team map if for all T-formulas ¢(vo, ..., v,—1) of FO(L.) and
X C A", we have

AEx ¢ = B EFyx) ¢

If £ happens to be total, then we call £ an independence team embedding.

Note that £(@) = @ vacuously holds for any team map £: the empty set is the
only relation of every arity, and £ preserves arity of relations. If £ is a partial team
isomorphism and ag,...,a,—1 € dom(f), then @ = (aop,...,a,-1) € dom(f) and

ﬁ(a) = (ﬁ(ao)a s aﬁ(an71>'

Example 3.2. Let 2 be a 7-structure, x an infinite cardinal and U an ultrafilter on
k. Let B =27 /U. Now ¢: 2 — B defined by ¢(X) = X" /U is an elementary team
embedding by Theorem 2.11 and furthermore an independence team embedding by
Theorem 2.12.

Lemma 3.3. Let £ be a partial team isomorphism. Then
(i) £ is injective,
(ii) £(X(a/n)) = £(X)(£(a)/n) for an n-ary X € dom(£) and {a} € dom(§).
(iii) A(XNY)=£X)NEY) for all X,Y € dom(g).

Proof. We show the third claim. Let X,Y € dom(f). If they are of different arity,
the intersection is empty and hence mapped to the empty set, so we may assume
ar(X) =ar(Y). By (PI5),as XNY C XY, we have £(X NY) C £(X),£(Y) and
hence £(XNY) C £(X)NE(Y). For the converse, note that as £(X)NE(Y) € ran(f),
there is some Z € dom(¢) such that £(Z) = £(X)NE(Y). Since £(Z) C (X)NEY),
we have £(Z) C £(X),£(Y), so by (PI5) we have Z C X,Y. But then Z C X NY.
Thus £(Z) C £(X NY). But as £(Z) = £(X) N EY), we have £(X) N L(Y) C
PXOY). 0

Lemma 3.4.

(i) If £ is a partial team isomorphism 2 — 9B, then £~! is a partial team
isomorphism B — 2. If £ is a partial elementary team map 2 — B, then
£~ is a partial elementary team map B — 2.

(ii) If £: A — B and g : B — € are partial team isomorphisms with ran(f) =
dom(g), then g o £ is a partial team isomorphism 2l — €. If £ and g are
elementary, then so is g o £. If £ and g are independence team maps, then

soisgof.
Proof. Clear. O

Lemma 3.5. Let £: % — 9 be a partial team map. Then for any n,m < w
and n-ary and m-ary relations X and Y of 2, respectively, the following holds:
X € dom(f) and Y € dom(g) if and only if for all £ < n,m, X > Y € dom(f).
Furthermore, if £ is a partial team isomorphism, then £(X >t V) = £(X) i £(Y)
for all k.

Proof. Let € be an arbitrary structure. We first show that for any n < w, the
2n-ary relation

—.

v = {ab| |al = |5 = n,a = b)
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is expressible in terms of products, projections and A¢. Note that AY = {0} =
Pryp(A¢) and AL = A¢. Suppose we have shown this for A%. Then
AV = {Gabb | @) = |b| = n,@ = b,a = b}
— Pr({@bab | |@| = |b| = n,@ = b,a = b})
= Pr(Ag x Ag),

where 7= (0,...,n—1,2n,n,...,2n — 1,2n 4+ 1).
Now for any n + k-ary and k + m-ary relations X and Y of €, we have
X, Y = {abc|dbe X,bce Y}
=Pr((X xY) N (€" x Af x €™)),
J

where 7=(0,...,n+k—1,n+2k,....,n+2k+m—1).

Now it is clear that A5 € dom(f). It follows that X <, Y € dom(f) whenever
X,Y € dom(£). On the other hand, if X t<p Y = X x Y € dom(£), then X and Y
are easily obtained as projections. If £ is a partial team isomorphism, then clearly
£(A%) = AL, whence also £(X >, V) = £(X) b, £(Y). O

The next proposition highlights a connection between partial elementary team
maps and complete atomic Boolean algebras.

Proposition 3.6. Let £ be a partial elementary team map. Then
(i) for all X,Y € dom(£) of the same arity,

FIXUY) =f(X)UEY),

whenever X UY € dom(¢), and
(i) for all X € dom(¢),

whenever X¢ € dom(f).
Furthermore, if £ is an elementary team embedding 2 — B, then for any n <
w, £], is an (ordinary) elementary embedding between (% (20"),U, N, <, 0, 2A™) and
(P(B"),U,N,<,0,B™) in the language {V, A, -, L, T} of Boolean algebras.
Proof.
(i) Denote & = (vo,---,Un-1)y ¥ = (Uny...,V2n-1), Z = (Van,...,V3,—1) and
W = (V3n,...,V4n—1). Then it is straightforward to verify that for any
structure € and nonempty X,Y, Z C ¢ Z = X UY if and only if
Clxxyxz T CENFCEZAVII(T CZ— (W CF WV C 7)),
whence the claim follows.
(i) Since £(0) = 0 and £(A™) = B, the claim holds whenever either of the
sets X and Y is empty, so suppose that is not the case. Denote ¥ =
(voy ..y 0p—1) and § = (U, ..., V2n—1). Now let ¢ be the formula
Vlzo AN .Vlzn,l(gg SE\\/ ZQ ]j) /\Zi"| ’Ij
Then
X=Y° = UAExxy ¢ <= Blpxxy) ¢
= B Epx)xpy) ¢ = HX)=£(Y)"
For the “furthermore” part, note that the structures in question are infinite atomic
Boolean algebras. The atoms of (P (™), U, N, <, 0, A™) are singletons, and £[,, maps

singletons (and nothing else) to singletons, i.e. preserves the atoms of the Boolean
algebra in both directions. Hence it is enough to show that whenever € and ®
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are infinite atomic Boolean algebras and ¢g: € — ® is an embedding that preserves
atoms both ways, then g is an elementary embedding.

Claim. Suppose that € and ® are infinite atomic Boolean algebras. Then g: € — ©
is an elementary embedding if and only if it is an embedding that preserves atoms.

Proof of claim. If g is elementary, then it preserves atoms, as being an atom is a first-
order definable property. For the converse, let 7= {V,A, =, L, T} U{P, | n < w},
i.e. the signature of Boolean algebras augmented with infinitely many fresh unary
predicates. Let T be the 7-theory consisting of the first-order theory of infinite
atomic Boolean algebras and the additional sentences stating that P,(a) holds
exactly when a is above at least n atoms in the Boolean algebra order. By [23,
Theorem 6.20] we have that T' admits quantifier elimination and so T is model
complete. Now, if g is an atom-preserving embedding € — 2, then it is easy to
show that € |= P,(a) if and only if D |= P,(f(a)) for all a € €, where € and ® are
the unique T-expansions of € and ®, respectively, that satisfy 7. This means that
g is a T-embedding ¢ — @, and as T is model complete, g is elementary. Hence g
is also an elementary embedding between the reducts € and ©. O

3.1. Characterizations of Partial Isomorphisms and Elementary Maps.
Although we have defined partial team isomorphisms simply by requiring some
specific commutativity conditions, the next lemma and the following proposition
show that these are exactly those team maps which preserve the quantifier-free
fragment of FOT.

Lemma 3.7. Let f£: )l — B be a partial team isomorphism. Then f preserves
first-order atomic formulas, i.e. for any X € dom(£) and atomic first-order formula

(b(’l}o,...,’un_l),
Q['ZX d) ~— B ':ﬁ(X) d)

Proof. One would guess this is relatively easy to see but it proves to be surprisingly
tricky due to flatness of first-order logic.

We begin by showing that for any 7-term t(vg,...,vn,—_1), we have G, (t;2) €
dom(f) and £(G,(;2)) = G (t;B), where

Gn(t;€) = {(co,...,c,) € €T tg(co, sy Cp_1) = Cn}

is the graph of the function ¢+ t®(¢). We proceed by induction on ¢.

(i) If t = wv;, then the function ¢ + t%(¢) is the i*® projection. Let 7 =
(0,...,n—1,i). Then

Gn(t;€) = {(coy...,cn) € C" T | ¢; = ¢, } = Pr(e"T!).

Hence
F(Ga(t;20)) = F(Pr(A™TH) = Pr(f(A™T1)) = Pr(B") = G (t:;B).
(i) If t = c for a constant symbol ¢ € 7, then the function & +— t%(¢) is the
constant map ¢ +— ¢. Then
Gn(t;€) ={(coy...,cn) €C"T | ¢, =%} =" x {c*}.
Hence

F(Gu(t;20)) = FA" x {™}) = £(A") x £({c™})
= B" x {c®)} = G, (t;B).
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(iii) Finally suppose that t = F(to(vo, ..., Un-1)s- s tm—1(v0,...,0n—1)) for 7-
terms ¢; and an m-ary function symbol F' € 7. By the induction hypothesis,
£(Gr(ti;; ) = Gp(t;;B) for all i < m. First consider the relation

X()(Q:) = {(tg(CO, ceey Cnfl), Co, .- ,Cnfl) | Coy-.-3Cn—1 € Qt}
Clearly Xo(€) = Prz, (G, (to; €)) for 7p = (n,0,...,n — 1), and hence

F(Xo(A)) = ﬁ(llfur(Gn(to;Ql))) = I;Or(ﬁ(Gn(to;Ql)))
= Pr(Gult03B)) = Xo(B).
Then consider the relation

X1(€) = {(t8(3), (@), cor- -, cn1) | €= (cor- .., cn1) € E"}.

Denoting 73 = (0,n+ 1,1,...,n), we have
Xl(g) = I;I'({(tg(g), COy---3Cn—1, tlc(a) | c= (Co, ceey Cn—l) S Cn})
= EY(XO(Q:) >p, Gn(tl; Q))

Then

=
>
B
I
=
=
8
»
=N
B
X
3
D)
3
=
B

N
=

Continuing this way we obtain a description of the relation
X 1(€) = {(t8(@),...,t5_1(&),co0. .. cn_1) | €= (co,...,Ccn1) € C"}

as an element of the closure of G, (to;€),...,Gn(tm-1;€) under projec-
tions and join, whence f£(X,,—1(2)) = X,;n—1(B). Then, denoting jo =
0,...,n=1,n+m)and jy = (m,...,m+n—1,0,...,m— 1), we have

Ghn(t; €) = Dr {Et5@), - 1 (D, FE(t5 (D), - 11 () | €€ €7})

_py <13r (X1 (€)) b F¢> ,

Jo J1
whence
LGr(t;20) =¢f (Er (Er (X1 () <y Fm)))
Jo J1
- 1? (1? (F(Xm—1(2)) b, ﬁ(FQ‘)))
0 1
—Pr (Er (Xm—1(B) >, F‘B))
Jo J1
= G, (t;B).
Now we show that £ preserves atomic formulas ¢(vy, . . ., v,—1) of first-order logic.
Suppose ¢ = R(tg,...,tm—1) for some m-ary relation symbol R € 7 and 7-terms
ti(vo,...,Un-1), i < m. Now

(€)= {(co,- . ycn-1) €EC" | € = P(co,- .- cn1)}
={(co,--ycn1) | (t5(cos- - sen1)seosto_1(cos. . scn1)) € R}

= P Y™ () b4, RY),
(07.“’5_1)( S() )
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where

V@) = {(Core s en1y (@), o 1S (@) | E= (coy. .. ren1) € €.
If we can show that Y™ (2) € dom(£) and £(Y,;™(2)) = Y,”*(*8), then
o) = (| Pr @) b ) = Pr (@0 b FRY)

_ P ym - B
0. Fr (V" (B) bam BT)

= o(B).
Then for any n-ary X € dom(§),
AEx ¢ <= X C o) <= F(X) CF(B(A))
= £(X) Co(B) = B Fyx) o
as desired. So left is to show that Y;(€) can be presented in terms of products,
projections, intersections and the sets G(t;;€). We show this by induction on

m > 0. If m = 1, then Y,*(€) = G, (to; €), so we have already proved this. If we
have already handled ¥,"*(€), then

Y€)= Pr({(co, - a1, 0s s a1, 85 (@), o 15(0) | € €7))
= Pr(Pr(Y7(€) x G (tm: €) N AR x €71,
7

where 7= (0,...,n—1,2n,...,2n+m) (skips the second batch of ¢y, ..., c,—1) and
7=00,....n—1,n+m,....2n+m —1,n,...,n+m —1,2n+ m) (permutes the
second batch of co, ..., c,—1 to be after the first).
Then, finally, suppose that ¢ is the equation to(vg, ..., vn-1) = t1(vo, ..., Upn—1).
Now
H(€) = {(co,...,n1) €C™ [ t5(co,. - n1) =1t5(cos- . s Cn1)}

- (0,..1.?71;—1)((;"@0’ <) N Gy(t; Q).

Thus £(¢(2()) = ¢(B). Then we obtain

AEx ¢ <= B Fpx) ¢
which concludes the proof. (I

Proposition 3.8. Let £: 2l — B be a team map. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) f is a partial team isomorphism.

(ii) ¢ satisfies (PI3) and for all quantifier-free formulas ¢(vo, ..., v,—1) of FOT

and n-ary X € dom(f),
AEx ¢ = By x) ¢

In particular, a partial elementary team map is a partial team isomorphism.
Proof. We first show that if £ satisfies (PI3) and preserves quantifier-free formulas
of FOT, then it is a partial team isomorphism. We show (PI5), the rest are similar.
Let X,Y € dom(f) be n-ary. If X = 0, then X C Y and £(X) = 0 C £(Y).

IfFX #0 =Y, then X €Y and 0 # £(X) € £(Y) = 0. Otherwise denote
Z=(vo,y...,Un— 1) and ¥ = (vn,...,v2,—1). Then

XCY < UExxv ZTCY
T C

g
— BEoxm LEY
= £(X) CEY).
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Next we show that if £ is a partial isomorphism, then for all quantifier-free
formulas ¢(vg,...,v,—1) of FOT and n-ary X € dom(¢),

AEx ¢ <= B Fpx) ¢

We proceed by induction on ¢. The case for first-order atomic formulas follows from
Lemma 3.7, and the connective cases are immediate consequences of the induction
hypothesis. We show the case for dependence atoms. Suppose that ¢ = =(Z) for
some T € {vg,...,vn_1}<%, and let 7 be the corresponding index tuple. Then

AEx ¢ <= X is empty or P?r(X) is a singleton
<= f(X) is empty or £(Pr(X)) is a singleton
< £(X) is empty or I;r(lﬁ(X)) is a singleton
= B Fpx) ¢ O

We conclude this section by pointing out some equivalent characterisations of
elementary team maps. The usual Tarski-Vaught test applies immediately also in
this context.

Proposition 3.9 (The Tarski—Vaught Test for FOT). Let £: 2 — B be a team
map. The following are equivalent.

(i) £ is an elementary team embedding.
(ii) £ is a team embedding and satisfies the following condition:
For any formula ¢(vg, ..., v,) of FOT and X C A"
if B =pox) Fv, ¢, there is a € A such that B Fr(X)((a) /) -

Proof. After the observation that £(X(a/n)) = £(X)(£(a)/n) for all a € 2, the
proof is identical to its first-order counterpart. (I

Proposition 3.10. Let £: 2 — B be a team map. The following are equivalent.

(i) £ is a partial elementary team map.
(ii) For any first-order sentence ¢(Ry, ..., R,—1) with free second-order vari-
ables R;, and for any nonempty ar(R;)-ary X; € dom(f), i < n,

A G(Xo,. o, X ) <= B = (F(Xo),. ., (X 1)),
(iii) For any n < w and n-ary X € dom(f), let X be a new n-ary relation
symbol and denote 7/ = TU{X | X € dom(f)}. Then the (partial) function
f: A= B, fla) = £(a) for all {a} € dom(f), is a partial elementary map
between the 7'-structures 2 and B, where Al = A, B|r = B, Xﬁ =X
and X® = £(X).

