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Existential prime convex Jonsson theories and their models

This article is devoted to the study of the model-theoretic properties of special subclasses of Jonsson theories
and their classes of models. Namely, introduce a new class of Jonsson theories is existentially prime convex
Jonsson theories. The notion of convexity of theory was previously known, it was introduced by A.Robinson.
The notion of existential simplicity introduced by the author of this article. Both conditions form a broad
natural classes of theories. Thus two natural restrictions on Jonsson define a new class of theories with
rich model-theoretic properties. Besides defined formulation of the problem, which define a new direction
in the study Jonsson theories.
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In the study of complete theories was obtained classical result of R.Vought [1] about the description of
counting atomic and prime models. Recall that the model is called prime if it is elementary embedded
in any model of this theory. And the model is called atomic if any of its finite sequence implements
some a main type. So theorem of R. Vought says that the model is prime if and only if it is countable
and atomic.

Let L is countable language of first-order. We will consider theory of this language, which satisfy
the natural requirements as a certain kind of axiomatizability and completeness, property of joint
embeding and amalgam. Such theories are not generally complete of theories.

In the study of Jonsson theories [2] occur naturally notions of algebraic of prime models and various
types of atomic models. This problem is related with the general problem of describing countable
models or as they say, small models. In the case where the theory is not necessarily complete usually
considered isomorphic embeddings instead elementary. Recall that the model of the theory is called of
algebraically prime if it is isomorphic to be embedded in any model of the theory.

In a famous study [3| the authors introduce various types of atomic models and try to get the results
are similar to R.Vought for algebraic simplicity. The main conclusion of this study was to understand
the fact that the theorem is similar in the case of a complete theory can not be obtained with such a
formulation of the problem. Considered theories were usually inductive. Later it became clear that for
the positive progress of this problem, you must naturally narrow circle of the theories. The following
results were known.

Definition 1. T satisfies joint embedding property (JEP), if for any two models of T" there is a
third model of T" in which the first two are isomorphic invested.

Lemma 1. The theory T satisfies the JEP if and only if it has a universal model.

Definition 2. T is complete for existential sentences, if for any existential sentence o or T' = o or
T = —o.

Complete for existential sentences, the theory satisfies the JE P, but the reverse is not true.

A natural choice among inductive theories with such conditions is Jonsson theory. Let us recall its
definition.

The theory T is call Jonsson, if:

1) the theory T has infinite models;

2) the theory T is inductive;

3) the theory T" has the joint embedding property (JEP)

4) the theory T has the amalgam property(AP).
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A. Robinson [4] introduced the notion of convex theories.

Definition 3. Theory T is convex if for any model A of T and any family {Ei 1€l } of substruc-
tures models A which are models of the theory A, of their intersection NB; is a model of T, provided
that if the intersection is not empty. If, moreover, the intersection is never empty, then T to be strongly
convex.

The convex theories are theories with the following important algebraic property that every is non-
empty subset model of T' generates only a substructure, which is a model of T' (i.e. the intersection
of all models of T is contained in the model that contains the set). If T"is strongly convex, then the
intersection of all models of T" is contained in the model of 7', which is also a model of T" (since every
model of T contains the core model and the core model is strictly not contain any model of T).

If T satisfies the JEP and it is strongly convex, then core model of the theory T is unique up
to isomorphism. This model is isomorphic to exactly one substructure of each model of T, and it is
uniquely determined as the higher structure with this property. When we talk about the notion of
structure, keep in mind the language model.

Note that the core model is a prime algebraic model of the theory.

Definition 4. C is a core structure for theory 7T if C is isomorphic only one substructure to each
model of T.

Note that the core structure of 7" will not necessarily be a model of T and the same theory (even
complete) can have different not isomorphic to the core structures. Core structure for 7" has a structure
that can be selected only inside each model of T. The following result [5] characterizes the core structure.

Theorem 1. For any theory T the following conditions are equivalent:

1) C is a core structure of theory T}

2) C is a model of each universal joint proposal with 7" and there is existential formula ;(x) and
k; € w such 7 € I that:

C,TE=3F ™ foralli€ I and C = Va Vi
1€

Note that if 7" is strongly convex and has exactly one core model (in particular, if 7" satisfies JEP),
then this core model is the core structure for T'. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 1 for core models
of strongly convex theories and get the next Robinson result.

Corollary 1. Let C is the core model of strongly convex of T'. Then there are existential formulas
@i(x),i € I such that: T = I<¥xy; for all i € [ and C = Va 4\/1 ©i.
1€

Other examples the core structure are given by models rigidly embedded in all models of the theory
T. C is firmly embedded in A, if there is exactly one isomorphism is mapping C in A. Then, C is
firmly embedded in every model of T if and only if C is the core structure of 7' and has not its own
automorphism. Therefore, we get the following result Kreysela [6].

Corollary 2. C is firmly embedded in every model of T if and only if the condition 2) of theorem
1is true k; =1 for all ¢ € I.

