
ON N-DEPENDENT GROUPS AND FIELDS III. MULTILINEAR
FORMS AND INVARIANT CONNECTED COMPONENTS

ARTEM CHERNIKOV AND NADJA HEMPEL

Abstract. We develop some model theory of multi-linear forms, generalizing Granger
in the bi-linear case. In particular, after proving a quantifier elimination result, we show
that for an NIP field K, the theory of infinite dimensional non-degenerate alternating
n-linear spaces over K is strictly n-dependent; and it is NSOP1 if K is. This relies on
a new Composition Lemma for functions of arbitrary arity and NIP relations (which
in turn relies on certain higher arity generalizations of Sauer-Shelah lemma). We also
study the invariant connected components G∞ in n-dependent groups, demonstrating
their relative absoluteness in the abelian case.
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1. Introduction

In this article we study groups, fields and related structures satisfying a model-theoretic
tameness condition called n-dependence, for n ∈ N, continuing [35, 12, 13], as well as de-
velop further the pure theory of n-dependent structures and some related combinatorics,
contributing to the emerging higher classification theory. The class of n-dependent the-
ories was introduced by Shelah in [53], with the 1-dependent (or just dependent) case
corresponding to the class of NIP theories that has attracted a lot of attention recently.
Roughly speaking, n-dependence of a theory guarantees that the edge relation of an in-
finite generic (n + 1)-hypergraph is not definable in its models (see Definition 2.1). For
n ≥ 2, we say that a theory is strictly n-dependent if it is n-dependent, but not (n− 1)-
dependent. Basic properties of n-dependent theories are investigated in [15], where in
particular the numeric parameter VCn-dimension for families of subsets of n-fold prod-
uct spaces (whose finiteness characterizes n-dependence in the same way as finiteness of
VC-dimension characterizes NIP [46]) is defined and investigated quantitatively, includ-
ing a higher arity version of Sauer-Shelah lemma for VCn dimension [15, Proposition 3.9]
(where the case n = 1 corresponds to the usual Sauer-Shelah lemma and VC-dimension,
see Section 3.3). Since then, the study of VCn-dimension, or higher VC-theory, has found
deep connections to hypergraph combinatorics [19, 56, 55, 20].

In Section 2, we develop some basic model theory of multilinear forms, viewed as struc-
tures with two sorts for the vector space and for the field, generalizing (and correcting)
some influential work of Granger [32] in the case n = 2. In Section 2.1 we consider possible
generalizations of non-degeneracy from bilinear forms to n-linear forms, for an arbitrary
n ∈ N≥2. Several notions of non-degeneracy for multi-linear forms appear in the litera-
ture, see e.g. [30, 36, 41], but differ from the one that we consider here and that works well
in the alternating case. We consider multilinear spaces as two-sorted structures (V,K) in
the language LKθ,f containing the field language on K, functions for vector addition on V
and scalar multiplication on V ×K, function ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n : V n → K for the n-linear form,
an m-ary relation symbol θm(v1, . . . , vm) expressing that v1, . . . , vm ∈ V are K-linearly
independent for each m, and for each p and i ≤ p, a function fpi (v; v1, . . . , vp) = λi if
v1, . . . , vp are linearly independent and v =

∑p
i=1 λivi for some λi ∈ K (see Definition

2.10). Our main model theoretic result is the following:

Theorem (Theorem 2.19). For any n ≥ 1 and field K, the theory AltT
K
n of infinite

dimensional alternating non-degenerate n-linear spaces over K has quantifier elimination
in the language LKθ,f , and is complete. If K is finite, then AltT

K
n is ω-categorical (Remark

2.20).

In the bilinear case, Granger [32, Corollary 9.2.3] incorrectly claimed quantifier elimina-
tion in a smaller language without the coordinate functions fpi . A corrected language was
suggested by Dugald Macpherson who pointed out the error, by analogy with Delon’s
quantifier elimination in pairs of algebraically closed fields [25] (see also the discussion
in [26] in the paragraph after Definition 2.7). While this paper was in preparation, a
more general version of the ω-categorical case was developed using Fraïssé constructions
in [34] (see also related papers [8, 33, 49]); and the bilinear case of Theorem 2.19 was also
considered in [1].
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Bilinear forms play an important role in the study of n-dependent theories up to date,
and in fact until recently all known “algebraic” examples of strictly n-dependent theories
with n ≥ 2 looked like bilinear forms over finite fields. Namely, it was observed in [35]
that the theory of a bilinear form on an infinite dimensional vector space over a finite field
is strictly 2-dependent; smoothly approximable structures [11] are 2-dependent (see [15,
Example 2.2(4)]) and coordinatizable via bilinear forms over finite fields; and the strictly
n-dependent pure groups constructed in [12] using Mekler’s construction are essentially of
this form as well, using Baudisch’s interpretation of Mekler’s construction in alternating
bilinear maps [5]. In the previous paper, we demonstrated that finite fields can be replaced
by arbitrary NIP fields for n = 2:

Fact 1.1. [13, Theorem 6.3] Let T be a theory of bilinear forms on infinite dimensional
vector spaces over K eliminating quantifiers in the language LKθ,f . Then T is 2-dependent
if and only if Th(K) is dependent.

The two main ingredients were Granger’s quantifier elimination for bilinear forms, and
what we called the Composition Lemma ([13, Theorem 5.12]) showing that the composi-
tion of a relation definable in an NIP structure with arbitrary binary functions remains
2-dependent.

In Section 3 we obtain a generalization of the Composition Lemma for functions of
arbitrary arity:

Theorem (Composition Lemma, Theorem 3.24). Let M be an L′-structure such that its
reduct to a sublanguage L ⊆ L′ is NIP. Let d, k ∈ N, φ(x1, . . . , xd) be an L-formula, and
(y0, . . . , yk) be arbitrary k+1 tuples of variables. For each 1 ≤ t ≤ d, let 0 ≤ it1, . . . , i

t
k ≤ k

be arbitrary, and let ft : My
it1

× . . . × My
it
k

→ Mxt be an arbitrary L′-definable k-ary

function. Then the L′-formula

ψ (y0; y1, . . . , yk) := φ
(
f1

(
yi11 , . . . , yi1k

)
, . . . , fd

(
yid1
, . . . , yidk

))
is k-dependent in M.

Our proof of this theorem for n = 2 in [13] utilized an infinite type-counting criterion for
2-dependence involving the function ded(κ) and types realized cofinally often over mutu-
ally indiscernible sequences ([13, Section 5.1]), combined with a set-theoretic absoluteness
argument. There does not seem to be a natural way to generalize it to higher n. Here we
give a purely combinatorial proof for arbitrary n ∈ ω. First we provide some preliminaries
on (finitary versions of) shrinking of indiscernible sequences and generalize it to indis-
cernible arrays in NIP theories in Section 3.1 (utilizing uniform definability of types over
finite sets in NIP theories [17]). In Section 3.2 we recall basic properties of n-dependent
formulas and a characterization of n-dependence in terms of generalized indiscernibles
from [15]. In Section 3.3 we provide a finitary type-counting criterion for n-dependence
using the aforementioned generalization of Sauer-Shelah lemma for VCn-dimension from
[15], modeled on the infinitary type-counting criterion for 2-dependence from [13]:

Theorem (see Proposition 3.21 for a precise statement). A formula φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) is k-
dependent if and only if given any tuple b ∈ Mx and finite mutually indiscernible sequences
I1, . . . , Ik−1, Ik with I1, . . . , Ik−1 of length n and Ik much longer, there is a large interval J
of Ik with fewer than maximal possible number (more precisely, ≤ 2n

k−1−ε) of φ(y)-types
over b, I1, . . . , Ik−1, Ik realized in J .

In Section 3.4 we prove an Array Shattering Lemma for k-ary arrays in NIP structures,
which we view as a natural generalization of the Sauer-Shelah lemma from binary to higher
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arity relations definable in NIP structures. We only state it here in the case k = 2, and
refer to Lemma 3.23(2) for the precise statement of the general case (and its “dynamic”
version with an additional moving parameter used in the inductive proof, Lemma 3.23(1);
see also illustrations in the proof of Lemma 3.23).

Theorem (Array Shattering Lemma, Lemma 3.23(2) for k = 2). Assume that an L-
structure M is NIP. For every formula φ(y1, y2, y3) ∈ L there exist some n′ ∈ N and
ε ∈ R>0 satisfying the following. Let n ≥ n′ and δ̄ = (δi1,i2 : ī ∈ [n]2) be an array of
tuples with δi1,i2 ∈ My3 . For any sequences ζ̄1 = (ζ1i : i ∈ [n]) with ζ1i ∈ My1 and
ζ̄2 = (ζ2i : i ∈ [n]) with ζ2i ∈ My2, define

Sφ,δ̄
ζ̄1,ζ̄2

:=
{
(i1, i2) ∈ [n]2 : M |= φ

(
ζ1i2 , ζ

2
i1 , δi1,i2

)}
.

Then the family of sets

Fφ,δ̄ =
{
Sφ,δ̄
ζ̄1,ζ̄2

⊆ [n]2 : ζ̄1, ζ̄2 arbitrary sequences
}

has cardinality ≤ 2n
2−ε.

For k = 3 we instead consider subsets of a hypercube (δi1,i2,i3 : i1, i2, i3 ∈ [n]) of the form{
(i1, i2, i3) ∈ [n]3 :|= φ

(
ζ1i2,i3 , ζ

2
i1,i3 , ζ

3
i1,i2 , δi1,i2,i3

)}
that can be obtained by varying two-dimensional arrays ζ̄1 = (ζ1i2,i3 : (i2, i3) ∈ [n]2),
ζ̄2 = (ζ2i1,i3 : (i1, i3) ∈ [n]2) and ζ̄3 = (ζ3i1,i2 : (i1, i2) ∈ [n]2); etc.

δi1,i2
δ

Sφ,δ

ζ
1
,ζ

2

ζ1i2

ζ
1

ζ
2

ζ2i1

δj1,j2
ζ1j2

ζ2j1

|= φ
(
ζ1i2 , ζ

2
i1 , δi1,i2

)
∧ ¬φ

(
ζ1j2 , ζ

2
j1 , δj1,j2

)

δi1,i2,i3

δ

Sφ,δ

ζ
1
,ζ

2
,ζ

3

ζ
2

ζ
1

ζ
3

ζ3i1,i2

ζ1i2,i3

ζ2i1,i3

ζ2j1,j3

ζ2j1,j3

δj1,j2,j3

ζ1j2,j3

|= φ
(
ζ1i2,i3 , ζ

2
i1,i3

, ζ3i1,i2 , δi1,i2,i3
)
∧

¬φ
(
ζ1j2,j3 , ζ

2
j1,j3

, ζ3j1,j2 , δj1,j2,j3
)

k = 3k = 2

In Section 3.5 we combine the type counting criterion and the array shattering lemma
in order to prove the Composition Lemma for all k (Theorem 3.24). Finally, in Section 3.6
we include some discussion of the composition lemma and its possible generalizations and
refinements. In particular, we provide a different proof of the dynamic array shattering
lemma (Lemma 3.23(1)) in the 2-dimensional case using UDTFS, giving a polynomial
bound on the number of sets of pairs that can be cut out (Lemma 3.25).

Combining quantifier elimination with the Composition Lemma discussed above, in
Section 4 we obtain a generalization of Fact 1.1 to n-linear forms for all n:
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Theorem (Theorem 4.1). Let n ∈ ω and let T be a theory of infinite dimensional n-linear
K-spaces eliminating quantifiers in the language LKθ,f . If K is NIP, then T is n-dependent
(and strictly n-dependent if the form is generic). In particular, if K is NIP, the theory
of non-degenerate alternating forms is n-dependent.

We also take an opportunity to discuss an (orthogonal) model theoretic tameness prop-
erty NSOP1. Preservation of NSOP1 in bilinear forms over NSOP1 fields was considered
in various contexts, starting with [16] where it was demonstrated (relying on the results of
Granger [32]) that if K is an algebraically closed field, then the theory of non-degenerate
symmetric or alternating bilinear forms over K is NSOP1. Following this, [38] proposed a
description of Kim-independence over models for K |= ACF, followed by [26] which pro-
posed some corrections to both the description and the proof, and a generalization from
models to arbitrary sets in the same setting. A variant of the argument describing Kim-
independence with these corrections incorporated was given in [44] (allowing real closed
fields). It turns out that all of these proofs contain gaps (see the discussion in Remark
4.6). Here we provide a (hopefully) correct proof of the description of Kim-independence,
generalizing to multilinear forms and K an arbitrary NSOP1 field:

Theorem (Theorem 4.14). If Th(K) is NSOP1, then T := AltT
K
n is also NSOP1. And

for any M |= T and A,B ⊇M small (LKθ,f -)substructures, tp(A/B) does not Kim-divide
over M if and only if A |⌣

K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B (in the notation of Section 4.2). Moreover,

if K is finite, then T is simple (Corollary 4.15).