Proof. The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) follows immediately by the following obser-
vation. For any first-order ¢(zo,...,z,—1, R) and elements ag, ..., a,—1 such that

{0’0}7 RN {a‘nfl} S dom(ﬁ),
A= dag, ... an_1,X) = AE¢*{ao},...,{an-1},X),
where ¢*(So, ..., Sn—1, I%) is the formula

dxg...3drn_1 <¢ A\ /\ (Sl(acz) A\ Vy(Sz(y) — Yy = .TJ))
i<n
and S; are fresh unary second-order variables. We next show the equivalence of (ii)
and (i).
(i) = (i): The fact that £ preserves formulas of FOT follows directly from
Lemma 2.7. We show that ¢ satisfies (PI3). Let X, X’ € dom(f) be an n-ary and
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m-ary nonempty relation, respectively, and let R and R’ be an n-ary and an m-ary
and S an n 4+ m-ary second-order variable. We let ¢(S, R, R') be the sentence

Vrg...Ve,—1Vyo . . Vym_l(S(f?j) > (R(f) A R/(g)),

expressing that “S is the cartesian product of R and R’”. Denote Y = X x X'. Then
A= oY, X, X'), whence B |= ¢(£(Y), £(X), £(X')). Now £(Y) = f£(X) x f(X) as
desired.

(i) = (ii): Let ¢(Ro, ..., Rn—1) be a first-order sentence with free second-order
variables R; of arity n;. The first observation is that whenever X; is empty, so is
£(X;). Let ¢*(Ro,...,Ri—1,Rit1,...,Rn_1) be the formula obtained by replacing
in ¢ each occurrence of formulas of the form X;(#) by L. Then, whenever X; = 0,

A ': ¢(X0,. .. ;Xn—l) — A ': ¢*(XQ,. --7Xi—1;Xi+1a-- -7Xn—1);

and the same holds for B and £(X;). Hence we only need to consider nonempty
X;.
Now let 1)(R) be the sentence one obtains by replacing in ¢ formulas of the form
Ri(to, N ;tni—l) by

AZIGR(Z, to, . - s tn,—1,Y)s

where & and g are variable tuples of length Zj<i n; and ZKK” n;, respectively,

and R is a Zl <n, Ni-ary second order variable. Now for any structure € and X; C
eni
¢l d(Xo, .., Xn 1) <= C o <HX1-> |
i<n
Denote N =}, _, n;. By Lemma 2.7 the is a formula x(vo,...,vy—1) of FOT such

that for any structure € and X C ¢V,
¢ ZR(E) - Y(X) < CEx x.

Now, let X; € dom(f) be nonempty and denote X = [],_,,
tary team embedding, we have £(X) =[], £(X;). Then

Ql'z(b(XQ,...,Xn_l) — Q['Z’lb(X) — Ql':Xx
= BEx)x = BEY(EX))

= BEY (H ﬁ(X»)

= B OE(Xo)s o f(Xn1)). O

Corollary 3.11. If £: 2l — 93 is a partial elementary team map, then 2 = B.

X;. As f is an elemen-

3.2. Elementary Team Embeddings and Isomorphisms. Earlier we noticed
that the ultrapower embedding ¢: 2 — 2A%/U, «(X) = X*/U, is not just an ele-
mentary team embedding but an independence team embedding as well. This is
actually a general phenomenon: in fact, all elementary team embeddings preserve
FO(L.) to the direction of the map, as demonstrated by the next result. The true
difference between elementary and independence team maps shows up at the level
of partial maps.

Proposition 3.12. If £: A — ‘B is an elementary team embedding, then it is an
independence team embedding.

Proof. Let ¢(vo,...,v,—1) be a formula of FO(L.), let X C 2™ and suppose that
A Ex ¢ If X = (), then also £(X) = 0 (and vice versa) and hence trivially
B |=4(x) ¢- So we may assume that X # ) # £(X).
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By the translation of FO(L.) to ESO and Lemma 2.1, there exists a first-order
T-sentence (R, R’) such that for any structure € and Y C €,

Cly ¢ — €}3Ra(Y,R),
where R’ is some m-ary relation symbol. Hence 2 | IR'a(X, R'). Now, there is
X’ €A™ such that A = (X, X’). Now either X’ = () or X' # 0. We look at the
two cases separately.

(i) Suppose that X’ = (). Let a*(R) be the formula one obtains from « by
replacing every occurence of R’ by 1. Then for any € and Y C €,

CEalY,)) < CEa" (V).

Now 2 = o*(X). By the translation of FO to FOT, there is a 7-formula ¢
of FOT such that for any structure € and Y C €™,

CEIFY(E) - a"(Y) = ¢ =y 9.
Since 2 = 3¥X(Z) — a*(X), we have 2 |=x 1. Since f is an elemen-
tary team embedding, we obtain B |=yx) ¥. Then B = ITf(X)(7) —
a*(£(X)), and as f£(X) is nonempty, we have B = a*(f(X)). Hence
B = a(f(X),0), and so B = IR a(f(X),R'). Thus B =4 (x) ¢.
(ii) If X' # (), then let X” = X x X'. Let o* be the formula one obtains from
a by replacing each occurence of R(to,...,tn,—1) by

320 ... ITm_1 R (to, -, tn—1,T0,- -, Tm—1)
and each R'(tg,...,tm-1) by
Azo ... Izn 1R (20y -, Tn—1,t05- -y tm—1),
where x; are fresh variables. By the translation of FO to FOT, there is a
7-formula 1) of FOT such that for all ¢ and Y C ¢nt™,
CEJZR'(T) —» o (V) — €y 1.

Now as 2 Ex»~ 9, and as £ is an elementary team embedding, we have
B =y (xy ¢. Hence B = IZR"(ZF) — o (£(X")). As X and X' are both
nonempty, so is X” and thus so is £(X”). Therefore B = o*(£(X")).
As £ is an elementary team embedding, we have £(X") = £(X) x £(X).
As B = o*(£(X) x £(X')), we have B = a(f(X),£(X’)) and thus B |
R a(f(X), R'). But then B |=;(x) ¢.

Thus B |=;(x) ¢, which finishes the proof. O

Next, we show that element-total and element-surjective partial team isomor-
phisms and all only those arising from usual isomorphism.

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that £: A — B is an element-total and element-
surjective partial team isomorphism. Then there is an (ordinary) isomorphism
m: A — B such that £ C 7.

Proof. Define 7: 20l — B by setting 7(a) = £(a) (i.e. m(a) is the unique element of
£({a})) for all a € 2. By Proposition 3.8, 7 is an embedding, and as 7 is surjective
by assumption, it is an isomorphism.

Let X € dom(£) be n-ary. Then for any b € £(X) we have {b} € ran(f). By
(PI2), there is @ € A™ such that 7(@) = £(d@) = b. Hence £(X) C {n(@) | @ € X}.
Then note that given any @ € 2™, by (PI5) we have

GeX = (@} CX = (@) CHX) = {£@)}CFX)
= £(@) € {(X) = 7(a@) € £(X).
Hence £(X) 2 {n(a@) | @ € X}. Thus £(X) = #(X). It follows that £ C 7. O
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Corollary 3.14. Suppose that £: A — B is a team map. Then £ is a team
isomorphism if and only if there is an (ordinary) isomorphism 7: 20 — 9B such that

£ =

Proposition 3.15. Let £: 2 — € be a team embedding, and let ‘B be a structure
such that dom(B) = {£(a) | a € A}, if R € 7 is a relation or function symbol, then
R® = p(R*) N B> and ¢® = f(c*) for constant symbols ¢ € 7. Then

(i) B is a substructure of €,
(i) g: A—=B, g(X) =£(X)NB" for X C A", is a team isomorphism, and
(iii) if £ is elementary, then also £ o g ! is elementary and B is an elementary
substructure of €.

Proof. We show that 95 is a substructure of €. The other claims are proved in a
similar fashion.
First of all, note that g (a) = £(a) for all elements a € 2. Additionally,

ﬁ(a()v SRR a’ﬂfl) = (ﬁ(ao)v ) ﬁ(anfl)) = (g(ao), s ag(a’nfl)) = Q(G‘Oa s aanfl)v
whence ¢ (@) = £(a@) for all @ € A™. If R € 7 is an n-ary relation symbol, then
R® = £(R*)NB" = RENB". If F € 7 is a function symbol, the same holds for
F,ie. F® = FENB". We show that B is closed under F¢. Let b € B". Then
b = £(@) for some @ € A". Let a = F2(&). Then da € F?, so f(da) € f(F?) = F¢,
so f(a) = FE(f(a@)) = FE(b). But by the definition of B, f£(a) € B. Hence B
is closed under F¢, and thus F® is well defined. Finally, B contains c® for all
constant symbols ¢ € 7, as ¢¢ = £(c*). Hence B is a substructure of €. O

3.3. Diagrams. In this section, we give a simple condition to check if there is an
elementary team embedding from a structure 2 to a structure 5. Such condition is
the obvious team-semantic extension of the methods of elementary diagrams used
to test for elementary embeddings in first-order logic. In turn, this provides us
with a connection between elementary team embeddings and complete (first-order)
embeddings.

Definition 3.16. Let 2 be a 7-structure, A C A and X C R(A).

(i) By 7(A) we denote the expansion of 7 by names for all elements of A, i.e.
the signature 7 U {a | a € A}, where each a is a fresh constant symbol.
By 7(X) we mean the expansion of 7 by names for all possible nonempty
elements of X, i.e. the signature 7UJ, . {X |0 # X € X}, where X is a
fresh ar(X)-ary relation symbol for any X € X.

(ii) By 24 we mean the 7(A)-expansion 2 of 2 such that a® = a for all a € A.
By 2y we mean the 7(X)-expansion 2 of 2 with X* = X for all X € .

(iii) The (elementary) team diagram of (A, X), denoted by Diag(A,X), is the
complete FOT-theory of 2.

Lemma 3.17. Let 2 be a 7-structure and £ C R(A). Then every 7(X)-structure
B with B | Diag(2,X) has a unique 7(cl(X))-expansion B such that B |=
Diag(2, c1(X)).

Proof. Clearly A", Ag and s% for all symbols s € 7 are each definable by a first-
order T-sentence. Likewise, given relations X,Y € R(2l), the relations X NY,
X xY and Pr#(X) for any 7 € ar(X)<“ are each definable by a first-order sentence
with only second-order parameters X and Y. Hence the relations 2", Ag, s for
seT, XNY, X xY and Pr#X) are each definable by a 7(X)-sentence of first-
order logic. Hence each of them is also definable by a 7(X)-sentence of FOT. The
claim clearly follows. (I




22 T. HYTTINEN, J. PULJUJARVI, AND D. E. QUADRELLARO

Lemma 3.18. For 7-structures 2 and B, the following are equivalent.
(i) There is a 7(X)-expansion B of B with B = Diag(2, X).
(ii) There is a partial elementary team map f£: 2 — B with dom(f) = cl(X).

Proof. Suppose first that £: 2 — B is a partial elementary team map with dom(f) =
cl(X). Then by Proposition 3.10, the map a — f(a) is a partial elementary map
RAeyxy — B, where B is the 7(cl(X))-expansion of B satisfying X® = £(X). Then
B = Diag(2, cl(X)). Then B|7(X) is the desired expansion of B.

For the converse, suppose there is some 7(X)-expansion B of B such that
B |= Diag(2). By Lemma 3.17, there is a unique 7(cl(X))-expansion B* of B
such that B* = Diag(2, cl(X)). Let I’ be the set of FO-translations of sentences
of Diag (2, cl(X)). Now I' is the complete first-order 7(cl(X))-theory of gy and

B* |= I'. Define a team map f: 2 — B by setting £(X) = X® for all X €
cl(X). Let ¢(Ro,...,Rn—1) be a first-order 7-sentence, let Xo,..., X,,—1 € cl(X)
with ar(X;) = ar(R;) and suppose that 2 = ¢(Xo,...,X,—1). Then 2y =
$(Xo, ..., X, 1), whence ¢(X,,...,X, ;) € T and so B* | ¢(X,,..., X, ;).

yL2n—1
Then, since X = f(X;), we have B = ¢(£(Xo),...,f(Xn_1). By Proposi-
tion 3.10 it follows that £ is an elementary team embedding. (I

As a corollary of Proposition 3.10, we obtain a connection between complete em-
beddings in first-order logic and elementary team embeddings in our setting: every
elementary team embedding is a complete embedding on the level of elements, and
conversely every complete embedding gives rise to an elementary team embedding.

Corollary 3.19.
(i) Let £: A — B be an elementary team embedding. Then the function
a — £(a) is a(n ordinary) complete embedding A — B.
(ii) Let f: 20 — B be a(n ordinary) complete embedding. Then there is an
elementary team embedding £: 2 — B such that £(a) = f(a) for all a € 2L
Proof.
(i) Follows immediately from Proposition 3.10.
(i) As f is complete, there is a 7(%(2))-expansion B of B such that f is
elementary between g o) and B. For all X € R(), define £(X) = X*.
Then by Proposition 3.10, £ is an elementary team embedding. Now, for
every a € 2, we have a € {a} = {a}**™ | whence, as f is elementary, we

obtain f(a) € {a}® = f({a}), yielding f(a) = £(a). 0

As every complete embedding is essentially a limit ultrapower embedding, the
same holds for elementary team embeddings.

Proposition 3.20. Suppose that £: 2 — B is an elementary team embedding.
Then there is a cardinal x, an ultrafilter F on & and a filter € on x2 such that,
denoting € = (A*/F)|€, there is an isomorphism 7: B — € with

(Tof)(X) =g(X)ne"
for all X C A" where g : 2 — A% /F is the ultrapower team embedding X — X*/F.
Proof. Straightforwardly follows from Theorem 2.17 and Corollary 3.19. O

4. ABSTRACT ELEMENTARY CLASSES FOR TEAM SEMANTICS

Abstract elementary classes (AECs) were introduced by Shelah in [27] and pro-
vide an important tool to adapt several techniques of elementary model theory
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beyond the scope of first-order logic. It is, thus, very natural to consider whether
we can introduce a suitable AEC to study (complete) theories in independence logic,
or, equivalently, existential second-order logic. We start by recalling the definition
of abstract elementary class.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a class of 7-structures and < a partial order on X
extending the substructure relation. We say that (%, <) is an abstract elementary
class if the following hold.

(i) Closure under isomorphism: If 2 € X and m: 2 — B is an isomorphism,
then B € K, and if € < 2, then 7(€) < B.
(ii) Coherence: If 2,8 < € and A C B, then A < B.
(iii) Unions of chains: If o is an ordinal and (2;);< is a <-increasing continuous
sequence of elements of X, i.e. A; < 2, for i < j and Az = |J,_5AU; for
B < a a limit, then
(@) Ujco i €K,
(b) forall j < a, A; < J,., A, and
(¢) Smoothness: if B € H is such that A; < B for all i < «, then
Ui<a Q[Z = B.
(iv) Lowenheim—Skolem property: There is a cardinal kK > |7| + Ro such that
such that for all 2d € ¥ and X C A with | X| < , there is B € K such that
X C®B <Aand |B| < k.

i<p

We call the least cardinal x that satisfies the Lowenheim—Skolem property for &
the Léwenheim—Skolem number of & and denote it by LS(¥X).

The relation < in the above definition is often called “strong embedding”. So
far, we have seen two possible candidates for a notion of strong embedding in the
context of team semantics:

(i) a team embedding, and
(ii) an elementary team embedding (which is the same thing as an independence
team embedding).

In this section we shall study all the properties of abstract elementary classes in
the context of team semantics. In particular, we shall see that one has modify the
definition of an AEC to fit the context of team maps. In fact, in this context it is
more natural to consider just embeddings and strong embeddings, rather than to
bother with substructures and strong substructures.

We shall see that all key properties of abstract elementary classes essentially
hold in our setting, though a major issue is that we have to drop the requirement
that strong maps “extend” the substructure relation. We will consider this issue at
length in the following section. We begin by studying the properties of coherence,
closure under direct limits and Loéwenheim—Skolem. Then in Section 4.4 we conclude
our discussion describing a “quasi-AEC” for team semantics, namely an accessible
category of models of elementary team embeddings.

4.1. Coherence. The following example shows why the traditional substructure
relation is not a good basis for our study of structures in ESO and FO(L.).

