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1 Introduction.

This note covers several results about linear orders within the framework of
monadic second order logic. In particular the pseudofinite monadic second order
theory of linear order. In monadic second order logic we have all the expressive
power of first order logic, as well as the ability to quantify over unary relations.
To capture monadic second order logic we use a one sorted first order setup
which we fully describe in section 2] this setup allows for direct use of classical
model theoretical techniques and results, such as Ehrenfeucht-Fraisse games,
and the compactness and completeness theorems for first order logic.

In [BS83| the monadic second order theory of countable ordinals was studied
in great depth, building on and consolidating results from [BS73|. There, among
other results, an axiomatisation of the shared monadic second order theory of
countable ordinals is given, as well as a classification of its complete extensions.
We investigate what happens when we restrict attention to finite linear orders.
Our theorem [B.17] establishes the correctness of our recursive axiomatisation
Tyv(riny (definition of the shared monadic second order theory of finite
linear orders, i.e. the pseudofinite monadic second order theory of linear order.
The axiomatisation Tyi(rin) comprises axioms for an atomic Boolean algebra
in which all (parametrically) definable sets of atoms are witnessed by elements
of the Boolean algebra, having a discrete linear order on the atoms, and such
that every non-bottom element of the Boolean algebra contains a smallest and
largest atom. In definition [2.18 we give a binary operation ® on a suitable class
of structures, which restricts to a well defined binary operation on the set of
completions of this shared theory generalising the concatenation of finite linear
orders (viewed as monadic second order structures). This operation plays a
crucial role in section [F

We then classify the completions of this shared theory in section [] using
what we call residue functions (definition . For a finite model the comple-
tion is given by appending a sentence saying the Boolean algebra contains a

particular number of atoms, for an infinite model we must say what the residue



is when we divide the underlying linear order by natural numbers. This is made
rigorous by considering minimal subsets of the linear order closed under the n-
th power of the successor and predecessor functions for each natural number n.
There are precisely n such sets in each infinite model and they form a partition
of the atoms by definable elements. By considering which of these sets contain
the smallest and greatest atoms, we get a notion of residue modulo n for infi-
nite models. In theorem we prove that each residue function (sequence of
residues satisfying certain conditions) induces a complete extension of TM(Fin)»
and that every completion which admits an infinite model is of this form.

In section [p] we explore a connection between the pseudofinite monadic sec-
ond order theory of linear order and profinite algebra. The model-theoretical
analysis of this theory is used to give a new perspective on the free profinite
monoid on one generator] this follows in the footsteps of [GS19] where model-
theoretical analysis of the shared first order theory of WOI'dEm was used to gain
new insights on free pro-aperiodic monoids. In both cases the central idea is to
view elements of the respective profinite monoids as O-types (i.e. completions)
of the respective theories. The bridge connecting the free profinite monoid on
one generator and the pseudofinite monadic second order theory of linear order
is extended Stone duality (see theorem , in particular Theorem 6.1 from
|GGP10] which says that the extended Stone dual of the free profinite monoid
on one generator is the Boolean algebra of regular languages over a singleton al-
phabet. Our theorem [5.14|exploits this to show that the free profinite monoid on
one generator is given by the space of completions of the pseudofinite monadic

second order theory together with the binary operation ®.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Sam van Gool for many helpful

discussions and comments on various iterations of the note.

*See |Alm+20] subsection 4.4 for an algebraic introduction to this structure and its ab-

stract properties.
fGiven a finite non-empty set ¥, a L-word is a linear order a together with a function

a — 3, this can be viewed as a first order structure by viewing the preimage of each o € X

as a unary relation on a.



2 Preliminaries, the base theory Ti .

Definition 2.1.
Define £yo = {C, <} to be the language comprising two binary relation sym-
bols. For each linear order (o, <) we define an .Ao-structure M(«) by taking,

1. the universe of M(«) to be P(a), the powerset of a,
2. C is the usual set-theoretic inclusion relation,

3. < is interpreted as the ordering of «, identifying i € a with {i} € P(a).

We call the Avo-structure M(«) the monadic second order version of «.

Observation 2.2. Let o be any linear order, then the following are all easily seen
to be true of the Ayo-structure M(«),

1. M(«) is an atomic Boolean algebra,
2. < is a linear ordering on the atoms of this Boolean algebra,

3. every subset of « is present in M(«), and therefore a fortiori every Ayo-
definable subset of « (taken as a set of singleton subsets of «) is present

in M(«). We refer to this phenomenon as comprehension.

We will use the above observation to put together a base theory over which

we will work, but will only do so after introducing the first order language L.

Notation 2.3. When working with structures M(«) it is natural to distinguish
between singletons/atoms and general elements. One way to do this is to work
with a two-sorted language and replace M(«) with the two-sorted structure
(P(a),a; €,<). We prefer to persevere with a one-sorted language and adopt
the convention that uppercase variables are used to quantify over the universe
of M(«), while lower case variables are used to quantify over the (uniformly)
definable set of atoms. We also use the formula X (z) as shorthand for  C X.

To demonstrate the utility of this approach, consider the following easily
readable sentence,

VeadYVz(Y(z) <> z < z).



For each linear order o we can easily understand,
M(a) = V23YVz(Y(2) < 2 < z),

as saying that the strict downset of any atom is present in M(«). Now instead

consider the same formula but written without notational shorthands,
VX(AL(X) —» Y (VZ(AL(Z) = (Z CY « Z < X)),
where At(X) is the formula,
WWCXAWAXAVUUCXANU#AX -U=W)).

The above shorthands make sense whenever we work with atomic Boolean al-

gebras.

Remark 2.4. The properties given in observation are easily seen to be ex-
pressible using A\o. Being an atomic Boolean algebra with atoms linearly
ordered is expressible using a single £o-sentence, for comprehension we must
use an axiom schema (see deﬁnition for details). Picking up on notation
it is worth mentioning that in the two-sorted set up in which the monadic second
order version of a first order structure is just a two-sorted first order structure,
the comprehension axioms are often subsumed into the semantics. When this
is done the resulting semantics is the so-called ‘Henkin semantics’. For more

details see section 9 of [Vaa20].