Composition lemma (Theorem 3.24) was recently used to obtain some further natural
examples of n-dependent structures: generic nilpotent groups and Lie algebras over finite
fields [24], generic nilpotent Lie algebras over algebraically closed fields in a two-sorted
language [23], pseudo-finite quadratic geometries [42]. All of these are still explicitly
controlled by multilinear maps over the NIP part. In view of this, it is tempting to
speculate that n-dependence of a theory should imply some form of “linearity over the
dependent part”. While formulating this precisely still appears difficult, this motivated
our more precise conjecture:

Conjecture 1.2. ([13, Conjecture 1.1]; also [12, Problem 4.10]) If a field (viewed as a
structure in the pure ring language) is n-dependent for some n ∈ ω, then it is already
dependent.

While this conjecture remains open, some evidence towards it is provided by the following
results which demonstrate that certain known properties of NIP fields also hold for n-
dependent fields: n-dependent fields are Artin-Schreier closed [35], n-dependent valued
fields of positive characterizing are Henselian [13], an analog of the question for valued
fields reduces to pure fields [9].

Some further evidence is provided by the intersection conditions on the connected com-
ponents, generalizing their absoluteness in NIP groups and resembling modular behavior
in the 2-dependent case. Given an (∅-)type-definable group G and a small set of param-
eters A, we denote by G00

A (respectively, G∞
A ) the intersection of all subgroups of G of

bounded index type-definable over A (respectively, Aut(M/A)-invariant), see Section 5
for more details. A crucial fact about definable groups in dependent theories is that for
every small set A one has G00

A = G00
∅ [52] and G∞

A = G∞
∅ (Shelah [54] in the abelian case,

Gismatullin [31] in general). Generalizing Shelah in the 2-dependent case (Fact 5.3) we
have established the following in [13]:

Fact (Fact 5.7). If T is n-dependent and G = G(M) is a type-definable group (over ∅),
then for any small model M and finite tuples b1, . . . , bn−1 sufficiently independent over
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M in an appropriate sense (see Fact 5.7 for the exact statement), we have that

G00
M∪b1∪···∪bn−1

=
⋂

i=1,...,n−1

G00
M∪b1∪...∪bi−1∪bi+1∪...∪bn−1

∩G00
C∪b1∪···∪bn−1

for some C ⊆ M of absolutely bounded size.

In Section 5 we prove an analog of Fact 5.7 for G∞ in k-dependent abelian groups:

Theorem (Theorem 5.9). For any k ≥ 1, let T be a k-dependent theory and G = G(M)
a (∅-)type-definable abelian group. Let M be a small model and b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 finite tuples
in M sufficiently independent over M . Then there is some C ⊆ M with |C| ≤ ℶ2(|T |)
such that

G∞
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

=

 ⋂
i=1,...,k−1

G∞
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄i−1∪b̄i+1∪...∪b̄k−1

 ∩G∞
C∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

.

We note that Theorem 5.9 could be deduced from Fact 5.7 and the results in [45] (see
Remark 5.11), however the proof that we provide here has the potential to apply to
the case of general G. In Section 5.1 we recall some preliminaries on the connected
components and our independence assumption on the tuples b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 (generic position,
see Definition 5.5). In Section 5.2 we recall Lascar strong types and their description in
terms of thick formulas and indiscernible sequences. We note that it can be strengthened
to uniformly thick formulas, which will allow us to carry out some compactness arguments.
In Section 5.3 we recall the description of G∞

S in terms of the commutator sets XS =
{a−1b : a, b ∈ G(M), a ≡L

S b} and their local approximations, and prove some lemmas
on manipulating these sets. In Section 5.4 we give a proof of Theorem 5.9. Compared
to our proof of Fact 5.7 in [13], the situation is more complicated since we cannot work
with subgroups, but rather only with approximate subgroups given by the powers of the
sets XS . Finally, in Section 5.5 we calculate the example of G∞ for the additive group in
multilinear forms over finite fields.

Notation. As usual, given n ∈ N, we write [n] to denote the set {1, 2, . . . , n}. Given a
formula φ, we write φ1 to denote φ, and φ0 to denote ¬φ. Given a sequence of tuples I,
we write |I| to denote the length of the sequence. As usual, without further context δi,j
denotes Kronecker delta symbol, i.e. δi,j = 1 if i = j and 0 if i ̸= j.

Acknowledgments. The majority of the results in this paper were obtained by 2020
while both authors were at UCLA, and circulated since then, along with some presentation
improvements added later. We thank Jan Dobrowolski, Alex Kruckman and Nick Ramsey
for comments on Section 4.2. Chernikov was partially supported by the NSF Research
Grant DMS-2246598, and both authors were partially supported by the NSF CAREER
grant DMS-1651321.

2. Multilinear forms

2.1. Perfect pairings, non-degenerate and generic n-linear forms. In this section
we consider possible generalizations of non-degeneracy from bilinear forms to n-linear
forms, for an arbitrary n ∈ N≥2. Several other notions of non-degeneracy for multi-linear
forms appear in the literature, see e.g. [30, 36, 41] (see also [34, Remark 1.1]).

Let V be a vector space over a field K. Recall that a bilinear form ⟨−,−⟩ : V 2 → K
is degenerate if there exists a vector v ∈ V, v ̸= 0 such that ⟨v, w⟩ = 0 for all w ∈ V .
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If V has finite dimension, a bilinear form ⟨−,−⟩ is non-degenerate if and only if it
is a perfect pairing, i.e. the maps V → V ∗, v 7→ ⟨v,−⟩ and V → V ∗, v 7→ ⟨−, v⟩ are
isomorphisms. In other words, for any basis v1, . . . , vn of V and any k1, . . . , kn ∈ K there
is w ∈ V such that ⟨vi, w⟩ = ki for all i = 1, . . . , n. This equivalence is no longer true in
infinite dimensional vector spaces for dimensional reasons. However, we can still obtain
a “local” version: the bilinear form ⟨−,−⟩ is non-degenerate if and only if for any m ∈ N,
any linearly independent vectors v1, . . . , vm in V and any k1, . . . , km ∈ K there is w ∈ V
such that ⟨vi, w⟩ = ki for all i = 1, . . . ,m. In fact, we can find such a vector w in any
subspace W ⊆ V such that W⊥ ∩ Span (v1, . . . , vm) = {0}.

A naive attempt to generalize non-degeneracy to n-linear forms ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n : V n → K
would be: for any non-zero v1, . . . , vn−1 ∈ V there is w ∈ V such that ⟨v1, . . . , vn, w⟩ ̸=
0. However, this condition typically cannot be satisfied in an n-linear form satisfying
some additional natural requirements (e.g. alternating or symmetric). In the case of an
alternating form, we have for example that ⟨v, v, v3, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n = 0 regardless of the
choice of v, v3, . . . , vn−1, w ∈ V . To circumvent this issue, we work in the tensor product
space

⊗n−1 V modulo the subspaceN of
⊗n−1 V generated by the elements v1⊗. . .⊗vn−1

for which the map V → K, w 7→ ⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩ should be the zero map. For example,
for alternating n-linear forms, we take the subspace N to be

Alt := Span ({v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1 | v1, . . . , vn−1 are linearly dependent}) ,

and for symmetric n-linear forms we let N be

Sym := Span
(
{v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1 − vσ(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ vσ(n−1) | σ ∈ Sym ({1, . . . , n− 1})}

)
.

In these cases we obtain:(
n−1⊗

V

)/
Alt =

n−1∧
V, i.e. the (n− 1)th exterior power of V,(

n−1⊗
V

)/
Sym =

n−1∨
V, i.e. the (n− 1)th symmetric power of V.

To talk about these cases in a uniform way (as many properties apply to both of them),
from now on we let ♢ ∈ {∧,∨} and write ♢n−1V to mean either

∧n−1 V or
∨n−1 V . More-

over, given
∑m

i=1 ki (vi,1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ vi,n−1) ∈
⊗n−1 V , we write

∑m
i=1 ki (vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1)

for its equivalence class in ♢n−1V .

Another way of thinking about these powers is via their universal property. This
gives rise to a functor sending a vector space V to its exterior/symmetric power. As the
embedding i of any subspace W into a vector space V is split injective, ♢nW embeds into
♢nV via ♢ni and can be naturally viewed as a subspace.

Then the n-linear form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n gives rise to a bilinear form ⟨−,−⟩2 on
(
♢n−1V

)
×V

defined by 〈
m∑
i=1

ki (vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1), v

〉
2

:=

m∑
i=1

ki ⟨vi,1, . . . , vi,n−1, v⟩n.

This remains true restricting to
(
♢n−1U

)
×W for subspaces U and W of V . To ease

the notation, we will not distinguish between the bilinear forms

⟨−,−⟩2 :
(
♢n−1V

)
× V → K and

⟨−,−⟩2 :
(
♢n−1U

)
×W → K (its restriction to U and W).
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For the rest of the section, we let (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) be an alternating/symmetric
n-linear space (n ≥ 2) and let ⟨−,−⟩2 be the associated bilinear form on(
♢n−1V

)
× V .

Definition 2.1. We say that the n-linear form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is:

(1) non-degenerate if for any non-zero t ∈ ♢n−1V there is w ∈ V such that ⟨t, w⟩2 ̸= 0;
(2) a perfect pairing if the maps

V →
(
♢n−1V

)∗
, v 7→ ⟨−, v⟩2 and ♢n−1V → V ∗, t 7→ ⟨t,−⟩2

are vector space isomorphisms (where as usual ∗ denotes the dual space);
(3) generic if for any m ∈ N, any linearly independent elements t1, . . . , tm ∈ ♢n−1V

and any k1, . . . , km ∈ K there is w ∈ V such that ⟨ti, w⟩2 = ki for all i ∈ [m].

We also refer to the corresponding alternating/symmetric n-linear space (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n)
as non-degenerate or generic, respectively.

It follows immediately from the definitions that any perfect pairing is a generic form, and
any generic form is non-degenerate. Now, we explore the different characterizations as
well as connections between these notions.

Definition 2.2. We define the map

Ψ : ♢n−1V → V ∗, t 7→ ⟨t,−⟩2,

and, for any subspace W of V ,

ΦW : V →
(
♢n−1W

)∗
, v 7→ ⟨−, v⟩2.

We write Φ for ΦV .

The following lemma is immediate from the definitions:

Lemma 2.3.

(1) The form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on V is non-degenerate if and only if Ψ is injective.
(2) The following are equivalent:

(a) ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is generic;
(b) ΦW is surjective for any finite dimensional subspace W of V ;
(c) for any finite dimensional subspace W of V there is a basis t1, . . . , tl of

♢n−1W and u1, . . . , ul in V such that ⟨ti, uj⟩2 = δij. In this case we say
that the tuples (t1, . . . , tl) and (u1, . . . , ul) are dual.

We consider separately the cases when V has finite or infinite dimension.

2.1.1. Finite dimensional case. Let V be of dimension d ∈ N and n > 2.

Then, by Lemma 2.3(2b), an alternating/symmetric n-linear form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on V is
generic if and only if Φ is surjective. Thus, an alternating/symmetric n-linear form can
only be generic if dim♢n−1V ≤ d. The same holds for non-degenerate by Lemma 2.3(1).
We have that dim

(∧n−1 V
)

=
(
d

n−1

)
and dim

(∨n−1 V
)

=
(
d+n−2
n−1

)
. Thus, if d ̸= n

(respectively, d ̸= 1), an alternating n-linear form (respectively, symmetric) cannot be
generic or non-degenerate. Thus, in contrast to the bilinear case n = 2, for n > 2 there
are no generic or non-degenerate alternating/symmetric n-linear forms on vector spaces
of dimension greater than n. If d = n and the n-linear form is alternating, then all three
notions from Definition 2.1 again coincide.
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2.1.2. Infinite dimensional case. For an infinite dimensional vector space V over a field
K, its dual space V ∗ is never isomorphic to V itself (in fact, if a basis of V has size κ,
i.e. V is isomorphic to K(κ), its dual space is isomorphic to Kκ). Hence, as the dimension
of ♢n−1V is at least as big as the dimension of V , an alternating/symmetric n-linear form
⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on V can never be a perfect pairing.