Example 4.2. Let 7 = {P}, where P is a unary predicate, and let < be the
relation
A < B if and only if A C B and there is an elementary team
embedding £: A — B with f(a) = a for all a € 2.
We show that coherence fails for this relation. For this, let 8 be a T-structure with
|B| = |PT| =Xy and |B\ P®| = R;. Now B has a countable elementary substruc-
ture 2. As 20 = B, by the Keisler—Shelah theorem there is x and an ultrafilter U
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on k such that 2A%/U = B*/U. Let w: A*/U — B*/U be an isomorphism, let
Lo A = A°/U and 15: B — B"/U be the ultrapower embeddings, and denote
¢ =A%/U. Now £ = 1 and g = 7o 15 are elementary team embeddings 2 — €
and B — €, respectively. Let ¢ be a sentence of FO(L.) expressing that P and the
complement of P have the same cardinality. Now, suppose that there is an elemen-
tary team embedding % : 2 — B (such that A(a) = a for all a € A). Now, as A
is countable, we have |P%| = |21\ P®| = Ry, whence 2 = ¢. By Proposition 3.12,
% is an independence team embedding and hence B = ¢. But this is impossible,
since |[PT| > |8\ P®|. Hence no such # can exist.

The fault in the above example seems to lie in the fact that if £: 2 — B is an
independence team embedding, B may satisfy more sentences of FO(L.) than 2,
due to the positive nature of ESO. But even in the case that there exist elementary
team embeddings A — € and ¥ — € and a team embedding A — B that do
not move elements, there is no guarantee that these map commute in a nice way.
We take this as an argument in favour of a more category-theoretic approach. In
particular, the following form of coherence works.

Proposition 4.3. If £: A — € and g: B — € are elementary team embeddings
and 7 : A — ‘B is a team embedding such that £ = g o 7, then % is elementary.

Proof. Let ¢(vo,...,v,—1) be a formula of FOT and X C ™. Then
A ':X (;5 — ¢ ':fz(x) (;5 <— ¢ ':g(ﬁ(X)) (;5 <— B IZﬁ(X) (;5

Hence 7 is elementary. O

4.2. Direct Limits. Since we are considering (elementary) team embeddings and
not so interested in substructures, we want to also consider the natural generaliza-
tion of unions of chains, that is, direct limits.

If I is a set and < is a binary relation on I, we say that (I, <) is a x-directed set
if <is a preorder (i.e. reflexive and transitive) and every J C I of power <  has
a <-upperbound. (I,<) is a directed set if it is an Ng-directed set. A set J C T is
an upset if it is upwards closed, i.e. if ¢ € I, j € J and ¢ > 7, then ¢ € J. For an
element i € I, the upward closure 114 of i is the upset {j € I | j > i}. For a subset
J C I, the upward closure 1 J is the upset UjeJTj. A subset J C I is cofinal if
for every i € I there is j € J with ¢ < 7, i.e. it meets all upsets.

Definition 4.4.

(i) Let (I,<) be a directed set. A directed system of 7-structures and team
maps based on (I, <) is a sequence (s, £ ;)i jer,i<; such that
(a) each 2; is T-structure and f£; ;: 2A; — A; a team map,
(b) for all 4,5 € I with j > 4, we have dom(f; ;) = dom(f£;;) and f£;; =
id [dom(ﬁm), and
(c) for all 4,4,k € I with ¢ < j < k, we have ran(f; ;) C dom(f; ) and
fik = Fik o Fiy-
We say that a directed system is k-directed if (I, <) is a k-directed set.
(ii) Let of = (A, fij)ijer,i<; be a directed system of 7-structures and partial

team isomorphisms. We define a structure 8 = lim o, called the direct
limit of the system 9, as follows. The domain of 8 is the set of functions
1 such that

(a) dom(n) is a nonempty upset of (I, <),

b) n(i) € A; for all i € dom(n),

c) for all 4,5 € dom(n), if ¢ < j, then £; ;(n(:)) = n(j), and

d) ifi eI, j € dom(n), i < j and thereis a € ; with £; ;(a) = n(j), then
i € dom(n).

A~ —~
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For all ¢+ € I, we define team maps g;: 2A; — B as follows: given X €
dom(f;;), we let g;(X) be the set of all (ng,...,nm—1) € B" such that
there is some j € (), ., dom(ny) with j > i such that (10(j),...,7.-1(j)) €
f£i ;(X). Then the interpretations of relation and function symbols R € L
are defined by setting R® = g,;(R¥), and for constant symbols ¢ € 7,
c® = g;(c™), where i € I is arbitrary.

When there is no risk of confusion, we write simply lim;c; 2I; instead of
limgd. We call the maps g; the direct limit maps of the system of.

We immediately make the following observations. In particular, this shows that
the direct limit is well defined.

Lemma 4.5.
(i) Ifn, & € lim; A; and n(i) = £(4) for some i € dom(n) N dom(&), then n = &.
Hence for any i € I and a € 2;, there is a unique 1 € lim; 2; with n(i) = a.
) Foralli <j, g, =gjo0f;
) The interpretations of symbols R € 7 in lim;c; 2; are well defined.

v) Each g; is a well-defined team map.

) For any i € I, n-ary X € dom(g;) and @ € X, there is unique 77 € g;(X)
with 7 (¢) = a; for all k < n. Furthermore, 7 = ¢,(a).

(vi) If each f; ; is (element-)total, then so is each g;.

(vii) If J C I is a cofinal subset such that (J, <) is also directed, then there is
an isomorphism 7: lim;e; A; — limje s 2; such that if g]-J and g/ are the
direct limit maps in the systems based on J and I, respectively, then for
all j € J, g7 :frogjl-.

Proof. We prove the last claim and leave the rest to the reader.

Define 7 by setting 7(n) = n[(dom(n)NJ) for all n € lim;cr 2A;. We show that this
is an isomorphism. For injectivity, let 1, £ € lim;c; 2; and suppose that 7(n) = 7(€).
Let j € dom(n(n)) = dom(r(£)). Now 1(7) = 7(1)(j) = m(€)(7) = £(j), whence by
item (i) we have that n = &.

For surjectivity, let n € lim,c; 2A,;. Pick some j € dom(n). Now there is a unique
& € lim;er A; with £(5) = n(j). Let i € dom(n). Letting k € J be an upper bound
of {i,75}, we have (k) = £;x(€(5)) = £ix(n(h)) = n(k) = fir(n(i)), whence i €
dom(¢). Hence dom(n) C dom(§), and by uniqueness of all the values, this means
that n C & Then let ¢ € dom(£) NJ. Let again k € J be an upper bound of {3, j}.
Now f; 1(£(7)) = &£(k) = n(k), so we have i € dom(n). Hence dom(n) = dom(&) NJ
and for all ¢ € dom(n), £(¢) = n(¢). Thus n = £[(dom(&) N J) = w(§).

Since the interpretations of symbols of 7 are defined via ¢! and g&-] , the iso-
morphism condition of 7 will follow from g7 = 7o gf. So we show this final
fact. Let X € dom(gjl-) = dom(g}-’), and let 77 € fr(g]I(X)) = w[gjl-(X)]. Then
i7 = w(€) for some £ € g1(X). Let i € 150 JN,.,dom(&) be such that
(&0(D), ..., En1(i)) € £.i(X). Now 1y (i) = & (i) for all k < n, whence € € g7 (X).
Hence #1(g (X)) C g7 (X).

Then let 77 € g7 (X) and denote € = n(if). Now thereisi € 1INJINNg<,, dom(ny)
such that (9o(¢),...,7n-1(¢)) € £5,:(X). As i € dom(&x) and () = &k (7) for all
k < n, we have £ € ¢1(X) and so 77 € 7[g](X)] = #(g}(X)). Hence g/ (X) C

fr(gjl (X)). This finishes the proof. O
Lemma 4.6. Each g, is a partial team isomorphism 2A; — lim;ec 7 2A;.

Proof. Denote B = lim; ;. We prove (PI2), the rest are similar although tedious.
Let X C A?. We show that X is a singleton if and only if ¢g,;(X) is. We
consider the case n = 1, the rest follows from (PI3). Suppose X = {a}. Let
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17, € gi(X). Now there are 7 € dom(n) and k € dom(§) such that j, k > 4,
n(j) € fi;(X) and &(k) € fix(X). Let I be an upper bound of {j,k}. Now
n(l) = £5.0(m()) € Fiu(fia(X)) = £i(X), and similarly (1) € fii(X). As fiy is a
team embedding, £; ;(X) is a singleton, whence 7(l) = {(k). But then n = £. Hence
g¢:(X) is a singleton.

On the other hand, if ¢,(X) = {n}, let j € dom(n) be such that j > i and
n(j) € fi;(X). Now, if a € £; ;(X) is such that a # n(j), then the unique £ € B
such that £(j) = a is different from 7, but this is not possible, since then ¢ would
be an element of g;(X). Hence £ ;(X) is a singleton, and as f; ; is a partial team
isomorphism, so is X. (I

Proposition 4.7. If each f; ; is elementary, then so is each g;.

Proof. Denote 8 = lim;c; 2;, and let ¢ be a formula of FOT. We show by induction
on ¢ that for any i € I and X € dom(g;) of arity |Fv(¢)|,

A Fx ¢ = B4, (x) P

If ¢ is atomic, this follows from the fact that g; is a partial team isomorphism, and
the connective cases follow directly from the induction hypothesis. So suppose that
¢ = v, h(vg, ..., vn). IfA; Ex &, then there is a € A; with 2; X (a/n) ¥, whence
the induction hypothesis gives B =, (x (a/n)) ¥ Since g; is a team embedding, we
have (X (a/n)) = ¢i(X)(gi(a)/n), whence B =y, x) ¢.

Conversely, suppose that B =/, (x) ¢. Then there is some n € B such that
B =4, (x)(n/n) ¥- Let j € dom(n) be such that j > 4. Then as g; is a team embed-
ding, we have g,(X)(1/n) = 4;(f.; (X)) (g, (1(7))/n) = 9, (£i;(X)(1(j) /n)). Now
by the induction hypothesis, 2; =y, . (x)n(;)/n) ¥, Whence 4, =/, (x) ¢. Since f; ;
is elementary, this means that 2; Ex ¢

The case ¢ = Vv, is dual to the existential quantifier case. (I

The previous results show that direct limits are well defined in the setting of team
semantics. We conclude this section by pointing out how a directed limit comes
naturally equipped with a specific set of relations, which we shall call admissible.

Definition 4.8. Let of = (U;, fi ;)i jer,i<; be a directed system of 7-structures and
team embeddings, and let 28 = limgl. We say that a relation R C B™ is admissible
(in the system of) if there is ¢ € I and S C A such that R = g;(S5).

Now, if B = lim2(; and € is another structure with (elementary) team embed-
dings fi;: A; — €, ¢ € I, such that

fl/i = fL] (¢] ﬁi,j;

then we may define a partial map %: 8 — € such that for any admissible X C B"™,
%(X) = #;(X) for any ¢ € I such that X € ran(#;), and this will satisfy

f(gi(X)) = hi(X)

for all admissible X. However, there is no obvious way to extend the map to
non-admissible sets. Hence it is unclear whether it is possible for our direct limits
to satisfy the smoothness property of the unions of chains axiom of AECs (which
corresponds to the universal mapping property of direct limit in category theory).
However, we shall solve this problem in Section 4.4 by transitioning to work with
something reminiscent of general models of second-order logic.



ON MODEL THEORY OF SECOND-ORDER OBJECTS 27

4.3. The Lowenheim—Skolem Property. In the definition of an AEC, the Lowen-
heim—Skolem number LS(¥) of an AEC X is the least x > |7| + Ry such that for
any 2 € K, whenever X C 2 has power < k, there is B € K with power < &
and X C B < 2. This is equivalent to the seemingly stronger claim that for every
A € K, whenever X C 2, then there is B € H with X C 9B < and |®B| < |X|+k.
However, this seems to be too much to ask in our context, as even the weaker
property where the set X of objects is required to be strictly smaller than « has
enormous consistency strength: we observe that the existence of this weaker notion
of a Lowenheim—Skolem number, even in the model class of the empty theory, re-
quires the existence of a supercompact cardinal. We show this using a theorem of
Magidor [22].

Definition 4.9. For a class & of 7-structures, denote by LSy, (#) the least infinite
cardinal £ > |7] such that the following holds and call it the weak Léwenheim—
Skolem number of . For any A € K and X C R(A) with |X| < k, thereis B € &
and an elementary team embedding ¢: B — 2 such that |B| < k and X C ran(¢).

We fix some notation. We denote by V the universe of sets. We denote other
models of set theory by boldface letters such as M. If j: V — M is an elementary
embedding in the language of set theory, the critical point of j is the least ordinal
a such that j(a) > a.

Definition 4.10. A cardinal k is supercompact if for every A\ > k there is a
transitive model M of set theory with M* C M, and an elementary embedding
j: V. — M with critical point &, such that j(k) > A.

Theorem 4.11 (Magidor [22]). The first supercompact cardinal is the least k such
that the following holds: for any finite 7, a 7-structure 2 with || > x and a 7-
sentence ¢ of universal second-order logic with 20 = ¢, there exists B C 2 with
[B| < || and B = ¢.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose that for any finite signature 7, if X, is the class of all
7-structures, then LSy (H,) exists. Then there exists a supercompact cardinal.

Proof. Denote k = sup|, |y, LSw(¥-). Here note that if 7 and 7’ are finite signa-
tures and f: 7 — 7’ is a bijection such that ar(R) = ar(f(R)) for all relation or
function symbols R € 7, then LSy (H;) = LSw(F+), so  is well defined (the class
of finite signatures is set-sized modulo renaming of symbols). By the definition of
the weak LS-number, if 7 is finite and 2 € K, has power > &, then, as 2 has power
> LSy (F,), there exists B € K, of power < LSy (H,) < k and an elementary
team embedding ¢: B — . Let € = (B). Now € is a substructure of 2 that
is isomorphic with 9B, and by Proposition 3.12, for all formulas ¢ of FO(L.) and
relations X of B,

CE (x)nexx ¢ = BlEx ¢ = AR, x) ¢
In particular, for every sentence ¢ of ESO, we have
CEo = Ako.
Taking the contrapositive, this means that for every sentence ¢ of ESO,
i.e. for every sentence ¢ of universal second-order logic,
Ao = Cko

But then & is such that for every finite 7, a 7-structure 2 with || > x and a
universal second-order T-sentence ¢ with 2 |= ¢, there exists € C 2 with |€] < |2|
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and € = ¢. Hence the class of cardinals with this property is nonempty. By
Theorem 4.11, the first cardinal of this class is supercompact. (I

Certainly enough, a supercompact cardinal also suffices as our weak Lowenheim—
Skolem number. The proof for said fact, which uses standard techniques involving
supercompacts, also would suggest that the stronger form of the LS-property with
non-strict inequalities would be too much to ask.

Theorem 4.13. Suppose k > |7| is supercompact and H = Mod(T) for some
first-order complete 7-theory in FO(L.). Then LSy (%) < &.

Proof. Let 2 be a 7-structure and X C {J, ., P(A"), |X| < s. If |A] < K, we are
done, so assume that || > k. We augment 7 into a signature 7/ by adding fresh
relation symbols for elements of L. Then denote p = || and let A = 2#. Note that
|7| < k < p. Let j be an elementary embedding of V into a transitive model M
with critical point % such that M* € M and j(x) > A. Note that as 7' has power
< Kk, we may assume that 7/ € V; and hence j(7') = 7/. Let B be the 7/-structure
with domain j[dom(2)] := {j(a) | a € A} and with the interpretation of symbols of
7/ induced by j. We make the following claims.

Claim.

(i) BeMand M = |B| < A
(ii) For any R C B", we have R € M and R = j[S] := {j(a@) | @ € S} for some
ScaAr.
(iii) The map X ~ j(j7}[R]), R € R(B), is in M.

