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PROJECTIVE AND EXTERNAL SATURATION PROBLEM FOR POSETS
DOMOTOR PALVOLGYI AND BALAZS PATKOS

ABSTRACT. We introduce two variants of the poset saturation problem. For a poset P and
the Boolean lattice B,,, a family F of sets, not necessarily from B,,, is projective P-saturated
if (i) it does not contain any strong copies of P, (ii) for any G € B,, \ F, the family F U {G}
contains a strong copy of P, and (iii) for any two different F, F’ € F we have FN[n] # F'N[n].
Ordinary strongly P-saturated families, i.e., subfamilies F required to be from B,, satisfying
(i) and (ii), automatically satisfy (iii) as they lie within B,. We study what phenomena
are valid both for the ordinary saturation number sat*(n, P) and the projective saturation
number Tsat(n, P), the size of the smallest projective P-saturated family.

Note that the projective saturation number might differ for a poset and its dual. We also
introduce an even more relaxed and symmetric version of poset saturation, external saturation.
We conjecture that all finite posets have bounded external saturation number, and prove this
in some special cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this short note, we add several new notions and some related results to the growing
literature of poset saturation problems. B,, = (2["}, C) denotes the Boolean poset of dimension
n.

We say that a family G C B, is a weak copy of a poset P if there exists a bijective poset-
homomorphism from P to G, and G is a strong copy of P if there exists a poset-isomorphism
between P and G. A family that does not contain a weak / strong copy of P is called weak /
strong P-free. The extremal numbers La(n, P) and La*(n, P) denote the maximum number
of sets in a weak / strong P-free family F C B,. In the past four decades, there have been
a huge interest in determining (the asymptotics of) these parameters. For a survey, see [7] or
[6, Chapter 7].

The first instance of the corresponding saturation problem was introduced in [5], and the
general problem was formalized in [3]: Let sat(n, P) / sat*(n, P) denote the minimum size
of a weak / strong P-free family F C B,, such that {G} U F contains a weak / strong copy
of P for any G € B, \ F. So far research has mainly focused on the cases when P is an
antichain [T} 2], 3], a chain [5] 12], from a special subclass of posets [3], or sporadic particular
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posets [3, 8, O] 11]. A general dichotomy phenomenon was stated first in [10]: For any poset
P, sat*(n, P) is either bounded by a constant or grows at least as a logarithmic function of n.
This was recently improved as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Freschi, Sharifzadeh, Spiga, Treglown [4]). For any poset P, either there exists
a constant ¢ such that sat*(n, P) < ¢ holds for all n or we have sat*(n, P) = Q(y/n).

In [10], it was shown that for any poset P we have sat(n, P) < ¢p for some constant cp
depending only on P and not on n.

1.1. Projective saturation. The constant upper bounds of [10] and Theorem [Tl tell us that
the “(size of the) underlying set might not matter.” This leads us to the idea to allow the
saturated families F to contain arbitrary sets, while keeping the aim that every G € B, \ F
should create a copy of the forbidden poset P. Will this change make strong saturation
numbers constant, or will proofs become easier in this more general setting?

As sat(n, P) is always bounded by a constant, from here on, all copies of any poset in this
note are going to be strong copies unless otherwise stated. The formal definition is as follows.
Note that N does not really play any role.

Definition 1.2. A family F C By is projective P-saturated for B, if
(i) Fis P-free,
(ii) for any G € B, \ F, the family F U {G} contains a copy of P,
(ili) for any two different F, F' € F, we have 7(F) := F N [n] # F' N [n] = n(F").
The minimum size that a projective P-saturated family for B, can have is denoted by
Tsat(n, P). By definition, we have msat(n, P) < sat*(n, P).

Observe that if we omit the last condition of Definition [.2, then the problem becomes a
lot less interesting.

Proposition 1.3. For any poset P, the saturation number satisfying only conditions (i) and
(ii) of Definition[L2 is |P| or |P| — 1, depending on whether P contains a smallest element
or not, provided that 2" is at least this big.

We will be interested in what statements on sat*(n, P) remain true for msat(n, P), and
whether those that do, will need a new proof or not. Our first observation is that both the
proof of the weaker dichotomy statement of [10] and that of Theorem [T work word-by-word
in this scenario.