Definition 2.5.

We define L = {C, L, At, %} to be the first order language in which C and <
are binary relation symbols, L is a unary constant symbol, and At is a unary
relation symbol. For each linear order o we define an Zg-structure I\N/I(a) as
follows,

1. the universe is P(a),
2. C is interpreted as set-theoretic inclusion,

3. L is interpreted as 0,



4. At is interpreted as the collection of singleton subsets,

5. < is interpreted by taking, for each 4, B € P(w),
A< B<= 3Jac Adbe B(a<b),
where a < b refers to the linear ordering of a.

Lemma 2.6.
For each linear order o, the structures M(cv) and M(a) are extensions by defi-

nitions of one another.

Proof. Let o be a linear order. We have already seen that the collection of

atoms of M(«) is defined by the Zio-formula,
A(X):VWIWWCX - (W=XVVUUCW =W =U))).
Clearly the bottom element L is the unique element satisfying,
1(X):VY(X CY),
and < is defined by the formula,
X2Y:IWIVW CXAVCY AW <V).
Going in the other direction, < is definable in M(c) by the formula,
X <Y :At(X)ANAt(Y)AX 2 Y.
So we are done. O

Remark 2.7. We use Ly rather than o for technical reasons, most notably
to allow for an easy presentation of theorem (if we work with Ao rather

than % the theorem as stated is false).

Definition 2.8.
For each .Zg-formula n(x;Y), Comp,, is defined to be the following Z-sentence,

VY 3X (Vo (X (z) < n(z;Y))).

This is a comprehension/separation axiom, it says the set of atoms defined by

n (over any fixed tuple of parameters Y) is present as a single element.



Definition 2.9.
We define Thase to be the following Zg-theory,

1. atomic Boolean algebra under C,
2. atoms are linearly ordered by %,

3. L is the bottom element of this Boolean algebra (i.e. L is the smallest

element with respect to C),

4. At holds precisely for the atoms of the Boolean algebra (i.e. the minimal

elements with respect to C after excluding 1),

5. the restriction of < to the atoms determines the whole relation in a way

analogous to the standard models, meaning more precisely that,

VXYY (X 2Y & FaFy(X(z) AY (y) Az <)),

6. Comp, for each Zg-formula n(z;Y).
Note that this is just the base theory described in observation given for L
rather than Avo.

Remark 2.10. There are Lg-structures which are models of .5 but are not
isomorphic to M(«) for any linear order a.. Let a be any countably infinite linear
order and consider M(«), as we have fit everything into a one-sorted first order
framework it is crystal clear that we can make use of the Lowenheim-Skolem
theorem. Therefore we are free to take a countable elementary substructure
M < M(a). Such an elementary substructure comprises a countable Boolean
algebra whose atoms form a countably infinite linear order (At(M), <). There-

fore M cannot be isomorphic to M((At(M), <)) for cardinality reasons.

Remark 2.11. We want to include M((), the monadic second order version of
the empty linear order. In section [5|the theory of M()) will serve as the identity
element in a monoid. For this reason, when we say Boolean algebra we do not

exclude the degenerate 1 element case in which L = T.

Remark 2.12. Shelah (|[She75] Theorem 7 assuming ZFC+CH, CH was later



removed) has shown that the monadic second order theory of linear orde
is undecidable and therefore T} ,se, Which is clearly a recursive set of axioms,
cannot serve as an axiomatisation. In particular there must exist #z-sentences
¢ such that M(a) | ¢ for every linear order «, while Thase = ¢. It is also
worth noting that our theorem [2.23| is philosophically downstream from the
composition theorems commonly used in model-theoretical analysis of monadic

second order theories of linear order, see for example

Definition 2.13.
Let M | Thase and let A € M. Then the structure M [ A is the substructure
of M with universe the set defined by the formula X C A in M.

Proposition 2.14.
Let ¢ be an ZLg-sentence. Then there is an Lg-formula ¢~ such that for all
M = Thase and A € M we have,

MEt <= M| Ao
Proof. This is a straightforward exercise in relativising quantifiers. U

Remark 2.15. We can play around with the above proposition. Here is an

example which will be used in section [5| Consider the Zg-formula,
dwel(X) : VaVy(X (z) Az <y — X (y)),

in any model of T}, it is easy to see this defines precisely the set of downwards
closed elements with respect to the linear ordering of the atoms. Now for any

Zs-sentence ¢ we can produce a sentence,
IX (dwel(X) A ™),

and this is true in a model M precisely if there is A € M such that A is
downwards closed and M | A = ¢.

*By which is meant (), 1,0 Th(M(a)) where LO is the class of linear orders.




Definition 2.16.
Recall that if (a, <,) and (8, <g) are linear orders, the sum « + § is defined to
be the linear order obtained by placing 8 ‘after’ « so that each element of « is

strictly less than each element of 3]

Remark 2.17. In the following definition we will use the symbol ® to denote an
operation on the class of models of T},,5¢. This operation can be thought of as
taking the direct product of Boolean algebras and sum of linear orders at the

same time.

Definition 2.18.
Let M, N |= Thase- We define an Zg-structure M @ N as follows,

1. the universe of the structure is |M| x |N]|,

2. Cisdefined as it is in the direct product, i.e. for all (A, B), (C,D) € MQN
we declare M @ N = (A,B) C(C,D)if M ACC and N =B C D,

3. L and At are, respectively, the bottom element and set of atoms for the

resulting atomic Boolean algebra (M ® N, C),

4. 2 is given by M ® N |= (A, B) < (C, D) if and only if

MEA=Land NED=1, or M=A<C, or NE=B<D.