Proof. (i) First notice that in 'V we have |B| = p < A, so there exists a
surjection f: A — dom(B). As dom(B) C M and since M is closed under
A-sequences, we have that f € M. Thus also dom(8) € M, and a similar
argument works for R® for any R € 7/. As |7/| < X we obtain, again by
closure under A-sequences, that 8 € M. As being a surjection is absolute,
we have M = “f is a surjection A — dom(B)”, so M = |B| < A

(i) Since B" = j[A"], we have for any R C B" that R = j[S] for some S C 2".
Now R € M for the same reason that ‘B € M
(iii) For the third claim, first notice that
=Ry -2/ =2r <\

R(B) =] 2(B")

n<w

Hence the map R + j(j~1[R]) also has cardinality < A, and as it is a set
of elements of M, it is in itself in M. O Claim

Now, suppose for a moment that for any 7-formula ¢ of FOT and any S C A"
for n < w, we have managed to prove that

(1) M “B Ejig ¢" <= AFEs ¢

By claim (ii) above, relations of the form j[S] exhaust all relations of B. Now for
any R C 8" by elementarity of j, we then obtain

ME “BEr¢" < AEj-1r) ¢
~— V ': “ ':j—l[R] gf)”
= ME ) Fj-1r) ¢

By claim (iii) above, the map R+ j(j~![R]) is an element of M. Hence,

M = “R— j(j'[R]) is an elementary team map B — j(2)”.
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Now, note that by claim (i) above, in M we have |B] < A < j(k). Thus, M
satisfies the statement “there is B and an elementary team embedding B — j(2A)
such that |B| < j(k)”. By elementarity of j, we have (in V) that there exists B
and an elementary team embedding ¢: B — 2 such that |B| < . Additionally,
each X € X is in the range of ¢, as ¢ is, in particular, a partial team isomorphism
in the signature 7/ and X is the interpretation of X € 7/ in 2. This is enough to
prove the theorem.

Therefore, left to show is that (1) holds. We prove it by induction on the com-
plexity of ¢ € FOT.

(i) Suppose first that ¢ = R(t) for R € 7/ U{=} and f a tuple of 7'-terms. Fix
X C A" with the free variables of ¢ contained in {v; | i <n}. Then

M = “B |=jix) ¢7 <= M E “Vs € j[X], s(t) € R®”
— Vs € j[X], s(t) € j[R*] (absoluteness)
= Vs € X, s(t) € R* (elementarity)
— AEx o

Nothing changes if one considers ¢ = =R(f) instead.
(ii) Next suppose that ¢ = & C 7 and again fix X. Now
M | “B by #C 57 > Mg Vs € jX] 35 € j(X] s(@) = 8(7)"
< Vs € j[X] 3¢’ € j[X] s(&) = s'(¥) (absoluteness)
— Vse X 3s' € X 5(7) =5
— AEx Ty

(7) (elementarity)

(iii) The case of the constancy atom =(Z) follows analogously to the previous
one. The cases ¢ = A0, p =1\ 6 and ¢ = ~9 follow immediately from
the induction hypothesis.

(iv) Next suppose that ¢ = 3'v,9 and fix X C 2". Then

M ': “B lzj[X] P — M ': “B ':j[X](b/n) 1 for some b € B”
= Jac ME B E)ix)j(a)/n) ¥

(%) « ”
< Jaed, ME “B ):j[X(a/n)] P

é Jda e A, A sz(a/n) P

— AE=x o
The step (*) follows by the fact that

jlX(a/n)] = jIX](i(a)/n).
To see this, let (b, ...,b,) € j[X (a/n)]. Then b; = j(a;) for some a; € X,
i<mn, b, =j(a)and (by,...,bp—1) =j(ag,...,an-1) € j[X], so
(b07 RN bn) = j(a()a s aanfl)f\j(a’) € ][X](j((l)/.f)
Conversely, we have that every (bg,...,b,) € j[X](j(a)/x) is of the form
jlaog,...,an—1,a) for (ag,...,an—1) € X.
(v) The remaining case ¢ = V!z is similar.

This completes the proof of (1) and thus of our theorem. O

Even while having a traditional Lowenheim—Skolem property in general seems
hopeless, in the framework of Section 4.4, the following very weak formulation
of the Lowenheim—Skolem theorem, following essentially from the LS theorem of
first-order logic, seems to suffice.
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Proposition 4.14. Let 2 be a 7-structure and X C R(A). Then there is a 7-
structure B of power < |X| + || + Ny and an (element-total) partial elementary
team map ¢: B — A such that B = Theso(A) and L C ran(e).

Proof. By the Lowenheim—Skolem theorem of ESO, there is an elementary substruc-
ture B of Ag with |B| < |7(X)| +No = |X| + |7| + Vo and B = Theso (A). Now let
9B = B|7. Then, by Lemma 3.18, the conditions f(X®) = X for all X € X and

£(b) = b for all b € B uniquely determine a partial elementary team map £: B —
with ran(f) = cl(X U {{b} | b € B}). O

4.4. A Category-theoretic Framework. We solve all of our AEC problems in-
troduced in the previous sections by moving to work inside a framework where
structures come with a predetermined set of relations of interest, much resembling
general models, or Henkin models, of second-order logic. General models in the
setting of team semantics were investigated in [8], but our definition will be slightly
different. We define our framework as a category and show that it is an example
of an accessible category [1], which are known to generalize abstract elementary
classes (see e.g. [3]).

Definition 4.15.

(i) Given a signature 7, a general T-structure is a pair (2, %), where 2 is a
T-structure and L C R () is a set of relations such that cl(X) = X and for
every a € 2, {a} € X.

(i) If of = ((Ai,Xs), fi,j)ijeri<j is a directed system of general models and
partial team isomorphisms £; j: 2; — 2, such that dom(f; ;) = X; and
ran(f; ;) € X; for all ¢ < j, then the direct limit lim of of of is the general
model (A, X), where 20 = lim;c; 2; and X is the collection of all admis-
sible sets of 2, i.e. all relations R € R () such that there is ¢ € I with
R € ran(g;), where g;: ; — 2, i € I, are the direct limit maps. Like
before, when the maps f;; are clear from the context, we simply write
lim;e 7 (2A;,X;) for the direct limit.

(iii) An abstract elementary team category (AETC) is a category €

e whose objects are general T-structures (2, X) for some fixed 7,

e morphisms (A, L) — (B, Y) are partial team isomorphisms £: A — B
such that dom(£) = & and ran(f) C ¥, and

e composition of morphisms is simply function composition,

satisfying the following conditions.

(a) Closure under isomorphisms: If (A,X) € € and 7: A — B is a 7-
isomorphism, then (B,%Y) € 6 for Y = #[X] = {#(R) | R € X} and
71X is a morphism £: (A, X) — (B, ¥Y).

(b) Closure under inverses: If £: (A, L) — (B, ¥Y) is a morphism such
that ran(f) = Y, then £~! is a morphism (B,%) — (A, %) (and hence
£ is an isormorphism in the category 6).

(c) Coherence: If £: (A, X) — (¢€,Y) and g: (B,¥Y) — (€, F) are mor-
phisms and A : 2 — ‘B is a partial team isomorphism with £ =g o,
then # is a morphism (2, %) — (B, ¥Y).

(d) Direct limits of directed systems: G is closed under direct limits, i.e. if
((As,%X5), fij)ijer,i<j is a directed system such that each (;, X;) is an
object of € and each £; ; is a morphism of €, then lim;cr (s, X;) € 6,
and the direct limit maps g; are morphisms (2;, ;) — lim;er (A5, ;).
Furthermore, this direct limit is a colimit of the category 6 and hence
satisfies the universal property of colimits (smoothess).

(e) Léwenheim—Skolem property: There is a cardinal k such that for any
(A, X) € € and X’ C X, there is (B, Y) € € with [B| < |X'| + &
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and |Y| < |X’| + Ng, and a morphism £: (B,Y) — (™A, X) such that
cl(X’) C ran(f). The least such k will be denoted by LS(86).

The identity morphism id of an object (2, &) is such that dom(id) = ran(id) = <.
Therefore the requirement that cl(&) = X is necessary.

Observe that in an AETC, an automorphism of an object (2, X) is a partial team
isomorphism £: 20 — 2 such that dom(£) = ran(£) = L. We denote by Aut(A, X)
the set of all automorphisms of (2, X). If X’ C X, we denote by Aut((A,X)/X’)
the set of all £ € Aut(2, X) such that £(X) = X for all X € X'.

If (A, X) and (B, Y) are general structures, we say that £ is a partial team map
%) — (B,Y) if dom(f) C X and ran(f) C Y.

Next we recall some preliminary notions from category theory.

Definition 4.16.

(i) Let k be a regular cardinal. An object X in some category 6 is k-
presentable if the functor Hom (X, —) preserves all k-directed colimits, i.e.
for every k-directed system (Y5, fi j)ier,i<; of objects and morphisms of G,
for every object X € € and morphism h: X — colim;c;Y; thereisi € I and
a morphism h;: X — Y; such that h = g; o h;, where g;: Y; — colim;c;Y;
are the colimit morphisms.

(ii) Let x be a regular cardinal. A category 6 is k-accessible if
(a) € has k-directed colimits, and
(b) there is a set o of k-presentable objects such that every object in 6

is (isomorphic to) a k-directed colimits of objects from of.
(iii) A category is accessible if it is k accessible for some regular cardinal k.

There are many examples of accessible categories which are relevant to model
theory. Among the most natural ones are the following [13, Def. 2.2].

Example 4.17.

(i) Let T be a complete first-order theory. The category Mod(T') of all models
of T" with elementary embeddings is accessible.

(ii) Given a complete first-order theory T, let SubMod(T') be the category of
pairs (2, X), where X C 2 = T, and morphisms (2, X) — (B,Y) are
partial elementary maps f: 2 — B with dom(f) = X and ran(f) C Y.
Then SubMod(T) is also an accessible category.

Theorem 4.18. Abstract elementary team categories are accessible.

Proof. Let 6 be an abstract elementary team category and x = LS(6)". We show
that 6 is x-accessible. Since € has colimits, in particular it has x-directed colimits.
Let B, be the full subcategory of € whose objects are all (2, X) € € with
[2(], || < k. We claim that objects of 6., are x-presentable. Let (A, %) € B,
and consider the colimit (B, ¥Y) of a k-directed system ((B;, ¥%;), fi.j)i,jer,i<;, where
we denote by g;: (B;, %) — (B, Y) the colimit morphisms. We claim that we can
factor any morphism #.: (A, X) — (B, Y) through some (2B;,%;). First, notice that
since |X| < k and « is regular, the fact that I is k-directed entails that there is some
i € I such that A (X) € ran(yg;) for all X € X. Define a partial team isomorphism
h; A — B, by letting
hi(X) = g7 (f(X))
for all X € X. Notice that X C dom(#;) and ran(h;) C dom(g;) = ran(fi;) C Y.
Thus % = g; o 4, so by coherence, #; is a morphism (2, X) — (B;,%;). Clearly,
such factorization is unique. Now by e.g. taking in only pairs (2(, %), where the
domain of 2 is a cardinal, we can make B, a set.
Left is to show that every object in € can be obtained as a rk-directed colimit
of objects of B<. Let (A,X) € 6. Let (X;)ier list all Y C X of power < k such
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that cl(Y¥) = Y. By letting ¢ < j whenever X; C X;, we make (I, <) a directed set.
Since k is regular, (I, <) is also k-directed.

Now, by the Lowenheim—Skolem property, for each ¢ € I, we obtain a general
model (B, Y;) with |B;] < |X;|+LS(8) < x and a morphism ¢;: (B;,%Y;) — (A, X)
such that ran(¢;) = X;. As both B; and Y; have power < k, we have (B;,Y;) € B<x.

Now, given 4, j € I with ¢ < j, we define a partial team isomorphism f£; ;: B; —
B; by letting, for every X € ¥,

fii(X) = 15 (L(X)),
which is well defined since for ¢ < j we have &; C X;. Additionally, we have

Y; =dom(f; ;) and ran(f;;) CY;.

Now clearly ¢;(X) = ¢;(fi,;(X)) for all X € ¥,, so by coherence £; ; is a morphism
(%“cyz) — (%j,cyj). It follows that ((%17%1); ﬁi,j)i,jGI,iSj forms a x-directed Sys-
tem, so we can consider its colimit (B,Y). Let g;: (B;, %) — (B,Y) be the
colimit maps and notice that, by construction, we have

tjofij=ti

for every ¢ < j. Therefore, by the universal property of colimit, there is a unique
morphism w: (B,%) — (2, X) such that, for all i € I,

WO g; = .

Now, for every X € X, there is by construction some i € I such that X € X;. Then
X = 4(Y) for some Y € ¥;, so w(g;(Y)) = X. This shows that w is surjective
with respect to L and so it is an isomorphism in the category €. Finally, this shows
(2A,X) can be obtained as a colimit of k-presentable objects. O

Definition 4.19. Let T be a first-order complete theory in FO(L.). We denote
by GMod(T) the category whose objects are general models of T' and morphisms
(A, X) — (°B,Y) are elementary team maps £ with dom(f) = X and ran(f) C Y.

Corollary 4.20. GMod(T) is an abstract elementary team category.

Proof. Closure under isomorphisms and inverses are clear. Coherence follows from
Proposition 4.3. By Proposition 4.7, GMod(T') has direct limits and since the limit
object (A, X) of a directed system is such that L contains only admissible sets,
we have the universal property of colimits (note that all singletons are admissible).
Finally, by Proposition 4.14, LS(GMod(T")), LS(GSubMod(T')) < || + No. O

As we remarked before, the setting of accessible categories is known to general-
ize the notion of abstract elementary class. The above results thus show that our
setting of general models and (elementary) team maps fits this categorical frame-
work to study the model theory of independence logic and existential second-order
logic. Additionally, we remark a further connection with another categorification
of AECs, namely abstract elementary categories (AECat), which were introduced
by Kirby and Kamsma [13, 16]. These are pairs of accessible categories with some
further structure, the protypical example of which are (SubMod(T'), Mod(T")) and
(Mod(T), Mod(T)).

Definition 4.21 ([13]). An abstract elementary category (AECat) is a pair (6, /()
of accessible categories such that
(i) J is a full subcategory of G,
(ii) all morphisms of € are mono, and
(iii) /i has directed colimits, which are preserved by the inclusion functor 4 —

6.
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Corollary 4.22. The pair (GMod(T'), GMod(T)) is an AECat.

We also remark that one could introduce in a category GSubMod(T") analogously
to SubMod(T'), but we shall not pursue this in the present paper, as we required
general models of an AETC to contain all singleton relations.

5. GALOIS TYPES AND THE MONSTER MODEL

In this section we continue the study of the model-theoretic properties of AETCs
and, in particular, of the model categories of first-order complete theories in FO(L.)
(or ESO). For notational convenience, when given a general structure (2, ), we
often omit the set X from the notation and denote it by rel(2), i.e. if we say that
20 is a general structure, we mean the structure (2, rel(2()).

Definition 5.1. Let & be an AETC.

(i) We say that & has arbitrarily large models (ALM) if for every cardinal s
there is A € X with 2| > k.
(ii) We say that K has the joint embedding property (JEP) if for all 2,B € X,
there is € € X and morphisms £: A — € and g: ‘B — €.
(iii) We say that & has the amalgamation property (AP) if for all 2,B, ¢ € &
and morphisms f£: A — B and ¢g: A — €&, there is ® € X and morphisms
fp: B — D and A;: € — D such that Agof =h104g.

Remark. Notice that if X has AP and contains a prime model 2L, i.e. for all B € X
there is a morphism 2 — 5, then X also has JEP.

We start by showing some sufficient conditions for an AETC to satisfy the above
versions of ALM, JEP and AP.

Definition 5.2.

(i) Given general structures (;,%;), ¢ € I, and an ultrafilter U on I, the
ultraproduct JT,c; (%, X;)/U of 2; is the general structure (A, %) such
that 2 = [[;c; 2:/U and X = {[[;c; Xi/U | X; € X; for all i € I}.

(ii) We say that an AETC % is closed under ultrapowers if for all % € F, for
all infinite cardinals xk and for all ultrafilters U on x, A*/U € F and the
ultrapower embedding ¢: 2 — 2% /U is a morphism of H. We say that F
is closed under ultraproducts if for all infinite x, for all %; € X, i < k, and
for all ultrafilters U on &, [[, .. As/U € K.

(ili) We say that an AETC X is first-order complete if for all A, B € K we have
A="B.

Proposition 5.3. Let & be an AETC.

(i) If * has infinite models and is closed under ultrapowers, then & has ALM.
(if) If K is first-order complete and closed under ultrapowers, then & has JEP.
(iii) If K is closed under ultrapowers and morphisms of & are elementary team

maps, then X has AP.

Proof.

(i) Let 2 € K and k be infinite. By a theorem of Frayne, Morel, and Scott
[7], there is an ultrafilter U on x such that |A”"/U| > 2" > k. By closure
under ultrapowers, 2A%/U € K.

