AXIOMATIZING AECS AND APPLICATIONS

SAMSON LEUNG

ABSTRACT
For any abstract elementary class (AEC) K with A = LS(K), the following holds:

1. K has an axiomatization in Lpr)+ y+, allowing game quantification. If K has
arbitrarily large models, the A-amalgamation property and is categorical both
in A and AT, then it has an axiomatization in L A+, A+ with game quantification.

These extend Kueker’s [Kue08] result which assumes finite character and A = 8.
2. If K is universal and categorical in A, then it is axiomatizable in Ly+ y+.

3. Shelah’s celebrated presentation theorem asserts that for any AEC K there is
a first-order theory in an expansion of L(K), and a set I of 2% many T-types
such that K = PC(T,T',L(K)). We provide a better bound on |I'| in terms of
L\ K).

4. We present additional applications which extend, simplify and generalize results
of Shelah [She87, [She01] and Shelah-Vasey [SV18]. Some of our main results

generalize to u-AECs.
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1 INTRODUCTION
In the proof of Shelah’s presentation theorem [She(09, I Lemma 1.9], functions are
added to capture isomorphism axioms and Léwenheim-Skolem axiom. [SV21, Theorem 2.1]
claimed that any abstract elementary class (AEC) K can be axiomatized by an La,x)+s x+
sentence where A is the Lowenheim-Skolem number, and such an axiomatization is in L(K).
Let x := A+ (A, K), where I5(\, K) is the number of nonisomorphic pairs (M, N)
such that M, N € K, and M <k N. In|Main Theorem 3.7, we will axiomatize an AEC K

by a sentence ok in L+ y+, allowing game quantification. As x < 2*, we have that ok is in
Lgry+ x+, improving Shelah and Villaveces’ result. Modulo the use of game quantification,
our result is optimal for uncountable A as it is known that there is an AEC that cannot be

axiomatized by an L., » sentence [Henl9]. Under extra assumptions, we can axiomatize an

AEC by a sentence in Ly+ »+ (Proposition 3.10{ and [Theorem 3.12). By slightly modifying

ok, we can encode the K-substructure relation (Proposition 3.16| and [Proposition 3.18) by

a formula o< in L,+ y+. As above, we can improve the results under extra assumptions

(Corollary 3.20]).

As an application of our axiomatization of AECs, we derive a variation on the presen-
tation theorem, where any AEC is a PC), class ((Theorem 4.1)) and game quantification is
not used. Our presentation theorem is stronger than Shelah’s as the bound of |I'| in some

cases is smaller than 2%®) Tt also lowers the threshold of the existence theorem from

successive categoricity (Theorem 4.8|). The axiomatization strategy is also applicable to

the u-AEC analogs, giving a stronger presentation theorem (Theorem 5.6) than [BGLT16],
Theorem 3.2].

In the following, we provide two tables. The first table summarizes the known results in
literature. The definition of L(w) can be found in [Kue08, Definition 1.12] and L+ y+ (w-w)
is defined in The second table summarizes the main results in this paper.
We write AL = arbitrarily large models, AP = amalgamation property, JEP = joint
embedding property, NM M = no maximal models. Monster model means AP + JEP +

NMM. The entries of the second table link to the related theorems (see [Observation 3.15|

for cases where we do not assume A-categoricity).



Known results

Assumptions on K

K is

References

None axiomatizable in L(22A+)+++7/\+ [SV21], Theorem 2.1]

None PCyox [She87, Lemma 1.8]

None reducts of a theory in L;(+7 \+ [BB16, Theorem 3.2.3]
where L' D L

A =Ny, Rg-AP, stable in Ny, PCy, [SV18, Theorem 4.2]

IR, K) <Xy

A=Ng closed under = ., Kue08, Theorem 2.5]

A =R, Ix = kM (I(k,K) < k)

axiomatizable in Ly,

Kue08, Theorem 2.11]

A=, Ix = kM(I(< k,K) < k)

axiomatizable in L+ .,

Kue08, Theorem 2.11]

Finitary, A = N,

closed under =,

Kue08, Theorem 3.4]

Finitary

closed under =,

Finitary, A = N,

axiomatizable in L(w)

Kue08, Theorem 3.7]

Finitary, A = R, Ic({(r, K) < k)

axiomatizable in L,

Kue08, Theorem 3.10]

Finitary, 3x = k<*(I(k,K) < k)

axiomatizable in L \

Joh10, Theorem 3.10]

Finitary, A = N,
Ik(I(< k,K) < k)

axiomatizable in L+

[
[
[
[
[Joh10, Theorem 3.7]
|
|
[
[

Kue08, Theorem 3.10]

Finitary, 3k = kI (< K, K) < k)

axiomatizable in L+ »

Joh10, Theorem 3.10]

A=, Ic(I(k,K)=1)

K>, is closed under =,

Kue08, Theorem 5.1]

Finitary, A = R, Ic(/(k,K) = 1)

K>, axiomatizable in L, .,

Kue08, Theorem 5.2]

A=, v =k (I(k,K) = 1)

Models in K>, are =,

Previous row + monster model

K>, axiomatizable in Lgwy+ o,

Kue08, Theorem 5.3¢]

/\>N0

K is closed under =, +

Kue08, Theorem 7.2]

Monster model, A > N,
k(I(k,K) =1Acf(k) > N)

K>, axiomatizable in Lox+ .+

l
l
l
[Kue08, Theorem 5.3a]
l
l
l

Kue08, Theorem 7.4]

Finitary, monster model,

k(I(k,K) =1Acf(k) > N)

K>, axiomatizable in L x

[Joh10, Theorem 3.11]




New results

Assumptions on K Axiomatization in | K is
None Lyt (w - w) PC,
Universal class, I(A\, K) < A L+ a+ PO,
AL, N-AP, IIMK) <A\ I(ATK) =1 L+t (w-w) PC)
2 <22 AL INK) =1, M K) =1 | Lyt (w - w) PC,
MAP, I(ALK) <\ I K) =1 L+t (w-w) PC,
stable in A

2 <2 TNK) =1, I\, K) =1, Lyt a+ (w - w) PCy
stable in A

Note that the last row is a significant improvement of [SV18, Theorem 4.2], using

much simpler and general methods while covering the case when A is uncountable. We

highlight the differences between our result and [BB16, Theorem 3.2.3]:

1. They expand the base vocabulary to 7* by adding new predicates of arity A, and their
theory T in the expanded language is more semantic and longer; our axiomatization

keeps the original language L(K) and is purely syntactic.

. Their relational presentation theorem characterizes K as reducts of models of 7%, K-
substructure as reducts of 7*-substructure; our axiomatization is simply in L,+ y+(w-

w) and we pin down the formula that determines K-substructure.