Observation 2.19. For any linear orders a and 8 we get M(a)@M(8) = M(a+4).

Definition [2.18]is an extension of this to other models of T} ge.

Remark 2.20. For the remainder of section [2] and continuing into section [3] we
will use Ehrenfeuct-Fraisse games. For more details see [Hod93|]. In particular
the definition of unnested formulas on page 58, the definition of quantifier rank
on page 103, and also the entirety of sections 3.2 and section 3.3 where two
variants of Ehrenfeuct-Fraisse games are described and analysed. We write
Gr(M, N) where Hodges writes EF;[M, N], and will give the definition of this

game Now.

*Formally this is the linear order with underlying set a U 8 and with <,43=<a U <g
U(a x B).



Definition 2.21.

Fix a natural number k. Let .Z be a finite first order language and take two
Z-structures M and N. The unnested Ehrenfeucht game of length k is a
game played between two players V and 3 across k turns. At each turn player
V first chooses one of the structures M or N, and then chooses an element
belonging to that structure. Then the player 3 must respond by choosing an
element in the remaining structure. Denote the element in M chosen in the
i-th turn a;, and the element chosen in N in the i-th turn b;. After k turns
we therefore have two k-tuples @ = (a1, ...,a;) and b = (by,...,b;). Player 3
is declared winner after the play (a,b) if and only if for every unnested atomic
formula ¢(z1,...,xk),

M = ¢(a) & N = ¢(b),

and V is declared winner if 3 is not declared winner[]

Definition 2.22.

Let .Z be a finite first order languagem We define ~; to be the equivalence rela-

tion on the class of Z-structures given by the following equivalentﬂ definitions,
1. M =, N if and only if M and N agree on unnested £-sentences of quan-

tifier rank at most k,

2. M =y N if and only if 3 has a winning strategy in the Ehrenfeucht game
Gr(M,N).

Theorem 2.23.
Let My, Ms,N1, Ny = Thase- Let k € N and suppose that My =~y Ni and
MQ X NQ. Then M1 ® M2 X N1 ®N2

Proof. We argue using the unnested Ehrenfeucht games outlined in definition[2.21

Our assumption is that 3 has winning strategies in the games Gy (M, N1)

*Note in the case k = 0 the criterion for declaring that 3 is winner says that M and N

agree on unnested atomic .#-sentences.
TIn some presentations of the Ehrenfeuct-Fraisse technique, function and constant symbols

are prohibited. By restricting to unnested atomic formulas they can be accommodated.
fThe equivalence of 1 and 2 is a consequence of Theorem 3.3.2 on page 104 of |[Hod93].
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and Gy (M, N3). We will show that 3 has a winning strategy in the game
Gp(My @ My, N1 ® N3), in fact we will explicitly give a winning strategy in
terms of those we assumed to exist.

Here is the strategy promised, we outline the response of 3 to a move
(A;, B;) € M1 ® Ms by V in the i-th turn, the overall strategy is obvious from
this description,

1. upon receiving the i-th move (4;, B;) € M; ® Ms from V, take both A;

and B; and feed them into simulations of the games Gy (M, N1) and
G (Ma, N3) respectively,

2. take the responses C; € N1 and D; € Ny in those simulated games given

by the winning strategies we assumed to exist,

3. form the move (C;, D;) € N1 ® Ny in the main game as a response.

In order to verify that this is a winning strategy, suppose that a play has been
completed. Unnested atomic formulas in X, ..., X} are of the form X; = X,
X; C Xj, At(X;), or X; 2 X; where 1 <14,5 < k We will deal with the case

X, <X j, and leave the remaining cases as an exercise. Suppose,
M1 & M2 ': (AlaBl) % (AjaBj)'
Then by definition of ® (definition[2.18]) at least one of the following must hold,
1. M1 l;éAi:J_aHdMgl;&Bj:J_,
2. M = A; < Ay,

3. My = B; < B;.
Now by our assumption that the pairs (4, C) and (B, D) are winning plays for
Jin Gy (M7, N1) and Gy (Ma, N2) respectively, this implies that at least one of
the following must hold,

1. MifCi=Lland Na =D =1,

2. Ny = C; 2 ¢y,

*Here one or both of the variables X; and X; could be replaced with L, we leave it to the

reader to think through these cases.

11



3. Ny = D; < D;.
This then implies, again by definition of ®, that,

N1 ® Na = (C;, D;) < (Cy, Dy).
By symmetry we can therefore conclude,
My ® Ms |= (Ai, By) < (A;,B)) & N1 ® N2 |= (Ci, D;) < (Cj, Dy),
precisely as required. O

Corollary 2.24.
Let My, My, N1, No = Thase- Suppose that My = Ny and My = N,. Then
M; ® My = N1 ® N».

Proof. From theorem [2.23| using the fact that elementary equivalence is the

intersection over N of the relations ~. O

12



3 The axiomatisation Tyjiy)-

Definition 3.1.
The ZLg-theory Tyyrin) is defined to be Thase extended by axioms which say
that,

1. the linear ordering Z of the atoms is discrete with endpoints,

2. every non-empty element contains a smallest atom with respect to the

ordering <, that is,

VX (X £ L — Fu(X(2) AVy(y <z — =X ().

Definition 3.2.

For each n € N, we write M(n) for the monadic second order version of the
unique finite linear order with n elements. By the pseudofinite monadic sec-
Th(M(n)).

ond order theory of linear order we mean the Zo-theory [, oy

Notation 3.3. In each model of Tyj(riy) there are smallest and largest atoms
which are clearly definable elements. We will write 0 as shorthand for the

smallest atom, and 0* as shorthand for the largest atom[]

Remark 3.4. The axioms from Tyyrin) imply that every non-empty element
contains a largest atom with respect to 2. To see this note that if M = TM(Fin)
and A € M, then by comprehension there is an element B € M such that
B contains precisely those atoms which are strictly greater than every atom
contained in A. Then either B is empty, in which case the right endpoint of
the linear ordering of the atoms is the largest atom in A, or B is non-empty,
in which case B contains a smallest atom and the predecessor of this atom is

easily seen to be the largest atom in A.