Theorem 1.4. For any poset P either there exists a constant ¢, p such that Tsat*(n, P) < c, p
holds for all n or we have Tsat*(n, P) = Q(y/n).

The interested reader can find the proof of Theorem [[L4in Appendix[Al On the other hand,
we will show that the class of posets P for which msat(n, P) is constant is a strict superclass
of those for which sat*(n, P) is constant.

We denote by A the k-element antichain, and by C} the k-element chain. The fork Vi,
the cherry Ag, and the diamond Dy have point sets {a, by, ba, ..., bx}, {b1, b2, ..., b, c}, and
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F1GURE 1. Hasse diagrams of Vy, A, and Dy

{a,b1,bs, ..., by, c}, respectively, with a < b; < ¢ for all i = 1,2... k and the b;’s forming an
antichain (see Figure [).

All of Ag, Vi, and Dy have unbounded sat*-value if & > 2. This was shown in [3] using
the so-called unique cover twin property (UCTP). A poset P has UCTP if whenever ¢ is the
unique cover of p in z, then there exists an element z € P, not equal to p, of which the only
cover is also ¢. The next proposition shows that Tsat(n, P) can be bounded for posets with
UCTP. For a poset P, we denote by kP the poset obtained by k pairwise incomparable copies
of P. The unboundedness of sat*(n, 2C3) (where 2C} is the union of two incomparable chains
on two elements each) was shown in [10].

Proposition 1.5.
(i) For any k > 2, we have Tsat(n, A\y), Tsat(n, Di) < 2k + 1.
(ii) We have Tsat(n,2Cy) <8

On the other hand, we show that if P = A, for some k > 2, then there does not exist any
projective Aj-saturated family that is not simply Ag-saturated.

Proposition 1.6. For any k > 1, if F is projective Ayy1-saturated for B, then F C B,,. In
particular, Tsat(n, Axi1) = sat*(n, Axi1).

Although the UCTP proof of [3] does not remain valid in the context of Tsat(n, P), with
some extra work, however, one can save the argument for V. The next proposition, together
with Proposition [[L5] shows that another phenomenon of sat* does not hold for Tsat: if P”
is the dual of P obtained by reversing all relations of P, then by taking complements of P-
saturated families, it is clear that sat*(n, P) = sat*(n, PP) holds for all P, but we can have
Tsat*(n, P) # wsat*(n, PP).

Proposition 1.7. For any n, we have Tsat(n,V) = sat*(n,V) = n+ 1.
For any k > 2, we have Tsat(n, Vi) = Q(y/n).

1.2. External saturation. As wsat(n,V) # Tsat(n,A), it is natural to attempt to find a
more symmetric variant of projective saturation, for example, by fixing some AB,, = {AUB :
B € B,} for some A C {n+1,..., N}, and requiring saturation only in AB,. Again, N does
not really play any role.
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Definition 1.8. A family F C By is external P-saturated for B,, if there exists A C [n+1, N]
such that
(i) Fis P-free,

(ii) for any G € AB,, \ F, the family F U {G} contains a copy of P,

(iii) for any two different F, F' € F, we have n(F) := F'N[n] # F' N [n] = n(F’).
The minimum size that an external P-saturated family for AB, can have is denoted by
msat(n, P). Observe that if F C By is external P-saturated for AB,, then F = {[N]\ F :
F € F} is external PP-saturated for A'B,, where A’ = [N]\ ([n] U A). Thus, we have
msat(n, P) < min{wsat(n, P), Tsat(n, PP)}.

The proof of the dichotomy results Theorem [L.T and Theorem [L.4] remain valid for external
saturation, but since surprisingly we do not have an example of P with unbounded external
saturation number, we have the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.9. wsat(n, P) < Cp for every P for some Cp independent of n.

However, it is easy to see that the class of posets for which wsat(P,n) is bounded by a
constant is a strict superclass of those posets for which msat(n, P) is a constant. This follows
by considering Vj for which wsat(n,Vy) = Q(y/n) by Proposition [LT, but wsat(n, V) <
Tsat(n, Ax) < 2k + 1 by Proposition [[LH It is again not hard to see that there exist posets P
for which both wsat(n, P) and wsat(n, PP) are unbounded, but wsat(n, P) is bounded by a
constant. The simplest such poset is the antichain Ay for any k& > 2.

Proposition 1.10. wsat(n, Ay) =k — 1 for all k and n.

