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VC-DENSITY CALCULATIONS IN PAIRS OF ORDERED

VECTOR SPACES

AYHAN GÜNAYDIN AND EBRU NAYİR

Abstract. We show that the VC-density of any formula in a pair of
divisible ordered abelian groups is bounded by the number of parameter
variables.

1. Introduction

We study pairs of divisible ordered abelian groups focusing on VC-densities
of formulas. The concept of VC-dimension is defined in the context of sta-
tistical learning by Vapnik and Chervonenkis; hence the acronym VC. A
dichotomy result proved independently by Sauer (in [8]) and Shelah (in [9])
allows us to define VC-density. We do not define neither the VC-dimension
nor the VC-density; we refer the reader to the first of the pair of seminal
papers [2] and [1].

Let A be a divisible ordered abelian group and B a dense divisible sub-
group of A. We may consider A and B as structures in the language
Loag := {+,−, <, 0, 1} of ordered abelian groups with a distinguished posi-
tive element by interpreting the constant 1 as a positive element of B. That
way, B becomes an Loag-substructure of A. Also let Ld

oag := Loag ∪ {U} be
the enrichment of Loag by a unary relation symbol U . Letting (A,B) denote

the Ld
oag-structure where U is interpreted as B, our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. The VC-density in (A,B) of a partitioned Ld
oag-formula

φ(x; y) is at most |y|.

The paper [2] relates ‘uniform definability of types over finite sets’ as defined
by Guingona in [7] with VC-density; we restate this relation in the last
section as Theorem 4.4. Using that result, we may afford not to get into
the details of VC-theory and simply prove a stronger result on definability
of types.

Divisible ordered abelian groups are nothing other than ordered vector
spaces over Q. Our proof generalizes very easily to dense pairs of ordered
vector spaces over a fixed ordered field K. Putting this together with the
previous paragraph, what we actually prove is the following.

Theorem 1.2. The theory of dense pairs of ordered vector spaces over an
ordered field K has the VC 1 property.
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The VC 1 property is a stronger version of uniform definability of types over
finite sets; we introduce it in the last section of the paper, along with some
known results about it.

We recall the definition of dense pair of o-minimal structures from [4] in
Section 3. In that section, we also mention some facts on dense pairs of
o-minimal structures. One of those results is that subsets of the smaller
o-minimal structure that are definable in the pair are traces of definable
subsets of the larger o-minimal structure. More precisely for every X ⊂ Nn

that is definable in the dense pair (M,N ), there is Y ⊆ Mn definable in
M such that X = Y ∩Nn. We improve this result to a version that works
for families of definable sets in the case of pairs of ordered vector spaces. In
order to state that result, let V be an ordered vector space over an ordered
field K and let W be a dense subspace. We consider (V,W ) as a structure
in the language expanding the language of ordered vector spaces over K
augmented by a unary relation symbol. Our result is as follows.

Proposition 1.3. Let X ⊆ V n+l be definable in (V,W ) such that for any
t ∈ V l, the section Xt is contained in W n. Then there are subsets S1, . . . , Sk
of V n+l that are definable in the vector space V such that for each t ∈ V l,
there is i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with Xt = Si,t ∩W

n.

Notations and Conventions. The set N of natural numbers contains 0 and
N+ = N \ {0}. We let the letters m,n, k, l vary in Z, and if m is in N (or
N+), we simply write m ≥ 0 (or m > 0).

We let the letters x, y, z denote tuples of variables, possibly with some dec-
orations. In the same way, we do not use separate notations for elements
and tuples of elements of sets. We make sure that this does not cause any
confusion. One way to do so is to express lengths of tuples by the absolute
value notation.

2. Semilinear Geometry

Our main interest is in the dense pairs of divisible ordered abelian groups,
but all our arguments go through without any hassle for dense pairs of
ordered vector spaces over an ordered field K. So we work in that setting.

We let Lovs denote the language

{+,−, 0, 1, <} ∪ {ℓλ : λ ∈ K},

and Tovs is the Lovs-theory of ordered vector spaces over K with a distin-
guished positive element 1. We generally write λx in the place of ℓλ(x). Also,
letting x = (x1, . . . , xn) and λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ Kn, we use the dot-product
notation λ · x or simply λx to denote

∑n
i=1 λixi.