(ii) Let A, B € K. As K is first-order complete, 2 and B are elementarily
equivalent. By the Keisler—Shelah theorem, there is a cardinal x and an
ultrafilter U on k such that A®/U = B*/U. Let 7 be an isomorphism
B /U — A% /U, and denote € = 2A* /U. Now T lifts to a team isomorphism
7: B /U — € in the obvious way. Since K is closed under ultrapowers,



34 T. HYTTINEN, J. PULJUJARVI, AND D. E. QUADRELLARO

we have 2% /U, B* /U € K and the ultrapower embeddings vy : A — A< /U
and tp: B — B*/U are morphisms. Hence 7 o tp is also a morphism.
Thus may take £ = 19 and g = 7 o 1tz as our desired joint embeddings,
which finishes the proof.

(iii) Let 2A, B, €, £ and g be as in the definition of AP. Let X = rel(2() and let
B and € be the 7(X)-expansions of B and €, respectively, by interpreting
X% = p(X) and X® = g(X) for all X € L. We first show that B = €.

Suppose that this is not the case. Then there is a first-order 7(X)-
sentence ¢ such that B E ¢ and ¢ E —¢. Let Ro,...,R,_1 enumerate
all R € X such that R occurs in ¢. Without loss of generality, each R; is
nonempty (otherwise replace the symbol R; in ¢ by L whenever R; = ().
Then, coding the relation symbols Ry, ... R, ; into one ), ar(R;)-ary
relation symbol S as in the proof of Proposition 3.10, we obtain a 7 U {S}-
sentence ¢ such that (B,],.,, R¥) = ¢ and (€,[],_,, RY) = . Since X
is closed under Cartesian products, we have [[._, R; € X, and by (PI3) we
additionally obtain

¢ (H Ri> =[] #(R:) and ¢ (H %) =[] 9(ri).
i<n <n <n i<n

Then, let x be the FOT-translation of . Now B ':f(HKn Rry) X and
¢ (L., Ri) X- As £ and g are elementary team maps, it follows that

i<n

A |:H_< R, X but QlJ;éH R, X»> Which is a contradiction.
i<n i<n TV

Next, since B = €, it follows by Keisler-Shelah that the structures
have isomorphic ultrapowers B"* /U and e /U. Let w be an isomorphism
B= /U — €% /U, denote D = €+ /U and let D = D|7. As K is closed under
ultrapowers, B% /U, " /U € K and the ultrapower embeddings v : B —
B* /U and t¢: € — D are morphisms. Let g = T ocp and A1 = t¢. Since
ho and #; are elementary team maps even in the signature 7(X), we have

fo(£(R)) = ho(R®) = R® = fir(R®) = fu(g(R))
for all R € L. Hence ® with #g: B — © and A1: € — D suffices as an
amalgam of B and € over . O
Note that the amalgamation property holds in a tiny bit stronger form in the
category GMod(T).

Proposition 5.4. Let & = GMod(T) for some first-order complete theory T of
FO(L.). Then for all A,%B,¢ € K and partial elementary team maps f£: %4 — B
and g: A — €, there is ® € X and morphisms fg: B — D and A1: € - D such
that Ao (£(X)) = 1(g (X)) for all X € dom(£) Ndom(g).

Proof. The proof is essentially same as that of Proposition 5.3. O

Amalgamation is a fundamental property in the context of abstract elementary
classes as it grants a good behaviour to so-called Galois types. Here we define
Galois types of relations and show that also in our context they induce a natural
equivalence relation.

Definition 5.5 (Galois Types). Let & be an AETC.
(i) We define a relation =7 on the class of all pairs (2, X), where 2% €
and X = (Xi)ica € rel(2)* for some ordinal «, as follows. If A, B € K,

—

X = (Xi)ica € 1el()* and Y = (Y;)i<p € rel(B)?, then
(2, X) = (B,Y)
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if « = p, ar(X;) = ar(Y;) for all i < a and there are € € X and morphisms
fg: A — € and Ay : B — € such that Ao (X;) = A1(Y;) for all i < a.

(ii) Given (2, )Z), we denote the class of all (B, Y) such that (A, X) =, (B, Y)
by tpg(X/0;2A) and call it the Galois type of X (over (), in 2A).

The following lemma shows that the notion of Galois type is well defined and,
in the presence of AP, having the same type is an equivalence relation.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose X has AP. Then
(i) =7 is an equivalence relation, and
(i) for all A, B € H, X € rel(A)™ and morphism £: A — B, we have
tpg (X/0;21) = tpg(£(X)/0;B).
Proof.
(i) Reflexivity and symmetry are clear, so we vgrify that transitivity holds.
Let 2,B,¢€ € X, X = (X))ica € rel)*, YV = (V)ica € rel(B)* and

—

Z = (ZFi)i<a € rel(€)* and suppose that

@, X)=F (8,Y) and (B,Y)=) (¢, 2).
Then there are ®,¢ € H and morphisms Ag: A — D, A1: B — D,
fa: B — Eand hz: € — €Esuchthat Ao(X;) = 1Y) and 22(Y;) = A3(Z;)
for all i < a. Apply AP to the morphisms hy: 8 — © and fiy: B — €

to obtain § € X and morphisms %¢: ® — § and kq: € — § such that
fooh1 =ty o heo. It follows that for all 7 < a,

(Ro 0 h0)(Xi) = ko(ho(X;)) = Ro(R1(Yi)) = (R1 0 f2)(Y3)
= k1(h2(Y3)) = ki(h3(Z;)) = (k1o h3)(Z;),

which shows that (2, X) =7 (¢, 7).
(ii) Trivial. O
We have defined Galois types for arbitrary ordinal-length sequences. The next

proposition shows that, when we restrict to finite tuples, we can show that FOT
actually provides an alternative, syntactic way to define types in GMod(T).

Definition 5.7 (Syntactic Types). Let 2 be a general 7-structure, X C rel(2l)
with ) ¢ X and n > 0 a natural number.

(i) An FOT-type over X in variables 7, ..., #"~!, where each 7 is a finite tuple

of variables and Z* and #’ do not share variables for i # j, is a nonempty

set of 7(X)-formulas of FOT with free variables among 7V, ..., 7" 1.
(i) A type p(2°,...,7" 1) over X is consistent if there is a general T-structure

B and a morphism f£: 2 — B with B ':Hi<nyi ¢ for all ¢ € p for some
Yo,..., Yooy € rel(B) \ {0}, where B is the 7(X)-extension of B with

X% = p(X) for all X € L. We say that the tuple ¥ = (Yo,...,Y,_1)
realizes p.

(iii) A type p is complete if for all 7-formulas ¢ with the proper free variables,
we have either ¢ € p or ~¢ € p.

(iv) We denote by thOT(?/%;Ql) the unique complete type realized by ¥ €
(rel(A) \ {#})™. In particular,

thOT((XO; .. ,Xn_l)/(Z);Ql) = {¢ € FOT | A ':]-_-['L<n X, Qﬁ}

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that & is closed under ultrapowers and morphisms are
elementary. Let A,B € X, X = (X;)i<n € (rel()\ {0})™ and Y = (Vi)i<n, €
(rel(!B) \ {#})™. Then the following are equivalent.
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() thy (% /0:2%) = tpy (/0 B).
(11) thOT(X/(D; Q[) = thOT(Y/(Z); %)

Proof. First suppose that tpg(f/m;ﬂ) = tpg(}_;/@;%). Then there is € € & and
morphisms £: 2A — € and g: B — € such that £(X;) = ¢(V;) for all i < n.
Then £([],.,, Xi) = g¢(I],~, Yi), which entails tproT (X /0;2) = tprot (Y /0;B) by
elementarity of the morphisms.

Then suppose that tprot(X/0;2) = tpror(Y/0;B). Then in particular the
structures (2, [[,.,, X;) and (%B,]],,, Yi) are elementary equivalent by Lemma 2.8.
By applying Keisler—Shelah exactly as in Proposition 5.3, we find € € X and
morphisms £: A — € and g: B — € such that £(X;) = ¢ (Vi) for all i < n. Hence
tpg (X /0;2A) = tpg (Y /0; B). O

Remark. For the aficionados of topology, we allow ourselves a short excursion in
this otherwise very concise article. In fact, we would like to remark that, in the
case where X = GMod(T), we can provide a natural Stone space topology to the
the set of types. In fact, since they have a syntactical representation as FOT-
types by Proposition 5.8, we can use formulas to define a clopen basis. Write
G(21) for the set of all Galois types consistent with 2, i.e. all tpg (X/(Z); B), where
X € (rel(B)\{0})<¥ for some B € K such that there is a morphism £: 2 — B. We
provide a topology to G(21) by taking as basic opens the sets induced by formulas
of FOT:

[6] = {tpg((Xi)icn /05 B) | B =py,_ x, ¢ and there is £ : 2 — B},

We verify that the resulting topological space is a Stone space, namely that it is
totally disconnected, Hausdorff and compact.

(1) G() is totally disconnected. In fact if a set Z C G(A) contains two distinct
types tpg()?/(l); B) and tpg(?/@; ¢€), then by Proposition 5.8 there is a for-
mula ¢ € FOT such that Z N [¢] and Z N [~¢] split Z into two nonempty
opens.

(ii) G() is Hausdorff. If tpy(X/0;B) # tpe(Y /0;€) then again by Propo-
sition 5.8 we can find a FOT-formula ¢ such that B ':Hi@ x; ¢ but

CH, v O

(iii) G(2A) is compact. Without loss of generality an open cover is of the form
{l[¢:] | i € I}, thus ,c;[~¢i] = @ and in particular {~¢; | i € I} = L.
Since FOT is compact, we obtain that {~¢; | i € Iy} = L for a finite set
Iy C I. This is equivalent to say that {[¢;] | ¢ € Ip} is an open cover,
showing that the topology is compact.

Now let S(2) be the subset of G(2() whose types are determined by tuples, i.e. they
are of the form tpg({@}/0;B). Then S(2) with the induced subspace topology is
a Stone subspace of G(2l) and, additionally, it is exactly (up to homeomorphism)
the standard Stone space of first-order types. Interestingly, the above inclusion
induces via Stone’s duality a homomorphism from the algebra of FOT-formulas to
the algebra of FO-formulas. This homomorphism is given by the quotient map that
sends every FOT-formula to the FO-formulas it is equivalent to when evaluated in
singleton teams. Finally, we also remark that, using amalgamation, it is easy to
verify that the Stone space G(2() does not depend on 2 but only on its first-order
theory. Thus we can meaningfully speak of the Stone space of Galois types (or
FOT-types) of relations of any theory which is first-order complete

We now work towards building a version of the monster model in our setting.
We notice this follows the general idea of the usual construction of the monster
model in AECs. However, we remark that one can construct monster-like objects
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in any accessible category which is closed under colimits and has the amalgamation
property — we refer the reader to [25, Thm.1] and to [18] for an extensive discussion
of this result.

Definition 5.9. Let X be an AETC and « an infinite cardinal.

(i) We say that A € & is k-universal if for every B € K with |rel(B)| < &,
there is a morphism £: 8 — .

(ii) We say that 2 € H is k-model-homogeneous if for all B,& € K with
|rel(®B)| = |rel(€)| < &, for all morphisms £: B — A and g: € — A and
all F-isomorphisms f: B — €, there is 7 € Aut(A) with rof =g o, ie.
the below diagram commutes.

A —T A
f q

B —"r e
Then suppose further that X = GMod(T') for a first-order complete theory T of
FO(L.).
(iii) We say that 2 € X is strongly k-homogeneous if for any partial elementary
team map £: A — A with |dom(£)| < &, there is 7 € Aut(A) with = D £.

Proposition 5.10. Suppose X has JEP. Then for every cardinal x there exists a
k-universal structure 20 € X.

Proof. Let B;, i < p, list all models of & of power < k up to isomorphism. We
define a chain (2, £ ;)icj<p of models 2; € H and morphisms £ ;: A; — A;
recursively as follows.
(i) For i =0, we let A; = By and fo,0 = id.
(i) If¢ = j+1, then we let 2; be a structure into which ; and B, joint embed.
We let £;;: A; — 2A; and g;: B; — A; be the respective joint embeddings.
For | < j, we let ﬁl,i = ﬁj,i o ﬁl,j-
(111) If 7 is hmlt, then we let Q[z = limj<i Qlj and let ﬁj,i: Qlj — Q[i, for j <1 be
the direct limit morphisms.
Now consider any model B of size < k. Then B = B; for some i < u. By
construction, fi41,, 0gi: B; — A, is a morphism, which shows that 2 := [, is
k-universal. O

Lemma 5.11.

(i) Let  be an AETC with AP and « an infinite cardinal. Then for any A € X,
there is B € X and a morphism ¢: A — B such that for any €, € X of
power < K, morphisms f£: € — 2 and g: ® — A, and a H-isomorphism
f: € = D, there is a morphism %: A — B such that tog oA =R of, ie.
the below diagram commutes.

B

2
2
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(ii) Suppose that X = GMod(T) for first-order complete T. Then for any
A € K, there is B € K and a morphism ¢: A — B such that for any
partial elementary team map £: 2 — 2 there is a morphism g: A — B
with ¢(£(X)) = g(X) for all X € dom(g).

Proof.

(i) Let €;, i < g, list all € € K of power < k such that there is a morphism
¢ — A, up to H-isomorphism. For each i < pg, let £ ;, 7 < p1, list
all morphisms ¢; — 2A. Then let ;4 = po - 11 and fix a bijection 6: p —
to X p1 X p1. Denote by 6; for ¢ < 2 the functions such that 6(a) =
(Oo(a), 01 (), O2()) for all o < p.

We define by recursion a directed system (B;, i; j)i<;j<, of objects and
morphisms of . We begin by letting By = 2. At a limit i, we let
B; = lim;.;*B; and let 1;; be the direct limit morphisms. When i =
J + 1, we amalgamate the morphisms <o ; o fg,(5),0, () €oo(j) — B; and
£00(j),00(j) * €ao(j) — A to obtain ® € K and morphisms kg: B; — D and
k1: A — D with

o 010, © foo(5),6:() = F1 0 Foo(5),02 () -
We let ®B; = © and i;; = ko and define the other i;; in the obvious way
via composition.

Finally, we let B = B, and ¢ = ig,,. Now, let €, € K have power
< K, i: € = D be a H-isomorphism, and £: € — A and g: D — A be
morphisms. Then there is ¢ < po and an isomorphism 7: € — &;. Since
goh orm and £ om are morphisms €; — 2, there are j,k < p; such that
tij=gohomand fi, = form Let o < p be such that 8(«) = (4,7, k).
By construction, there is % : 2l — B,41 such that

Ta,a+1 © 10,0 © foo(a),01(a) = R © Foo(a),02(a)-

Then

. -1 . . 1
togoh =iguofijom " = tatiu0t0,a+10fijoT

. . . 71
= la+1,u © (LO,a O la,a+1 © ﬁ@o(a),el(a)) om

= £ 0 foy(a)02(a) = RO firom '
=*kof,

as desired.
(ii) Similar. O

Theorem 5.12.

(i) Let & be an AETC with JEP and AP. Then for every cardinal x > LS(%)
there is a k-universal, k-model-homogeneous M € K.

(ii) Suppose that X = GMod(T) for first-order complete T. Then there is a
k-universal, strongly x-homogeneous 9t € K.

Proof. We prove the theorem in the case that X is an AETC with JEP and AP.
The other case is similar. We define a directed system (90,4 5);< <.+ as follows.

(i) My is a k-universal structure whose existence is guaranteed by Proposi-
tion 5.10.

(ii) We let 9,41 and ;41 be the structure B and the morphism ¢ given
by Lemma 5.11 for 20 = 9;. All the other maps iy ;41 are defined via
composition.

(iii) For ¢ limit, we let M; = lim;; M; and <;,; be the direct limit embeddings.
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We show that 9t = 9,.+ is as wanted.

For k-universality, let 2l € X have cardinality < k. As 90 is k-universal, we
can find a morphism % : 2l — 9My. Now, 1g .+ is a morphism My — M. Hence
L= 19+ o R is a morphism 2 — 9.