The following definition is just a special case of definition 2:13 which makes

sense for models of Tyi(pin) but not for arbitrary models of Tiase-

*We choose 0* because for any infinite M | Th(pin), w + w* embeds (in precisely one
way) as a linear order with successor and predecessor functions into (At(M),<,s,p). Our

preferred presentation of w + w* is {0,1,2,...} U{...,2* 1% 0*}.

13



Definition 3.5.
Let M = Tyirin) and a € At(M). Then we write M | [0,a) for the restriction
of M to the element defined by the formula (in free variable X),

Vy(X(y) <y < a).

Proposition 3.6.
Let ¢ be an Ly -sentence. Then there is an Lg-formula ¢<% such that for all
M = Tyi(riny and a € At(M) we have,

M 6<% <= M [ [0,a) & ¢,

Proof. This is an easy consequence of proposition and the definition of
TM(Fin)- O

Lemma 3.7.
Let M = Tyi(riny and let ¢(z) be a formula in one free variable. Let s(x) =y
be shorthand for the definable relation ‘x 2 0* and y s the immediate successor

of x’. Then,

M = (9(0) AVaVy((d(x) As(x) = y) = ¢(y))) = Yo (z).

Proof. This is a straightforward exercise in using the axioms of Tyypin). By
comprehension there is an element A € M such that M = Va(—¢(z) < A(x)).
This element A, if non-empty, contains a smallest atom. If this smallest atom
is 0 we are done, else we can consider the immediate predecessor of the smallest

atom (by discreteness of the linear order) and then we are done. O

Remark 3.8. The above is referred to as ‘restricted induction’ by Doets (see
[Doe87] page 86), restricted presumably referring to the fact that the linear

order admits a greatest element.

Proposition 3.9.
Let M |= Tyyriny and suppose that for some k,n € N we have M = M(n).
Then M @ M(1) = M(n +1).

14



Proof. Trivially we have M(1) =, M(1). Therefore if we assume that M =z
M(n) theorem [2.23] gives us that M ® M(1) ~, M(n) ® M(1). But then as we
noted in observation M(n) ® M(1) 2 M(n + 1) so we are done. O

The proof of the following theorem follows the same outline as the proof of

|GS19| Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 3.10.
For each k € N and M = Tyi(rin), there is n € N such that M =2, M(n).

Proof. To start, fix k € N. By the Fraisse-Hintikka theorem ([Hod93] Theorem
3.3.2) there is an .Zg-sentence ¢y, such that for each .Lg-structure M, M = ¢y,
iff there is n € N such that M =, M(n). This is because there are finitely many
equivalence classes of the relation =, and each of these equivalence classes
is axiomatised by a single .Zg-sentence. Taking just those equivalence classes
which contain M(n) for some n € N, and then forming the finite disjunction of
the sentences axiomatising each of the equivalence classes we get the required
sentence ¢y.

Next take M |= Tyyrin) and consider the formula ¢5F given by proposi-
tion Recall that by construction ¢ is such that for each a € At(M),

M= ¢p® < M 10,a) =

From M | Tyirimy, M | [0,0) = M(0), and therefore M = ¢;°. Now by
proposition we get for any a,b € At(M) that |

M = (s(a) = b= (65" = ¢5")).

By lemma we therefore get M |= ¢10, so M | [0,0%) =4 M(n) for some
n € N. Since M = M | [0,0*) @ M(1) proposition [3.9 gives M =, M(n+ 1) and
hence M = ¢, so we are done. O

Theorem 3.11.
Ti(riny @8 an axiom system for the pseudofinite monadic second order theory of

linear order.

15



Proof. It is clear that for each n € N we have M(n) = Tyi(pin)- It is therefore
enough to show that for each M = Tyy(rin) and Zg-sentence ¢, if M |= ¢ then
there exists n € N such that M(n) = ¢. This is immediate from proposition[3.10]
taking k to be the quantifier rank of ¢ (more accurately, the quantifier rank of

some unnested Zg-sentence which is logically equivalent to ¢). O

Proposition 3.12.
L@t ]\47 N ': TM(Fin); then M ® N ': TM(Fin)'

Proof. By theorem it is enough to show, for each M, N |= Ty(rin) and
k € N, that there exists n € N such that M ® N =~ M(n).

Fix k € N, then there exists ny € N such that M =~ M(ny), and there
exists ny € N such that N &, M(ns). But then we are done by observation [2.19]
and theorem as taking n = nq +ng we get M @ N =, M(n) as required. [

Corollary 3.13.
Let T,T" = Tai(rin) be complete and let M |= T and N = T’ be any models.
Then taking T ® T" := Th(M ® N) gives a well defined binary operation on the

set of complete theories extending Ty (pin)-

Proof. By corollary this gives us a well defined operation, and by proposi-
tion we have T'®@ T" = Tyi(rin) - O

16



4 The completions of Tyriy).

In this section we will give a full description of the completions of Tyy(pin). Every
finite model of Tyi(pin) is of the form M(n) for some n € N, but it is an immediate
consequence of compactness that Tyyrin) has infinite models. Therefore there

are completions of Ty(pin) which are not of the form Th(M(n)) for any n € N.

Notation 4.1. We write P for the set of prime natural numbers.

Theorem 4.2 (Chinese remainder theorem, (ZF /LR, 1247.
Let nq,...,n € N be pairwise coprime natural numbers. Let ai,...,ar € Z.
Then there exists a unique © € N such that 0 < x < Hle n; and such that

r=a; modn; for0<i<k.