First, we want to show that any n-linear form can be extended to a non-degenerate
n-linear form on a larger (and infinite dimensional in general) vector space. In particular,
non-degenerate n-linear forms on infinite dimensional vector spaces exist.

Lemma 2.4. For any alternating/symmetric n-linear space (U, [−, . . . ,−]n) there is a
vector space V of dimension at most ℵ0+dim(U) (over the same field) containing U and
an alternating/symmetric n-linear form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on V extending [−, . . . ,−]n and such
that (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) is non-degenerate.

Proof. Let κ := ℵ0 + dim(U) and let W be an arbitrary vector space over a field K of
dimension κ+ containing U . We construct an increasing chain (Vi : i ∈ N) of subspaces
of W each of dimension κ containing U , and define an alternating/symmetric n-linear
form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on each Vi+1 extending ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on Vi so that the map ♢n−1Vm →
V ∗
m+1, t 7→ ⟨t,−⟩2 is injective for all m.

Let V0 := U and define ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on V0 to be [−, . . . ,−]n . Assume (Vm, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n)
has already been constructed for some m ∈ N.

If the map ΨVm : ♢n−1Vm → V ∗
m, t 7→ ⟨t,−⟩2 is injective, then ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is non-

degenerate on Vm by Lemma 2.3(1). We let V := Vm and conclude.

Otherwise we can find a basis (ti : i ∈ I) of ker (ΨVm) with I of size ≤ κ, and extend
this to a basis (ti : i ∈ J) of ♢n−1Vm, where I is an initial segment of J . Let (wi :
i ∈ I) be arbitrary elements in W linearly independent over Vm, and let Vm+1 := Vm +
Span ({wi : i ∈ I}). As the set (wi : i ∈ I) is linearly independent from Vm one can extend
the existing n-linear form on Vm to a linear form on Vm+1 so that ⟨ti, wj⟩2 = δi,j for all
i ∈ J and j ∈ I.

Then the map ♢n−1Vm → V ∗
m+1, t 7→ ⟨t,−⟩2 is injective by construction, completing

the inductive step.

Now, let V :=
⋃
i∈N Vi and t ∈ ♢n−1V be non-zero. Then there is m ∈ N and non-zero

s ∈
⊗n−1 Vm such that s = t. As ⟨s,−⟩2 ∈ V ∗

m+1 is non-zero by construction, there is
some v ∈ Vm+1 such that ⟨t, v⟩2 = ⟨s, v⟩2 ̸= 0. Hence ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is non-degenerate on
V (by Lemma 2.3(1)). □

Next, we show that non-degeneracy and genericity are in fact equivalent:

Lemma 2.5. Let V be of infinite dimension. Then the form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is non-degenerate
if and only if it is generic.

Proof. Assume ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is generic. Let t ∈ ♢n−1V be non-zero and k ∈ K \ {0} be
arbitrary. Then we can find w ∈ V such that ⟨t, w⟩2 = k ̸= 0, hence ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is
non-degenerate.

For the other direction, assume that the form is non-degenerate, and we show by
induction on l ∈ N, that for any linearly independent elements t1, . . . , tl in ♢n−1V we can
find u1, . . . , ul in V such that ⟨ti, uj⟩2 = δij . This implies that ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is generic by
Lemma 2.3(2).
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For l = 1, by non-degeneracy we can find w ∈ V such that ⟨t1, w⟩ ̸= 0. Letting
u1 :=

1
⟨t1,w⟩ w, we obtain the claim.

Now assume the claim holds for l ≥ 1. Given linearly independent elements t1, . . . , tl+1

in ♢n−1V , we need to find u1, . . . , ul+1 in V such that ⟨ti, uj⟩2 = δij . For i ∈ [l + 1],
we consider the map fi : V → K, v 7→ ⟨ti, v⟩2. If for every j ∈ [l + 1] there exists
some vj ∈

(⋂
i ̸=j ker(fi)

)
\ ker(fj), we finish the proof by setting uj := 1

fj(vj)
vj . Thus

it is enough to show that
⋂
i ̸=j ker(fi) ̸⊆ ker(fj) for all j ∈ [l + 1]. Assume towards a

contradiction (and without loss of generality) that⋂
i≤l

ker(fi) ⊆ ker(fl+1).

Let u1, . . . , ul be given by the induction hypothesis for l. Note that ker(fi) has codimen-
sion one in V . Hence V = Span(ui) + ker(fi). More generally,

V = Span(u1, . . . , ul) +

l⋂
i=1

ker(fi),

and, as V is infinite dimensional,
⋂l
i=1 ker(fi) ̸= {0}. Fix an arbitrary v ∈ V . Let

w ∈
⋂
i≤l ker(fi) ⊆ ker(fl+1) and λi ∈ K be such that v =

∑l
i=1 λiui + w. Then〈

l∑
i=1

⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ti − tl+1, v

〉
2

=

〈
l∑

i=1

⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ti − tl+1,

l∑
i=1

λiui + w

〉
2

=
l∑

i=1

l∑
j=1

⟨⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ti , λjuj + w⟩2 −
l∑

j=1

⟨tl+1, λjuj + w⟩2

=
l∑

i,j=1

λj ⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ⟨ti , uj⟩2︸ ︷︷ ︸
=δi,j

−
l∑

j=1

λj ⟨tl+1, uj⟩2

= 0.

Thus Ψ
(∑l

i=1 ⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ti − tl+1

)
∈ V ∗ is the zero map. By non-degeneracy Ψ is injec-

tive (Lemma 2.3), so
∑l

i=1 ⟨tl+1, ui⟩2 ti − tl+1 = 0. But t1, . . . , tl+1 are linearly indepen-
dent in ♢n−1V by assumption — a contradiction. □

As a byproduct of the proof we have the following:

Corollary 2.6. Let V be infinite dimensional, (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) non-degenerate, m ∈ N,
t1, . . . , tm ∈ ♢n−1V linearly independent and fi : V → K, v 7→ ⟨ti, v⟩2. Then⋂

i ̸=j
ker(fi)

 \ ker(fj) ̸= {0}.

This allows us to give a characterization of non-degeneracy using pure tensors:

Lemma 2.7. Let V be infinite dimensional. The space (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) is non-degenerate
if and only if for all v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1 ∈

(
♢n−1V

)
\ {0} there is w ∈ V such that

⟨v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1, w⟩2 = ⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n ̸= 0.

Proof. Non-degeneracy means that we have the given property for all non-zero vectors,
so we need to show the reverse implication.
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Let t ∈ ♢n−1V \ {0}. We can choose (vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1)i∈[m] ∈ (♢n−1V )m linearly
independent and ki ∈ K \ {0} such that t =

∑m
i=1 ki (vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1). Consider the

maps fi : V → K, v 7→ ⟨vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1, v⟩2. By Corollary 2.6 we can choose w ∈(⋂m−1
i=1 ker(fi)

)
\ ker(fm). Then

⟨t, w⟩2 =

〈
m∑
i=1

ki (vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1), w

〉
2

=

m∑
i=1

ki⟨vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,n−1, w⟩2

= km⟨vm,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm,n−1, w⟩2
̸= 0. □

This gives a characterization of non-degeneracy for alternating forms without passing
to ♢n−1V (and simplifies the axiomatization in the next section).

Corollary 2.8. Let (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) be an infinite dimensional alternating n-linear
space. Then (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) is non-degenerate if and only if for all linearly indepen-
dent v1, . . . , vn−1 ∈ V there is w ∈ V such that ⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n ̸= 0.

Proof. If for some linearly independent v1, . . . , vn−1 ∈ V we have that ⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n =

0 for all w ∈ V , then the form is degenerate as v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1 ̸= 0 in
∧n−1 V .

For the converse, by Lemma 2.6, we only have to check non-degeneracy on pure tensors.
So let v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1 ∈

(∧n−1 V
)
\{0}. Then v1, . . . , vn−1 ∈ V are linearly independent,

and by the assumption we can find w ∈ V such that

⟨v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vn−1, w⟩2 = ⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n ̸= 0. □

To work out a back–and–forth argument in vector spaces with a non-degenerate form
in the next section, we need the following finer version of genericity:

Lemma 2.9. Let (V, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) be an infinite dimensional non-degenerate alternat-
ing/symmetric n-linear space, and let U be a finite dimensional subspace of V . Then for
any linearly independent elements t1, . . . , tm ∈ ♢n−1V and k1, . . . , km ∈ K there is w ∈ V
linearly independent from U and such that ⟨ti, w⟩2 = ki for all i ∈ [m].

Proof. Let (vj : j ∈ [l]) be linearly independent vectors in V such that for all i ∈ [m] we
have

ti ∈ ♢n−1 Span(vj : j ∈ [l])︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:W

.

Let f ∈
(
♢n−1W

)∗ be such that

f (ti) = ki

for all i ∈ [m]. As ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is generic by Lemma 2.5, ΦW is surjective by Lemma
2.3(2). Moreover, since

(
♢Wn−1

)∗ is finite dimensional, the kernel of ΦW has infinite
dimension. Thus, one can find w linearly independent from U such that f = ⟨−, w⟩2 and
we can conclude. □
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2.2. Quantifier elimination and completeness. In this section we generalize (and
correct) a quantifier elimination result of Granger [32] from non-degenerate bilinear forms
to non-degenerate multilinear forms.

Definition 2.10. We consider n-linear spaces as structures in the language L consisting
of two sorts V and K, the field language Lfield = {+K , ·K ,−K ,

−1
k , 0K , 1K} on K, the

group language LG = {+V , 0V } on V , scalar multiplication function ·V : K × V → V
and a function symbol ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n for an n-linear form V n → K. The language Lθ,f is
obtained from L by adding the following (L(∅)-definable, with quantifiers) relations and
function symbols:

• for each p ∈ ω, a p-ary predicate θp(v1, . . . , vp) which holds if and only if v1, . . . , vp ∈
V are linearly independent over K;

• for each p ∈ ω and i ∈ [p], a (p+1)-ary function symbol fpi : V p+1 → K interpreted
as

fpi (v; v1, . . . , vp) =

{
λi if |= θp(v1, . . . , vp) and v =

∑p
i=1 λivi for some λ1, . . . , λp ∈ K,

0 otherwise.

Let LK be an expansion of the language of fields by relations on Kp, p ∈ ω (so no
new constant or function symbols), which are ∅-definable in the language of fields such
that K eliminates quantifiers in LK (e.g. we can always take Morleyzation of K). Let
LKθ,f := Lθ,f ∪LK . Finally, let LKVS := LKθ,f \ {⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n} be the language of two-sorted
vector spaces.

Remark 2.11. Note that the functions fpi are similar to the language introduced by
Delon to study pairs of algebraically closed fields in [25].

Proposition 2.12. The class of all infinite dimensional non-degenerate alternating n-
linear spaces (with the field sort a model of Th(K)) in the language LKθ,f is elementary.
We will denote its theory by T := AltT

K
n (adapting the notation in Granger [32]).

Proof. Being alternating is expressed by the axiom

∀v1, . . . , vn (¬θn(v1, . . . , vn) → ⟨v1, . . . , vn⟩n = 0),

and using Corollary 2.8, modulo the infinite dimension axiom schema, we can express
non-degeneracy by the sentence

∀v1, . . . , vn−1

(
θn−1(v1, . . . , vn−1) → ∃w

(
¬
(
⟨v1, . . . , vn−1, w⟩n = 0

)))
. □

The following is the main result of the section:

Proposition 2.13. The set of partial LKθ,f -isomorphisms between two ω-saturated alter-
nating non-degenerate n-linear spaces (over elementarily equivalent fields) has the back-
and-forth property and is non-empty.

Before proving it, we first show some auxiliary lemmas for a model V = (V,K) of
T and a (LKθ,f -)substructure A = (AV , AK) of V which are needed in the proof of the
proposition. Note that by our choice of using the field language (rather than the language
of rings) on the K-sort, for any substructure the K-sort will indeed be a field.

Lemma 2.14. Let S be a maximal K-linearly independent subset of AV . Then every
v ∈ AV is an AK-linear combination of elements in S.
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Proof. Let v ∈ AV , then v ∈ SpanK(S) by maximality. Thus

v = λ1v1 + · · ·+ λmvm

for some λ1, . . . , λm ∈ K and v1, . . . , vm ∈ S. Since V |= θm(v1, . . . , vm), we have that
fmi (v, v1, . . . , vm) = λi for all i ∈ [m]. As A is a substructure, we can conclude that
λi ∈ AK . □

Lemma 2.15. Let U ⊆ V be a K-linearly independent set, say U = {vi : i < κ}, and let
L ⊆ K be a subfield containing

{⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n : 0 ≤ i1 < · · · < in < κ} .