For k-model-homogeneity, let 2,8 € & be such that ||, |B| < x and | rel(™A)| =
[rel(B)| < K, let £: A — M and g: B — M be morphisms, and let A: A —
B be a H-isomorphism. Now by the definition of the direct limit, rel(9) =
U, <ot ran(i; .+ ). Since [rel(A)| = |rel(B)| < x and £ is regular, there is o < k¥
such that £[rel(A)] U g[rel(B)] C ran(iq +). For all i > o, let f; = i;}; of and
gi = ‘L;Kl . og. By coherence, f£; is a morphism 2 — 91; and g; a morphism
B — m Note that f.+ = £ and g,.+ = g. We now define, by recursion on
i > «, partial team isomorphisms #;: 9; — 9N; such that whenever j < 4, we have
ran(f;) C dom(#;) and A; o f; = g; o h.

(i) Suppose i = a. We let fi; = g;oh o f; *. Then

hiofi=(giohof )ofi=gioh,
as desired.
(i) Supposei = j+1 and i is odd. By the induction hypothesis, fvjof; = g of,
whence g;l ofijof;is a H-isomorphism A — B. By the choice of M; and
15,4, there is a morphism % : 9t; — 9; such that

ijiogjo(g; ohjofy) =rofy,
ie. iji0hjof; =hof;. Welet fi; =k oi; . Now notice that

ran(f;) = ran(ii_’i+ of) =ran(i;; o ij_’; of)
Cran(t;;) = dom(i;il) = dom(% o ij_;)
= dom(#;).
Then
fiofs = (f"‘cotjjil)o(i;’i+ oﬁ):f"ao(t;;+ of)=rtof;
:LNOﬁJOﬁJ :L]JOQ_] oh
ok og)oh = ik og)oh
=4gioh,
as desired.
(ili) If ¢ = j + 1 is even, then similarly to above, we find a morphism %: 9t; —
M, such that R og; =10 fL]-_l og;and let A; =1;,;0R7L.
(iv) If ¢ is a limit, we let £; be the partial team isomorphism 9; — 9; with
dom(f;) = Uye ;i {X € rel(M) | 457 (X) € dom(f;)} such that

Ri(X) = i5a(f; (i, (X))

for the least j such that i;il (X) € dom(#;). It is straightforward to check
that #; is a partial isomorphism. Now let X € ran(f;). Then X = £,(Y) =
1a,i(fa(Y)) for some Y € rel(2A). By the induction hypothesis ran(f,) C
dom(fy), s0 iy ;(X) = fa(Y) € dom(f,). By the definition of dom(#;),
we have X € dom(#;).

Let X € rel(21). By the above, « is the least j < i such that ij_; (£ (X))
dom(# ;). Hence,

fi(Fi(X)) = ta,i(fralin i (Fi(X)))) = tai(fra(fa(X)))
= ta.i(ga(f(X))) = gi(A(X)).

m
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Thus ;0 f; =g;0h.
Finally, we let m = #,.+. We show that dom(w) = ran(w) = rel(9). By defini-
tion,
dom(7) = U {X €rel(M) | i} (X) € dom(h;)}.
a<i<wkt
Let X € rel(91). Let v be the least even i € [, kT) such that X € ran(i; ,.+). Let

% be the morphism 9, — M1 from the construction of fyy1. As dom(k) =
rel(M,), we have i;llﬁ (X) € dom(). Then

Rk (X)) = RGS G0 (X)) = A (i7h L (X)),

whence i;h,m (X) € dom(%iy+1). But this means that X € dom(w). Using a
symmetric argument, and odd ~, one can show that 7 is surjective. Moreover, by
construction,
mof =R+ 0fur =gu+ Oh =g oh.

Finally, since 91 is a general model and contains all singleton relations, we have
that 7 is element-total and element-surjective. Therefore, by Proposition 3.13 there
is a 7-automorphism 7’ of 9 such that # O #. Hence 7 (= #'[rel(IM)) is an
automorphism of the category & by closure under isomorphisms. O

The above k-monster model 9 is k-saturated in the following sense.

Proposition 5.13. Let & be an AETC with JEP and AP, and let 9t be a k-
universal and xk-homogeneous model of . Suppose that g : 9t — B is a morphism.
Then for any a, 8 < x, Y € rel(B)* and D € rel(IM)”, there is X € rel(IM)* such
that

tpe(XD/0;9) = tpg(V g (D)/0; B).

Proof.  Let = |a|+ || < k, and denote B = g (D). By the Léwenheim—Skolem
property, there is 2 € & with || < p+LS(X) < x and |rel(A)] < p+Ro < k and
a morphism £: A — 9 such that D € ran(£)?. Now, let A = g~1(D).

Again, by the Lowenheim—Skolem property, there is € € & with |€] < p +
LS(¥) < k and |rel(€)]| < p+ Vg < k, and a morphism #: € — B, such that

cl(ran(g o £) U{Y; | i < a}) C ran(h).

Let Z =#~(Y)and C = A~ (B), and denote £ = A Yo gof. Now gof = hok,
so by coherence % is a morphism 21 — €. By k-universality of 90, there is a
morphism ¢: € — 9. By k-model-homogeneity, there is 7 € Aut(9) such that
mof = (itok)oidy =i ok. Now, let X =7~ 1(i(Z)). Notice that #(A) = C, so
D=7t (w(£(A) = 7 (i(R(A))) = = (i(C).
Now, as 7! o ¢ is a morphism € — 9 and (7! o ‘L)(Zé) = XD, it follows that
tpg(X D/0; M) = tpg(ZC/0; €). On the other hand, as % is a morphism € — 9B and
#(ZC) = Y B, we have tpg(ZC/0; €) = tpg(Y B/0;B). By transitivity of Galois
types, we then have tpy (X D/0; M) = tp, (Y B/0;B), as desired. O
Like classically, the monster model makes it easier to deal with Galois types:

instead of amalgamating into a third model, having the same type can be now
witnessed by an automorphism of the monster.

Proposition 5.14. Let a < x and X,Y € rel(M)®. Then tpy (X /0;9M) =
tpg (Y /0; 9) if and only if there is 7 € Aut(9M) such that 7(X) =Y.
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Proof. If X and Y are conjugates by m € Aut(9), then the morphisms idoy and 7
witness that X and Y have the same type.

Suppose that X and Y have the same type. Then there is A € X and morphisms
fo: M — A and f£1: M — A such that fo(X) = f1(Y). By the Lowenheim—Skolem
property, there is B € X with |B|, |rel(B)| < x and a morphism g : B — 9 such
that X,Y € ran(g)®. There is also ¢ € ¥ with |€],|rel(¢)| < x and a morphism
7 € — A such that

cl(ran(fy o g) Uran(fy o g)) C ran().

Now by coherence, the maps %; := A ! o f; 0g, i < 2, are morphisms B — ¢. By
k-universality of 91, there is a morphism ¢: € — 9. Now ¢ o kg, g and < o % are
morphisms B — M, so by k-model-homogeneity, there are 7o, 71 € Aut(9) such
that mpog = (tokg)oidy =tokoand mo(ioky) = goidy = g. Let m = 7 omo.
Then 7 € Aut(9) and

)
= m (iR (folg (g7 (X)) = m (R~ (fo(X))))
= m(i(h (V) = m(i(h ™ (flg (g (V)
= m(i(ka(g ' (V))) = a(g (V)
=Y. O

In particular, the previous lemma allows one to extend the notion of Galois type
and take parameters into account. For a small set £ C rel(9) and given two

sequences X,Y € rel(9M)*, we can define

tpg (X /E; M) = tpe (Y /F; M)

if there is 7 € Aut(M/Z) such that 7(X) = Y. One can then verify that
tpg (X /E; M) = tpg (Y /F; M) if and only if tpg (X Z/0; M) = tpg(Y Z/0; M), where
Z enumerates .

Remark. To recap, in this section we introduced a notion of Galois type of a tuple
of relations in an abstract elementary team category and built a monster model
which is sufficiently saturated with respect to these types. However, we shall now
see why this notion of type is not, in fact, a good basis for the definition of stability.
Instead, it would seem that in the concrete example GMod(T") for a complete ESO-
theory T (cf. Section 7.2), the stability properties of the first-order reduct of T" are
a more useful measure of complexity.

More precisely, to see that Galois types in team semantics are ill-behaved from
the stability-theoretic point of view, we consider the formula ¢ = = C y in the
context of an arbitrary ESO-theory T with infinite models. We show that this
formula has both a version of the indipendence property (IP) and the strict order
property (SOP) in our context (see [30, p.134] for the standard definition of IP and
SOP in first-order logic).

First, consider any model 2 of T and let A = {a; | ¢ < w} be an enumeration of
some countable subset thereof. Then for every I C w consider the set of formulas

r={ycalie JU{~yi Ca)lid I}
Then consider a team X with domain dom(X;) = {z}U{y; | ¢ < w} and such that
Xrlz) = {a; | i € I} and X;[y;] = {a;} for all i < w. Then we obtain A =x, Ty,
showing that any theory T' with infinite models satisfies this version of IP.

Similarly, we can also show that any theory T with infinite model has the strict
order property. Let again 2 be an arbitrary infinite model and A = {a; | i < w}
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a countable subset of it. For every i < w, we let A; = {a; | i < j}. Consider the
formula ¢ := z C y and let X; be the team with domain {z;} such that X;[z;] = A;.
Then it is easy to verify that, for all i < j < w

Axxx, Yy (y Sz =y Cxj) <= i<

Which shows that any theory T with infinite models has this version of SOP for
team semantics.

The two observations above hint at the fact that a robust classification theory
for (complete) theories in ESO (or FO(L.)) cannot rely exclusively on the notion of
Galois types introduced in this section. In particular, we obtain as a consequence
that for any set of size x of parameters the number of resulting Galois types is
2% showing that the cardinality of the space of types does not allow to track any
information about the underlying theory.

For these reasons, we take later in Section 7.2 a different approach. In particular,
given a complete ESO-theory T, we shall consider the (standard) stability properties
of its first-order reduct T*. We shall apply this approach especially to the problem
of transferring categoricity among different cardinals, and prove two results in this
direction. We take these preliminary findings as a hint that the standard notions of
stability and independence also have a key role in the present higher-order context,
and may be the correct ones to study the model theory of complete theories in ESO
or FO(L.).

6. APPLICATION I — LINDSTROM’S THEOREM FOR FOT

A celebrated result by Lindstrom [20] characterises first-order logic as the maxi-
mal abstract logic satisfying both the compactness and the downwards Lowenheim-
Skolem theorems. Moreover, he also proved in [19] that first-order logic is maximal
among the abstract logics which are both compact and have the so-called Tarski
union property. A similar result by Sgro [26] shows that first-order logic is also the
maximal abstract logic to satisfy the Lo$’ theorem.

Motivated by these results, we provide a first application of the abstract ma-
chinery of the previous sections and prove two maximality results for FOT in terms
of its model-theoretic properties. We believe our results could also be obtained
from the classical Lindstrom’s theorem via Lemma 2.7 with a clever translation,
but here we merely demonstrate the use of our newly acquired tools. We start by
defining a suitable notion of abstract logic in the setting of team semantics, which
we call abstract team logic. Given a signature 7, we denote by Str(r) the class of
all 7-structures.

In this section, we make a distinction between teams and their underlying rela-
tions, to allow teams with infinite domains. However, results about team maps are
only applied in the case where the argument of the map is a finitary relation.

Definition 6.1. An abstract team logic is a pair L = (Fmly,, Saty,), where

e Fmly, is a class of pairs ¢ = (i, Fv(¢)) such that 7 is an identifier and Fv(¢)
a set of variables, and

e Saty, is a class of triples (2, X, ¢), where ¢ € Fmly, 2 is a structure (of
some signature) and X is a team of 2 with dom(X) D Fv(¢),

satisfying the following.

(i) Lis closed under isomorphisms, i.e. if w: 2 — 9B is an isomorphism between
r-structures 2 and B, then for all ¢ € Fmly, D O Fv(¢) and X C AP,

(2, X, ¢) € Sat, <— (B, 7"(X), o) € Saty,
where 7*(X) ={ros|se X}.
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(ii) L satisfies the occurence condition, i.e. for any ¢ € Fmly, there is a signature
o such that for any 7 and 2 € Str(7), A Ex ¢ implies 7 2 o, and for any
720, D D Fv(¢), A € Str(r) and X C AP,

(A, X, ) € Sat;, <— (AUlo, X, p) € Saty,.

(i) L is closed under renaming, i.e. if T and 7' are signatures and w: 7 — 7’
is a bijection that preserves the type and the arity of symbols, then for
any ¢ € Fmly, there is ¢ € Fmly with Fv(1)) = Fv(¢) such that for all D,
21 € Str(r) and X C AP, we have

(2, X, ) € Sat;, <— (v(), X, ) € Saty,

where 7(2) is the 7/-structure with dom(7(2)) = dom(2l) and 7(R)™*) =
R for any symbol R € 7.

If ¢ € Fmly, we simply write ¢ € L. We say that ¢ is a o-formula if o is as
in the occurrence condition. If (2, X, ¢) € Saty, we write A Ex ¢. If ¥ C Fmly,
we write A Ex Y if A Ex ¢ for all ¢ € . We write Mody(¢) for the class of
all (2, X) such that A Ex ¢ and X # (). If 2 is a 7-structure, we also denote by
Thy (2, X) the set of all 7-formulas ¢ € L such that A =x ¢. We write Thz ()
for Thz (A, {0}). Note that if ¢ € Thy (A, X), then Fv(¢) C dom(X). We write
R, X) =1 (B,Y) if Thp (A, X) = Th,(B,Y). We say that a set ¥ C Fmly, is
consistent if (ycx, Mody () # (). We say that ¢ is consistent if {¢} is, and ¢ is
consistent with 3 if ¥ U {¢} is consistent. We define the following properties of
abstract team logics.

Definition 6.2. We say that an abstract team logic L is regular if the following
hold.

(i) L is closed under conjunction, i.e. for all ¢, € L there is x € L such that
for all D D Fv(¢), Fv(¢), Fv(x), and for all A and X C A7,

QIIZXx <:>Q['Cx¢and2[|:)(’l/).

Furthermore, if ¢ and ¢ are o-formulas, also x can be chosen to be a o-
formula. We denote this x by ¢ A 9.

(ii) L is closed under (weak classical) negation, i.e. for all ¢ € L thereisp € L
such that for all D, 2 and nonempty X C AP,

AEx ¢ = AR ¢

Furthermore, if ¢ is a o-formula, also 1) can be chosen to be a o-formula.
We denote this ¥ by ~¢.

We say that L is positive if it is closed under conjunction but not necessarily
under weak classical negation.
We say that L is team-finitary if

(iii) for any ¢ € L there is a finite set D O Fv(¢) such that if there are 2 and
nonempty X with 20 =x ¢, then there is a team Y such that dom(Y') = D,
and for all teams Z such that Z[D =Y, we have 2 =7 ¢. In particular,
Fv(¢) is finite.

Definition 6.3. Let L be an abstract team logic.

(i) We say that L is compact if for any ¥ C Fmly,, 3 is consistent if and only
if every finite subset of ¥ is.

(ii) We say that a team embedding £: A — 9B preserves ¢ € L if for all D D
Fv(¢) and X C AP,

2[':)(925 ~— B ':ﬁ(X) d)
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We say that L has direct limits if the following holds. Let (s, fi ;)i jer,i<;
be a directed system of 7-structures, let B = lim;c; 2; and denote for all
i € I by g; the direct limit embedding 2; — B. Then for all ¢ € L, if £; ;
preserves ¢ for all i,j € I, i < j, then g; preserves ¢ for all i € I. This is
the team logic counterpart of the Tarski union property.

(iii) We say that L has a Lo$’ theorem if for any set I, T-structures 2;, teams
X; C AP and ultrafilter U on I, for any formula ¢ € L:

iel|%Fx o} €U = [[A/U ., x/u o
iel
We say that L has a strong Lo$’ theorem if the above holds in both direc-
tions:

{iel | Ex, ¢} eU — [[X/U 1, xu ¢
iel

We define a partial order among abstract team logics as follows.

Definition 6.4. Let L, L’ be two abstract team logics. We write L < L’ if for any
7-formula ¢ € L there is a 7-formula ¢/ € L’ such that ¢ = ¢/, i.e. for all 2 € Str(r)
and all teams X of ,

AEx ¢ = AEx&.
We write L=L" if L < L' and L' < L.