. Their expanded language 7* has size y; our axiomatization uses the original language
so has size < A (but both approaches require taking x-conjunctions). We expand the

language to size x only when we derive a variation on Shelah’s presentation theorem.

. In [BB16, Theorem 3.2.3], they do not require types to be omitted because their theory
T* is in the infinitary logic. We omit types in our variation to Shelah’s presentation

theorem so as to represent K as a first-order PC' class.

Our approach in this paper was inspired by Villaveces’” question of the complexity of the

example in [Leu23, Proposition 4.1], which has high instability but low complexity v = 1.
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Also, Grossberg suggested in May 2021 that [SV21] could have a significant improvement.
This motivated us to look for a simpler axiomatization of an AEC, without using trees or
other combinatorial machinery in [SV21, Theorem 2.4]. At the cost of game quantification,
we lower the complexity of junctions in their paper from Jy(A\)*3 to x .

This paper was written while the author was working on a Ph.D. under the direction of
Rami Grossberg at Carnegie Mellon University and we would like to thank Prof. Grossberg

for his guidance and assistance in my research in general and in this work in particular.

2 PRELIMINARIES

Let L be a finitary language, A\; > Ay be infinite cardinals. We write Ly, », the set of
formulas generated by L, allowing < A free variables and < Ay quantifiers, in addition to
conjunctions and disjunctions of < A\; subformulas. Given an L-structure M, we write |M |

the universe of M and ||M|| the cardinality of M.

Definition 2.1. Let L C L’ be two langauges (they can be infinitary), 7" be an L’-theory
and I" be a set of L'-types. Let u be a regular cardinal. If L, L’ are (< p)-ary, we define
ECH(T,T) :=={M : M is an L'-structure, M E T ;M omits I'}
PCHT,T):={M | L: M is an L'-structure, M E T , M omits I'}
When p = Ry, we omit the superscript Ny.
Let A, x be infinite cardinals, and assume |T] < X and |[I'| < x. If K = ECH(T,T),
we call K an ECY  class. If K = PC*(T,T, L), we call K a PCY class. We omit the

superscript 8y when g = Ry. We omit A, y if the sizes of T" and I' are not specified. PC)
stands for PC) ».

Definition 2.2. Let L be a finitary language. An abstract elementary class K = (K, <g)

in L satisfies the following axioms:
1. K is a class of L-structures and <y is a partial order on K x K.
2. For My, M,y € K, My <k M, implies M; C M, (as L-substructures).

3. Isomorphism axioms:



(a) If M € K, N is an L-structure, M = N, then N € K.
(b) Let My, My, N1, Ny € K. If f: My = My, g: N1 = No, g O f and My <k Ny,
then MQ SK NQ.

4. Coherence: Let My, My, M3 € K. If My <g Ms3, My <x M3z and M; C M, then
M, <x M.

5. Lowenheim-Skolem axiom: There exists an infinite cardinal A > |L(K)| such that:
for any M € K, A C |M]|, there is some N € K with A C |[N|, N <x M and
IN|| < A+ ]A|. We call the minimum such A the Léwenheim-Skolem number LS(K).

6. Chain axioms: Let a be an ordinal and (M; : i < a) C K such that for i < j < a,
M; <k M.

(a) Then M :=J,_, M; is in K and for all i < a, M; <k M.

<o

(b) Let N € K. If in addition for all 1 < a, M; <g N, then M <gx N.

Let A > LS(K) be a cardinal. We define K := {M € K : |M|| = A} and K, := (K, <k]|
Ky x K,). When the context is clear, we omit the subscript of <k and write <. We will

only consider K>rgk) in place of K, which is still an AEC.

Definition 2.3. 1. Let I be an index set. A directed system (M, : i € I) C K indexed
by I satisfies the following: for any i,j € I, there is k € I such that M; < M, and
M; < M.

2. Let p be an infinite cardinal. A p-directed system (M; : i € I) C K indexed by [
satisfies the following: for any J C I of size < u, there is k € I such that for all
j€J, M; < My, (thus a system is directed iff it is Ny-directed.)

Fact 2.4. [She09, I Observation 1.16]  Let (M, : i € I) C K be a directed system. Then
L M=, M; € K
9. For alli € I, M; < M.
3. Let N € K. If in addition for all i € I, M; < N, then M < N.
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Fact 2.5. [She09, II Claim 1.8(2)] If M < N in K, then there are index sets I; and Iy,
directed systems (M; : i € I;) and (V; : i € I) of union M, N respectively, I; C I and
Mi = ]\/vZ for all 7 € Il.

Definition 2.6. Let L be a language, A, x be infinite cardinals and 6 be an ordinal. Ly ,(J)
extends L), by allowing d-game quantification: if ¢ is a formula in Ly, (d) with free
variables (Za, Yo )a<s and 1(24), [(Ya) < X, then (V2o3ya)a<s ¢ is a formula in Ly, (6). An
L-structure M satisfies (Vo 3ya)a<s ¢ if Player II has a winning strategy in the following
game of § rounds: in the a-th round, Player I chooses some tuple a, C M of length [(x,)
and Player II responds by choosing some tuple b, C M of length [(y,). Player II wins if
M E @lag, bala<cs where for a < §, z,, is substituted by a, and y, is substituted by b,.

If § above is finite, then Ly, (6) = Ly,. The use of game quantifiers in AECs can be
found in [Kue08, Theorems 2.9, 3.7] which handle the case LS(K) = Ry. Our version is
consistent with L(w) there and is called a closed game quantifier in [Kol85, Chapter X.2].

3 ENCODING AN AEC

In this section, we fix an AEC K in a language L.
Definition 3.1. 1. Let A > LS(K). I\ K) :={M/~: M € K,}.

2. Let Ml S Nh MQ S NQ. We write (Ml,N1> = (MQ,NQ) if there exists f : N1 = N2
such that f er . M1 = Mg.

3. Let A > LS(K). L(\,K) := {(M,N)/~: M < N in K,}.
Example 3.2. Depending on A and K, (A, K) and I5()\, K) may not be the same:

1. If K is the class of the L, . theory Vz \/,_ (z = ¢;) where ¢; are constants, then
I(No,K) == IQ(N(),K> = 1

2. If K is the class of the first-order theory of pure equality, then I(A\,K) = 1 but
I,(A\,K) = X for any infinite \.



3. If K is the class of the first-order theory of dense linear orders without endpoints,
then (R, K) = 1 but I5(Xg, K) = 2% The latter is because one can choose M = Q

while N, = {a + br : a,b € Q} where r is an irrational number.
Proposition 3.3. I(\,K) < IL,(\,K) < 2*.