Then the substructure generated by U ∪ L is equal to (SpanL(U), L).

Proof. First note that (SpanL(U), L) is clearly contained in the substructure generated
by U ∪ L.

For the other inclusion, clearly (SpanL(U), L) contains U∪L and is closed under +V ,·V ,
+K , −K , ·K , −1

K . Hence it remains to show that (SpanL(U), L) is closed under the maps
fpi for any i ≤ p ∈ ω, as well as under the map ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n.

Closure under ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n. Let w1, . . . , wn ∈ SpanL(vt0 , . . . , vtm) for some m ∈ ω and
t0 < . . . < tm < κ and µi,j ∈ L be such that

wj =
m∑
i=0

µi,jvti .

Now

⟨w1, . . . , wn⟩n =

〈
m∑
i=0

µi,1vti , . . . ,

m∑
i=0

µi,nvti

〉
n

=
∑

0≤i1<···<in≤m

( ∑
σ∈Sym([n])

sign(σ)µi1,σ(1) . . . µin,σ(n)

)
⟨vti1 , . . . , vtin ⟩n

 .

As ⟨vti1 , . . . , vtin ⟩n ∈ L for all 0 ≤ i1 < · · · < in ≤ m by assumption, we can conclude
that ⟨w1, . . . , wn⟩n ∈ L.

Closure under fpi ’s. Let w,w1, . . . , wp ∈ SpanL(vt0 , . . . , vtm) for some t0 < . . . < tm < κ

and λi := fpi (w,w1, . . . , wp). There exist µ0, . . . , µm, ν0,1, . . . , νm,1, . . . , ν0,p, . . . , νm,p ∈ L
such that

(2.1) w =
m∑
i=0

µivti and wj =

m∑
i=0

νi,jvti .

We may assume that V |= θp(w1, . . . , wp) and w ∈ SpanK(w1, . . . , wp), as otherwise all
fpi give zero. In particular, we have that p ≤ m+ 1.

By definition of fpi we have that

(2.2) w = λ1w1 + · · ·+ λpwp,

and moreover these λi’s are the unique solution in K to this equation. Replacing w and
the wi’s with the corresponding expressions in (2.1), (2.2) is equivalent to(

−µ0 +
p∑
i=1

λiν0,i

)
vt0 + · · ·+

(
−µm +

p∑
i=1

λiνm,i

)
vtm = 0.
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Since the tuple (vt0 , . . . , vtm) is linearly independent, this holds if and only if

−µj +
p∑
i=1

λiνj,i = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ m,

equivalently if

M

λ1...
λp

 =

µ0
...
µm

 , where (M)ji = νj,i.

As p ≤ m+ 1, we may get rid of the linearly dependent rows and obtain that

N

x1...
xp

 =

µl1...
µlp

 , where (N)ji = νj,li

only has (λ1, . . . , λp) as a solution. Thus N is invertible. As a consequence, given that
all entries of N and all µi’s are elements of the field L, we obtain that also λi ∈ L for all
i ∈ [p]. □

Let additionally W = (W,L) be another model of T and B = (BV , BK) be a substruc-
ture of W.

Lemma 2.16. Let η : (AV , AK) → (BV , BK) be a bijective map preserving +V and scalar
multiplication and such that η ↾ AK : AK → BK is a field isomorphism. Then η preserves
θp and fpi for all p ∈ ω and i ≤ p.

Proof. By preserving +V and scalar multiplication, we have that η(0V ) = 0W .

Preservation of θp. Let w1, . . . , wp ∈ AV be such that V |= θp(w1, . . . , wp). We want to
show that W |= θp(η(w1), . . . , η(wp)), in other words that (η(w1), . . . , η(wp)) is L-linearly
independent. Assume otherwise and let m ∈ [p− 1] be minimal such that η(wm+1) ∈
SpanL ({η(wi) : i ∈ [m]}). Then

η(wm+1) =

m∑
i=1

fpi (η(wm+1), η(w1), . . . , η(wm))︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:µi

η(wi).

As B is closed under fpi ’s, we have that that µ1, . . . , µm ∈ BK . As by assumption η ↾ AK
is bijective, there are λ1, . . . , λm ∈ AK such that µi = η(λi). Then by preservation of +V

and of scalar multiplication, and η ↾ being a field isomorphism, we get:

µ1η(w1) + · · ·+ µmη(wm)− η(wm+1) = 0W

⇔ η(λ1)η(w1) + · · ·+ η(λm)η(wm)− η(wm+1) = 0W

⇔ η (λ1w1 + · · ·+ λmwm − wm+1) = 0W

⇔ λ1w1 + · · ·+ λmwm − wm+1 = 0V (as η−1(0W ) = 0V )

— a contradiction to V |= θp(w1, . . . , wp).

Preservation of fpi . Let w,w1, . . . , wp ∈ AV . We want to show that

η(fpi (w,w1, . . . , wp)) = fpi (η(w), η(w1), . . . , η(wp)).

By the first part of the proof we already know that (w1, . . . , wp) is K-linearly inde-
pendent if and only if (η(w1), . . . , η(wp)) is L-linearly independent, and similarly for
(w,w1, . . . , wp) and (η(w), η(w1), . . . , η(wp)). Hence we may assume that (w1, . . . , wp)
and (η(w1), . . . , η(wp)) are linearly independent as well as w ∈ SpanK(w1, . . . , wp) and
η(w) ∈ SpanL(η(w1), . . . , η(wp)), as otherwise the values of the fpi are all 0.
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So suppose that ν1, . . . , νp ∈ L are such that

η(w) = ν1η(w1) + · · ·+ νpη(wp),

or in other words W |= fpi (η(w), η(w1), . . . , η(wp)) = νi. Since (BV , BK) is a substructure
of W, we have that νi ∈ BK for all i ≤ p. As η is bijective and preserves +V and scalar
multiplication, we can conclude that

w = µ1w1 + · · ·+ µpwp

for µ1, . . . , µp ∈ AK such that η(µi) = νi. In other words,

η(fpi (w,w1, . . . , wp)) = η(µi) = νi = fpi (η(w), η(w1), . . . , η(wp))

for all i ∈ [p]. □

We are now ready to prove the main proposition:

Proof of Proposition 2.13. Let V = (V,K) and W = (W,L) be two ω-saturated models
of T .

Let P and Q be the prime fields of K and L, respectively. Then ({0V }, P ) and
({0W }, Q) are isomorphic substructures of V = (V,K) and W = (W,L) respectively,
and therefore the set of partial isomorphisms is nonempty.

Now, consider an LKθ,f -isomorphism g : (āV , āK) →
(
b̄V , b̄K

)
between two finitely gen-

erated substructures A = (āV , āK) of V and B = (b̄V , b̄K) of W. Note that, as we
work in the field language, āK and b̄K are fields. Moreover, āV and b̄V are finite dimen-
sional vector spaces over āK and b̄K , respectively. Indeed, if A is finitely generated by
v1, . . . , vm ∈ V (we may assume these are linearly independent) and k0, . . . , kl ∈ K, as A
is an LKθ,f -substructure, the subfield āK contains

{⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n : 0 ≤ i1 < · · · < in ≤ m} ,

so Lemma 2.15 ensures that A = (SpanL(v0, . . . , vm), āK), so āV is a finite dimensional
vector space over āK .

For the rest of the proof we fix a maximalK-linearly independent subset S = {v1, . . . , vm}
of āV , then g(S) := {g(v1), . . . , g(vm)} is a maximal L-linearly independent subset of b̄V
(as g preserves θm and θm+1 in both directions). Fix an arbitrary x ∈ (V,K), we need to
extend g to a partial isomorphism between finitely generated substructures of V and W
whose domain contains x.

Suppose first that x ∈ K.

By quantifier elimination for K in the language LK (see the definition of LKθ,f ), we can
choose finitely generated LK-substructures āK ∪ {x} ⊆ ā′K ≤ K and b̄K ≤ b̄′K ≤ L (so
in particular these are finitely generated subfields) and an LK-isomorphism h : ā′K → b̄′K
such that g ↾ āK = h ↾ āK . Using Lemma 2.14 we have(

Spanā′K (āV ), ā
′
K

)
=
(
Spanā′K (v1, . . . , vm), ā

′
K

)
,

and similarly (
Spanb̄′K

(
b̄V
)
, b̄′K

)
=
(
Spanb̄′K

(g(v1), . . . , g(vm)) , b̄
′
K

)
.

As A and B are substructures, we have

{⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n : 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < in ≤ m} ⊆ āK ⊆ ā′K and

{⟨g(vi1), . . . , g(vin)⟩n : 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < in ≤ m} ⊆ b̄K ⊆ b̄′K .
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Thus Lemma 2.15 ensures that
(
Spanā′K (āV ), ā

′
K

)
is a substructure of V generated by

āV , ā
′
K , and

(
Spanb̄′K

(
b̄V
)
, b̄′K

)
is a substructure of W generated by b̄V , b̄′K . So we want

to extend the partial LKθ,f -isomorphism g to these larger finitely generated substructures.

Claim 2.17. The map η :
(
Spanā′K (S), ā

′
K

)
→
(
Spanb̄′K

(g(S)), b̄′K

)
that maps any

v = λ1v1 + · · ·+ λmvm ∈ Spanā′K (S) with λ1, . . . , λm ∈ ā′K

to h(λ1)g(v1) + · · ·+ h(λm)g(vm)

and any λ ∈ ā′K to h(λ) is an isomorphism of LKθ,f -structures.

Proof. Note first that any element of Spanā′K (S) is a unique linear combination of elements
in the K-linearly independent set S. Thus the map is well defined. Moreover, by L-linear
independence of g(S) and bijectivity of g and h, we have that η is bijective. In particular,
only 0V gets mapped to 0W by η.

η preserves +V and ·V . Let l ∈ ā′K and λ1v1+· · ·+λmvm, µ1v1+· · ·+µmvm ∈ Spanā′K (āV ).
Then we have

η
(
l(λ1v1 + · · ·+ λmvm) + (µ1v1 + · · ·+ µmvm)

)
=

η
(
(lλ1 + µ1)v1 + · · ·+ (lλm + µm)vm)

)
= h(lλ1 + µ1)g(v1) + · · ·+ h(lλm + µm)g(vm)

= h(l)
(
h(λ1)g(v1) + · · ·+ h(λm)g(vm)

)
+
(
h(µ1)g(v1) + · · ·+ h(µm)g(vm)

)
= η(l)η

(
λ1v1 + · · ·+ λmvm

)
+ η
(
µ1v + · · ·+ µmvm

)
.

η preserves θp and f ip. By Lemma 2.16, as h is a field isomorphism and η preserves +V

and scalar multiplication.

η preserves ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n. Let w1, . . . , wn ∈ Spanā′K (āV ) by given. Fix µi,j ∈ ā′K such that
wj =

∑m
i=1 µi,jvi. Then

⟨η(w1), . . . , η(wn)⟩n =

〈
η

(
m∑
i=1

µi,1vi

)
, . . . , η

(
m∑
i=1

µi,nvi

)〉
n

=

〈
m∑
i=1

h(µi,1)g(vi), . . . ,

m∑
i=1

h(µi,n)g(vi)

〉
n

=
m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in=1

h(µi1,1) . . . h(µin,n) ⟨g(vi1), . . . , g(vin)⟩n

=
m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in=1

h(µi1,1) . . . h(µin,n)g(⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n
)

=

m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in=1

h
(
µi1,1) . . . h(µin,n)h

(
⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n

)
= h

(
m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in=1

µi1,1 . . . µin,n⟨vi1 , . . . , vin⟩n

)

= η

(〈
m∑
i=1

µi,1vi, . . . ,

m∑
i=1

µi,nvi

〉
n

)
= η (⟨w1, . . . , wn⟩n) . □

This finishes the case for which the element x we wanted to add to the domain of our
partial isomorphism belongs to the field.
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Now suppose that x = v ∈ V .

Case 1: v ∈ SpanK(āV ).

Let w1, . . . , wn ∈ āV and λ1, . . . , λn ∈ K be such that v = λ1w1 + · · ·+ λnwn. Applying
Claim 2.17 repeatedly, we can add λ1, . . . , λn to āK and obtain an isomorphism between
the substructures generated by āV , ā′K and b̄V , b̄

′
K so that v ∈ Spanā′K (āV ) witnessed by

λ1, . . . , λn. Then the element v will be an element of the generated substructure and we
have obtained the desired map.