Proof. Let N =n+ 2 and A = {n + 1}. Take any antichain X with k£ — 1 elements from B,
and let F = {FU{n+2} | FF € X}. This is clearly Ai-free, and it is also Aj-saturated for
AB,,, as each element of AB, is incomparable to each element of F. O

Our final contribution is a class of height 2 posets for which we can prove Conjecture [L.9]
by constructing external saturated families of constant size. It is easy to see that if the
comparability graph of P contains an isolated vertex or an isolated edge, then Tsat(n, P) =
|P| — 1 provided 2" > |P| — 1 (we do not need h(P) = 2 for this). Indeed, we can have
N =n+2, A= {n+1}, then if p € P is an isolated vertex and G C 2" is a copy of
P\ {p}, then {GU {n+ 2} : G € G} is external P-saturated for AB,. Similarly, if P has a
Cy-component, and G C 2" is a copy of P\ Oy, then {{n +1}} U{GU{n+2} : G € G} is
external P-saturated for AB,,.

Let P = P, U P, be a height two poset with P; being the set of minimal elements of P and
P, = P\ P; being the set of maximal, but not also minimal, elements. We say that a height
2 family F = F; U Fy C B, is almost saturated if it is P-free and adding any F' € B, \ F
creates a weak copy of P that is almost strong, in the following sense. If F'is on the top level
of the copy, it might have extra containment relations with the members of F5, while if F' is
on the bottom level, it might have extra containment relations with the members of F;, but
otherwise all containments are exactly the same as in P.
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Proposition 1.11. Suppose that for some height two, isolated Cy-free poset P we have an
almost saturated family F = F1 U Fy. Then wsat(n, P) < 2|F| for every n.

This can be applied to K, the poset whose Hasse-diagram is a complete bipartite graph
on s + t vertices.

Corollary 1.12. wsat(n, Ky;) < 4(s+t— 1) for all s,t,n.

We could also prove Conjecture for some other specific posets, but we do not have any
other interesting general result.

2. PROOFS

Proof of Proposition[L3 If 2" < |P|, then P € B,, so F = B, is saturated.

Otherwise, |P| — 1 is clearly a lower bound, as if F consists of at most |P| — 2 sets, then
FU{G} cannot contain any copies of a poset of size |P|. Also, if P does not contain a smallest
element, then the empty set does not help to create any copy of P, and thus it must be an
additional element of any P-saturated family.

On the other hand, fix a minimal element p € P and a copy F C By of P\ {p} such that
0 #A#FcCc{n+1,...,N} forall FeF, ie, n(F)=0foral F e Fbut ) ¢ F. Also fix a
bijection f: P\ {p} — F. Then G :={f(q) : p £ ¢} U{[n]U f(q) : p < q} U {0} P-saturates
any H € B, \ G with H playing the role of p for any H. For example, if P = A, then we
can take F = {{n+ 1},{n+ 1,n+2}}, and G = {{n + 1}, [n + 2],0}. Moreover, if P has a
smallest element, then even G \ {(} will P-saturate — note that in this case all elements of G
contain [n]. O

Proof of Proposition[I.J. The same construction works for Dy and A, proving (1). Let

For =10, [n+k—1],2k =2JU{n+ k}}U{{i,n+ i}, {k—1+4+in+k}:i=1,2,...k—1}.
Observe that F, j consists of 2 incomparable A,_; posets, plus the @), so it is Ax- and thus
Dy-free. Furthermore, if F € B,\ ({0} U{{i}:i=1,2,...,k—1}), then F,[n+k—1], {{i,n+
i} i =1,2,...,k — 1} form a copy of Ay (and together with () a copy of Dy). Finally,
{7}, 2k =2]u{n+k},{{k—1+i,n+k}:i=1,2,... k—1} form a copy of Ay (together with

0 a copy of Dy) for any j =1,2,...,k— 1. So F, is indeed projective A~ and Dy-saturated
for B,,.

To prove (2), we can take the followng projective 2Cs-saturated family of size 8:

0,{3},{1,2},{2,3}, {2,n +1},{1,2,3,n+ 1}, [n] \ {2}, [n + 1]\ {1}.