Fix a model V of Tovs. Before proving some results on sets definable in V,
we recall some well-known results on them; we refer the reader to the last
section of Chapter 1 in van den Dries’ book ([5]) for the details. (There,
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the language does not contain 1, but that is immaterial for our discussions
here.) We use the dot-product notation for tuples of elements of V as well.

Sets definable in V are precisely the semilinear sets: they are formed as
finite unions of sets of the form

(2.1)
{
v ∈ V n : f1(v) = · · · = fs(v) = 0, g1(v) < 0, . . . , gt(v) < 0

}
,

where f1, . . . , fs, g1, . . . , gt are affine functions; that is they are functions
V n → V given as

x 7→ a+ λx,

where a ∈ V and λ ∈ Kn. This basically means that Tovs has quantifier
elimination in Lovs.

Hence from now on, we refer to sets definable in V as semilinear sets. Sim-
ilarly, semilinear function means ‘function definable in the ordered vector
space V ’.

It is also well-known that semilinear functions are locally affine, in the sense
that there is a decomposition of the domain into finitely many semilinear
sets such that the function agrees with an affine function on each of those
semilinear sets.

Let f : V n → V be an affine function, say f(x) = a+ λx. Define

Nf :=
{
v ∈ V n : f(v) = a} = {v ∈ V : λ v = 0

}

and

Cf :=
{
(λ1v, λ2v, . . . , λnv) : v ∈ V

}
.

They are both semilinear subspaces of V n and it is easy to see that they
intersect trivially. Moreover, f is injective on Cf and f(v) = f(w) if and
only if v − w ∈ Nf .

We claim that V n = Cf +Nf . This is clear if f is constant, so suppose that
is it not. This amounts to the assumption that not all components of λ are

0. Let f̂ : V n → V n to be the linear function given by

x = (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (αλ1(λ · x), . . . , αλn(λ · x)),

where α = (λ21 + · · · + λ2n)
−1. Note that f(f̂(v)) = f(v) for all v ∈ V n,

and the kernel and image of f̂ are Nf and Cf respectively. Now let v ∈ V n

and put w := f̂(v). Then w ∈ Cf . Also f(w) = f(f̂(v)) = f(v) and hence
v − w ∈ Nf . This proves that V

n = Cf +Nf and thus V n = Cf ⊕Nf .

For k, l ≥ 0, we let kπ : V k+l → V k and πl : V
k+l → V l denote the pro-

jections onto the first k coordinates and the last l coordinates respectively.
If X ⊆ V k+l and t ∈ V l, then we let Xt denote the section of X over t.
So Xt = kπ(π

−1
l (t)). For a function f : V k+l → V and t ∈ V l, we let

ft : V
k → V denote the function defined as ft(x) = f(x, t).
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Lemma 2.1. Let W be a subspace of V , S a subset of V n, and f : V n → V

an affine function. Then

f(S ∩W n) = f(Cf ∩W
n) ∩ f(S).

Proof. Let f(x) = a+ λx for some a ∈ V and λ ∈ Kn.

Suppose that b ∈ f(S ∩W n), say b = f(w) for some w ∈ S ∩W n. It is clear
that b ∈ f(S). Since V n = Cf ⊕Nf , w = v1+ v2 for some v1 ∈ Cf , v2 ∈ Nf .
Then v1 = (λ1v3, . . . , λnv3) for some v3 ∈ V . Since f(w) = f(v1), we get
λw = λ v1. Therefore v3 ∈W and v1 ∈W n, and hence

b = f(w) = f(v1) ∈ f(Cf ∩W
n).

For the converse inclusion, note that since f̂(S) ⊆ Cf and f is injective on
Cf we have

f(Cf ∩W
n) ∩ f(S) = f(Cf ∩W

n) ∩ f(f̂(S))

= f(Cf ∩W
n ∩ f̂(S))

= f(f̂(S) ∩W n).

Now let b ∈ f(Cf ∩W
n) ∩ f(S). So there is w ∈ f̂(S) ∩W n with f(w) = b.

Say w = f̂(s) for s ∈ S. Then b = f(w) = f(f̂(s)) = f(s). As w ∈ W n, we
have s ∈W n. Therefore b = f(s) ∈ f(S ∩W n). �

Corollary 2.2. LetW be a subspace of V , S a subset of V n, and f : V n → V

an affine function. Then

f(S ∩W n) = (f(0) +W ) ∩ f(S).