Case 2: v ̸∈ SpanK(S).

Applying Claim 2.17 repeatedly, we may assume that the elements{
⟨vi1 , . . . , vin−1 , v⟩n : 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < in ≤ m

}
belong to āK . Since (W, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n) is non-degenerate and the set{

ti1,...,in−1 := g(vi1)⊗ . . .⊗ g(vin−1) : 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < in−1 ≤ m
}

is linearly independent in
∧n−1W , by Lemma 2.9 we can find w ∈W which is L-linearly

independent from SpanL
(
b̄V
)

and such that

⟨g(vi1), . . . , g(vin−1), w⟩n =
〈
ti1,...,in−1 , w

〉
2
= g

(
⟨vi1 , . . . , vin−1 , v⟩n

)
for all 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < in−1 ≤ m. Now, using that ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is alternating and g is a
partial isomorphism, it is easy to check that for any u1, . . . , un−1 ∈ āV ,

(2.3) g (⟨u1, . . . , ui, v, ui+1, . . . , un−1⟩n) = ⟨g(u1), . . . , g(ui), w, g(ui+1), . . . , g(un−1)⟩n.
Indeed, for any i1, . . . , in−1 ∈ [n] we have ⟨g(vi1), . . . , g(vin−1), w⟩n = g

(
⟨vi1 , . . . , vin−1 , v⟩n

)
(if two coincide then both sides are 0, and otherwise we can use the permutation that
orders the vi’s in ascending order). Then for any u1 =

∑m
i=1 µi,1vi , . . . , un−1 =∑m

i=1 µn−1,1vi in āV we have

g (⟨u1, . . . , ui, v, ui+1, . . . , un−1⟩n) = sign(σ)g (⟨u1, . . . , un−1, v⟩n)

= sign(σ)g

(〈
m∑
i=1

µi,1vi, . . . ,
m∑
i=1

µi,n−1vi, v

〉
n

)

= sign(σ)g

 m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in−1=1

n−1∏
j=1

µj,ij
〈
vi1 , . . . , vin−1 , v

〉
n


= sign(σ)

 m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in−1=1

n−1∏
j=1

g(µj,ij )g
(〈
vi1 , . . . , vin−1 , v

〉
n

)
= sign(σ)

 m∑
i1=1

· · ·
m∑

in−1=1

n−1∏
j=1

g(µj,ij )
〈
g(vi1), . . . , g(vin−1), w

〉
n


= sign(σ)

〈
m∑
i=1

g(µi,1)g(vi), . . . ,
m∑
i=1

g(µi,n−1)g(vi), w

〉
n

= sign(σ)

〈
g

(
m∑
i=1

µi,1vi

)
, . . . , g

(
m∑
i=1

µi,n−1vi

)
, w

〉
n

= sign(σ)⟨g(u1), . . . , g(un−1), w⟩n = ⟨g(u1), . . . , g(ui), w, g(ui+1), . . . , g(un−1)⟩n,

where σ is the permutation that sends (u1, . . . , ui, v, ui+1, . . . , un−1) to (u1, . . . , un−1, v).
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Similarly as in the first part of this proof, Lemmas 2.14 and 2.15 yield:

• the substructure generated by v, āV , āK is equal to(
SpanāK (S, v), āK

)
=
(
āV ⊕ SpanāK (v), āK

)
;

• the substructure generated by w, b̄V , b̄K is equal to(
Spanb̄K (g(S), w), b̄K

)
=
(
b̄V ⊕ Spanb̄K (w), b̄K

)
.

Claim 2.18. The map

η :
(
āV ⊕ SpanāK (v), āK

)
→
(
b̄V ⊕ Spanb̄K (w), b̄K

)
(u+ λv, µ) 7→ (g(u) + g(λ)w, g(µ))

is an isomorphism of LKθ,f -structures.

Proof. Since g is bijective, we have that η is bijective as well. In particular, only 0V gets
mapped to 0W by η.

η preserves +V and ·V . Let ℓ ∈ āK , u1 + λ1v, u2 + λ2v ∈ āV ⊕ SpanāK (v). Then

η(ℓ(u1 + λ1v) + (u2 + λ2v)) = η((ℓu1 + u2) + (ℓλ1 + λ2)v)

= g(ℓu1 + u2) + g(ℓλ1 + λ2)w = g(ℓ)g(u1) + g(u2) + g(ℓ)g(λ1)w + g(λ2)w

= g(ℓ) (g(u1) + g(λ1)w) + (g(u2) + g(λ2)w) = η(ℓ)η(u1 + λ1v) + η(u2 + λ2v).

η preserves θp and f ip. The map η preserves θp and f ip by “linearity” and Lemma 2.16.

η preserves ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n. Let w1, . . . , wn ∈ āV ⊕ SpanāK (v). Let µ1, . . . , µn ∈ āK and
u1, . . . , un ∈ āV be such that wj = uj + µjv for all j. Then

⟨η(w1), . . . , η(wn)⟩n = ⟨η(u1 + µ1v), . . . , η(un + µnv)⟩n
= ⟨g(u1) + g(µ1)w, . . . , g(un) + g(µn)w⟩n

=
n∑
i=1

g(µi)
〈
g(u1), . . . , g(ui−1), w, g(ui+1), . . . , g(un)

〉
n
+ ⟨g(u1), . . . g(un)⟩n

(as ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is alternating)

=

n∑
i=1

g(µi)g
(〈
u1, . . . , ui−1, v, ui+1, . . . , un

〉
n

)
+ g(⟨u1, . . . un⟩n)

(as g preserves ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n and (2.3))

= g
( n∑
i=1

µi

〈
u1, . . . , ui−1, v, ui+1, . . . , un

〉
n
+ ⟨u1, . . . un⟩n

)
(as g ↾ āK is a field isomorphism)

= g(⟨u1 + µ1v, . . . , un + µnv⟩n) (as ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n is alternating)
= g(⟨w1, . . . , wn⟩n) = η(⟨w1, . . . , wn⟩n). □

This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.13. □2.13

Proposition 2.13 implies immediately:

Theorem 2.19. For any n ≥ 1 and field K, the theory AltT
K
n of infinite dimensional

alternating non-degenerate n-linear spaces over K has quantifier elimination (in the lan-
guage LKθ,f ) and is complete.
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Remark 2.20. (1) Let us denote by TKVS,∞ the two-sorted theory of infinite dimen-
sional vector spaces over fields elementarily equivalent to K, in the language
LKVS := LKθ,f \ {⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n}. Our proof of Theorem 2.19 demonstrates in partic-
ular that the theory TKVS,∞ is complete and has quantifier elimination (in LKVS).

(2) The proof also demonstrates that if the filed K is finite, then the theory AltT
K
n is

ω-categorical. Indeed, the proof builds an isomorphism between any two count-
able models of AltT

K
n by back–and–forth, starting with an isomorphism of their

corresponding finite fields and using that in this case finitely generated structures
are finite.

Problem 2.21. Here we focused on alternating multilinear forms. It remains interesting
to extend this quantifier elimination/completeness result to other kinds of multilinear
forms (and multilinear maps between different K-vector spaces), in particular in the
symmetric case (some additional assumptions on the field K are necessary, even in the
bilinear case). See also [34, 8, 33, 49].

3. Composition Lemma for functions of arbitrary arity and NIP relations

3.1. NIP formulas on indiscernible sequences and arrays. Let T be a complete
theory in a language L. We recall some standard definitions and facts.

Definition 3.1. Given a formula φ(x1, . . . , xk) we say that it is NIP if every formula
obtained from it by partitioning the variables into two groups is NIP.

Definition 3.2. Given k ∈ N, let I1, . . . , Ik be linear orders, and let ∆ be a set of
formulas. We say that a k-dimensional array of tuples (aī : ī ∈ I1 × . . .× Ik) from M is
∆-indiscernible if for any φ(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ∆ and any īαt ∈ I1 × . . .× Ik for α ∈ {0, 1} and
1 ≤ t ≤ n, with īαt = (iαt,1, . . . , i

α
t,k), we have

k∧
s=1

qftp<
(
i01,s, . . . , i

0
n,s

)
= qftp<

(
i11,s, . . . , i

1
n,s

)
=⇒ |= φ

(
aī01 , . . . , aī0n

)
↔ φ

(
aī11 , . . . , aī1n

)
.

If ∆ consists of all L-formulas, then we simply say indiscernible.

Remark 3.3. Indiscernible arrays were studied in various contexts, including Zilber’s
trichotomy in Zariski geometries [37, 47], properties of dividing in simple [43] and NTP2

[6] theories, simplicity in compact abstract theories [7], study of thorn-forking in [3].

The following fact is the so-called UDTFS property of NIP formulas (i.e. Uniform
Definability of Types over Finite Sets), established for an arbitrary formula in an NIP
structure in [17], and more recently for an NIP formula in an arbitrary structure in [29].

Fact 3.4. Let φ(x, y) ∈ L be an NIP formula. Then there exists a formula θ(y; ȳ) ∈ L,
with ȳ = (y1, . . . , yd) for some d ∈ N, satisfying the following: for every finite tuple
A ⊆ My with |A| ≥ 2 and every b ∈ Mx, there exists some tuple c ∈ Ad such that for
every a ∈ A we have |= φ(b, a) ⇐⇒ |= θ(a, c).

This implies that every subset of an indiscernible array relatively definable by an in-
stance of an NIP formula is a union of boundedly many boxes (this is a generalization
of the finitary version of the “shrinking of indiscernibles” ([4, 51], see also [2, Section 3])
from sequences to arrays, the case k = 1 appears as [18, Lemma 3.1]).

Lemma 3.5. Let φ(x; y1, . . . , yr) ∈ L be an NIP formula. Then there exist some d′ =
d′(φ) ∈ N and a finite set of L-formulas ∆ such that the following holds. Let k ∈ N,
b ∈ Mx and a k-dimensional ∆-indiscernible array (aī : ī ∈ I1 × . . .× Ik), with Is finite
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for 1 ≤ s ≤ k, be arbitrary. Then there exist some tuples j̄1, . . . , j̄d′ ∈ I1 × . . . × Ik
satisfying the following: for any īα1 , . . . , ī

α
r ∈ I1 × . . .× Ik and α ∈ {0, 1} we have

k∧
s=1

qftp<
(
i01,s, . . . , i

0
r,s/j1,s, . . . , jd′,s

)
= qftp<

(
i11,s, . . . , i

1
r,s/j1,s, . . . , jd′,s

)
=⇒ |= φ(b; aī01 , . . . , aī0r) ↔ φ(b; aī11 , . . . , aī1r).

Proof. Let y′ := (y1, . . . , yr), and let θ(y′, ȳ′) ∈ L with ȳ′ = (y′1, . . . , y
′
d) be as given by

Fact 3.4 for φ(x, y′). Let ∆ := {θ}. Let b and A := (aī : ī ∈ I1×. . .×Ik) be given, without
loss of generality |I1 × . . .× Ik| ≥ 2. Applying Fact 3.4 to b and A′ := Ar, there are some
(j̄11 , . . . , j̄

1
r ), . . . , (j̄

d
1 , . . . , j̄

d
r ) ∈ (I1× . . .× Ik)r such that for all ī1, . . . , īr ∈ I1× . . .× Ik we

have

(3.1) |= φ(b; aī1 , . . . , aīr) ⇐⇒ |= θ
(
aī1 , . . . , aīr ;

(
aj̄qt : 1 ≤ q ≤ d, 1 ≤ t ≤ r

))
.

Let j̄1, . . . , j̄d′ with d′ := rd enumerate the list (j̄qt : 1 ≤ q ≤ d, 1 ≤ t ≤ r). Now given
any īα1 , . . . , īαr ∈ I1 × . . .× Ik, α ∈ {0, 1} with

qftp<
(
i01,s, . . . , i

0
r,s/j1,s, . . . , jd′,s

)
= qftp<

(
i11,s, . . . , i

1
r,s/j1,s, . . . , jd′,s

)
for all 1 ≤ s ≤ k, by indiscernibility of the array (with respect to θ) we have

|= θ
(
aī01 , . . . , aī0r ;

(
aj̄qt : 1 ≤ q ≤ d, 1 ≤ t ≤ r

))
⇐⇒ |= θ

(
aī11 , . . . , aī1r ;

(
aj̄qt : 1 ≤ q ≤ d, 1 ≤ t ≤ r

))
,

hence, by (3.1),

|= φ(b; aī01 , . . . , aī0r) ⇐⇒ |= φ(b; aī11 , . . . , aī1r). □

We will also use the following lemma on the existence of indiscernible subarrays in
sufficiently large arrays.