If ¢, € L and Modp(¢) C Mody,(¢), then we write ¢ = ¢. We write ¢ = ¢
even if ¢ € L, ¢ € L' and Modp(¢) C Mody (1p). We write ¢ = ¢ if ¢ = ¢ and
1 = ¢. Note that if ¢ and ) are consistent and ¢ = 1, we must have Sig(¢) =
Sig(y). If ¥ C Fmly, and ¢ € L', we write ¥ |= ¢ if [ ,cx, Modr(¢) € Modr/(¢).

Lemma 6.5. Let L be a regular abstract team logic.

(i) Let A be a 7-structure and X C AP nonempty. Then Thy (2, X) is com-
plete with respect to 7-formulas of L whose free variables are contained in
D, ie. if ¢ € L is a 7-formula and Fv(¢) C D, then either ¢ € Thy (A, X)
or ~¢ € Thy (A, X).
(ii) For any ¢ € L, ¢ = ~~¢.
(iii) Let XU {¢} C L. Then X U {¢} is inconsistent if and only if ¥ = ~¢.

Proof.
(i) Since X is nonempty, for any ¢ € L we have

Wby < = A, o
Clearly exactly one of the options 2 Ex ¢ and 2 Ex ~¢ is true.

(ii) Trivial.

(iii) Suppose that ¥ = ~¢. Then for any 2 and X such that 2 =x X, we have
A =x ~¢. This means that for such 2 and X, whenever X is nonempty,
Ql};éx ¢, which means that there are no 2 and nonempty X such that
AEx X U{¢}. Hence X U {¢} is inconsistent.

On the other hand, if ¥ U {¢} is inconsistent, then [,y Mody () N
Mod.(¢) = Nyesu(sy Modr(¢)) = 0. Hence for any 2 and nonempty X,
if A =x X, we have Qll;éx ¢. But this means that 2 Ex ~¢. Hence
S E . O

We can now prove two characterisations of FOT in abstract terms. We notice
that the fist one characterises FOT in the context of abstract team logics and adapts
[19] in our context. The second result applies to all positive abstract team logic
and adapts [26].
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Theorem 6.6.

(i)

The logic FOT is maximal among all regular abstract team logics that are
team-finitary, compact and closed under direct limits.

The logic FOT is maximal among all positive abstract team logics that are
team-finitary and have a strong Lo§’ theorem.

Suppose this is not the case. Then there is a regular abstract team logic
L such that FOT < L £ FOT and L is team-finitary, compact and closed
under direct limits. Let ¢ € L be such that ¢ # ¢ for all ¥» € FOT. By
the occurrence condition, there is 7 such that ¢ is a 7-formula, and by
team-finitarity there is a finite D O Fv(¢) such that whenever ¢ is satisfied
in a team, it is satisfied in a team with domain D. Let ¥ be the set of
all 7-formulas ¢ € FOT such that ¢ | ¢ and Fv(¢) C D. We show that
Y U {~¢} is consistent. Let 3’ C ¥ be finite. Now if ¥’ U {~¢} were
inconsistent, then we would have ¥’ | ~~¢, whence AY |E ¢. As X is
clearly closed under conjunction, we would also have A\ Y’ € %, whence
¢ = AY. But then ¢ = A Y/, contradicting the choice of ¢. Hence we
conclude that ¥ U{~¢} is consistent. Thus by compactness of L, SU{~¢}
is consistent. Thus there is a 7-structure 21 and nonempty X C A with
Afx TU{~o}.

Let X = {{a} | a € A} U {X 7]}, where & lists D. Now we consider the
set Diag(d, X)U{¢, 0(X[Z], &)}, where 0 is as in Lemma 2.9, and show that
it is consistent. Let X’ C Diag(2(, X) be finite. Let ag,...,a,—1 enumerate
such a € 2 that {a} occurs in a formula of ¥'. Now there is a first-order

7-formula ¥ (yo, . . ., yn—1, R), where R is a second-order variable with arity
|D|, such that for any 7-structure B and its 7 U {{ao},...,{an-1}, X}-

expansion B, we have

BEAY — 3 |:1/)(b0,---,bn—17@%)a

where b; is the unique element inhabiting {ai}%. Let ¢*(Z) be an FOT-
translation of Jyo . .. Iyn-1Y (Yo, - - -, Yn—1, R), i.e. such a 7-formula of FOT
that for any 7-structure 8 and Y € B8P,

B E=Tyo. . In-1¥Wo, - yn—1,Y[T]) <= By ¥*.

Now suppose for a contradiction that X' U {¢,0(X[Z], %)} is inconsistent.
Then so is {¢*, ¢}. This means that ¢ = ~¢*, whence ~¢* € . As
A Ex X, we have 2 Ex ~¢*. Since X # ), we obtain Qlj;éx *. Thus
QllyéElyo o Y10 (Yo, - - -, Yn—1, X [Z]), which is a contradiction since A =
¥(aog, ..., an—1,X[#]). Therefore ¥’ U {¢,0(X[Z],¥)} is consistent and, by
compactness of L, so is Diag(2(, X) U {¢, 0(X[Z], Z)}. Thus there is a 7(X)-

structure B such that B |= Diag(2, %) U {¢, 0(X 1], T)}.

Let B = %[T. Then by Lemma 3.18, there is partial elementary team
map f: A — B with dom(f) = cl(X). Now notice that 2, B, X and f are
such that

A ':X N¢ and ‘B ':ﬁ(X) d)

Now we define, by recursion on n < w, 7-structures 2, and B,,, sets
XLn CRAy) and Y, C R(B,), teams X,, € X, and Y, € Y,,, and partial
elementary team maps i, : A, — Apt1, In: B — By, fo: An — By
and g : B, — Apy1, satisfying the following.

(a) X ={XpntU{{a} | aeU,} and Y, = {Y,} U{{d} | b€ B,}.
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)
(¢) dom(iy,) = dom(f,) = cl(X,) and dom(4,,) = dom(gy,) = cl(Yn).
(d) ran(ip) Uran(gy) C cl(Xy41) and ran(g,) Uran(fy) C cl(Ynt1)-
) Y= ﬁn(Xn)a Yog1 = ln(Yn) and Xp4+1 = Ln(Xn) = gn(Yn)-
) The resulting diagram commutes.

mo ‘o Q(l il Q(Q 2 913 >
fo f1 f2
g0 g1 g2
%0 o B 1 5 %2 >

We start by letting 20y := 2, Xo = X, By =B and Yy := £(X). Then we
let Xg =X = {Xo} U {{a} | a € 2[0}, Yo = {Yo} U {{b} | b e %0}), and
fo = f. These are all clearly as desired.

Suppose we have constructed ;, B;, X;, Y;, X;, Y; and £; for i < n and
ii, 4 and g; for ¢ < n. We now construct A, +1, Bni1, fnt1, tn, Jn and
gn. Let T" be the set

{~¢,0(X,, F)} UDiag(Un, X)) UDiag(Byp, %) U {“fu(R) = R" | R € X},

where “S = S’” is a shorthand for V' (S(w) <+ S'(w)). We use com-
pactness of L to show that I' is consistent. By the induction hypothesis,
A, E=x,, ~¢, and clearly U, Ex, {0(X,, )} UDiag(Ay,Xy). Now, look at
a finite IV C Diag(B,,, ¥,). Then AT’ is equivalent to a first-order 7(%,)-
sentence of the form (£, ({ao}),..., fn({ar—1}),{bo}, ..., {bm-1},Yn) for
some ag, . ..,ax—1 € A, and by, ..., by,—1 € B, such that {b;} ¢ ran(f,)
for all i < m. Now

%" ': Hyo cee Hyk—lw(ﬁn(ao)) LR ﬁn(ak—l); Yo, -3 Ym—1, ﬁn(Xn));

so as £, is elementary, we have

Q[n ): Eyo . Eyk_l’lb(ao, ey Ak—15Y0, - - - 7ym—1aXn)a

so we can find ag,...,amtk—1 € A, such that AT’ is satisfied in an
expansion of 2, that interprets {b;} as {aryi}, f({a;}) as {a;} and Y},
as X,. Such an expansion clearly also satisfies the sentences “f,(R) =

R’. Then by compactness, I' has a model, so we let anH be one such.

As 2,41 = Diag(2,,X,), we can find a partial elementary team map
it Ay — Ny with dom(i,) = cl(X,) and ¥+ = ,,(R) for all R € &,
As 2,41 |E Diag(%B,,%,), we can find a partial elementary team map
gn: By — Any1 with dom(gn,) = cl(¥Y,) and Eﬁ"'+1 = gn(R) for all
ReY,. As é[nH E “f.(R) = R’ for all R € X,,, we have

Gn(fn(R)) = fu(R)™ = R%+t = i\ (R)

for all R € X,,, and hence 1, = g, o f,- Then we can let 2,1 = A1 [T
and Xp41 = {X,} U {{a} | a € Apt1} as desired.

The model B,, 11, the set Y,,+1 and the maps j,, and £, 41 are constructed
in a similar manner, using B,, Y, An+1, Ln4+1 and g,.

In the end, we let 2, = lim;c, A;, X, = 1,(Xo), where 1, is the
direct limit map 2y — 2, of the system (2l;);<w, and B, = lim;<, B;
and Y, = 1,(Yp), where 4, is the direct limit map By — B, of the
system (B;)i<.. Now, since L has direct limits, we have 2, Ex_ ~¢ and
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B, Ev, ¢. But as both (2;);<, and (2B;)i<, are cofinal in the directed
system, we must have 2, = B, and furthermore, the isomorphism maps
X, to Y, which is impossible.
Suppose this is not the case. Then there is an abstract positive team-
finitary team logic L which has a strong Lo$§’ theorem with the following
property: there exists a formula ¢ € L such that for all ¢ € FOT either
(a) thereis a model 2, and a team X, such that Qlw};équﬁ and Ay Fx, ¥,
or
(b) there is a model B, and a team Yy, such that B, =y, ¢ and %wj;éyw 1.
We also remark that since L has a strong Lo$’ theorem then it is also
compact, as the usual ultraproduct proof works in this setting (see [24,
Theorem 3.14]).

Let D be a set of variables satisfying the team-finitarity condition for ¢
and 7 a signature satisfying the occurrence condition for ¢. Consider the
set T of all 7-formulas ¢ € FOT such that ¢ = ¢ and Fv(y)) C D. Also,
we let § be the family of finite subsets of I". Since ¢ | T, it follows by
the choice of ¢ that for every ¥ € § there are a model s, and a team Xy
on s, such that dom(Xy) = D, As Ex, ¥ and Ay };éXE ¢. For every
pel, welet [] ={E 8|9y € X} and F ={[¢] | ¥ € '}. Then, given
Yo, ..., Yn—1 € I' we have that {¢; | i < n} € ),_,[¢], showing that F'
has the finite intersection property. It follows that we can extend F' to an
ultrafilter U on 8.

Consider now the ultraproduct []y,cg As/U. For every formula ¢ € I’
we have that [¢] € U and for every ¥’ O {¢} we have that ™Uss =x,, V.
It follows by the Los’ Theorem of FOT that [[5cq As/U Fry, , xo/u ¥,
and so that [[5cqAs/U Fry,  xs/u I Moreover, for any ¥ € S we

have that s, l;éXE ¢, thus by the strong Lo$’ theorem of L we obtain that

Hzes Az /U %Hzg X5 /U X

Now consider the theory T' = Throt([[5ecsAs/U, [Tnes Xz/U), we
claim this is consistent with ¢. If not, there is a finite sets of formulas
A C Throt([[5es As/U, [[5es Xs/U) such that A U {¢} is not consis-
tent, whence ¢ = \/{~0 | § € A}. It follows that \/{~d | 6 € A} € T and
SO

[T 2s/% Erpy, xom \{26 16 € A

Xes

which contradicts A C T'.

We conclude that there are a 7-structure B =rot [[5cs As/U and a
team Y on B such that ThFOT(HZES ng/cu, HEES XE/Cu) = ThFQT(%, Y)
and B |y ¢. Notice that, by the choice of D and the fact that D =
dom([[y,cg Xx:/U), we have that both these teams are finitary. Then, by
the translation from FOT to FO it follows that

(%,Y) =FO (H le;/%, H Xz;/cu)

Xes xes

and so, by Keisler—Shelah, there are two elementary maps mp: B — €
and 71 : J]5eq As/U — € into some common ultrapower € (up to isomor-
phism). By assumption, L has a strong Lo$§’ theorem, and so does FOT.
Thus it follows that € =, (y) ¢ and Q:J#ﬂ(l_[zes X5 /) ¢, which contradicts

WO(Y):Wl(HEEgXE/Cu)- D
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7. APPLICATION II — COMPLETE THEORIES IN ESO

In this last section, we apply the techniques and the methodology developed so
far to the context of complete theories in existential second-order logic (or equiv-
alently of FO(L.)). In Section 7.1, we study some basic properties of complete
ESO-theories and relate them to so-called resplendent models. In Section 7.2, we
use stability theory to prove some versions of categoricity transfer for complete
theories in ESO.

7.1. Complete Theories & Resplendent Models. In this section, we study
complete theories in ESO and their models. As we are always dealing with sentences,
in all results one may replace first-order logic by FOT and ESO by FO(L.).

Recall that a theory T of ESO is complete if for all 2(,B = T and sentences ¢ of
ESO,

A ¢ < B¢

Proposition 7.1. Let T be a complete first-order 7-theory. Then there is a unique
ESO-theory T such that
(i) T2OT,
(ii) T is closed under logical consequence and
(iii) 7 is complete.

Proof. Let k = || + Ro, and let ¢;, i < k, enumerate all 7-sentences of ESO. We
define T by recursion. Let Ty = T and T; = U;<,; Tj for i limit. For i = j +1,
we let T, = T; U {¢;} if it is consistent and T; = T; otherwise. Then we let
T = Ui<. Ti- By compactness of ESO, T is consistent, and as such it is clearly
a maximal consistent extension of 7" and hence closed under logical consequence.
Now, let 2 and B be models of T' and ¢ a sentence of ESO. Now if ¢ € T, we have
2 = ¢ and B = ¢, as both are models of 7. On the other hand, if ¢ ¢ T, then
T U {¢} is inconsistent, whence Qll;éqﬁ and ‘B 174 ¢. Hence T is complete.

For uniqueness, let T’ be another complete theory in ESO extending T. If T"UT
is consistent, then 7/ C T, as T is a maximal consistent theory, whence the closure
of T' under logical consequence is exactly 7. Thus it suffices to show that 77 U T
is consistent. Let A = T’ and B = T. As T is first-order complete, it has
the joint embedding property. Hence there is € and elementary team embeddings
f: A — € and g: B — €. Since elementary team embeddings are independence
team embeddings, 2 = ¢ implies € = ¢ and B |= ¢ implies € |= ¢ for all ¢ € ESO.
Hence ¢ =T UT. O

Definition 7.2. We say that a 7-structure 2 is complete if for any other T-structure
% such that there is an elementary team embedding 24 — B, satisfies

AE¢ < Bl
for all sentences ¢ € ESO.

Proposition 7.3. For a first-order complete theory T of ESO and a structure 2,
the following are equivalent.

(i) AT

(ii) 2 is a complete model of T.

Proof. Suppose first that 2 = T. Let £: A — B be an elementary team embedding.
Then, in particular, for all sentences ¢ € ESO we have that A = ¢ entails B = ¢.
It follows that B = T. But then, as T is complete, we have

Ak ¢ < BEo

for all sentences ¢ € ESO. Hence 2 is complete.
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Then, suppose that 2 is a complete model of T. Let B = Theso(2(). By joint
embedding, there is € and elementary team embeddings £: % — € and g : B — C.
Let ¢ be a sentence of ESO. Now, if 2 = ¢, then ¢ € Theso (), whence B E ¢. On
the other hand, if Qlj;éqb, since £ is an elementary team embedding, by completeness
of 2 we have Qﬁl;é ¢. If it were the case that B | ¢, since g is an independence
team embedding, we would have € = ¢, a contradiction. Hence B J;é ¢. Therefore
Theso () is complete, whence T = Theso (). O

We conclude this section by highlighting a connection between complete struc-
tures and so-called resplendent models. The following can be found in e.g. [23,
Ch. 9.3].

Definition 7.4. A 7-structure 2 is resplendent if for any elementary extension B
of 2 and a T-formula ¢(zo,...,2,—1) of ESO, we have

B ': d)(ao,...,an,l) — AU ': gb(ao,...,an,l)

for all ag,...,an_1 € 2.
For the proof of the following fact, we refer the reader again to [23, Ch. 9.3].