Definition 4.3.
Let M = Tyipin) be an ZLg-structure. Let d € N5g. Then for each 0 < h < d
we define pgj, to be a sentence saying there exists a partition of At(M) by d
non-bottom elements Aq,..., Ay € M, such that,
1. M | 4,(0),
2. foralla € At(M) and 0 < h < d, if M = a # 0*ANAp(a) then M |= Ay (a’)
where a’ is the successor of a in the linear ordering of the atoms of M,
and A/ is the successor of h in the cyclic ordering of {1,...,d},

3. M = A (0%).

Remark 4.4. Let n,d € Ny be such that n > d. Then for each 0 < h < d we
have M(n) = pqp if and only if n = h mod d.

Definition 4.5.
For each n € N we write ¢, for the ZLg-sentence saying that there exist at
least m + 1 distinct atoms, and —,, for the sentence saying that there exist

precisely n distinct atoms.

*See |Dau07| pp 309 onwards for more historical background.

17



Lemma 4.6.
Let M = Tyipiny be infinite. Then for each d € Nso, there is precisely one
0 < h <d such that M = pq .

Proof. Let d € N+, by theorem [3.11}]
TvFin) F ¥>d = \/ (Pd,n N /\ —Pdk )
0<h<d k#h
holds if and only if,
M) =\ (pan A J\ —par),
0<h<d k#h

for each n > d. The latter is obviously true. Now if M is infinite then M | ¢4

for each d € N+ 1, so we are done. O

Definition 4.7.
Let M = Tyi(riny be infinite. Then for d € N5g we define the residue of M
modulo d to be the unique 0 < h < d such that M = pg .

Definition 4.8.

A residue function is a function r : PxNs ¢ — N such that for (p, j) € PxNs,,
1. r(p,j) < p’ and,

2. r(p,j+1) =7r(p,j) mod p’.

Proposition 4.9.
Let r : P x Nyg — N be a residue function. Then there is a unique function
7 : Ns1 — N such that for each d € N5y,

1. if p€ P and j € Nsg are such that p’ | d, then #(d) = r(p,j) mod p/,

2. 7(d) < d.
Proof. First we can establish uniqueness, suppose for contradiction that ¢ :

Ns; — N and s : N5; — N satisfy the above properties, but that ¢(d) # s(d)

for some d > 1. Then there is a prime power p’ such that,

L p/ |d,

18



2. q(d) # s(d) mod p/,
by theorem But on the other hand ¢(d) = r(p,j) mod p? and r(p, j) = s(d)
mod p? so by transitivity we have ¢(d) = s(d) mod p?, hence a contradiction.
This establishes uniqueness.

For existence, we use theorem For each n € N5; we need to be able
to choose 7(d) € {0,...,d — 1} such that for each prime power p’ with p/ | d
we have 7(d) = r(p,j) mod p’. Take all prime powers p’ such that p/ | n and
p?*t1 4 d, these are clearly coprime so theorem tells us there is an element
7(d) < d such that #(d) = r(p,j) mod p’ for each. Then if p’ is a prime power
with p? | d, we get 7(d) = r(p,j) = 7(p,i) mod p* where j is maximal such that
p’ | d, the second congruence comes from our assumption that 7 is a residue

function. O

Notation 4.10. We will abuse notation and call a function 7 : Ny; — N a residue
function if there exists some residue function r : P x N5 g — N such that r and

7 satisfy the conditions in proposition 4.9

Lemma 4.11.
Let M = Tyirin) be infinite and let 7py : Noy — N be the function given by
taking 7pr(d) to be the unique 0 < h < d such that M |= pap for each d € Nq.

Then 7y is a residue function.

Proof. We need to check that 7y, (p’*1) = 7p(p’) mod p? for each p € P and
Jj € Nyo. Fix a particular p € P and j € Ny and let S, ; be the finite set

{i <p’™:i=ry(p’) mod p’}. We can now reformulate the condition,
(PP = Fpr(p?) mod p?,

as,

M': \/ Ppit+t -

€Sy, j
By considering what happens in sufficiently large standard models and using

theorem we get that for each p € P and j € Ny,

Ty(rin) F ¥spitt = (Ppii = \/ Ppi+1,i)-
iESp,j

19



Therefore we are done. O

Definition 4.12.

Let 7 : No3 — N be a residue function. Then we define an .%g-theory,
T = Tavewin) U Too U {pa,i(a) : d € Ns1}.
Here T, comprises, for each n € N, the sentence ¥)~,,.

Proposition 4.13.

For each residue function 7, the Lg-theory Tr is consistent.

Proof. That each finite subset of T} is consistent is straightforward from theo-

rem O

Definition 4.14.
Let £ be a first order language, T" an Z-theory and ¢ an Z-sentence. Then
SPECr(¢) C N is typically[f] defined to be the set of natural numbers,

SPECr ¢ = {n € N: there is M =T U {¢} such that |M| = n}.
We will modify this definition as follows, for us,
SPECr ¢ = {n € N: thereis M =T U {¢} such that |M|=2"}.

This modification, when working over the theory of Boolean algebras, essentially
means we choose to measure a (finite) structure by looking at the number of
atoms rather than using cardinality. Usually we will omit 7" from the notation

when it is clear from the context.

Definition 4.15.
Recall that a subset S C N is ultimately periodic if there exist N € N and
d € N5 g such that for allm € Nyy, n € Sifand only if n+d € S.

Proposition 4.16.
For each Zg-sentence ¢, the set SPECty, .., (¢) is ultimately periodic.