Lemma 3.6. For every k, n ∈ N and a finite set of formulas ∆ there exists some r =
r(k,∆, n) satisfying the following. If

(
aī : ī ∈ [r]k

)
is an arbitrary array of finite tuples of

the same length, then there exists some ∆-indiscernible subarray (aī : ī ∈ I1 × . . . × Ik)
with It ⊆ [r] and |It| ≥ n for all 1 ≤ t ≤ k.

Proof. By a repeated application of the finite Ramsey theorem. □

3.2. N-dependence and generalized indiscernibles. We recall some basic properties
of n-dependent formulas and theories.

Fact 3.7. (1) Let φ(x, y1, . . . , yn) and ψ(x, y1, . . . , yn) be n-dependent formulas. Then
¬φ, φ ∧ ψ and φ ∨ ψ are n-dependent. See [15, Proposition 6.5(1)].

(2) Let φ(x, y1, . . . , yn) be a formula. Suppose that (w, z1, . . . , zn) is any permuta-
tion of the tuple (x, y1, . . . , yn). Then ψ(w, z1, . . . , zn) := φ(x, y1, . . . , yn) is n-
dependent if and only if φ(x, y1, . . . , yn) is n-dependent. See [15, Proposition
6.5(2)].

(3) A theory T is n-dependent if and only if every formula φ(x, y1, . . . , yn) such that
all but at most one of the tuples x, y1, . . . , yn are singletons is n-dependent. See
[13, Theorem 2.12].

We recall a characterization of n-dependence in terms of generalized indiscernible se-
quences from [15].
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Definition 3.8. Fix a language Lnopg = {Rn(x1, . . . , xn), <, P1(x), . . . , Pn(x)}. An or-
dered n-partite hypergraph is an Lnopg-structure A = (A;<,Rn, P1, . . . , Pn) such that:

(1) A is the disjoint union PA
1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ PA

n ,
(2) RA

n is a symmetric relation so that if (a1, . . . , an) ∈ RA
n then PA

i ∩ {a1, . . . , an} is
a singleton for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

(3) <A is a linear ordering on A with PA
1 < . . . < PA

n .

Fact 3.9. [15, Fact 4.4 + Remark 4.5] Let K be the class of all finite ordered n-partite
hypergraphs. Then K is a Fraïssé class, and its limit is called the generic ordered n-partite
hypergraph, denoted by Gn,p. An ordered n-partite hypergraph A is a model of Th(Gn,p)
if and only if:

• (PA
i , <) is a dense linear order without endpoints for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

• for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n, finite disjoint sets A0, A1 ⊂
∏

1≤i≤n,i ̸=j P
A
i and b0 < b1 ∈

PA
j , there is some b ∈ PA

j such that b0 < b < b1 and: Rn(b, ā) holds for every
ā ∈ A0 and ¬Rn(b, ā) holds for every ā ∈ A1.

Remark 3.10. It is easy to see from the axiomatization that given Gn,p and any non-
empty intervals It ⊆ Pt for t = 1, . . . , n, the set I1 × . . .× In contains an induced copy of
Gn,p.

We denote by On,p the reduct of Gn,p to the language Lnop = {<,P1(x), . . . , Pn(x)}.

Definition 3.11. Let T be a theory in a language L, and M a monster model of T .

(1) Let I be a structure in the language L0. We say that ā = (ai)i∈I , with ai a tuple
in M, is I-indiscernible over a set of parameters C ⊆ M if for all n ∈ ω and all
i0, . . . , in and j0, . . . , jn from I we have:

qftpL0
(i0, . . . , in) = qftpL0

(j0, . . . , jn) ⇒
tpL (ai0 , . . . , ain/C) = tpL (aj0 , . . . , ajn/C) .

(2) For L0-structures I and J , we say that (bi)i∈J is based on (ai)i∈I over a set of
parameters C ⊆ M if for any finite set ∆ of L(C)-formulas, and for any finite
tuple (j0, . . . , jn) from J there is a tuple (i0, . . . , in) from I such that:

• qftpL0
(j0, . . . , jn) = qftpL0

(i0, . . . , in) and
• tp∆ (bj0 , . . . , bjn) = tp∆ (ai0 , . . . , ain).

(3) Let I be an L0-structure. We say that I has the modeling property if given any
ā = (ai)i∈I there exists an I-indiscernible b̄ = (bi)i∈I based on ā.

The following is a standard method for finding generalized indiscernibles using struc-
tural Ramsey theory [50] (see also [15, Fact 4.7]):

Fact 3.12. Let K be a class of finite L0-structures and let I be a countable universal
L0-structure (i.e. for every A ∈ K there is some substructure A′ of I such that A ∼= A′)
such that A ∈ K for every finite substructure A ⊆ I. Then K is a Ramsey class if and
only if I has the modeling property.

Fact 3.13. [15, Corollary 4.8] Let C ⊆ M be a small set of parameters.

(1) For any n ∈ ω and ā = (ag)g∈On,p , there is some (bg)g∈On,p which is On,p-
indiscernible over C and is based on ā over C.

(2) For any n ∈ ω and ā = (ag)g∈Gn,p, there is some (bg)g∈Gn,p which is Gn,p-
indiscernible over C and is based on ā over C.

Fact 3.14. [13, Proposition 2.8] The following are equivalent, in any theory T .
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(1) φ(x; y1, . . . , yn) is not n-dependent.
(2) There are tuples b and (ag)g∈Gn,p such that

(a) (ag)g∈Gn,p is On,p-indiscernible over ∅ and Gn,p-indiscernible over b;
(b) |= φ(b; ag1 , . . . , agn) ⇐⇒ Gn,p |= Rn(g1, . . . , gn), for all gi ∈ Pi.

(3) Item (2) holds for any small G′
n,p ≡ Gn,p in the place of Gn,p.

We will need the following easy lemma.

Lemma 3.15. Let b and (ag)g∈Gn,p be such that (ag)g∈Gn,p is On,p-indiscernible over ∅
and Gn,p-indiscernible over b and |= φ(b; ag1 , . . . , agn) ⇐⇒ Gn,p |= Rn(g1, . . . , gn), for
all gi ∈ Pi. Then the following hold:

(1) for any 1 ≤ m ≤ n, the sequences

(ag)g∈P1 , . . . , (ag)g∈Pm−1 , (ag)g∈Pm+1 , . . . , (ag)g∈Pn

are mutually indiscernible over b; in particular,

(γḡ : ḡ ∈ P1 × . . .× Pm−1 × Pm+1 × . . .× Pn)

with γḡ := (b, ag1 , . . . , agm−1 , agm+1 , agn) is an indiscernible array;
(2) the sequences (ag)g∈P1 , . . . , (ag)g∈Pn are mutually indiscernible; in particular, (γḡ :

ḡ ∈ P1 × . . .× Pn) with γḡ := (ag1 , . . . , agn) is an indiscernible array.

Proof. Part (1) is immediate from Gn,p-indiscernibility over b, as for any tuples ḡ, ḡ′ ⊆
P1 × . . .× Pm−1 × Pm+1 × . . .× Pn we have

qftpLnop(ḡ) = qftpLnop(ḡ
′) =⇒ qftpLnopg(ḡ) = qftpLnopg(ḡ

′)

(as the edge relation R can never hold). And (2) is immediate by On,p-indiscernibility. □

3.3. Finitary type-counting characterization of n-dependence. We recall a gen-
eralization of Sauer-Shelah lemma to higher arity VC-dimension from [15].

Definition 3.16. LetX1, . . . , Xk be arbitrary sets, and letX :=
∏k
i=1Xi. Let F ⊆ P(X)

be a family of subsets of X.

(1) Given A ⊆ X, we write F ∩A := {B ⊆ A : B = A ∩ S for some S ∈ F}.
(2) We say that F shatters a set A ⊆ X if for every B ⊆ A there is some S ∈ F such

that B = A ∩ S.
(3) By an n-box we mean a set A =

∏k
i=1Ai with |Ai| = n.

(4) The VCk-dimension of F , denoted VCk(F), is the largest n ∈ N so that F shatters
an n-box, or ∞ if there is no such n.

Fact 3.17. [15, Proposition 3.9] For every k, d ∈ N there exists some ε ∈ R>0 and n0 ≥ N
such that the following holds for all n > n0. If X1, . . . , Xk are finite sets with |Xi| = n,
and F ⊆ P(X) with |F| ≥ 2n

k−ε, then F shatters some d-box A ⊆
∏k
i=1Xi.

Remark 3.18. Given a formula φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) and a ∈ Mx, we consider:

(1) φ(a;M) := {(b1, . . . , bk) ∈ My1 × . . .×Myk :|= φ(a; b1, . . . , bk)},
(2) Fφ := {φ(a;M) : a ∈ Mx} ⊆ P (My1 × . . .×Myk),
(3) VCk(φ) := VCk(Fφ).

We now establish a finitary version of the type-counting criterion for k-dependence
from [13, Section 5.1]. This provides a partial answer to [13, Problem 5.11].
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Definition 3.19. Given a partitioned formula φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) and sets A0 ⊆ Mx, Ai ⊆
Myi for i ∈ [k − 1] and B ⊆ Myk , we denote by Sφ,B (A0, A1, . . . , Ak−1) the set of all
φ-types over A0 × A1 × . . . × Ak−1 in the variable yk that are realized in B; where by
a φ-type over A0 × A1 × . . . × Ak−1 in the variable yk we mean a maximal consistent
collection of formulas of the form φ(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1, yk) or ¬φ(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1, yk) with
(a0, a1, . . . , ak−1) ∈ A0×A1× . . .×Ak−1. If A0 = {b} is a singleton, we will simply write
Sφ,B (b, A1, . . . , Ak−1).

Definition 3.20. Given a formula φ(x; y1, . . . , yk), ε ∈ R>0 and a function f : N → N,
we consider the following condition.

(†)f,ε There exists some n∗ ∈ N such that the following holds for all n∗ ≤ n ≤ m ∈ N:
for any mutually indiscernible sequences I1, . . . , Ik of finite length, with Ii ⊆ Myi ,
n = |I1| = . . . = |Ik−1|, m = |Ik|, and b ∈ Mx an arbitrary tuple there exists an
interval J ⊆ Ik with |J | ≥ m

f(n) − 1 satisfying |Sφ,J(b, I1, . . . , Ik−1)| < 2n
k−1−ε .

Proposition 3.21. The following are equivalent for a formula φ(x; y1, . . . , yk), with k ≥
2:

(1) φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) is k-dependent.
(2) There exist some ε > 0 and d ∈ N such that φ satisfies (†)f,ε with respect to the

function f(n) = nd.
(3) There exist some ε > 0 and some function f : N → N such that φ satisfies (†)f,ε.

Proof. (1) implies (2). Assume that φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) is k-dependent, say of VCk-dimension
d0. Let ε > 0 and n0 be as given by Fact 3.17 for k − 1 and d0. Let d := d0(k − 1) + 1
and n∗ := max{n0, d0}. Assume that n∗ ≤ n ≤ m, b, I1, . . . , Ik witness that (2) fails
with respect to d and ε (in particular m > f(n) as otherwise (2) would hold using
J := ∅). We can partition Ik into n′ := f(n) = nd ≥ d0n

d0(k−1) disjoint intervals
J1 < . . . < Jn′ , with |Ji| ≥ m

f(n) − 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n′. Then by assumption we have

|Sφ,Ji(b, I1, . . . , Ik−1)| ≥ 2n
k−1−ε for each i. Hence, by Fact 3.17, for each i there exists

some d0-box Ai ⊆ I1 × . . .× Ik−1 shattered by the family {φ(b, y1, . . . , yk−1, a) : a ∈ Ji}.
As there are at most

(
n
d0

)k−1-choices for Ai, by pigeonhole there exist some d0-box A′ =

A′
1 × . . . × A′

k−1 ⊆ I1 × . . . × Ik−1 and some 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < id0 ≤ n′ such that A′ is
shattered by each of the families {φ(b, y1, . . . , yk−1, a) : a ∈ Jit}, for 1 ≤ t ≤ d0.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let I ′i be the initial segment of Ii of length d0, and let R ⊆
I ′1 × . . . × I ′k be arbitrary. By the choice of A′ we can select points at ∈ Jit such that
the ordered k-partite hypergraph (R; I ′1, . . . , I

′
k) is isomorphic to the ordered k-partite

hypergraph (φ(b; y1, . . . , yk);A
′
1, . . . , A

′
k−1, {a1, . . . , ad0}). By mutual indiscernibility of

I1, . . . , Ik there is an automorphism sending A′
i to I ′i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and {a1, . . . , ad0}

to I ′k; then the image bR of b under this isomorphism satisfies

|= φ(bR; a1, . . . , ak) ⇐⇒ (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ R

for all ai ∈ I ′i, 1 ≤ i ≤ k. That is, the d0-box I ′1 × . . . × I ′k is shattered by the instances
of φ, contradicting the assumption on the VCk-dimension of φ.