Proof. For any M < Ny and M < N, in K, if Ny % N,, then (M, N;) 2 (M, Ny) by
definition, hence the first inequality. Using the fact that I(\,K) < 2% we can bound
LK) < M-I\ K) <22 O

Question 3.4. Assuming stability or categoricity, is it possible to obtain a better bound

than |Proposition 3.3[

Until the end of this section, we write A := LS(K).

Observation 3.5. List the representatives of {M/~ : M € K,} by (M, : i < I(\,K))
and those of {(M,N)/~ : M < N in K,} by ((M;,N;) : j < I,(A\,K)). For i < I(\ K),
let ¢;(x) be an Ly+ ,+ formula that encodes the isomorphism type of M; with a fixed

enumeration of the universe |M;| = {mi : k < A}. For variables z = (z;, : k < \),

oi(z) = /\{H(Q;ao, Ty ) MEEOIML o oml ] s <w,ag,. .. 0 <A,

) As—1

6 is an atomic L-formula or its negation with s free variables}

Namely for any L-structure N and any a € |N| of length A, if N F ¢;[a] then a = M; (with
the fixed enumeration).

Similarly, for j < I,(\, K), let ¢;(x,y) be an L)+ ,+ formula that encodes the iso-

morphism type of (M;, N;) with fixed enumerations, where |M;| = (m] : k < A),
IN;| = {n] : k < A}. For variables = = (z3, : k < \) and y = (g : k < \),

Yi(xy) = /\{g(xa07"'7xas—1;y,807“‘7yﬁt—1) N E H[m]o'éo,...,més_l;néo,...,njﬂtil],
s < w, t< w, aOa"'aasflaﬁOa"'aﬁtfl < )\7

6 is an atomic L-formula or its negation with s + ¢ free variables}

Namely for any L-structure N and any a,b € |N| both of length A, if N E 9;[a,b] then

a = M;, b= N; (with the fixed enumerations) and ran(a) C ran(b).
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It is also possible to encode the re-enumerations of the isomorphism types in ¢; and 1;,

but we will do that directly in the sentence ok in[Main Theorem 3.7 and o< in
[3-1§(1), so as to be more consistent with the format of [Theorem 4.1]

Definition 3.6. Let o, < AT, a = (a; : i < &) and b = (b; : i < ). a C b stands for

ran(a) C ran(b), which can be expressed by the Ly+ y+ formula

a ~ b stands for ran(a) = ran(b), which can be expressed by the L)+ ,+ formula

(MY (AY -2

Main Theorem 3.7. K is aziomatizable by an Lok (w - w) sentence og. In

other words, for any L-structure M, M € K iff M F ok.

Proof. The following variables (4, Ya)a<ww are all of length .

ok = (V203Va)a<ww /\ [(xa C yo) A Elza((ya R Zo) N \/ ¢i(za)>/\

a<w-w 1<I(\K)
/\ Eluﬁ,azlvﬁ,oz ((yﬁ ~ uﬂ,oa) A (yoc ~ Uﬂ,a) A \/ ¢j<u6,a> vﬁ,a))}
f<a<w-w J<I2(A\K)

In words, ok stipulates the iterated use of Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence axioms (w-w)
many times.

Suppose M € K, we show that Player II can win the associated game in ok. In the
a-th round, Player I provides some z,, of length A\. By Lowenheim-Skolem axiom, pick any
Yo < M of size A such that ran(z,) Uz, ran(ys) C ran(y,). By inductive hypothesis,
for 5 < a, we have yg < M. By coherence axiom, yz < y, as desired.

Suppose M F ok. By (1), it suffices to build a directed system (M, € K, :
a € I) of union M. We choose I to be the set of finite tuples a in M. Let a,b be finite
tuples in M, we order a <; b iff ran(a) C ran(b). We will inductively build all M, in w

stages. At stage n we handle finite tuples of length n + 1.

e Stage 0: apply ok to each singleton s in M and substitute xqg = s. We obtain yy = M,

which is a K-structure. Only the 0-th round of the game is used for each singleton.
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e Inductive hypothesis: for some n < w, M, has been constructed for each I(a) < n+1

with the following requirements:

1. For some k < w and some singleton s, M, is the union [ J x Yo Where y,

a<l+tw-

comes from the game of s (the “14” is to handle the k = 0 case).

2. Let a,b both of length < n + 1. If ran(b) C ran(a), then M, < M,.

Before we move onto the inductive step, we show that given M, and M, constructed
in previous stages, we can find M* such that M* > M, and M* > M,. By inductive
hypothesis, there is a singleton s in M, m, < w such that M, is the union Ua<1+w,ms Ya

from the game of s. Similarly, we can find some singleton ¢ in M and m; < w such that

M, is the union |J from the game of ¢. Using w more rounds in the games of s

a<ltwm Jo

and of ¢, we recursively build (N : k < w) C-increasing such that
1. (Ny :l <w) and (N4 : | < w) are both <k-increasing.
2. N_y:= M, and Ny := M,.

3. If £ = 2] + 1, then use the (1 + w - my + [)-th round in the game of s to obtain
Yit+wmetrt = Nk from z144m. 41 = Ng_1. Notice that if mg > 0, N_; < N; by the

second chain axiom.

4. If k = 20 + 2, then use the (1 + w - my + [)-th round in the game of ¢ to obtain
Y1rwmert = Ng from 14 .m, 11 = Ni_1. Notice that if m; > 0, Ny < Ny by the second

chain axiom.

Uo(<1+<,,;.ms Yo T1twms Y1twms T1twms+1 Yi+wms+1
M, = N_; Ny 4 N3
o - -
M, = Ny Ny Ny
Ua<1+w.mt Yo T1+wmy Yitwmy L14wme+1 Yitwme+1

In the above diagram, a solid arrow stands for K-substructure while a dashed arrow stands
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for L-substructure. The first row represents the game of s while the last row represents the
game of t. Each vertical column contains identical K-structures.

Define M* := J,.,, Nx. By requirements (1), (2) and chain axioms, M* > M, and
M* > M,. Also, s has used the first w- (mgs+1) rounds while ¢ has used the first w- (m; +1)

rounds. This finishes the construction of M*.

e Stage n + 1: Now for tuples ¢ of length n + 2, we build M.. Break down ¢ as the
union of two tuples of length < n+ 1 (there might be more than one way), say a and
b. As above assume M, is generated by some singleton s and M, by some singleton
t. Then we can find M* with M* > M,, M* > M, and M* is the union of bounded
many ¥,’s of the game of some singleton s. We cannot immediately define M, := M*
because M* depends on the choice of the decomposition a,b. Since there are finitely
many possible decompositions of a finite tuple ¢, we can continue the game of s and
extend M* to M, which includes all M* from other decompositions of ¢ (M, might
not be unique but it is a K-superstructure to all those M, with ran(a) C ran(c); M.

is also generated by other games of singletons but we just need one representative s

for M,).