*See |Hod93| page 542 for example, where the notation Sch(¢) is used.
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Proof. This is a well known consequence of the correspondence between finite
automata and monadic second order versions of linear orders (see for example
chapter 2 section 10 of [KNO1], in particular theorem 2.10.1 on page 113 and
theorem 2.10.3 on page 120). For each Zg-sentence ¢ a deterministic finite au-
tomata over a singleton alphabet can be constructed, such that SPECzy, .., (¢)
is precisely the set of lengths of words accepted by the automaton. It is well
known and straightforward to show that such sets are ultimately periodic, but
to go further would require defining what deterministic finite automata are and

so we will not. O

Theorem 4.17.
For every Zg-sentence ¢ there exist N € N, d € Nyg, i C {0,...,N} and
v C{1,...,d} such that,
Tyrin) F ¢ < (\/ V=i V (Ysn A \/ Pd,h))-
ici hee
Proof. Let ¢ be an .Zg-sentence. By proposition we have that SPEC(¢)
is ultimately periodic, i.e. there exists N € N and d € Ny such that for all
n > N, n € SPEC(¢) if and only if n + d € SPEC(¢). From this periodicity of
SPEC(¢), there is a finite set t C {1,...,d} such that for each n > N,
M(n) = 6 6 \/ pan

her

Let i = SPEC(¢) N {0,..., N}, so that for n < N we have,
M(n) = ¢ < \/ v=i.

i€i

Then using theorem [3.11] we can combine these two observations to get,
Tyrin) FE ¢ < (\/ Y=i V (V>N A \/ Pd.h)),
1€1 her

as required. O
Theorem 4.18.
For each residue sequence 7 : Ns1 — N, the theory Tk is a completion of Tyy(pin),

moreover every non-standard completion is of this form.
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Proof. We must show that Tr is complete for each residue function 7. The rest
of the statement, namely that every non-standard completion is of the form T5
for some residue function 7, then follows easily from lemma [£.11]

So let 7 : Ny; — N be a residue function. Let ¢ be an Zg-sentence. By
theoremthere exist N € N, d € Nyg, i € {0,...,N} and v C {1,...,d}
such that,

Tha(riny 6 < (\/ V=iV (Wsn A\ pan))-

i€l her
But now recall that, by definition of T;, T, C Tr. Therefore,

Tr ¢ \/ pan

her
Now recall that by the definition of T, 7(d) is the unique h € {1,...,d} such
that pgp € T;. Therefore T; = ¢ if and only if #(d) € v. This shows that T is
complete. O

Remark 4.19. Let p1, p2 : N5 — N be residue functions. Define p1 ®ps : Ny —
N by taking (p1 ® p2)(d) to be the unique element of {0,...,d — 1} congruent
to p1(d) + p2(d) modulo d, for each d € N5y. Then p; ® ps is a residue function,
and moreover we get,

T5 @ T, = Thep,-
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5 Extended Stone duality and the free profinite
monoid on one generator.

In this section we will show that (So(Ty(rin)), ®) the space of completions of
the theory Tyi(rin) together with the operation ® (see corollary , i the
free profinite monoid on one generator. For an algebraic introduction to the free
profinite monoid on one generator see [Alm+20|, in particular the beginning of

subsection 4.4 on page 96, with the case where A is a singleton in mind.

Definition 5.1.
Let L be a Boolean algebra, and let - : L? — L be a binary operation such that,
1. foreacha€e Lya-L =1 -a= 1,
2. for each a,b,c€ L, (aVb)-c=(a-c¢)V(b-¢)and a-(bVc) = (a-b)V(a-c).
Then we say that - is a normal additive binary operation.

Let X be a Boolean space, and let R C X? be a ternary relation such that,
1. for each A, B € Clop(X),

A-B={z€ X :3x € A,Jy € B R(x,y,2)} € Clop(X),

2. for each z € X the set {(z,y) € X?: R(x,y,2)} € A(X2)|ﬂ

Then we say that R is a compatible ternary relation.

Theorem 5.2 (Extended Stone duality for Boolean algebras with normal ad-
ditive binary operations.).
The following categories are dual to each other,

1. the category of Boolean algebras equipped with a normal additive binary

operation,

2. the category of Boolean spaces equipped with a compatible ternary relation.

*To be fully rigorous, by ‘is’ we mean that these two objects are isomorphic in the category

of Boolean spaces equipped with compatible ternary relations described in theorem [5.
TGiven a topological space X, A(X) denotes the collection of closed subsets of X. Here

X? is equipped with the product topology.
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Morphisms in the first category are &£ = {V, A, L, T %, -}-homomorphisms. Mor-
phisms in the second category are more complicated, if (X, R) and (Y,S) are
objects in the second category then a function f: X —'Y is a morphisnf] if,

1. f is continuous,
2. forall z,y,z € X, R(x,y, z) implies S(f(x), f(y), f(2)), and,

3. forany z € X, if o',y €Y with S(2',y’, f(2)) then there exists z,y € X
such that f(z) =2/, f(y) =¥, and R(m,y,z)m
This duality is witnessed by the following functors.
1. Let (L,-) be a Boolean algebra equipped with a finite join preserving op-
eration. Send this to the Boolean space X comprising prime filters of L

together with the Zariski topology, equipped with Re C X3 given by,
Re(z,y,2) & x'y C 2,

where x*y :={a-b:a € x,b € y}.

2. Let (X, R) be a Boolean space equipped with a compatible ternary relation.
Send this to the Boolean algebra Clop(X) comprising clopen subsets of X,
equipped with - : Clop(X)? — Clop(X) given by,

A-B={ze€X:3x€ A,y € BR(z,y,2)}.

Both categories are concrete, and morphisms are sent to the corresponding
preimage maps. When we have either a Boolean algebra with a finite join pre-
serving operation or a Boolean space with a compatible ternary relation, we call

its image under the appropriate functor the ‘extended Stone dual’.

Proof. We do not prove this here. Extending Stone duality to account for op-

erators on a Boolean algebra was first done in |[JT51} [JT52|. T have formed

*|Gol89| refers to these maps as ‘bounded morphisms’.
TSee |Han83| definition 1.10 and comments following the definition on page 41, this def-

inition is only suitable for the Boolean case, as Boolean spaces are Hausdorff, for spectral
spaces we must change the definition to account for the topology, and for Priestley spaces the

definition must be changed to account for the ordering.
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the above theorem by specialising the results of [Han83|], which generalises the
results of Jonsson and Tarski to distributive lattices with operators and spectral
spaces with relational structure. In [Gol89] and [GJ94] equivalent generalisa-
tions are obtained in terms of Priestley spaces with relational structure. In
both references things are done in a fuller generality taking into account higher
arity operators, other aspects of the duality are also considered. [Dek08] is a
helpful reference on extended Stone duality for Boolean algebras which is more

accessible in places. O

Definition 5.3.
If - : S2 — S is a binary operation on a set S, then for any A, B € P(S) we
define A°B:={a-b:a€ A,b€ B}.