It should be noted that if there is any core structure for 7', then there is a unique maximal core
structure of T (i.e. core structure in which every other core structure for 7' can be embedded), namely
the union of all core structures contained in a model of 7. If T is strongly convex and satisfies the
JEP, the core model of the theory T has the maximum core structure.

Definition 5. A is a core model of T if the A model of T and A is isomorphic to only one sub-model
of each model of T'.

From [5] can be learned that is true.

Theorem 2. Let T is V3-theory. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

1) T is the core model;
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2) as the only ¥(x) is existential and T = Jz1) then there is a certain existential ¢(x) and integer
k such that T = 3 Fzp A Jz(p A1p) and (#) if T |= (01 V 03), where 01,09 are existential sentence,
T | o1 or T |= 09. We recall some necessary definitions.

Let L is the signature and K is class models of L (L-structures). We say that K is an inductive
class if K closed under unions of chains.

The theory T is called V3-axiomatizable if T' it can be axiomatized V3-sentences.

Definition 6. The model A of theory T is called existentially closed if whenever A C B and B =T,
we have A4 |= o for each existential formula o of theory Th(Bj).

Remark. If the model A is existentially closed, and A’ = A the model A’ also is existentially closed.

Theorem 3 [1]. Let K is inductive class of L-structures, A is structure of K. Then there is
existentially closed structure B in K such that A C B.

We introduce the following definition of a new class of theories.

Definition 7. The inductive theory T is called the existential-prime if:

1) it has a prime algebraically (AP) model, a class of its AP denote ;

2) Tap N Ep@, where E7 is class of existentially closed of T'.

So how Jonsson theories are inductive, we can consider the Jonsson theory that existentially prime
and then among them to consider convex. The most glaring example showing that many of these
theories is an example of the theory of groups. This example is characterized in that it is an example
of imperfect Jonsson theory. In the case of the theory of Abelian groups, we have a example of
a perfect convex Jonsson theory. But even in the case of divisible Abelian groups [7], there is the
question of the existence of their class AP that says nontriviality review Booking existential prime
convex Jonsson theories. Thus, all of the above indicates the relevance of the themes in line with the
study of incomplete inductive theories.

It is clear that the study of a new class theory should ask certain research programs, namely to
formulate objectives. It is clear that we must begin with the perfect event, ie consider the theory to be
perfect. In this case, we know that this theory has a model companion and it is exactly its center |2].
A further refinement is that we consider universally axiomatized Jonsson theory. Such theories are
called Robinson’s. Further we will work with the special subsets of the semantic model of the above
theories.

Let T' is complete Jonsson theory for the existential sentences in L and its semantic model has C.
Suppose X is a subset of the semantic model of T'. We say that the set X is Y-definable if it is definable
some existential formula. The set X is called Jonsson in T if it satisfies the following properties:

X is Y-definable subset of C'

dcl(X) is the bearer of a some existential closed submodel of C' where dcl(X) is the set of all
X-definable elements a € C' such that for some formula ¢(z) € L(X), it follows that ¢(C) = {a}.
Let X be a Jonsson set and M is some existentially closed submodel of semantic model of C, with
del(X) = M.

Consider Thyz(M) = Tps. We call TM Jonsson fragment of Jonsson plurality X. We say that all
VT'-corollary arbitrary theory create Jonsson fragment of this theory, if the deductive closure of these
V3-corollary there are Jonsson theory.

As part of the above definitions and considerations we have the following results. The assumption
of completeness of some of this theory is necessary due to the following fact.

Lemma 2. In the case of theory of Robinson from existential completes follows «JEP» , the reverse
is not true.

Theorem 4. Let theory T is existentially complete perfect existentially-prime strongly convex theory
of Robinson. Let X be Jonsson set in 7" and M such existentially closed submodel semantic model of
C theory T, that dcl(X) = M.

Then the following conditions are equivalent:
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1) theory Ths has an core structure;

2) theory T has a core model; where T is the center of the theory Thy;

3) when everg(x) there is an existential formula and deducible in T, then there is some existential
formula ¢(z) and n is an integer, such that in derivable 3"zp A Jz(p Av), and if |= (o1 V 02), where
ol, 09 are some existential sentences, then =0y or = o9.

Proof. Should be using Theorems 1 and 2 under the conditions of the theorem and the fact that
a lot Jonsson set inherits from the theory that the properties diagram then properties diagram of
existential closed model M and semantic model is same.

Theorem 5. Let theory T is existentially complete perfect existentially-prime of strongly convex
theory of Robinson. Let X is Jonsson set in T" and M such existentially closed submodel semantic
model C' theory T, that dcl(X) = M.

Then M is core structure of T if and only if M is core model center of T', where T is center of
theory Tyy.

Proof follows from the application of Theorem 5.

We associate the notion of algebraic ease with the notion of the core model in connection with the
bulge theory in the existentially complete perfect existential easy strongly convex Robinson’s theory.