After the construction is completed, (M, € K, : a € I) is directed by our inductive step.

Their union is M because for each element u in M, u € My,;. O

Remark 3.8. Our theorem generalizes [Kue08, Theorems 2.9, 3.7] which use the w-game
quantification. Modulo the (w - w)-game quantification, our result also generalizes [Kue08,

Theorems 5.3, 7.4] which assumes a monster model and categoricity in a higher cardinal.

We will encode the K-substructure relation in [Proposition 3.18 Before that we inves-

tigate possible improvements of [Main Theorem 3.7, The following questions were suggested

by Grossberg:

Question 3.9. Is it possible to axiomatize an AEC K in L+ y+ instead of Lixir,\k))+a+

(with or without game quantification), assuming

1. stability?
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2. categoricity in A\ and A1?

For (2), Grossberg also suggested that [MAVI§| should allow improvements of
Theorem 3.7 Indeed it is possible when K is a universal class. A partial converse can be

found in [MAV18, Theorem 3.5].

Proposition 3.10. If K is a uniersal class, then it is aziomatizable by an Li o k))+ a+
sentence ox. In particular if K is categorical in A, then it is axiomatizable by an Ly+ y+

sentence.

Proof. Since models are ordered by L-substructures, we can avoid game quantification and

replace the 1;’s by subset relations when defining ok in [Main Theorem 3.7, Namely,

ok = Ya Im, (a C mg A \/ d)l-(ma))/\

i<I(VK)
VmbvmcK \/ di(mp) A \/ qu(mc))
i<I(\K) J<I(AMK)
< 3ma( N Gelma) Ay Cma) A (me € ) )|

kE<I(M\K)

]

We also have some approximations to [Question 3.9(2), using game quantification. In

the following we abbreviate amalgamation property as AP and arbitrarily large models as

AL.

Fact 3.11. 1. If K has AL, \-AP, is categorical in AT, then it is stable in A. Hence for
any M € K, there is N € K, which is a (\, w)-limit model over M.

2. Let K have »-AP and M, My, M5 € K. If My < My and M3 is a (A, w)-limit model

over My, then Mj is also a (A, w)-limit model over M.
3. Let M, N, N’ € K,. If N, N’ are both (A, w)-limit models over M, then N =,; N’

Theorem 3.12. IfK has AL, \-AP and is cateogrical in A and X%, then it is axiomatizable

by an Ly+ y+(w - w) sentence 0. AL can be replaced by stability in .
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Proof. By [Fact 3.11(1), fix M, N € K such that N is (A, w)-limit over M. Let ¢(z) code
the isomorphism type of M and (z,y) code the isomorphism type of (M, N). From the

proof of Main Theorem 3.7, it suffices to replace \/,_;, k)¢ and V,_p, k) ¥; there by

some A-junctions. Since K is A-categorical, we can replace the first disjunction by ¢. We
also replace the second disjunction by a coherence formula involving . Finally we add a

disjunction to ok specifying models of size \:

o = Jw(p(w) AVz(z Cw)) V {

(VZaTYa)a<cww /\ [(xa C Ya) A Elza((ya R Zy) N gb(za)) A /\ Jug Vg o FwW3z

a<w-w B<a<w-w

(W0 € 5.0) A (s = 30) A (o = V) A (w0 % 2) A (150, 0) A¥(030,2))) | |

Suppose M* is an L-structure and M* F o. By coherence, the last line of o implies
ys < Yo. Then either M* € K, or it can build a directed system (M, € K, : a € I) of
union M* as in [Main Theorem 3.7, By [Fact 2.4(1) M* € K.

Suppose M* € K, then it satisfies the first disjunct of o. Otherwise M* € K.,. We

need to verify that for any My, My € K, if My < My < M* then there is M3 < M* such
that (My, M3) = (My, M3) = (M, N). By AL and categoricity in AT, M* is A*-saturated,
so we can build M3 € K, which is (A, w)-limit over Mo.

o

Aw)T ()\ )

M1 s M

By [Fact 3.11|(2), Mj is (A, w)-limit to both M;. Since K is categorical in A\, M; = M and
we can extend this 1somorphism to M3 = N’ for some N’ > M. Then N’ is a (A, w)-limit
over M. By [Fact 3.11|(3), N’ 2y N so (My, M3) = (M, N). Similarly (M, Ms) = (M, N).
Therefore, M* E o as desired. O

s NN — s N

(Aw)

Using a well-known result of Shelah, we can replace the assumption by AP by a

set-theoretic one.
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Fact 3.13. [She87, Theorem 3.5] Assume 2* < 22" If I(\,K) = 1and 1 < I(A\* K) < 2*7"
then K has \-AP.

Corollary 3.14. Assume 2* < 22", If K has AL and is cateogrical in X and \*, then it

is aziomatizable by an Ly+ y+(w - w) sentence o'. AL can be replaced by stability in \.

Proof. Combine [Fact 3.13| and [Theorem 3.12] O]

In other words, under WGCH |Question 3.9| has a positive answer when we assume
both (1) and (2) of the hypotheses there and use game quantification.

Observation 3.15. 1. As in [Proposition 3.10, we can replace categoricity in A by

I(A\, K) < A We keep the original format of the theorem statements to better answer
(Question 3.9,

2. Let k > AT, In [Theorem 3.12| if we replace categoricity in A\™ by &, and further

assume (< k)-AP, then models in K are saturated [Vasl7, Corollary 4.11(3)]. The
same argument allows us to axiomatize K>, by an L)+ ,+(w - w) sentence. If  is

regular, then we can replace AL by stability in [\, ).

3. John Baldwin pointed out that [She99] can reduce the successive categoricity assump-
tion to a single categoricity. Indeed, assuming AP and categoricity in a successor
above Hs (the second Hanf number), we have categoricity in Hy and AL. Thus we

can axiomatize K>p, by a sentence in Ly p+(w - w).

4. Marcos Mazari-Armida observed that [She01] provides another variation on|Corollary|
3.14} if we assume categoricity in A, AT, ATT as well as 2% < 22" < 22" then we have

stability in A and A-AP. Hence we can axiomatize K by a sentence in Ly+ y+(w - w).

We now encode the K-substructure relation. First we handle the case when the smaller
model has size A. In [Vasl8, Section 6], the language is expanded by adding a new predicate
for the substructure relation. In [BB16, Theorem 3.2.3|, I5(A, K) many new predicates are
added. Here we explicitly define the predicates in Lx; 1, k))+ a1+ (w - w) without expanding

the language.
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Proposition 3.16. There is an Ly, K)+a+ (W - w) formula o<(x) that encodes the K-
substructure relation: for any M € K, a C |M| of size \, M E o<la] iff a < M (the

enumeration of a does not matter).