It can be verified with a similar simple case analysis, which we omit here, that this family is
indeed projective 2Cs-saturated for B,,. O

Proof of Proposition[1.6. Suppose that there exists a family F that is projective Ay i-saturated
for B,, such that F' € F\ B,,. Let us pick F such that |F'| is minimal over all F’ € F\B,,. As F
is Ayy1-free, one can partition F into & many chains C; = {C] C C3 C --- C C'Z-lj},Cg, oo Cr,
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and assume that Fis the jth set in C;. Then by the minimality of |F|, we have C}_; € B,, and
as m(A) # 7(B) for all A, B € F, we must have Cj_; C 7(F). Also, n(F) ¢ F as F' € F\ B,.
But then 7(F') can be added to C; and so F U {7(F)} is still a union of k chains and thus
Api1-free. This contradiction finishes the proof. U

Proof of Proposition[1.7. For the upper bound, observe that for any k& < n we have Tsat(n, Vi) <
sat*(n, Vi) < n+ 1 shown by the family (Jﬁ_l) ={FCn]:|F|>n-1}.

The beginning of the proof of both lower bounds is the same. Let F be a projective V-
saturated family for B,,. We write F'* = FNB, and F°“ = F\B,. We start with a claim that
states that every pair A € F", B € F°“ is incomparable. Clearly, we cannot have B C A.

Claim 2.1. There does not exist any pair A € F, B € F°“ with A C B.

Proof. Suppose there are such A and B, and consider such a pair that minimizes |7(B)| over
all such pairs. As B € F, we have m(B) ¢ F, so there exist Fj, Fy, ..., F, € F such that
7w(B), F1, ..., Fy form a copy of Vi. If m(B) is the root of this copy, then A, Fi, ..., F} form
a copy of V in F—a contradiction. If w(B) is not the root but, say, F} is, then the only way
how B, Fy, Iy, ..., F}, would not form a copy of V, is F; C B for some 2 < ¢ < k. But then
F; ¢ B,, would contradict the choice of B, while F; € B,, would mean F; C w(B) contradicting
that Fy, Fy, ..., F, m(B) form a copy of Vi with F} being the root, as then F; and 7 (B) should
be incomparable. O

Claim 1] implies that if @ € F, then F = F™ and thus |F| > sat*(n, Vi).
Claim 2.2. The set [n] belongs to F.

Proof. Suppose not. Then [n], F}, Fs, ..., F} is a copy of Vi for some Fy, Fy, ... F, € F. If
[n] is the root, then 7(F;) = [n] for all i—a contradiction as k > 2. If, say, Fj is the root,
then Fy € F™ as Fy C [n], while for all other ¢ we must have F; € F°“ as [n] and F; must be
incomparable. But then ' C F; contradicts Claim 2.1 O

Next, we prove Tsat(n, Vi) = Q(y/n). Asin [3], it is enough to prove that for any z,y € [n],
there exists F' € F with |F N {z,y}| = 1. We borrow ideas from [3| Lemma 8]. Suppose
towards a contradiction that for some x,y € [n], we have that for any F' € F the size of
Fn{z,y} is either 0 or 2. We will show that then F N{z,y} =0 for all F € F, which would
contradict Claim 2.2l So let us fix a minimum size S such that S, , := SU{z,y} € F.

Observe first that whenever F' € F is incomparable to S, := S U {z}, then so are F' and
Szy- Indeed, if |[F'N {z,y}| =0, then the incomparability of F' and S, yields the existence of
an element z € F'\ S, , and thus F and S, , are incomparable. If F' D {z,y}, then by choice
of S, we have |F| > |S,,|, and thus the only possibility for comparability is £ O S, , D S;,
which contradicts the incomparability of F' and S,.

As F N {x,y} has size 0 or 2 for all F' € F, we know that S, ¢ F, and thus there exists
F' C F such that {S,} UF’ is a copy of Vi. We claim that if F' € F’ covers S, in the poset
structure of {S;} U F’, then F' covers S, , in the poset structure of {S,,} U F'. Indeed, the
only problem could be when S, is the root of the copy {S,} UF" of V. So all F' € F’ contains
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x and thus y. As they are incomparable, they all must properly contain S, ,. These state-
ments and the previous paragraph imply that {5, ,} U F’ is a copy of Vi, which contradicts
the Vy-free property of F.