(2) implies (3) is obvious.

(3) implies (1). Let k ≥ 2, d, n ∈ N be arbitrary. We define a k-partite ordered
hypergraph (Rk−1

d,n ;V1, . . . , Vk) as follows. Let d′ := 2d, and let s1, . . . , s2nk−1 be an
arbitrary enumeration of P([n]k−1). We take Vi := [n] for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 with the natural
ordering, and we let Vk := [d′]× [2n

k−1
], with the order given by the lexicographic product
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of the natural orders on [d′] and [2n
k−1

]. And for any (a1, . . . , ak−1) ∈ V1× . . .×Vk−1 and
(t, a) ∈ Vk we define

(a1, . . . , ak−1, (t, a)) ∈ Rk−1
d,n : ⇐⇒ (a1, . . . , ak−1) ∈ sa.

Claim 3.22. The k-partite ordered hypergraph (Rk−1
d,n ;V1, . . . , Vk) satisfies the following.

(a) |Vi| = n for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and |Vk| = 2d2n
k−1.

(b) For any interval J ⊆ Vk with |J | ≥ |Vk|
d − 1, the family of sets

FJ :=
{
Rk−1
d,n (y1, . . . , yk−1, c) ∩ V1 × . . .× Vk−1 : c ∈ J

}
shatters V1 × . . .× Vk−1. In particular, |FJ | = 2n

k−1.

Proof. (a) is obvious by construction. For (b), let J be an interval in Vk of length ≥ |Vk|
d .

As d′ = 2d, J must contain entirely the whole set {(t, a) : a ∈ [2n
k−1

]} for some 1 ≤ t ≤ d′,
hence (b) holds by construction. □

Now assume that φ(x; y1, . . . , yk) is not k-dependent. Then, by Fact 3.14, there are tu-
ples b and (ag)g∈Gk,p such that (ag)g∈Gn,p isOn,p-indiscernible and |= φ(b; ag1 , . . . , agk) ⇐⇒
Gk,p |= Rk(g1, . . . , gk), for all gi ∈ Pi. In particular, taking Ii := (ag : g ∈ Pi), the se-
quences I1, . . . , Ik are mutually indiscernible (with the ordering given by the ordering on
Pi).

We fix an arbitrary f : N → N, ε > 0 and n∗ ∈ N. As Gk,p contains any finite
ordered k-partite hypergraph as an induced substructure, restricting I1, . . . , Ik to the
corresponding finite subsequences we find finite mutually indiscernible sequences I ′1, . . . , I ′k
such that the k-partite ordered hypergraph (φ(b, y1, . . . , yk); I

′
1, . . . , I

′
k) is isomorphic to

(Rk−1
f(n∗),n∗ ;V1, . . . , Vk). Then, by Claim 3.22, |I ′i| = n∗ for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, |I ′k| = m :=

2f(n∗)2(n
∗)k−1 ; and if J is an arbitrary interval in I ′k with |J | ≥ m

f(n∗) − 1, then I ′1× . . .×
I ′k−1 is shattered by the family {φ(b, y1, . . . , yk−1, c) : c ∈ J}, so Sφ,J(b, I ′1, . . . , I ′k−1) =

2(n
∗)k−1 . But this contradicts (†)f,ε. □

3.4. Array shattering lemma in NIP structures. The following is our key technical
lemma. In this section, given a tuple ī = (i1, . . . , ik) and s ⊆ [k], we write īs to denote
the subtuple (it : t ∈ s). And if ī′ = (i′1, . . . , i

′
k′) is another tuple, we write ī+ ī′ to denote

the concatenated tuple (i1, . . . , ik, i
′
1, . . . , i

′
k′).

Lemma 3.23 (Array shattering lemma). Assume that every L-formula is NIP. Then
(1)k below holds for all k ≥ 2 and (2)k holds for all k ≥ 1 (below all of the yi’s are tuples
of variables of arbitrary finite length).

(1)k For every φ(y0, . . . , yk) ∈ L there exist some fφ : N → N, nφ ∈ N, a sequence
(∆φ,n : n ∈ N) with each ∆φ,n a finite set of L-formulas, and εφ > 0 satisfying
the following:

Let nφ ≤ n ≤ m ∈ N be arbitrary. Let γ̄ = (γī : ī ∈ [n]k−1 × [m]) be a ∆φ,n-
indiscernible array. Let ᾱ = (αī : ī ∈ [n]k−1) and β̄t = (βt

ī
: ī ∈ [n]k−2 × [m]) for

1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1 be arbitrary arrays. For j ∈ [m], let

Sφj :=
{
ī ∈ [n]k−1 :|= φ

(
αī, β

1
ī[k−1]\{1}+(j), . . . , β

k−1
ī[k−1]\{k−1}+(j)

, γī+(j)

)}
.

Then there exists some interval J ⊆ [m] with |J | ≥ m
fφ(n)

− 1 such that the family

of sets Fφ
J :=

{
Sφj : j ∈ J

}
has cardinality at most 2n

k−1−εφ .
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(2)k For every φ(y1, . . . , yk+1) ∈ L there exist some n′φ ∈ N and ε′φ > 0 satisfying the
following:

Let n′φ ≤ n ∈ N and δ̄ = (δī : ī ∈ [n]k) be an array. For a sequence of arrays(
ζ̄t = (ζt

ī
: ī ∈ [n]k−1)

)
1≤t≤k, we define

Sφ,δ̄
ζ̄1,...,ζ̄k

:=
{
ī ∈ [n]k :|= φ

(
ζ1ī[k]\{1} , . . . , ζ

k
ī[k]\{k}

, δī

)}
.

Then the family

Fφ,δ̄ =
{
Sφ,δ̄
ζ̄1,...,ζ̄k

⊆ [n]k : ζ̄1, . . . , ζ̄k arbitrary arrays
}

has cardinality < 2n
k−ε′φ .

Proof. We already saw an illustration for the properties (2)2 and (2)3 in the introduction.
The following is an illustration for the properties (1)2 and (1)3:

γi1,i2,j

Sφj

Sφj′

γ

m

n

n

β1
i2,j

β
1

α

β
2

β2
i1,j

αi1,i2

i1

i2

j

|= φ
(
αi1,i2

, β1
i2,j , β

2
i1,j , γi1,i2,j

)
∧¬φ

(
αi′1,i′2

, β1
i′2,j′ , β

2
i′1,j′ , γi′1,i′2,j′

)

β2
i′1,j

′

β1
i′2,j

′

γi′1,i
′
2,j

′

αi′1,i
′
2

Property (1)3

β
1

α
γ

γi1,j

β1
j

αi1

Sφj
Sφj′

γi′1,j
′αi′1

β1
j′

|= φ
(
αi1 , β

1
j , γi1,j

)
∧¬φ

(
αi′1

, β1
j′ , γi′1,j

′

)

Property (1)2

Note that (2)1 holds by Sauer-Shelah lemma: In this case given an NIP formula
φ(y1, y2) and an arbitrary δ̄ = (δi : i ∈ [n]), for any ζ̄1 = (ζ), ζ ∈ My1 , the set Sφ,δ̄

ζ̄1
:=

{i ∈ [n] :|= φ (ζ, δi)} is determined by the φ-type of ζ over δ̄. By Sauer-Shelah there exist
some c ∈ N and n0 ∈ N such that the number of φ-types over every set of size n ≥ n0
is bounded by nc. And for an arbitrary 0 < εφ < 1 there exists some nφ ≥ n0 and such
that nc < 2n−εφ for all n ≥ nφ, so (2)1 holds.

We will show that (1)k implies (2)k for all k ≥ 2, and that (2)k implies (1)k+1 for all
k ≥ 1, which is sufficient.

(1)k implies (2)k. Let εφ′ > 0, nψ, (∆ψ,n)n∈N and fψ be as given by (1)k for

ψ(y0, . . . , yk) := φ(y1, . . . , yk−1, y0, yk).

We consider the k-partite ordered hypergraph (Rk−1
fψ(nψ),nψ

;V1, . . . , Vk) defined in the proof
of Proposition 3.21. By Claim 3.22(a) we have |Vi| = nψ for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and |Vk| =
m := 2fψ(nψ)2

nk−1
ψ . Let r = r(k,∆ψ,nψ ,m) ∈ N be as given by Lemma 3.6. Finally, let

ε′φ > 0 and n′φ ∈ N be as given by Fact 3.17 with d := r.

We claim that (2)k holds for φ with respect to n′φ, ε′φ (note that they were chosen only
depending on φ). If not, then there exists some n ≥ n′φ and an array δ̄ = (δī : ī ∈ [n]k)
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such that the family of sets Fφ,δ̄ =
{
S δ̄
ζ̄1,...,ζ̄k

}
⊆ P([n]k) has cardinality ≥ 2n

k−ε′φ . Note
that n > nψ and n > m. Then, by Fact 3.17 and the choice of n′φ, ε′φ, there exists some
I = I1 × . . . × Ik ⊆ [n]k with |I1| = . . . = |Ik| = r shattered by Fφ,δ̄. By Lemma
3.6 and the choice of r, there exist some I ′t ⊆ It for 1 ≤ t ≤ k, with |I ′t| = nψ for
1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1 and |I ′k| = m, and such that the array {δī : ī ∈ I ′} is ∆ψ,nψ -indiscernible,
where I ′ = I ′1 × . . .× I ′k. Note that I ′ is still shattered by Fφ,δ̄. In particular, there exist
some arrays ζ̄t = (ζt

ī
: ī ∈ [n]k−1) for 1 ≤ t ≤ k such that, identifying Vt with I ′t in an

order-preserving way for 1 ≤ t ≤ k, for every ī ∈ I ′1 × . . .× I ′k we have

(3.2) |= φ
(
ζ1ī[k]\{1} , . . . , ζ

k
ī[k]\{k}

, δī

)
⇐⇒ ī ∈ Rk−1

fψ(nψ),nψ
.

Identifying I ′t with [nψ] in an order-preserving way for 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1 and I ′k with [m],
we define:

• αī := ζk
ī

for ī ∈ [nψ]
k−1;

• for each 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1, βt
ī
:= ζt

ī
for ī ∈ [nψ]

k−2 × [m];
• γī := δī for all ī ∈ [nψ]

k−1 × [m].

Then, by (3.2), for any tuple ī ∈ [nψ]
k−1 and j ∈ [m] we have

(3.3) |= ψ
(
αī, β

1
ī[k−1]\{1}+(j), . . . , β

k−1
ī[k−1]\{k−1}+(j)

, γī+(j)

)
⇐⇒ ī+ (j) ∈ Rk−1

fψ(nψ),nψ
.

But then by Claim 3.22(b), for any interval J ⊆ [m] with |J | ≥ m
fφ′ (nφ′ )

− 1, the

family of sets Sφ
′

j =
{
ī ∈ [nφ′ ]k−1 : ī+ (j) ∈ Rk−1

fφ′ (nφ′ ),nφ′

}
with j varying over J shatters

[nφ′ ]k−1, so in particular has cardinality 2
nk−1
φ′ . This is a contradiction to the choice of

εφ′ , nφ′ ,∆φ′,nφ′
, fφ′ , i. e. (1)k.

(2)k implies (1)k+1. Let φ(y0, . . . , yk+1) ∈ L be arbitrary. For each n ∈ N and η ∈ 2n
k ,

we consider the partitioned L-formula

ξφ,n,η

(
(xī : ī ∈ [n]k); (yī : ī ∈ [n]k)

)
:=

∃(z1ī : ī ∈ [n]k−1) . . . ∃(zkī : ī ∈ [n]k−1)
∧
ī∈[n]k

φ
(
xī, z

1
ī[k]\{1}

, . . . , zkī[k]\{k} , yī

)η(̄i)
.