Proof. Our definition o<(z) will be similar to that of ok:

0<(x) == (V2o o) a<ww (EIuEIU(:U ~u) A (Yo = v) A \/ wj(u,v))/\

j<12 (A7K)

A (@ o) ATz (e z) AV dilza)A

a<w-w i<I(A\K)

A Busa3vsa((vs % usa) A ~vp) AN 05(us0,00) )|

B<a<w -w J<l2(M\K)
The enumeration of a does not matter by our definition of ~. If a € K, and a < M,
then M F o<[a] by Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence axioms. In particular, given z in

o<la], we choose yo < M that contains both 2y and a. Then coherence guarantees that

a < yo. Conversely suppose a C |M| of size A and M F o<[a]. As in|Main Theorem 3.7 we

can build a directed system (M, € K : a € I) of union M with the additional requirement
that for any a € I, M, > a. By |Fact 2.4(1)(2), M € K and M, < M for all « € I. By
transitivity of <, a < M as desired. O

Remark 3.17. Using the terminology in [SV21], Theorem 2.1], we only used the first two
levels of the canonical tree because a K-substructure relation only concerns two levels. The

price to pay is game quantification.

Since our infinitary language only allows A many free variables, it cannot directly
encode substructures of size greater than A\. We propose two solutions: the first solution
is a substructure relation whose underlying language is the singleton {o<}. The second

solution involves relativizing o< to a new predicate.

Proposition 3.18. Let M, N € K and o< be defined as in|Proposition 3.16|

1. M <N iff M Cioy N (if a C|M| is of size A, then M F o<la] iff N F o<[a]).

2. Let R be a new predicate where N¥ = |M| closed under permutations. M < N iff
(N,R) E Vb (c2(b) — o<(b)) where of is the relativized version of o< inside R.

15



Namely,

ag( ) == (VTaTVa)a<ww < /\ R(z, ) — {( /\ R(ya)>/\

a<w-w a<w-w

<3u§|v(m ~u) A (Yo = v) A \/ %(u,v))/\

F<Iz(AK)

/\ [(:z:(l C Ya) A Elza<(ya R Zo) N \/ gbi(za))/\

a<w-w i<I(\K)

/\ Hu/g,aﬂv@a((yﬁ R uga) N (Yo = Vga) A \/ ¥i(ug.a; Uﬁ’a)ﬂ }

B<a<w-w j<I2(\K)

Proof. 1. If M < N and let a C M. Using |[Proposition 3.16| if M F o<[a], then
a < M < N showing N F o<[a]. If N F o<[a], then a < N. By coherence, a < M

and so M F o<[a]. Conversely, build a directed system (M, € K, : a € I) inside M
such that for all o € I, M, < M. Then M F o<[M,]. Since M C,_y N, we have
N E 0<[M,] and M, < N. The result follows from [Fact 2.4{3).

2. If M < N and N E oZ[b] for some b C |N|, we need to show that N F o<[b].
By assumption we can build a directed system of union M and have b < M. By
transitivity of <, b < N and the conclusion follows. Conversely, by [Fact 2.4(3), it
suffices to build a directed system (M, € K : a € I) of union M such that for all
o€ I, My, <N. Since (N, R) £ Vb (02(b) — 0<(b)), we can require M, < M instead
of M, < N. Such construction is possible by Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence

axioms.

O

Using game quantification, we derive a simple proof to [KueO8, Theorem 7.2], which
uses back-and-forth arguments. [Vasl8, Theorem 6.21] proved similarly by transfering the
AEC to its substructure expansion and translating results between =, y+ and A™ back-

and-forth systems.

Corollary 3.19. Let M, N be L-structures. If either M or N is in K and M <, N

then M < N (and both are in K ).

oo, T (ww) )
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Proof. Since M SL i (ww) N, M gL(Ang,K))tﬁ (ww) V. In particular M F ok iff N F ok.
By [Main Theorem 3.7, either M, N is in K implies both are in K. On the other hand, the

assumption implies M C,_y N. By [Proposition 3.18(1), M < N. O

One can ask the same [Question 3.9| for K-substructure relation instead of models of

K. The following are variations on [Proposition 3.16}

Corollary 3.20. There is a formula o<(x) in Ly+ y+(w-w) that encodes the K-substructure
relation (for any M € K, a C |M| of size \, M E o<[a] iff a < M), assuming one of the

following:
1. K is a universal class, in which case o<(x) is in Ly+ x+ (categoricity is not needed).

2. K has AL, \-AP and is cateogrical in A\, \T and we restrict the use of o< to models
of size > \T. AL can be replaced by stability in X.

3. 28 < 227 K has AL and is cateogrical in A\, A\t and we restrict the use of o< to

models of size > XT. AL can be replaced by stability in \.

Proof. 1. o<(x) requires that z is closed under functions.

2. Combine the proofs of [I'heorem 3.12 and |Proposition 3.16} from [Proposition 3.16),

it suffices to encode a < b where both have length A (then we can replace
Vj<nox ¥ila, ). Fix M,N € K, such that N is (A, w)-limit over M. Let ¢(x)
code the isomorphism type of M and v (z,y) code the isomorphism type of (M, N).

From the proof of [[heorem 3.12] ¢ is the only isomorphism type of pairs inside a

M -saturated model. Thus a < b can be encoded as

a CbATz 3z 3d W ((am d) AN bRY)A (2~ 21) AN, 20) ANV, 21)).

3. Combine (2) and |[Fact 3.13]

With the exact same proof as in |Proposition 3.18| we can show:

Corollary 3.21. Let M, N € K and o< be defined as in|Corollary 3.20.
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1. M <N iff M Cioy N (if a C|M| is of size A, then M F o<la] iff N F o<[a]).

2. Let R be a new predicate where N® = |M| closed under permutations. M < N iff
(N, R) EVb (c2(b) — 0<(b)) where o2 is the relativized version of o< inside R.

4 A VARIATION ON SHELAH’S PRESENTATION THEOREM
We will give a variation to Shelah’s presentation theorem via our encoding of AECs.
The presentation theorem statement is adapted from [Bal09, Theorem 4.15] (see also

[Gro02, Theorem 3.4]).

Theorem 4.1. Let K be an AEC in L and with Léwenheim-Skolem number LS(K). Define
X = LS(K) + L(LS(K),K). There exists an expansion L' O L of size x, an L'-theory T
and a set of L'-types I" of size x such that

1. K= PC(T,T,L).
2. If M',N" € EC(T,T) and M' Cpy N, then M' | L <x N' | L.
3. If M <x N, there are L'-expansions of M, N to M', N’ such that M' C;, N'.

Remark 4.2. When I,(LS(K), K) < 2"®) our result is stronger than Shelah’s presen-

tation theorem as his encoding totally ignores the model theoretic complexity of K and is

QLS(K)

using many types in I'.