Next, we prove the lower bound Tsat(n,V) > n+ 1. Consider the family 7(F°*) = {n(F) :
F € F°“} and the downset D generated by 7(F°“), i.e., D = {G : IF € F°* such that G C
7(F)}. Observe that FND = () by Claim 2Tl So F* C U := B, \D. Also, for any G € U\ F,
in the copy G, F, F’ of V, we must have F, F’ € F. Indeed, by the definition of U, G is
only comparable to sets in F*, and Claim 2.1 ensures that then both F, F” must belong to F™.

The remainder of the proof is a slight modification of that in [3] showing sat*(n, V) = n+1,
which we include here for completeness. Our goal is to define an injection f : (nﬁ}l) — F\{[n]}.

If we manage to do so, then Claim 2.2 ensures |F| > n+ 1. If for some G € (n[ﬁ]l) there exists
F € F with n(F) = G (in particular, if G € F), then we let f(G) = F. Otherwise, there
exist F, F’ € F™ that form a copy of V with G. As [n] is the only one set in F™ that contains
G, G cannot be the root of this copy, so we can assume that the root is F. Let us pick F, F’
such that |F’| is minimal. We let f(G) = F.

To show that f is an injection, denote by x the element for which G = [n]\ {z}. Following
13], we show that F' = FU{z}. As F' € G, we have x € F'. Define F’, = F’\ {z}. Suppose
for contradiction that F' # F’ . It is clear that ' C F’ , as ¢ ¢ ' C F’. By the minimality
of F', then F’, ¢ F. Since F is projective V-saturated, F U {F” } contains a copy of V. As
F € Fand F C F’,, in this copy F’, cannot be the smallest element, or we could replace
it with F', contradicting that F is V-free. So we have some H C F’ and H’ ,@ F' in F
such that H C H'. As F', H, H' cannot form a V, we have H" C F’. Since H' ¢ F’, but
H' C F' = F/, U{z}, we can conclude that € H" and thus H' ¢ G. But H C F’, C G, so
G, H, H' form a V, contradicting the minimality of |F’|. Thus, F' = F'U{z}. In other words,
it = f([n]\ {x}) for some z, then F U {z} € F.

To finish the proof of the injectivity of f, assume for a contradiction that f([n] \ {z})

F = f([n]\ {y}). But then F, FU{z}, F U{y} form a V, contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition[I.11. Let N = n + 3, and set A = {n + 3}. Our external P-saturated
family G will consist of four parts, G = G;UG] UG, UG,, defined as follows, using the shorthand
F+A={FUA|F e F}.

g1 = Fi,

Gi=F+{n+1},

Gy=Fo+{n+1,n+2}

Go=Fo+{n+1,n+2n+3}

Note that G N AB,, = (), that the relations among G; and G] form |F;| isolated Cy’s, while the
relations among Gy and G} form |F;| isolated Cy’s, and the relations among G; and G; are the
same as among F; and Fy, where G is either G; or G..
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First, we show that G is P-free. Suppose for contradiction that it contains a g(P) copy of
P. If for some F € Gy N g(P) we have FF'U {n + 1} € G| N g(P), then these would form an
isolated Cy in g(P), as they are comparable to the same sets of G, and G5, and P has only two
levels. But this is impossible as P is Cy-free. Otherwise, we can suppose that g(P) N G! =0,
as we can replace each set with a respective one from G;. Thus, g(P) C G; U G, but G; and
G> have the same relations as F; and F», and F is P-free. Therefore, g(P) cannot be a copy
of P.

Next, suppose that we add some G = FU A € AB, to G. Consider an f(P) weak but
almost strong copy of P that F' € B, creates when we add it to F. We will show how to
turn this into a g(P) strong copy of P for G. Without loss of generality, assume that F' is on
the top level of f(P). Then G will also be on the top level. For all other top level sets in
f(P), add {n+ 1,n + 2} to them, obtaining sets from Gj. The bottom level of f(P) remains
unchanged, those sets are from G;. This finishes the description of g(P).

As the containment relations among G; and G/ are the same as the relations among F; and
F>. The contaiment relations of G' and G; are also the same as the relations among I’ and F;.
Finally, there are no containments between G and G,. Thus, g(P) is indeed a strong copy of
P, as f(P) was an almost strong copy. O

Proof of Corollary[1.12. 1f s =t =1, the statement is trivial.
Othwerwise, we can choose F = F; U Fs, where
Fi={{1},... . {s+t—1}},

Fo={In\{1},....[n]\ {s+t—1}}]

By the pigeonhole principle, F; U F; is K -free.