Proof. Just note that f(λ1v, . . . , λnv) = f(0)+ (λ21 + · · ·+ λ2n)v and use the
previous lemma. �

Since semilinear maps are piecewise affine, we get the following consequence
of the corollary above.

Proposition 2.3. Let S ⊆ V n+l and f : V n+l → V be semilinear. Then
there are semilinear T1, . . . , Tr ⊆ V 1+l and affine g1, . . . , gr : V l → V such
that for every subspace W of V and t ∈ V l we have

ft(St ∩W
n) =

r⋃

i−1

(gi(t) +W ) ∩ Ti,t

Proof. Let U1, . . . , Un ⊆ V n+l be semilinear and h1, . . . , hr : V n+l → V

affine such that V n+l = U1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ur and f |Ui
= hi|Ui

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}.



VC-DENSITY CALCULATIONS IN PAIRS OF ORDERED VECTOR SPACES 5

For i ∈ {1, . . . , r} put Si := Ui ∩ S. Then

ft(St ∩W
n) = ft(

r⋃

i=1

Si,t ∩W
n)

=

r⋃

i=1

ft(Si,t ∩W
n)

=
r⋃

i=1

hi,t(Si,t ∩W
n)

Using Corollary 2.2, for all t ∈ V l, we get

hi,t(Si,t ∩W
n) = (hi,t(0) +W ) ∩ hi,t(Si,t).

Clearly, for each i, there is a semilinear set Ti ⊆ V 1+l such that Ti,t =

hi,t(Si,t) for all t ∈ V l. Letting gi : V
l → V be defined as gi(x) = hi(0, x),

we obtain the desired conclusion. �

3. Dense Pairs of o-minimal Structures

Let L ⊇ {+,−, 0, 1, <} be a language and T a complete o-minimal L-
theory extending the theory of ordered abelian groups with a distinguished
positive element 1. Let Ld := L ∪ {U}, where U is a new unary relation
symbol. A dense pair of models of T is an Ld-structure (M, . . . , N), where
M |= T , N is the universe of an Ld-structure N , which is a proper elemen-
tary substructure of M, and N is dense in M . We denote such a dense
pair simply as (M,N ). Throughout this section, definable means ‘definable
in the Ld-structure (M,N ) with parameters’, and when we want to empha-
size the parameters, say A, we write A-definable. In contrast with this,
L-definable means definable in the L-structure M without parameters, and
to emphasize parameters we write L(A)-definable. When L is Lovs, we keep
the terminology from the previous section and use ‘semilinear’ interchange-
ably with ‘L(M)-definable’.

It is clear that being a dense pair is expressible in Ld and it is shown in [4]
that the Ld-theory of such pairs is indeed complete; we denote that theory
by T d. We get the following information on definable sets as byproducts of
the proof of completeness.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M,N ) be a model of T d.

(1) Every ∅-definable subset of Mn can be defined by a boolean combina-
tion of formulas of the form

∃y1 · · · ∃ym(U(y1) ∧ · · · ∧ U(ym) ∧ φ(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , ym)),

where φ is an L-formula.
(2) A set X ⊆ Nn is definable if and only if there is an L(M)-definable

subset S of Mn such that X = S ∩Nn.
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Below we prove a strengthening of the second part of this theorem for models
of T d

ovs; namely a version that is uniform on definable families.

It is well-known that the definable closure in an o-minimal structure gives
rise to a pregeometry; we denote it as dcl. We call the independence given
by dcl, the dcl-independence.

Definition 3.2. Let (M,N ) and (M′,N ′) be two models of T d and suppose
that (M′,N ′) ⊆ (M,N ). We say that M′ and N are free over N ′ in
M if any X ⊆ M ′ that is dcl-independent (in M) over N ′ remains dcl-
independent over N .

The following criterion for being an elementary structure is Corollary 2.7 of
[4].

Theorem 3.3. Let (M,N ) and (M
′

,N
′

) be models of T d such that (M
′

,N
′

)

is a substructure of (M,N ) and M
′

and N are free over N
′

in M. Then

(M
′

,N
′

) � (M,N ).

The next result is proved in [6] in a more general setting than dense pairs
of o-minimal structures.