Definition 5.4.

Let (L,-) be a Boolean algebra with a normal additive binary operation. The
extended Stone dual (X, R,) of (L, ) is called functional if for each z,y € X
there is a unique z € X such that z*y C 2. In this case we write x for the
binary operation x : X2 — X which takes (x,y) € X2 to the unique z € X
such that z°y C z.

Theorem 5.5 (|[GGP10] Theorem 6.1).
The extended Stone dual (X,R) of (Pup(N), —T— is functional, and (X, x) is

the free profinite monoid on one generator.

Now that the context has been set up, we will establish the connection
between the free profinite monoid on one generator and the pseudofinite monadic

second order theory of linear order that we have analysed in sections [3] and [4]

Definition 5.6 (Definition of Lindenbaum-Tarski algebra and space of 0-types.).
Let .Z be a first order language, T an Z-theory.

*In |GGP10| the Boolean algebra of regular languages over a fixed alphabet A is considered
together with the two residuals of the concatenation of languages. We are only considering
the case where A is a singleton, and in this case a language can be identified with the set of
lengths of words in that language. Moreover the operation of concatenation as well as the two

residuals of concatenation are all easily seen to be definable from one another.
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The Lindenbaum-Tarski algebra LT(T) is the Boolean algebra compris-
ing equivalence classes of Z-sentences with respect to the equivalence relation
¢ ~ ¢ given by,

TE¢Y,
with the operations being the usual Boolean logical connectives.
The space of 0-types of T, So(T'), is the Boolean space with underlying

set,

{T’ : T’ complete and T’ = T},

and basis of clopen sets,

() ={T": T" =T U{¢}},
one for each .Z-sentence ¢.

Remark 5.7. It is well known that given a first order theory 7', the Lindenbaum-
Tarski algebra LT(T)and the space of O-types So(T") are Stone duals of one
another. A complete theory extending 7' and a prime filter on LT are virtually

defined in the same way.
Notation 5.8. Going forward, since we will only be concerned with Tii(gin) we

will write LT as shorthand for LT (Tyi(rin)) and Sp as shorthand for So(Ti(rin))-

Definition 5.9 (Definition of 4 on the Lindenbaum-Tarski algebra of Tyi(pin)-)-
Define an operation + : LT? — LT as follows, given ¢, € LT take ¢ + v to be

the (equivalence class of the) sentence,
n 23X (dwel(X) A ¢ A X,

See remark for unpacking of the notation used, in particular the definition
of the formula dwcl(X).

Proposition 5.10.
The map SPEC : (LT, +) — (Pup(N), +), which we defined in definition
s an isomorphism in the category of Boolean algebras equipped with a normal

additive binary operation.
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Proof. Recall that in Proposition we said that SPEC(¢) is ultimately peri-
odic for each ¢ € LT, so we have a well defined function. It is straightforward to
show that this map preserves joins, meets, and complements. The map is injec-
tive by theorem for if n € SPEC(¢) \ SPEC(¢) then M(n) = ¢ A -
and therefore Tyipin) & ¢ <+ 1. Surjectivity can be established directly,
given A € Pyp(N) it is left as an exercise to produce ¢4 € LT such that
SPEC(¢4) = A.
All that remains then is to show that for any ¢, € LT we have,

SPEC(¢ + ¢) = SPEC(¢) + SPEC(%).

Let n = ¢+ 1. Now take n € SPEC(¢+ 1)), i.e. suppose M(n) = 7. This means
that,
M(n) | 3X (dwel(X) A 6% A 6¥7),

say M(n) |= dwcl(A) A ¢ A pA°. Then clearly A is of the form {0,...,i — 1}
for some i < n. We therefore get i« € SPEC(¢) and n — ¢ € SPEC(¢)), so
n € SPEC(¢) + SPEC(¢).

Conversely, let i € SPEC(¢) and j € SPEC(¢)) be given. Then it is immedi-
ate that M(i + j) = 7, as taking A = {0,...,7} we have,

M(i + j) = ¢* A ™
So SPEC(¢ + ) = SPEC(¢) + SPEC(%) as required. O

The following now falls out of theorem and proposition [5.10

Corollary 5.11.

The extended Stone dual of (LT, +) is the free profinite monoid on one generator.

Remark 5.12. 1t follows immediately from corollary[5.11]that the extended Stone
dual of (LT,+) is functional (this is an essential part of what is proved by
Gehrke, Grigorieff, and Pin to establish theorem [5.5)). We include a direct proof
of this in the proof of the following statement (the proof that  ® y C (z +y))
as it is illustrative of how the connection with model-theory can allow for a

different perspective on the structures involved.
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Theorem 5.13.
(So, ®) is the extended Stone dual of (LT, +).

Proof. By definition the extended Stone dual of (LT, +) is (Sp, R+) where R

is the ternary relation on .Sy is given by,
Ry(z,y,2) &z +yC 2.

We will show that (x —T—y) = 2 ® y. Recall that over a Boolean algebra prime
filters are maximal filters (i.e. ultrafilters) and therefore we can never have a
proper inclusion of prime filters of a Boolean algebra. Hence from 2 +y =z ®vy
we can deduce that x ® y is the unique prime filter containing x + y.