Adding any F' € B, to F will create an almost strong copy of K ;. Indeed, if |FN[s+t—1]| >
s, then F' contains some s sets of Fj, which are further contained in some ¢ — 1 sets of JF3,
while if [FN[s+t—1]] < s—1, then F' is contained in some ¢ sets of F», which further contain
some s — 1 sets of J;. ]
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APPENDIX A.

Proof of Theorem[I.4 As we mentioned, the proof follows word-by-word that in [4]. Suppose
first that for every ¢ € n and every F that is projective P-saturated for B,, there exist
F,F’ € F with F'\ F' = {i}. Then, clearly, |F|(|]F| — 1) > n and thus |F| > /n.

So we can assume that there exists ng and a family F that is projective P-saturated for
B, such that {no} # F \ F’ for any F,F’ € F. Although in the definition of projective
saturation, we required F C By for some arbitrary large N, for convenience we assume that
Urer £ = [no] U A, where A is disjoint with the set of integers. Then for any n > ng, we
define a bijection f = f, : 244r0l — 24V that “blows up” ng into n — ng elements as

f(F):{F if ng ¢ F,

and let F,, = {f(F): F € F}. Cleatly, |F,| = |F|. So if we can prove that F, is projective
P-saturated for B,,, then msat(n, P) < max{msat(m, P) : m < ng}. By definition, the poset
structure of F and F,, are the same, so F,, is P-free as so is F.

We are left to prove that for any G' € 2"\ F, there exists a copy of P in F U {G}. We
distinguish four cases.

Case I. G C [ng — 1]

Then f(G) = G, and so G ¢ F as otherwise it would also belong to F,,. So F U {G}
contains a copy G of P and as f is a poset-isomorphism, f[G] is a copy of P in F, U {G}.

Cask II. G 2 [ng,n]

Then for G* := G N [ng] C [ng], we have f(G*) = G and thus G* ¢ F, and so F U {G*}
contains a copy G of P. But then f[G] is a copy of P in F, U{G}.

Case III. no € G,3j € [no + 1,n] \ G

We need the following claim.

FUl[no+1,n] ifng € F,

Claim A.1. Either F,, U {G} contains a copy of P or
(1) there exists F} € F with ng € I} C G,
and
(2) there exists Fy € F with ng ¢ Fy, GN[ng — 1] C F5.
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Proof. Suppose first we do not have F} € F satisfying (1). In particular, Gy := G N [ng] ¢ F,
so F U{G;} contains a copy G; of P with G; € G;. Now the containment relation of G; and
any F' € F is the same as that of G and f(F') unless F' is a subset of G; C G containing
ng. So either we find F; with the required property, or {G} U f[G1 \ {G1}] is a copy of P in
F. U{G}.

Suppose next we do not have Fy € F satisfying (2). In particular, Gy := G N [ng — 1] ¢ F,
so F U{Gy} contains a copy Gy of P with Gy € G,. Now the containment relation of G5 and
any F' € F is the same as that of G and f(F') unless F' is a superset of G5 not containing
ng. So either we find F, with the required property or {G} U f[G2 \ {G2}] is a copy of P in
Fn U{G}. O

As Claim [A ] implies either the existence of Fy, F» with F} \ Fo = {ng} or a copy of P in
Fn. U{G}, we conclude to the latter as the assumption of Theorem [[.4] states that there are
no such Fi, 5 in F.

Caske IV. ng ¢ G, Elj S [TLQ + 1,”] NG

Consider G* := G\ {j} U {no}. By Cask III, F, U {G*} contains a copy G* of P with
G € G*. All sets in F,, are either disjoint to [ng, n|, or contain [ng,n|, so G and G* have the
same comparability to all sets in F,,, therefore G*\ {G*} U{G} is a copy of P in F,,U{G}. O

ELTE EOTv0OS LORAND UNIVERSITY AND ALFRED RENYI INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, BUDAPEST
Email address: dom@cs.elte.hu

ALFRED RENYI INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, BUDAPEST
Email address: patkos@renyi.hu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Projective saturation
	1.2. External saturation

	2. Proofs
	References
	Appendix A. 