Theorem 3.4 (Lemma 3.3 of [6]). Let (M,N ) be model of T d and let
X ⊆M1+l be definable. Then there are m,n, p ∈ N and for each i = 1, . . . ,m
there are

• definable subsets Si,1, . . . , Si,p of Mn+l such that Si,j,t ⊆ Nn for all

t ∈M l,
• L(M)-definable functions hi,1, . . . , hi,p :M

n+l →M ,

• a definable function ai :M
l →M ∪ {∞},

such that for t ∈M l,

i. −∞ = a0(t) ≤ a1(t) ≤ · · · ≤ am(t) = ∞ is a decomposition of M ,
and

ii. one of the following holds:
(a) [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩Xt = Vi,t or
(b) [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩Xt = (M \ Vi,t) ∩ [ai−1(t), ai(t)],

where Vi,t =
⋃p

j=1 hi,j,t(Si,j,t ).

Now we focus on the case of ordered vector spaces; so T is Tovs. We denote
models of T d

ovs as (V,W ). We first prove a version of the second part of
Theorem 3.1 that takes the parameters into account.

Lemma 3.5. Let (V,W ) be a model of T d
ovs and let X ⊆W n be A-definable.

Then X = S ∩W n for a semilinear set S ⊆ V n defined over A.

Proof. Let V
′

= dcl(A). Clearly, V ′ is a model of Tovs and hence V ′ � V .

Put W
′

= V ′ ∩W . We also have W ′ �W .

If V ′ = W ′, then V ′ ⊆ W and hence A ⊆ W . Then the conclusion easily
follows from the first part of Theorem 3.1.
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So we may assume W ′ 6= V ′ and thus (V ′,W ′) is a model of T d
ovs. Moreover

by Theorem 3.3, we have (V ′,W ′) � (V,W ). As A ⊆ V ′, the set X(V ′) :=
X ∩ (V ′)n is definable in (V ′,W ′) and X(V ′) ⊆ (W ′)n.

Now applying part (2) of Theorem 3.1, there is a semilinear subset S
′

of

(V
′

)n such that

S
′

∩ (W
′

)n = X(V
′

).

It is clear that S′ is indeed Lovs(A)-definable. So let φ(x) be an Lovs(A)-
formula defining S′ and let S be the set defined in V by φ(x). Since
(V ′,W ′) � (V,W ), we get that

S ∩W n = X.

�

The result below is the promised strengthening of part (2) of Theorem 3.1;
it is Proposition 1.3 from the Introduction.

Proposition 3.6. Let (V,W ) be a model of T d
ovs, and let X ⊆ V n+l be

definable such that Xt ⊆W n for any t ∈ V l. Then there are semilinear sets
S1, . . . , Sk ⊆ V n+l such that for each t ∈ V l, there is i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with
Xt = Si,t ∩W

n.

Proof. Suppose that X is A-definable and let y be a tuple of variables of
length l. Given an Lovs(A)-definable S ⊆ V n+l, let φS(y) denote the formula
expressing Xy 6= Sy ∩W

n and consider the following set of formulas:
{
φS(y) : S ⊆ V n+l is Lovs(A)-definable

}
.

If the conclusion of the proposition does not hold, then this set is finitely
satisfiable in (V,W ). Therefore there is an elementary extension (V ∗,W ∗)
of (V,W ) and t∗ ∈ (V ∗)n such that

X∗
t∗ 6= S∗

t∗ ∩ (W ∗)n,

for any Lovs(A)-definable S, where X∗ and S∗ denote the realizations of
X and S in (V ∗,W ∗). However, applying Lemma 3.5 to Xt∗ , there is an
Lovs(A ∪ {t∗})-definable set T ⊆ V n such that Xt∗ = T ∩ (W ∗)n and such
a T is of of the form St∗ for some Lovs(A)-definable S ⊆ (V ∗)n+l. This
contradiction finishes the proof. �

Remark. Note that it follows from this proof that the semilinear sets as in
the statement are L(A)-definable, provided that X is A-definable. Also we
have X =

⋃r
i=1X ∩ Si.

Theorem 3.7. Let (V,W ) be a model of T d
ovs. Let h : V n+l → V be

semilinear and X ⊆ V n+l definable such that Xt ⊆ W n for each t ∈ V l.
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Then there are affine functions g1, . . . , gq : V l → V and semilinear sets

T1, . . . , Tq ⊆ V 1+l such that for each t ∈ V l we have

ht(Xt) =

q⋃

k=1

(gk(t) +W ) ∩ Tk,t.