Proof. We will adapt ok in [Main Theorem 3.7| to the first-order language. For a tuple of

variables a and n < w, we write a” to emphasize a has length n. For k < n, we write a" (k)
the k-th coordinate of a™.

As in the original presentation theorem, expand L to L' which includes {f]' : k <
LS(K),n < w} where for each n < w, k < LS(K), f is an n-ary function. For n < w,
we will require that {f’ : £ < LS(K)} maps an n-tuple to a K-structure of size LS(K)
containing that tuple. This will be achieved by

or=va N\ (@) =a @) A\ (i) k< LSK)))
)

I<n k<LS(K i<I(\K)
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In the above definition, although ¢,’s have LS(K) many free variables, it is just an LS(K)-
conjunction of (negation of) atomic formulas with n free variables (from a™). So each ¢; is
inside L’LS(K)JrW.

Also, we want to require that the K-structures generated are directed with respect
to the tuple input. However, {f} : k < LS(K),n < w} might not be compatible with the
enumerations of pairs of models, say M; < N;. Hence we expand L’ further to include
{g?’l,h}?’l : k < LS(K),m + 1 < w} where for m + 1 < w, k < LS(K), gg“l and h;”’l are
(m + [)-ary functions and correctly enumerate a pair of models. The following will take

care of the re-enumerations of {f}' : k < LS(K)} for each n < w.
o™l = BT e V! [ran(bm) Uran(c") C ran(d') —
(L7 m) k< LS} ~ {g (03 d) « k < LS(K) b
{Fd") k< LS(K)} m {h (0™ d') + & < LS(K)}A
{F1(e") -k < LS(K)} ~ {gp"(c":d")  k < LS(K)}A
(i) k< LS(K)} ~ {hp'(c";d') + k < LS(K)}A
Voo e{gomd) sk < TSE)Y, (07 d') sk < LS(K)})A

i<I5(LS(K),K)

Voo ularesd) k< LS} (s d) k< IS(K)})) |

j<I2(LS(K),K)
Similar to the case of ¢”, the formulas ¢;,1); and the connective ~ are simply LS(K)-
junctions of (negation of) atomic formulas, which are inside Lj g+ -

To convert {o" : n < w} U {o™™ : m,n,l < w} into first-order sentences, we use
Chang’s presentation theorem (see [Gro2l, Chapter 1 Theorem 8.16]) which adds y-many
new predicates to L’ to represent the y-conjunctions and disjunctions, and y-many L’-types
to omit. This gives our final 7', T" and L.

It remains to check the three items in the theorem statement.

1. K C PC(T,T, L) by Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence axioms. Let M € PC(T,T, L)
and M’ € EC(T,I') such that M’ | L = M. Then M’ [ L is the union of a
directed system of K-structures of size LS(K). By [Fact 2.4(1) M € K. Hence
PO(T,T, L) C K.
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2. By [Fact 24(3).

3. By Fact 2

Another question raised by Grossberg is the following:

Question 4.3. Is it possible to lower the bound of |I'| below LS(K) + I>(LS(K),K) in

general? What if we also assume tameness or stability?

Remark 4.4. 1. Inthe above proof, we did not use o< because { f}' : k < LS(K),n < w}

already plays its role. We could have done the same in [Proposition 3.18| but the

approach via o< is cleaner and does not add new function symbols.

2. One might want to encode \/Kb(/\ k) ¥i etc by omitting types without raising T
above LS(K). However, it amounts to list all pairs of isomorphism types that are
not any of the 1/;’s. This will raise |T'| to 25®) which is equivalent to the original

presentation theorem.

3. In [BB16l Theorem 3.2.3], new predicates are essentially added for our ¢; and ;.
Also, the requirement in [BB16, Definition 3.2.1(4)] encodes our {o™™! : m,n,l < w}
to build a directed system, but our version is purely syntactic and more direct. We
used Chang’s representation theorem to bring down the infinitary logic to first-order
with omitting types. In [BB16], their theory T* is still in the infinitary logic and thus

does not need to omit types.

We derive the known results in the following corollary. Item (1) appeared for the first

time in [Gro21] while (2) and (3) were undoubtedly known to Chang |[Cha68].
Corollary 4.5. Let K be an AEC and x := LS(K) + I,(LS(K), K).
1. K is a PC\ (= PC,) class.

2. The Hanf number of K is bounded above by Jsey 1).
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3. If x = Vg or x is a strong limit with cf(x) = Rg, then the Hanf number of K is
bounded above by 3, +.

Proof. 1. Combine [Theorem 4.1{and Shelah’s 1-type coding [She90, VII Lemma 5.1(4)].
2. Combine (1) and [She90l, VII Theorem 5.3].

3. Combine (2) and the fact that d(x, 1) = x* [She90, VII Theorem 5.5(5)].

We finish this section with one more application.

Definition 4.6. Let K be an AEC. K< := {(|M|,|N|) : N < M} is a class of structures

whose language consists of a single unary predicate.

In 1994, motivated by [She87, Theorem 3.8], Grossberg suggested the following con-
jecture (see Problem (5) in [She01, Introduction]):

Conjecture 4.7. Let K be an AEC, A > LS(K). If I(\,K) = I(A",K) = 1, then
Ky++ # 0.

[She87, Theorem 3.8] has two additional hypotheses:
1. Both K and K< are PCy; and
2. §(\, 1) = AT,

Much of [She01] is dedicated to the special cases of Grossberg’s conjecture under various
strong assumptions (including non-ZFC axioms).

Here we delete hypothesis (1) above and work in ZFC. In addition to hypothesis (2),
we assume that A > LS(K) + I,(LS(K), K).

Theorem 4.8. Let K be an AEC, x = LS(K) + I(LS(K),K), A > x with 6(\, 1) = AT,
If K is categorical in X and \t, then K has a model of cardinality \*™.

Remark 4.9. Our theorem applies to the case LS(K) = Ny, A = 3, while [She87, Theorem
3.8] cannot handle uncountable L(K) or LS(K).
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Proof. We check that hypothesis (1) above is satisfied. Since A > vy, it suffices to show
that both K and K< are PC, classes. K is a PC) class by [Corollary 4.5 To show that
K=< is also a PC,, class, we will use the proof of , add a new predicate R in L'/
and encode [Proposition 3.18(2) by the new functions {f;' : k£ < LS(K),n < w} (to lighten

the notation, we omit the encoding of re-enumerations, but it is the same strategy as in

Theorem 4.1)). At the end, we will only leave R in the reduct of the language.