The following definition is taken from [3]:

Definition 8. Formula ¢(Z) is A-formula, if there are exist formulas ¢1(Z) and 12(Z) such that
TE (¢ e vn) and T = (i > n).

Thus, A-formula are invariant formula with respect to investments of formula between theory
models 7. Together with the existential formulas (¥X-formula) they constitute the main classes of
formulas, that used to define relationships in a algebraic prime models.

(a) A is Y-nice algebraically prime model of T}, if A is countable model of theory T and for each model
BofT,eachn € wandall ag,...,a,1 € A, bg,...,bp_1 € Bif (4,a0,...,an_1) =3 (B,bg,...,by_1,)
then for each a,, € A exist b, € B than (4, ag,...,a,) =3 (B,bo,...,b);

(b) A is Y-nice algebraically prime model of T, if a condition in which (a) is true when replacing
=3 on =xg;

(c) A is A-nice algebraically prime model of T, if a condition in which (a) is true when replacing
=3 on =4 .

Under these definitions the following result.

Theorem 6. Suppose that the theory T is existentially complete perfect existentially-prime strongly
convex Robinson’s theory.

Let X of Jonsson set is in T" and M such that existentially closed submodel semantic model C of
T, that del(X) = M.

Then the following conditions are equivalent: 1) M is X-nice; 2) M is existentially closed and
Y-nice.

All undefined here definitions and notions related to the theory the Jonsson can be found in [2].
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A .P.Emkeesn

JleHec 3K3mMcTeHINAJIABI >Kali HTOHCOHIBIK TeopusjIap

Maxkasa apraiibl imki K/1acTap/IblH HOHCOH/IBIK, KUBIHIAPBIHBIH, TEOPUSIBIK-MOJEIbIIK KACUETTEPIH KOHE
OJIapJBIH MOJEJbIED KJIACBIH 3epTTeyre apHaJfaH. ocipece HOHCOHJIBIK TEOPUsJIAD/IbIH, »KaHa KJIAChl —
9K3UCTEHIIMOHAJIIBI YKall IOHEeC HOHCOHJIBIK, TeOpUsIap YPbIMbI enrisiiai. lenec reopusiiap yreiMbia A.Po-
OMHCOH €HII3reH. DK3UCTEHIIMOHAJIIBI XKall YFBIMbI MAKAJIAHBIH aBTOpPbIHA Treciai. Exi mapr ta reopusiiap-
JIBIH KeH TaOUfU KJacTapblH Kypaiiapl. OcblmaH HOHCOHIABIKTHIH €Ki TaOUFU KJIACTAPBIHBIH, [IEKTeP] Gaibl-
TBHIJIFAH TEOPUSIIIBIK-MOJIE/IbIIK KACHETTEPMEH KaHaA TeOpUsiIap KJIachlH aHbIKTahapl. Ocblman 6acka, Mo-
CeJIEHIH TY2KBIPBIMBI AHBIKTAJIIbI, MYH/Ia HOHCOH/IBIK, TEOPUSHBI OKY AsICHIH/IA XKaHa OAFBITTHI AfKbIH/IAJI/IbI.

A .P.Emkeesn

Bpinykible 3K3UCTEHIINAJIBHO IMTPOCThIEe HOHCOHOBCKNE TE€OPUU

JaHHast cTaThbsl MOCBSIIEHA UCCIEIOBAHUIO TEOPETUKO-MO/IE/IbHBIX CBOMCTB CITEIIUAIBHBIX ITOJAKJIACCOB HOH-
COHOBCKHUX TEOpUiIl M WX KJIACCOB MOjejeil. A MMEeHHO BBOJWUTCS HOBBIM KJIACC MOHCOHOBCKUX TEOpUl —
9K3UCTEHITNAJIBHO ITPOCThIE BBIMTYKJIbIE HOCOHOBCKME Teopuu. 1loHSTHE BBITYKIOCTH TeOpUU OBLIO M3BECTHO
panee, oHo ObLIO BBemeHO A.PobuHcoHOM. IlOHATHE SK3UCTEHIMAJIBHONW MPOCTOTHI BBOIUTCSA aBTOPOM
nmauHoi crarbu. Ob6a ycsaoBusi 06pa3yIoT IIMPOKHE €CTECTBEHHBbIE Kjacchl Teopwii. Takmm obpasom, msa
€CTECTBEHHBIX OI'PAHUYEHMSI Ha MOHCOHOBOCTDH OIIPEJIEJIAIOT HOBBIA KJIACC TEOPHUH ¢ OOTaThIMU TEOPETUKO-
MOJIEJIbHBIMU CBOMCTBaMHU. Kpome 3TOro, ompejessieTcsi IoCTaHOBKA 3aJIa4M, KOTOpas OIpeesisieT HOBOE
HaIpaBJIeHNE B PaMKaX M3y4YeHUs HOHCOHOBCKHUX TEOPHIA.
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