Proof. Let S1, . . . , Sk ⊆ V n+l be as in Proposition 3.6. Then

X =
k⋃

i=1

X ∩ Si

and hence for all t ∈ V l, we have

Xt =
k⋃

i=1

Xt ∩ Si,t =
k⋃

i=1

Si,t ∩W
n.

Therefore using Proposition 2.3, we get

ht(Xt) =
k⋃

i=1

ht(Si,t ∩W
n) =

k⋃

i=1

rj⋃

j=1

(gij(t) +W ) ∩ Ti,j,t.

for some affine gi1, . . . , giri and semilinear Ti,1, . . . , Ti,ri .

After an appropriate re-indexing, we get the desired result. �

Using this theorem, we may write the sets Vi,t as in Theorem 3.4 as a finite
union of cosets of N intersect some semilinear sets. Applying cell decompo-
sition to those semilinear sets and refining the sequence a0 ≤ a1 ≤ · · · ≤ am
suitably, we get the following.

Corollary 3.8. Let (V,W ) be a model of T d
ovs and let X ⊆ V 1+l be definable.

Then there are m, p ∈ N and for each i = 1, . . . ,m there are

• semilinear functions gi,1, . . . , gi,p : V l → V ,

• a definable function ai : V
l → V ∪ {∞},

such that for t ∈ V l,

i. −∞ = a0(t) ≤ a1(t) ≤ · · · ≤ am(t) = ∞ is a decomposition of V ,
and

ii. for each i, one of the following holds:
(a) [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩Xt = [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩

⋃p
j=1 gi,j(t) +W or

(b) [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩Xt = [ai−1(t), ai(t)] ∩ (V \
⋃p

j=1 gi,j(t) +W ).

4. UDTFS and VC-density

The concept of ‘uniform definability of types over finite sets’ is introduced
in [7]. The definition below is a variant of the original definition as it appears
in [2]. Below M is a structure in a language L and its theory is denoted by
T . We deal with partitioned L-formulas φ(x; y), which means that the set of
free variables of φ are partitioned into two: object variables x = (x1, . . . , xm)
and parameter variables y = (y1, . . . , yn).
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Let ∆(x; y) be a finite set of partitioned L-formulas; let m = |x| and n = |y|.
Given a subset B ⊆ Mn, a set of L-formulas that are either of the form
φ(x; b) or of the form ¬φ(x; b), where φ ∈ ∆ and b ∈ B is called a ∆-type
over B if it is maximally consistent in T . (In many sources this is called a
complete ∆-type.) We denote the set of ∆-types over B as S∆(B).

Definition 4.1. A finite set ∆(x; y) has uniform definability of types over
finite sets (UDTFS) with d parameters (in M) if there are collections

(φ1(y, y1, . . . , yd))φ∈∆, . . . , (φ
r(y, y1, . . . , yd))φ∈∆

such that for every finite B ⊆ Mn and p ∈ S∆(B) there are i ∈ {1, . . . , r}
and b1, . . . , bd ∈ B such that for every b ∈ B

φ(x, b) ∈ p⇐⇒ M |= φi(b, b1, . . . , bd).

The collections (φ1(y, y1, . . . , yd))φ∈∆, . . . , (φ
r(y, y1, . . . , yd))φ∈∆ as in this

definition are said to define ∆.

It is shown in [3] that in any structure with NIP, every singleton {φ(x; y)}
has UDTFS with d parameters for some d. So the same holds for any dense
pair (V,W ) of models of Tovs. We are aiming to show that in such a pair,
any finite ∆(x; y) with a single object variable actually has UDTFS with a
single parameter. While doing this, we use a few results from [2]. We start
with the following, which is Corollary 5.6 in [2].

Theorem 4.2. Let Φ be a set of partitioned formulas in a single object
variable x such that

• every partitioned formula with object variable x is equivalent in T to
a Boolean combination of formulas from Φ.

• every finite subset of Φ has UDTFS with d parameters.

Then every finite set of L-formulas with a single object variable has UDTFS
with d parameters.