The details are as follows: we expand the language L to L’ which includes a new
predicate R and the functions {f : ¥ < LS(K),n < w} as in {Theorem 4.1, For n < w, we
abbreviate {f7" : k < LS(K)} as f and require that it maps an n-tuple to a model of size
LS(K) containing the tuple. This can be achieved by

oti=vat \ O\ (R =a"O) A\ oi(f"(a")
I<n k<LS(K) i<I(\K)

We also require that given an n-tuple inside R, the model generated is within R:
o :=Va" C R(f"(a") C R)

Next, we want to require that the models generated are directed with respect to the tuple

input. For m,n,l < w,
o_m,n,l — VO V" le |:I‘8,Il(bm) U I‘an(cn) C ran(dl) —
Voo A\ (e, Fid)|
i<I>2(\K) Jj<I2(AK)

The final requirement is that R is a proper subset of the model:

o, = Jdz(-R(x))

Notice that for m,n,l < w, the sentences o™, g%, o™™!

are x-junctions of (negation of)
atomic formulas, so we can use Chang’s presentation theorem to convert them to first-
order formulas, by adding y-many new predicates to L’ to represent the y-conjunctions
and disjunctions, and y-many L’-types to omit. This gives our 7', I" and L'.

We check that K< = PC(T,I',{R}). If (|M],|N]) is in K<, then N < M are in K.

Expand the language to L’ and define RM := N. Inside N, build a directed system of
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K-substructures of size LS(K), indexed by the finite tuples of N. This determines f | R"
for n < w. Now inside M, we extend the directed system to be indexed by the finite
tuples of M. This determines f* completely for n < w. Also, M satisfies 0", 0% and o™™!
for m,n,l < w. Hence M under the expanded language is in FC(T,I") and its reduct to
{R} is in PC(T,I',{R}). Conversely, ift M € PC(T,T",{R}), expand M to M’ such that
M' € EC(T,T') and define N’ := RM'. By {J”,aﬁ,am’”’l :myn,l < w}, N' | L is the
union of the directed system of K-structures of size LS(K). By |[Fact 2.4 m | L e K.
By {o", 0™"™ : m ,n,l < w}, the directed system can be extended to union M’ | L. By
Fact 2.4(1) again, M’ | L € K. By [Fact 2.4(2), each K-structure of the directed system

is a K-substructure M’ | L. But then the models of the original system that generates

N’ | L are all K-substructures of M’ | L. By [Fact 2.4(3) | L < M' | L. By o,
N1 L < M'| L. Tn other words, (|M'],|N']) = (| M|, RM) = M € K<. 0

As in Section 3, we can add extra assumptions to improve our results:

Corollary 4.10. 1. IfK is a universal class, then x = LS(K) + I,(LS(K), K) in
lorem 4.1, |Corollary 4.5 and|Theorem 4.8 can be replaced by x := LS(K).

2. If K is cateogrical in LS(K) and LS(K)", has AL and either

(a) K has LS(K)-AP; or

(b) 9LS(K) 2LS(K)+

then K and K=< are both PCrgk) classes when restricted to models of size > LS(K)+.

In either case, AL can be replaced by stability in LS(K).

3. In (2), K can be made to a PCrsk) class.

Proof sketch. 1. Combine the proof of [Theorem 4.1] [Corollary 4.5/ and [T'heorem 4.8 with

[Proposition 3.10 The point is that we do not need to encode K-substructure relation.

2. In {Theorem 3.12| and |Corollary 3.14] we used coherence to encode a < b in the

infinitary language: a C b and there is ¢ which is (LS(K), w)-limit over a and b. Thus

we can add two more sets of functions {d;"', e} : k < LS(K),m + 1 < w} (which
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represent ¢) in addition to the original {g;"', A7 : k < LS(K),m + 1 < w} (which

represent a and b) in [Theorem 4.1

3. It remains to handle the case when the models are of size LS(K): add a disjunct
to the theory T in which stipulates that the model is generated by an
element a':

20l (Ve \/ (e =2 Ad({fi(a)) k< IS(K)})).
k<LS(K)

]

Remark 4.11. 1. [Observation 3.15[also applies to the above corollary. If LS(K) = 8 in
(3), then we obtain: if K is stable in Rg, has Ro-AP, (R, K) < Xy and I(N;, K) =1,

then K is PCy,. This special case (with the extra assumption of categoricity in
N;) provides an alternative proof to [SVI8, Theorem 4.2] which uses results from

descriptive set theory.

2. We do not know if (3) also applies to K<, for a similar reason in|Corollary 3.20(2),(3).

5 GENERALIZATION TO u-AECS
Our strategy of encoding AECs is also applicable to pu-AECs.

Definition 5.1. [BGL"16, Definitions 2.1,3.1] Let L be a (< p)-ary language. A u-AEC
K = (K, <k) in L satisfies the axioms (1)(2)(3)(4) in [Definition 2.2|in addition to

a. Directed system axioms: if (M; € K : i € I) is a p-directed system, then M :=
UZEI M; € K and for all i € I, M; <x M. If in addition N € K with M; < N for
all i € I, then M <g N.

b. Lowenheim-Skolem axiom: there exists a cardinal A = A<* > | L(K)| + u such that
forany M € K, A C |M]|, there is N <g M such that A C |N| with | N|| < |A|<F+A.

We call the minimum such cardinal the Lowenheim-Skolem number LS(K).

The analogs of [Main Theorem 3.7 [Proposition 3.16| and [Proposition 3.18 hold in
u-AECs.
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Proposition 5.2. Let K be a u-AEC in L and X := LS(K). K is axiomatizable by an
Log o)t (i - i) sentence ox. In other words, for any L-structure M, M € K iff
ME oK.

Proof. Similar to the proof in [Main Theorem 3.7] The difference is that we allow the

iterated use of Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence axioms (u - p)-many times instead of
(w - w)-many. We give the details below:

As usual, list the isomorphism types {M/~ : M € K,} by (M; : i < I(A,K)) and those
of {(M,N)/~: M < Nin K,} by ((M;,N;) : j < I(\,K)). For i < I(\,K), let ¢;(x) be
an Ly+ )+ formula that encodes the isomorphism type of M; with a fixed enumeration of

the universe |M| = (m} : k < \). For variables = = (z; : k < \),

oi(z) = /\{H(xao,...,xag) M E O[mfw...,mf)&]; €<, ap,...,0¢ <A\,

0 is an atomic L-formula or its negation with s free variables}

Notice that ¢; is a conjunction of A<* = X many formulas so it is inside Ly+ y+. Similarly
for j < I(\, K), let ¢;(x,y) be an Ly+ ,+ formula that encodes the isomorphism type of
(M;, N;) with fixed enumerations, where |M;| = {m] : k < A}, |N;| = {n], : k < A}. For
variables = (x 1 k < Ay and y = (yp : k < \),

Yi(zyy) == /\{9(1’&0,...,x%;ygo,...,ygg,) :N; E H[mio,...,mié;n]ﬁo, . ,nég/],
575, < W 040,...,045,50,...,55/ < AJ

0 is an atomic L-formula or its negation with & + £ free variables}

1, is also a conjunction of A>* = A many formulas so it is inside Ly+ y+. The axiomatization
ok consists of two components (the variables all have length \):
o = (VTaTpadacin \ [(@a Sy AFza((amza) A\ dilza) )A

a<pp i<I(\K)

/\ Huﬂ,aavﬁ,a((yﬁ ~ U,B,a) A (Yo = Vg.a) A \/ V; (U,B,a; Uﬂ,a))}

B<a<p J<l2(AK)
Suppose M € K, we show that Player II can win the associated game in ok. In the

a-th round, Player I provides some z,, of length \. By Lowenheim-Skolem axiom, pick any
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Yo < M of size A such that ran(z,) Uz, ran(ys) C ran(y,). By inductive hypothesis,
for B < a, we have yz3 < M. By coherence axiom, yz < y, as desired.