Fact. Let T be a first-order theory. Then every model of T with cardinality > |T|
has a resplendent elementary extension of the same cardinality.

Proposition 7.5. The following are equivalent for a structure 2.
(i) 2y is complete.
(ii) 2A is resplendent.

Proof. Suppose first that 21 is resplendent. To show that 20y is complete, let B be
a 7(2)-structure and f£: Ay — B an elementary team embedding, and let ¢ be a
7(2)-sentence of ESO such that B | ¢. By Proposition 3.15, we may assume that
B is an elementary extension of g and f£ is the identity on singletons. Now ¢ =
¥(ags - ., a,_1) for some 7-formula ¢ (zo,...,xn—1) € ESO and ag,...,an—1 € 2,
so as B = ¢, we have B|7 = ¢¥(ag, ..., an—1). Now B[7 is an elementary extension
of 2, so by the resplendence of 2, we obtain 2 = ¥ (ag,...,an—1), whence Ay = ¢.
Hence 20y is complete.

Conversely, suppose that 2y is complete. Let B be an elementary extension
of 2 and let ¢(xp,...,xn—1) € ESO be such that B E ¢(ag,...,an—1) for some
ag, .. .,an—1 € 2A. Since B is an elementary extension of A, we have Ay = By, so
by the joint embedding property there is a 7(2)-structure € and elementary team
embeddings £: 2y — € and g : By — €. Now By = é(ag,---,a,_1), S0 as g is an

independence team embedding, we have € = ¢(ag,...,a,,_1). As gy is complete
and £ is an elementary team embedding, we have 2y = ¢(ag, - .., a,_1). But then
A = ¢(ag, . ..,an—1). Thus 2 is resplendent. O

7.2. Categoricity Transfer. In this section we prove two results concerning the
transfer of categoricity between countable and uncountable cardinals for complete
ESO-theories. We assume the reader is familiar with the standard notions from
classification theory and refer to [2, 28, 30] for the basic definitions.

We also remark that the following results provide a first study of the spectrum
function for existential second order theories. In connection to this topic, we remark
the following fact.

Fact. Let T be a complete theory in ESO and T™ its first-order reduct. If T* is
unstable, then 7" has 2" models in any cardinal x > |T|.

If T is a complete ESO-theory, the class of its models is clearly pseudoelementary,
as it is the class of models of the theory 7' obtained by adding to the signature



50 T. HYTTINEN, J. PULJUJARVI, AND D. E. QUADRELLARO

witnesses for every existential second-order statement in T'. It follows that the fact
above is an immediate corollary of Shelah’s general result on the number of models
of pseudoelementary classes [28, Ch. VIII, Thm.2.1].

7.2.1. Downwards Categoricity. We show in this section that if the first-order reduct
of an ESO theory T in a finite signature is uncountably categorical, then the theory
T is also Ng-categorical. It follows that T is quasi-categorical, i.e. it has a unique
model in all cardinals for which it has a model to begin with.

The proof of this fact is essentially a corollary of Baldwin and Lachlan’s study
of uncountably categorical theories (see e.g. [30, Section 6.3]). In particular, recall
that if 7" is an uncountably categorical first-order theory, then

(i) T is totally transcendental and thus has a (countable) prime model 2o,
(ii) there are a formula ¢(x, i) and @ € g such that ¢(z, b) is strongly minimal
for every b |= tpro(@/0), and

(iii) since 2o is atomic, the type tpro(d/0) is isolated by some (7).
Then ¢(x,d) determines a pregeometry whose dimension does not depend on the
choice of @ as long as it realizes ¢. For 2 = T, we shall write dimg (2() for the
dimension of the pregeometry (¢(2l, a), acl). We denote the dimension of 2y by my.
The following well-known theorem due to Baldwin and Lachlan [30, Theorem 6.3.7]
classifies all countable models of uncountably categorical theories.

Theorem 7.6 (Baldwin—Lachlan). Let T" be an uncountably categorical first-order
theory in a countable signature. Then for each cardinal x > mg there is a unique
model 2, with dimg () = k.

In particular, since my < Ng, this means that either 7" is countably categorical,
or it has Ng-many countable models up to isomorphism. We shall see now how its
ESO-completions is satisfied only by the countable model of dimension Rg.

Theorem 7.7. If T is a complete theory in ESO in a finite signature and its
first-order reduct T™* is uncountably categorical, then T is categorical in all infinite
cardinalities.

Proof. First, notice that since the signature 7 of T is finite, ESO can talk about au-
tomorphisms of a T-structure. In particular, for any second-order function variable
f, there is a 7-formula aut(f) such that

A | aut(nr) < = is a T-automorphism of 2.

Also, ESO can express when a set is infinite, namely there is a formula inf(X) in
ESO such that:
A Einf(4) < |A] > No.
Let 2y be a prime model of T*, and let ¢(x,a*), a* € Ao, be strongly minimal.

Let 6(v) isolate tpro(a*/0). Now, for all n < w, let ®,, be the following sentence of
SO:

Vo (0(v) = Vo ... V13X (inf(X) AVy(X (y) = é(y,v)) A)),

where (v, o, ..., Tn-1,X) is the formula

vyvz<(X(y) AX(2)) = EIf(aut(f) ANf) =z2Af)=vA N fla) = x))
i<n
In other words, ®,, expresses that whenever «a is such that ¢(z, a) is strongly min-
imal, then for any ao,...,a,—1 there are infinitely many elements of the strongly
minimal set such that any two of them are conjugates over a, ag, ..., an,—1. One can
easily check that ®,, € ESO.
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First of all, we show that T = ®,, for all n < w. Let B be an uncountable
elementary extension of 2y. As T has a model in every infinite cardinality but T*
is uncountably categorical, we must have B = T. Now it is enough to show that
B = ¥, for all n. For this, fix n, let b* € B be such that B = 0(b*) and let
bo,...,bn—1 € B be arbitrary. Now ¢(z, b*) is strongly minimal, so it has a unique
non-forking extension p € S({b*,bo,...,bp—1}). In particular, p is not algebraic.
Hence, as 8 is Nyp-saturated, p is realized in B, and as p is not algebraic, there
are actually infinitely many b € B with b = p. Let B be the set of them. Now
B C ¢(B,b*) and any two elements of B are conjugates over {b*,bg,...,bn_1}.
Hence B = ©,,.

In order to show that T is Ng-categorical, it is enough to show that any countable
model A of T" has dimension Ry. Let 24 be a countable model of T. We now
construct by recursion an independent sequence a;, ¢ < w, in the pregeometry
(¢(2A,a*),acl). Suppose that we have already found independent ag,...,an—1. As
T |= ®,, we have 2 = ®,,. Hence there is an infinite set A C ¢(2A, a*) such that
any two elements of A are conjugates over {a*,ag,...,a,—1}. Now all elements of
A have the same type over {a*,ag,...,a,—1}, and since A is infinite, it must be
that A C ¢(2,a*) \ acl({a*, ag,...,an—1}). Now any element of A is algebraically
independent of a*,ag,...,a,—1 and hence suffices as a,,. O

Example 7.8. The motivating example for the result above is given by the theories
in algebraically closed fields. In particular, let Thcr, be the theory of algebraically
closed fields of characteristic 0 and let T, be its (unique) ESO-completion. Then
the previous theorem shows that TACFO is Np-categorical and its only countable
model is the algebraic closure of the field Q(¢o,t1,...) of polynomial fractions over
the rational numbers.

7.2.2. Upwards Categoricity. We prove in this section an upwards categoricity re-
sult for complete theories in existential second-order logic. In particular, we show
that under the assumptions of w-stability and 1-basedness, Ry-categoricity entails
uncountable categoricity.

We follow in this section the standard notation and terminology from classifica-
tion theory. In particular, we use the symbol | to refer to forking independence
and we identify the strong type stp(@/C') of a tuple @ over parameters C' with the
set of all equivalence classes E(&, @), where E is any finite equivalence relation de-
finable over C. The set of finite equivalence relations over C' we denote by FE(C).
We refer the reader to [2] for these and the related notions from classification theory.

As the notion of 1-based theory is less standard, we recall its definition and one
of its key properties. We stress this is a folklore result and refer the reader to [5,
Fact 3.1] for a proof. The converse of the lemma is also true, but we shall not need
it.

In this subsection, 90t denotes the ordinary elementary monster model which is
suitably universal, homogeneous and saturated.

Definition 7.9. A first-order theory T is 1-based if for all A, B C 91°Y, we have
A | aciea(a)nactea(B) B-

Lemma 7.10. Suppose T is 1-based and C is finite. If (a;);es is C-indiscernible,
then for all 0 < i < j we have a; \J/Cao (aj)itjer-

Many steps in the proof of the following theorem are well-known results among
stability theorists but we include them for completeness.

Theorem 7.11. Let T be a complete ESO-theory and let T™* be its first-order
reduct. If T* is w-stable, Ng-categorical and 1-based, then 7' is uncountably cate-
gorical.
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Proof. Let A be an uncountable cardinal. We show that all models of T of cardinal-
ity A are saturated, from which A-categoricity follows. Let 2 be such a model, and
let p be a type over some parameter set of cardinality < A. The general strategy of
the proof is to show that p is realised in 2[. Without loss of generality, p € S1(B)
for some elementary submodel B < 2l of power < A\. We denote x = |B|.

Let M = A be the (first-order) monster model of T*. Since T* is w-stable, we
may have 9 be saturated. Note that a saturated structure is resplendent: as it has
a resplendent elementary extension of the same cardinality and is itself saturated,
it must be isomorphic to the extension. It thus follows from Proposition 7.3 and
Proposition 7.5 that 9% = T.

Let a € 90 realize p, by superstability of T*, there is a finite B C 8 such that
a | B $B. Since T* is Np-categorical, by Ryll-Nardzewski, there are only finitely
many non-equivalent formulas with free variables x,y and parameters from B. In
particular, there is a finite list of formulas 5i(x,y,ci;-), i < n, defining all finite
equivalence relations over B. We let F; € FE(B) be the relation defined by ;. Now,
for each i < m, pick ¢; € M such that (a, ¢;) € E;. The type tpro(a/BU{c; | i < n})
has a finite number of parameters, so by Ng-categoricity it is isolated by some
formula and thus realised in B by some element b. Then we clearly have, for all
i< n,

(a,¢;) € B; < 0;(x,¢,d;) € tpro(a/BU{¢; | i <n})

<~ 0;(x, ¢, d;) € tpro(b/BU{¢; | i < n})
s (b, Ci) S Ei,

and so we obtain that stp(a/B) = stp(b/B).

Let C = B U {b}. We claim that tpro(a/C) (= p[C) is stationary, i.e. has a
unique non-forking extension to 2. To this end, suppose that ¢,d = tpro(a/C),
¢l Bandd | B Sincea | ,%B, by monotonicity a | ,C. As tpro(c/C) =
tpro(a/C), we then obtain ¢ | , C. But then from ¢ | ,C and ¢ | B, transi-

tivity gives ¢ | ,%. Similarly d | ,%. Now, for every E € FE(B), if 5(m,y,cf)

is the defining formula of E, then since (a,b) € E, we have §(z,b,d) € tpro(a/C)
and so &(z,b,d) € tpro(c/C), tpro(d/C). Hence (c,b),(d,b) € E. It follows that
(¢,d) € E. Hence stp(c/C) = stp(d/C'). Thus, as ¢ and d have the same strong type
over C' and both of them are independent of B over C, by stationarity of strong
types this means that tpro(c¢/®B) = tpro(d/B). Hence tpro(a/C) is stationary. In
particular, we have so far found an element ¢ and a finite C C B such that a | B,
tpro(a/C) is stationary and a = p.

Now, since 901 is saturated, we can find a sequence (b;);<jan| such that b; = p[C
for all @ < 2] and b; |, b, for all 4,5 < |M]. We claim that the existence of such
sequence can be expressed via a sentence of ESO. First we define the the following
formulas:

(i) We write max(X) for the formula saying that there is a bijection between
the background structure and X. This is clearly expressible in ESO.

(ii) We let ¢(z,y) be a formula isolating tpro(aC/0) and x(7) be a formula
isolating tpro(C/0). The existence of such formulas follows from No-cate-
goricity.

(iii) We let 6(x,y, Z) be a first-order formula such that 9 |= 6(do, ds, €) if and
only if dy J/édl. The reason why such a formula exists is the following.
First of all, if do | .d1 and 7 € Aut(9M), then m(do) J/W(é,) 7(dy). Hence

the property of dy being independent of d; over € only depends on the type
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tpro(dod1€/0). By Ryll-Nardzewski, there are only finitely many |e] + 2-
types over ), so in particular there are only finitely many ¢ such that if
dopd; € |= g, then dj J/édl, so let g;, 1 < m, list all of them. For each i < m,
let 0;(z,y, Z) isolate g;. Now clearly

dOJ_/dl — DJH: \/ ei(do,dl,é).
€ <m
So we may choose § =V/,_, 6.

We then let ¢ be the sentence
VZ (x(2) = 3X (max(X) AVa(X (z) = ¢(z, 2)) A
Vay (X (2) A X (y) A = y) = 0(z.y. 2)).

The sequence (b;);<|on| witnesses that 9 |= ¢, whence T' = ¢, and so 2 |= ¢. Then
in 2, we can find a sequence of length |2l| of elements that are independent of each
other over C' and realize the type tpro(aC/0). Hence they also realize the type
tpro(a/C). Tt follows that, in 2, there is a sequence of distinct elements (a;);« .+
such that a; = p[C for all i < x* and a; |, a; for all i,j < k™.

We use some combinatorics to turn the former into a C-indiscernible sequence.
By the locality property of non-forking and superstability of 7%, for any limit
ordinal ¢ < k7T, there is o; < i such that a; | }{a]— | 7 <i}. Since the set

<m

CU{a;|j<a;
of all limit ordinals below s is stationary in ™, we may apply Fodor’s Lemma
(see e.g. [12, Thm. 8.7]) to find o < kT and a stationary X C T such that
a; J—’Cu{a”anﬁX}{aj | j €in X} for all i € X. Now, by locality, for every i € X
there is a finite set C; C CU{a; | j € aNX} such that a; \J-/C-;{aj | j €iNX}. Since
|(N X)<¥| < K, there are at most xk-many such finite sets C;, so by the pidgenhole
principle there is Y C X of power ™ and a finite set D C C' U {a; | j < a} such
that C C D and for all i € Y we have a; | {a; | j € iNY}. Furthermore, we
can choose Y so that stp(a;/D) = stp(a;/D) for all i € Y because the number of
strong types over a finite set of parameters is countable. Then, by the stationarity
of strong types, we obtain in particular that (a;);cy is indiscernible over C.

By reindexing, we may assume that Y = kT, s0 (a;);<.+ is C-indiscernible.
Since T* is 1-based, it follows from Lemma 7.10 that aq J/Cao (@i)1<icn+. Since
we also have that a1 | c Cayg, it follows by the transitivity of non-forking that
a1 J./C(a/i)1<7:<f'i+ .

By locality of non-forking, for all finite tuples be B<*, there is an ordinal ~; such

that b | o<j<nt- Lety =sup{v; | b e B<“}. Now, as kT is regu-

CU{a;]0<j<v;} (aj)
lar and | B<¥| = k < kT, it follows that v < k. Then b J/Cu{aj|0<j<'y}(aj)0<j<“+

for all b € B<“, which means by definition that B | Cufaf0cj<ny (@)0<i<rt

By symmetry and monotonicity of non-forking, this yields a, J/Cu{aj|0<j<'y} 5.
Moreover, by the fact that (a;)o<;<.+ is independent over C, we also have that
ay L,CU{a; | 0 <i <~} It follows by the transitivity of non-forking that
ay L, ®B. Finally, since we showed that p[C = tpro(a/C) is stationary, we obtain
that ay = p. As ay € 2, this means that p is realized in 2, which concludes the
proof. (I

Example 7.12. Let Tg be the first-order theory of a single equivalence relation
E(x,y) that partitions the domain into infinitely many infinite equivalence classes.
Let T} be its unique ESO-completion. Obviously T is Ro-categorical and it is
straightforward to verify that it is also w-stable and 1-based. Then the previous
theorem shows that T} is also uncountably categorical.
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