In [2], a structure satisfying the conclusion of this theorem is said to have
the VC d property ; we will be using this terminology as well. Another
result from [2] is that every weakly o-minimal structure has VC 1 property;
Theorem 6.1. In particular, any model of Tovs has VC 1 property. The proof
of that theorem can be modified in a trivial way to give a proof of a slight
generalization as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let M = (M,<, . . . ) be an expansion of a dense linear
order (M,<). Let Φ be a set of partitioned formulas with single object vari-
able x such that for every φ(x; y) ∈ Φ, there is Nφ ∈ N such that for every

b ∈M |y|, the definable set φ(M, b) is a union of at most Nφ many singletons
and open intervals. Then every finite subset of Φ has UDTFS with a single
variable in M.
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The main reason we are interested in UDTFS is its relations with VC-density.
As declared in the Introduction, we do not get into the details of VC-density
and we refer the reader to [2]; we simply rely on the following.

Theorem 4.4 (Corollary 5.8 of [2]). Suppose that M has VC 1 property.
Then the VC-density of every formula φ(x, y) is bounded by |y|.

In this theorem, x is of arbitrary length. Also this bound is best in some
sense; namely we cannot hope to find a smaller bound on the VC-densites
of all formulas with fixed parameter variable.

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.2, and Theorem 1.1 is a
consequence of this result combined with Theorem 4.4 above.

Theorem 4.5. Any model (V,W ) of T d
ovs has VC 1 property.

Proof. Let x be a single variable. Let Φ1 be the collection of partitioned
Ld
ovs-formulas of the form f(y) < x < g(y), where y is a tuple of variables

and f and g are functions definable in the pair (V,W ). Also let Φ2 be the set
of Ld

ovs-formulas of the form U
(
x−g(y)

)
, where y is a tuple of variables and g

is an affine function. Put Φ := Φ1 ∪Φ2. By Corollary 3.8, every partitioned
Ld
ovs-formula with object variable x is equivalent in (V,W ) to a boolean

combination of elements of Φ. Therefore by Theorem 4.2, it is enough to
show that every finite subset of Φ has UDTFS with a single variable. So
let ∆ be a finite subset of Φ. Possibly after adding some dummy variables
into some formulas in ∆, we may assume that the parameter variables of
elements of ∆ is a fixed tuple y of length n. For i = 1, 2, let ∆i := ∆ ∩ Φi.

By Proposition 4.3, there are collections (φ1(y, y1))φ∈∆1
, . . . , (φs(y, y1))φ∈∆1

such that given finite B ⊆ V n and q ∈ S∆1(B), there are i ∈ {1, . . . , s} and
bq ∈ B such that for every φ ∈ ∆1 and for every b ∈ B we have

φ(x, b) ∈ q ⇐⇒ V |= φi(b, bq).

Enumerate ∆2 as ψ1(x; y), . . . , ψr(x; y), where ψj(x; y) is U
(
x − gj(y)

)
for

some affine function gj : V
n → V .

Let i ∈ {1, . . . , s} and j ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1}. First for φ ∈ ∆1, define φ
ij(y, y1)

to be φi(y, y1); note that this does not depend on j. Now let φ ∈ ∆2, say

φ = ψk and suppose that j 6= r + 1. Then define ψij
k (y, y1) to be

U
(
gk(y)− gj(y1)

)
.

Finally we let ψi r+1
k (y, y1) be

r∧

j=1

¬U
(
gk(y)− gj(y1)

)
.

We claim that the collections (φij)φ∈∆ (i = 1, . . . , s, j = 1, . . . , r+1) define

∆. So fix B ⊆ V n and q ∈ S∆(B). For i = 1, 2, let qi be the part of q that
arises from ∆i. Note that qi ∈ S

∆i(B).
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Take bq1 ∈ B and i ∈ {1, . . . , s} such that
(
φi(y, bq1)

)
φ∈∆1

that defines q1.

First suppose that the formula x − gj(bq1) ∈ W is in q2 for some j. Then
the realization of q2 is simply gj(bq) + W . This also means that for all
k ∈ {1, . . . , r} and b ∈ B, the formula x − gk(y) ∈ W is in q if and only if
gk(b) +W = gj(bq) +W . This means that for all k ∈ {1, . . . , r} we have

ψk(x, b) ∈ q ⇐⇒ ψ
ij
k (b, bq).

Therefore the collection
(
φij(y, bq)

)
φ∈∆

defines q in this case.

It is easy to see using a similar argument that in the case that U
(
x−gj(bq)

)

is not in q for all j, the collection
(
φi r+1(y, bq)

)
φ∈∆

defines q.

�
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