Suppose M E ok. We will build a p-directed system (M, € Ky : a € I) of union
M, with I being the set of tuples of length (< u) in M, ordered by inclusion. By directed

system axioms, M € K. In the proof of [Main Theorem 3.7, we showed that given M, and

M, generated by the games of the singletons s and t, it is possible to find M* > M,, M,
by extending those games by w-many rounds. In the pu-AEC case, without the usual chain
axioms we do not know if M* € K, so we extend those games by u-many rounds instead
to obtain an increasing (but not necessarily continuous) chain (Nj : k < p) and define
M* = Uk<u N, € K. A similar argument shows: let § < p and if for a < 9§, M, is
generated by the game of some tuple a, of length < p, then we can extend the games by
p-many rounds to obtain M* that extends all M,. This allows us to get past the limit
stages which were absent in the original proof, and continue to build M, for l(a) < u.
Given a tuple c of length < p, there are less than g-many ways to decompose ¢ into a union
of a singleton and a tuple of length < p. Thus we can still combine all copies of M* from

the decompositions of M, as in the original proof. O

Proposition 5.3. Let K be a u-AEC in L and X := LS(K). There is a formula in
Loy noK))+a+ (- ) that encodes the K-substructure relation: for any M € K, a C |M|

of size A\, M E o<[a] iff a < M (the enumeration of a does not matter).

Proof. Define o<(x) as in [Proposition 3.16| but replace w - w by g - u. The enumeration

of a does not matter by our definition of ~. If ¢ € K, and a < M, then M E o<[d]

by Lowenheim-Skolem and coherence axioms. Conversely suppose a C |M| of size A and

M E o<[a]. As in [Proposition 5.2| we can build a p-directed system (M, € K, : a € I)

of union M such that for any a € I, M, > a. By directed system axioms, M € K and
M, < M for all o € I. By transitivity of <, a < M as desired. m

Proposition 5.4. Let K be a u-AEC in L and )\ :== LS(K). Let M,N € K.

1. M <N iff M Coy N (if a C |M] is of size A, then M F o<la] iff N F o<[a]).
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2. Let R be a new predicate where N® = |M| closed under permutations. M < N iff
(N,R) F Vb (cB(b) — 0<(b)) where o is the relativized version of o< inside R

(replace (w-w) by (p - p) in the definition of o& in|Proposition 3.18).

Proof. Similar to the proof in [Proposition 3.18, The difference is that instead of building

No-directed systems, we build p-directed systems. We give details below:

1. M < Nandleta C M. If M oc<la], then a < M < N showing N F o<[a]. If
N E o<[a], then a < N. By coherence, a < M and so M F o<[a]. Conversely, build
a p-directed system (M, € K, : a € I) inside M such that for all a € I, M, < M.
Then M F 0<[M,]. Since M Cy,_y N, we have N F 0<[M,] and M, < N. The

result follows from directed system axioms.

2. If M < N and N F ¢&[p] for some b C |N|, we need to show that N & o<[b]. By
assumption we can build a pu-directed system of union M and have b < M. By
transitivity of <, b < N and the conclusion follows. Conversely, by directed system
axioms, it suffices to build a p-directed system (M, € K : a € I) of union M such
that for all & € I, M, < N. Since (N, R) E Vb (02(b) — o<(b)), we can require
M, < M instead of M, < N. Such construction is possible by Lowenheim-Skolem

and coherence axioms.

]

As an application of [Proposition 5.2/ and [Proposition 5.4 we generalize [(Corollary 3.19;

Corollary 5.5. Let K be a u-AEC in L, A :== LS(K) and M, N be L-structures. If either
M or N isin K and M 2 (uu N, then M < N (and both are in K ).

Proof. Same proof as in |Corollary 3.19F Since M =L+ N, M C,, (wp) N. In

A+ (LK) T AT

particular M F ok iff N F ok. By |Proposition 5.2 either M, N is in K implies both are

in K. On the other hand, the assumption implies M Cy,_y N. By [Proposition 5.4(1),
M < N. O

We now state the u-AEC version of [Theorem 4.1], which is a variation to [BGL™ 16,
Theorem 3.2].
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Theorem 5.6. Let K be a pu-AEC in L and with Lowenheim-Skolem number LS(K).
Define x := LS(K) + I,(LS(K), K). There exists a (< p)-ary expansion L' O L of size x,
an L'-theory T and a set of L'-types I of size x such that

1. K = PCH(T,T, L).
2. If M',N' € EC(T,T) and M' Cpy N, then M' | L < N' | L.
3. If M <x N, there are L'-expansions of M, N to M', N’ such that M’ Cr, N'.
Proof sketch. Repeat the same argument in by replacing w by p, in particular:
1. Superscripts of f, g, h will be a, 8,7 < p instead of m,n,l < w.

2. We require that the K-substructures generated by {ff : k£ < LS(K),a < w} are

pu-directed instead of Ny-directed.
3. The sentences {0 : a < u} U{c*?7 : o, B,y < u} are in Ly

4. For i < I(LS(K),K) and j < I(LS(K),K), the formulas ¢;,; are still LS(K)-
conjunctions because LS(K)** = LS(K).

5. Chang’s presentation theorem generalizes to u-AECs and converts a L;{ - theory of

size x into a PCY.

6. When checking the items of the theorem statement, notice that by definition of a
pu-AEC, directed system axioms (instead of chain axioms) are built-in. Meanwhile,

generalizes to p-directed systems.
m

Unlike the above result does not lead to the Hanf number computation

because the languages are not finitary while well-ordering is definable. In particular there
is no reasonable bound to the Hanf number of Ly, x, [Dic75, Chapter 5.1B]. As asked in
[BGL"16, Remark 3.3]:

Question 5.7. Let > Ny. Does the Hanf number exist for u-AECs?
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