Firstly we show z4+y C x ® 5. Let ¢ € x and v € y be given. By definition
¢+ 1) is the sentence X (dwel(X) A ¢X ApX") € LT. But now recall that z ®y
is the theory of M ® N for any M = x and N |= y (see corollary . Then
consider the element A = (T, L) € M®N. This element A is clearly downwards
closed, MQN [ Al ¢, and M @ N | A€ |= 4. Therefore M @ N |= ¢ + 1, and
hence ¢+ € x ® y.

To finish off we show that  ® y C (v +y). We will in fact show that
each sentence n € r ® y is equivalent over Tyyrin) to a finite disjunction of
sentences contained in z 4 7. For this we will use the Fraisse-Hintikka theorem
(see [Hod93] Theorem 3.3.2) in a similar way as we did in proposition[3.10] Take
N € £ ® y, this means there are M |= a2 and N |= y such that M @ N = 7. We
want to show that there exist m € N, ¢1, ..., ¢m, and 91, ..., ¥, such that for

1=1,...,m,

Tham) =14 \/ (6 + ).

i=1
Without loss of generalityﬂ we can assume that 7 is unnested of quantifier rank
k € N. The equivalence relation ~; has finitely many equivalence classes, each

of which is axiomatised by an Zg-sentence. By theorem ® is a well defined

*Recall that if L is a lattice and S C L is a subset then (S) is the filter generated by S,

ie. () =Upenia € L:a> A}, s; for some s1,...,sn € S}.
tSee [Hod93] Corollary 2.6.1 pp 59.
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operation on the set of equivalence classes for ~;. Now take the finite disjunction
of all sentences of the form ¢+ 1 where ¢, 1 each axiomatise equivalence classes
of =, which ® sends to an equivalence class of ~; containing a model of 7. This

disjunction is equivalent to 1 over Tyrin) S0 We are done. O

Theorem 5.14.

(So, ®) is the free profinite monoid on one generator.
Proof. Combine corollary and theorem [5.13] O

Now the reader is invited to think about theorem [5.14] and remark [4.10

together.

29



References

[Alm+20]

[BS73)]

[BSS3]

[Dau07]

[Dek08]

[Doe87]

[GGP10]

[GJ94]

[Gol89]

J. Almeida et al. “Free Profinite Monoids, Semigroups and Groups”.
In: Profinite Semigroups and Symbolic Dynamics. Cham: Springer

International Publishing, 2020, pp. 87-137 (cit. on pp. .

J. R. Blichi and D. Siefkes. “Axiomatization of the monadic second
order theory of wi”. In: The monadic second order theory of all
countable ordinals (Decidable theories, II). 1973, 129-217. Lecture
Notes in Math., Vol. 328 (cit. on p. [2)).

J. R. Biichi and D. Siefkes. “The complete extensions of the monadic

second order theory of countable ordinals”. In: Z. Math. Logik Grund-
lag. Math. 29.4 (1983), pp. 289-312 (cit. on p. .

J. W. Dauben. “Chinese Mathematics”. In: The Mathematics of

Egypt, Mesopotamia, China, India, and Islam: A Sourcebook. Ed. by
V. J. K. (ed.) Princeton University Press, 2007. Chap. 3, pp. 187—
384 (cit. on p. [L7).

M. Dekkers. “Stone duality: An application in the theory of formal
languages”. MA thesis. Radboud University Nijmegen, 2008 (cit. on
b [9).

K. Doets. “Completeness and definability : applications of the Ehren-
feucht game in second-order and intensional logic”. PhD thesis. Uni-
versiteit van Amsterdam, 1987 (cit. on p. .

M. Gehrke, S. Grigorieff, and J-E. Pin. “A Topological Approach to
Recognition”. In: Automata, Languages and Programming. Ed. by

S. Abramsky et al. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg,
2010, pp. 151-162 (cit. on pp. .

M. Gehrke and B. Jénsson. “Bounded distributive lattices with op-
erators”. In: Math. Japon. 40.2 (1994), pp. 207-215 (cit. on p. .

R. Goldblatt. “Varieties of complex algebras”. In: Ann. Pure Appl.
Logic 44.3 (1989), pp. 173-242 (cit. on pp. 25)).

30



[GS19]

[Hang3]

[Hod93]

[JT51]

[JT52]

[KNO1]

[SheT75]

[Vii20]

S. J. van Gool and B. Steinberg. “Pro-aperiodic monoids via satu-

rated models”. In: Israel J. Math. 234.1 (2019), pp. 451-498 (cit. on
pp- 3} [15).
G. Hansoul. “A duality for Boolean algebras with operators”. In:

Algebra Universalis 17.1 (1983), pp. 34-49 (cit. on pp. .

W. Hodges. Model theory. Vol. 42. Encyclopedia of Mathematics
and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993,
pp. xiv+772 (cit. on pp. @ .

B. Jénsson and A. Tarski. “Boolean algebras with operators. I”. In:

Amer. J. Math. 73 (1951), pp. 891-939 (cit. on p. 24).

B. Jénsson and A. Tarski. “Boolean algebras with operators. I1”.

In: Amer. J. Math. 74 (1952), pp. 127-162 (cit. on p. 24).

B. Khoussainov and A. Nerode. Automata Theory and its Applica-
tions. Birkhauser Boston, 2001 (cit. on p. .

S. Shelah. “The monadic theory of order”. In: Ann. of Math. (2)
102.3 (1975), pp. 379-419 (cit. on p. [7).

J. Vaananen. “Second-order and Higher-order Logic”. In: The Stan-
ford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. Ed. by E. N. Zalta. Fall 2020. Meta-
physics Research Lab, Stanford University, 2020 (cit. on p. [5)).

FE-mail address: deacon.linkhorn@manchester.ac.uk

Personal website: http://www.deaconlinkhorn.com

31


http://www.deaconlinkhorn.com

	1 Introduction.
	2 Preliminaries, the base theory Tbase.
	3 The axiomatisation TMFin.
	4 The completions of TMFin.
	5 Extended Stone duality and the free profinite monoid on one generator.
	References