By assumption each ξφ,n,η is NIP, hence let d′φ,n,η ∈ N and a finite set of formulas ∆φ,n,η

be as given for it by Lemma 3.5 with k = 1 and r = 1.

Let ψ(y1, . . . , yk, y′k+1) := φ(y0, . . . , yk+1), where y′k+1 := y0yk+1, by assumption it
satisfies (2)k with respect to some n′ψ and ε′ψ > 0.

We will show that (1)k+1 holds for φ with respect to:

• the function fφ : N → N defined by fφ(n) :=
∑

η∈2nk d
′
φ,n,η for all n ∈ N;

• ∆φ,n :=
⋃
η∈2nk ∆φ,n,η for each n ∈ N;

• εφ := ε′ψ,
• nφ := n′ψ.

Assume that nφ ≤ n ≤ m are arbitrary. Let γ̄ = (γī : ī ∈ [n]k × [m]) be a ∆φ,n-
indiscernible array. Let ᾱ =

(
αī : ī ∈ [n]k

)
and β̄t =

(
βt
ī
: ī ∈ [n]k−1 × [m]

)
for 1 ≤ t ≤ k

be arbitrary arrays. For each j ∈ [m] we let
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• γ̄j :=
(
γī+(j) : ī ∈ [n]k

)
;

• δ̄j :=
(
αī, γī+(j) : ī ∈ [n]k

)
.

Then we have

(3.4) Sφj ∈ Fψ,δ̄j for all j ∈ [m],

where Sφj is as in the definition of (1)k+1, and Fψ,δ̄j as in the definition of (2)k.

By the choice of fφ,∆φ,n and Lemma 3.5, there exists some set J0 ⊆ [m] with |J0| ≤
fφ(n) such that for every η ∈ 2n

k and j, j′ ∈ [m] we have:

qftp<(j/J0) = qftp<(j
′/J0) =⇒ |= ξφ,n,η(ᾱ, γ̄

j) ↔ ξφ,n,η(ᾱ, γ̄
j′).

But then taking J to be the longest interval in [m] between two points in J0 without any
points of J0 between them, we have that |J | ≥ m

fφ(n)
− 1, and

(3.5) |= ξφ,n,η(ᾱ, γ̄
j) ↔ ξφ,n,η(ᾱ, γ̄

j′) for all η ∈ 2n
k

and j, j′ ∈ J.

By the choice of the formulas ξφ,n,η, (3.5) implies

(3.6) Fψ,δ̄j = Fψ,δ̄j
′

for all j, j′ ∈ J.

And for an arbitrary fixed j0 ∈ J , we have |Fψ,δ̄j0 | < 2n
k−ε′ψ

= 2n
k−εφ by (2)k and the

choice of εφ and nφ. Hence, combining (3.4) and (3.6), we conclude that

|Fφ
J | =

∣∣∣{Sφj : j ∈ J
}∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣Fψ,δ̄j0

∣∣∣ < 2n
k−εφ

,

as wanted. □

3.5. Composition Lemma. We are ready to prove the main result of this section (gen-
eralizing the binary case k = 2 established in [13]): composing a relation definable in an
NIP structure with arbitrary functions of arity at most k produces a k-dependent relation.
As before, all the variables below are allowed to be tuples of arbitrary finite length.

Theorem 3.24 (Composition Lemma). Let M be an L′-structure such that its reduct to
a language L ⊆ L′ is NIP. Let d, k ∈ N, φ(x1, . . . , xd) be an L-formula, and (y0, . . . , yk) be
arbitrary k+1 tuples of variables. For each 1 ≤ t ≤ d, let 0 ≤ it1, . . . , i

t
k ≤ k be arbitrary,

and let ft : My
it1

× . . . ×My
it
k

→ Mxt be an arbitrary L′-definable k-ary function. Then
the formula

ψ (y0; y1, . . . , yk) := φ
(
f1

(
yi11 , . . . , yi1k

)
, . . . , fd

(
yid1
, . . . , yidk

))
is k-dependent.

Proof. Let φ(x1, . . . , xd) and (ft)1≤t≤d be given. For each 0 ≤ r ≤ k, consider the set

Sr :=
{
1 ≤ t ≤ d : {it1, . . . , itk} ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , k} \ {r}

}
.

We let x′r := (xt : t ∈ Sr) and let f ′r :
∏

0≤s≤k,s̸=rMys →Mx′r be the k-ary L′-definable
function given by

f ′r ((ys : s ∈ {0, . . . , k} \ {r})) :=
(
ft(yit1 , . . . , yitk

) : t ∈ Sr

)
.

Consider the L-formula φ′(x′0, . . . , x
′
k) := φ(x1, . . . , xd). Then

(3.7) |= ψ(y0; y1, . . . , yk) ↔ φ′ (f ′k ((ys)s∈{0,...,k}\{k}) , . . . , f ′0 ((ys)s∈{0,...,k}\{0})) .
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In order to show that ψ(y0; y1, . . . , yk) is k-dependent we check that it satisfies the
criterion in Proposition 3.21(3). Consider the L-formula

φ′′(x′k, x
′
1, . . . , x

′
k−1, x

′
0) := φ′(x′0, . . . , x

′
k).

Let fφ′′ : N → N, nφ′′ ∈ N, (∆φ′′,n)n∈N with each ∆φ′′,n a finite set of L-formulas,
and εφ′′ > 0 be as given for φ′′ by (1)k in Lemma 3.23. We claim that ψ(y0; y1, . . . , yk)
satisfies (†)fφ′′ ,εφ′′ with respect to n∗ := nφ′′ .

Indeed, assume that n∗ ≤ n ≤ m ∈ N and I1, . . . , Ik are mutually L′-indiscernible
sequences with It ⊆ Myt for 1 ≤ t ≤ k, It =

(
ati : i ∈ [n]

)
for 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1, Ik =(

aki : i ∈ [m]
)
, and b ∈ My0 is an arbitrary tuple. We define:

• αī := f ′k(b, a
1
i1
, . . . , ak−1

ik−1
) for every ī = (i1, . . . , ik−1) ∈ [n]k−1;

• γī := f ′0(a
1
i1
, . . . , akik) for every ī = (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ [n]k−1 × [m];

• βt
ī
:= f ′t(b, a

1
i1
, . . . , at−1

it−1
, at+1
it+1

, . . . , akik) for every 1 ≤ t ≤ k − 1 and every tuple
ī = (i1, . . . , it−1, it+1, . . . , ik) ∈ [n]k−2 × [m].

Note that then the array γ̄ = (γī :∈ [n]k−1 × [m]) is L′-indiscernible by mutual L′-
indiscernibility of the It’s, so in particular γ̄ is ∆φ′′,n-indiscernible. And, by (3.7) and
definition of φ′′, for every ī = (i1, . . . , ik−1) ∈ [n]k−1 and j ∈ [m] we have

|= ψ
(
b; a1i1 , . . . , a

k−1
ik−1

, akj

)
⇐⇒ |= φ′′

(
αī, β

1
ī[k−1]\{1}+(j), . . . , β

k−1
ī[k−1]\{k−1}+(j)

, γī+(j)

)
.

In particular, for every j ∈ [m], the type tpψ(a
k
j /b, I1, . . . , Ik−1) is determined by the

set Sφ
′′

j as in the definition of Lemma 3.23, (1)k. Hence there exists some interval J ⊆ [m]

with |J | ≥ m
fφ′′ (n)

such that the family of sets Fφ′′

J :=
{
Sφ

′′

j : j ∈ J
}

has cardinality at

most 2n
k−1−εφ′′ . Thus |Sψ,J (b, I1, . . . , Ik−1) | < 2n

k−1−εφ′′ , as wanted. □

3.6. Discussion. In our proof of Lemma 3.23 we did not try to optimize any of the
bounds, and we expect that they are much stronger than our argument provides.

We show how to obtain a polynomial bound for both fφ and |Fφ
J | in (1)2 of Lemma

3.23 with a different argument (but do not pursue the general case here).

Lemma 3.25. Let n ≤ m, (αi : 1 ≤ i ≤ n), (βj : 1 ≤ j ≤ m) be arbitrary sequences and
(γi,j : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m) a (sufficiently) indiscernible array. Let φ(x, y, z) ∈ L, and
assume that every L-formula is NIP. For j ≤ m, let Sj := {1 ≤ i ≤ n :|= φ (αi, βj , γi,j)}.
Then there exists some d = d(φ) ∈ N and an interval J ⊆ [m] of length ≥ m

nd
such that,

assuming n is large enough, |{Sj : j ∈ J}| ≤ nd.

Proof. As the partitioned formula φ′(y;xz) := φ(x, y, z) is NIP, by Fact 3.4 there exists
some formula θ(x, z; x̄, z̄) ∈ L with x̄ = (x1, . . . , xd1), z̄ = (z1, . . . , zd1) such that: for each
1 ≤ j ≤ m there exist some 1 ≤ ij,1, . . . , ij,d1 ≤ n and 1 ≤ i′j,1, . . . , i

′
j,d1

≤ n such that:
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

i ∈ Sj ⇐⇒ |= φ(αi, βj , γi,j) ⇐⇒ |= θ
(
αi, γi,j ;αij,1 , . . . , αij,d1 , γi′j,1,j , . . . , γi′j,d1 ,j

)
.

By assumption, θ is NIP under any partition of its variables into two groups. Let d2 =
d2(θ) be as given by Lemma 3.5. Let i ∈ [n] and ī = (i1, . . . , id1), ī

′ = (i′1, . . . , i
′
d1
) ∈ [n]d1

be arbitrary. Note that the sequence of tuples

(γi,j , γi′1,j , . . . , γi′d1 ,j
: 1 ≤ j ≤ m)
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is indiscernible by indiscernibility of the array (γi,j). Hence there exist some 1 ≤ ji,̄i,̄i
′

1 ≤
. . . ≤ ji,̄i,̄i

′

d2
≤ m such that, letting j̄i,̄i,̄i′ := (ji,̄i,̄i

′

1 , . . . , ji,̄i,̄i
′

d2
), for any 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ m,

qftp<(j/j̄
i,̄i,̄i′) = qftp<(j

′/j̄i,̄i,̄i
′
) =⇒

|= θ
(
αi, γi,j ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

)
↔ θ

(
αi, γi,j′ ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j′ , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

′

)
.

Note that there are n2d1+1 possible choices for the tuple (i, ī, ī′). We let j̄ be a tuple of
strictly increasing elements in [m] consisting of all elements appearing in any of the tuples(
j̄i,̄i,̄i

′
: i ∈ [n], ī, ī′ ∈ [n]d1

)
, then j̄ consists of at most d2n2d1+1 elements and satisfies: for

any i ∈ [m], ī, ī′ ∈ [n]d1 and any 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ m,

qftp<(j/j̄) = qftp<(j
′/j̄) =⇒

|= θ
(
αi, γi,j ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

)
↔ θ

(
αi, γi,j′ ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j′ , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

′

)
.

Hence there is an interval J ⊆ [m] of length ≥ m
d2n2d1+1+1

such that for any i ∈ [m], ī, ī′ ∈
[n]d1 and any j, j′ ∈ J we have

|= θ
(
αi, γi,j ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

)
↔ θ

(
αi, γi,j′ ;αi1 , . . . , αid1 , γi′1,j′ , . . . , γi′d1 ,j

′

)
.

By the above, this implies that for any j, j′ ∈ J ,

(ij1,1, . . . , ij,d1) = (ij′,1, . . . , ij′d1
) ∧ (i′j1,1, . . . , i

′
j,d1) = (i′j′,1, . . . , i

′
j′d1

)

=⇒ Sj = Sj′ .

Note that there are at most n2d1 choices for the tuple (ij,1, . . . , ij,d1 , i
′
j,1, . . . , i

′
j,d1

).
Hence taking d := 2d1 + 2, the Lemma is satisfied assuming n is large enough. □

Problem 3.26. (1) Obtain better bounds in (1)k for a general k ∈ N.
(2) In the Composition Lemma, is it sufficient to assume that the formula φ is NIP?

(As opposed to our assumption that the complete theory of the L-reduct of M is
NIP.)

We conjecture a generalization of Theorem 3.24 (which corresponds to the case n = 1;
the bound kn is clearly optimal):

Conjecture 3.27. Let M be an L′-structure such that its reduct to a language L ⊆ L′ is
n-dependent. Let d, k ∈ N, φ(x1, . . . , xd) be an L-formula, and (y0, . . . , ykn) be arbitrary
kn + 1 tuples of variables. For each 1 ≤ t ≤ d, let 0 ≤ it1, . . . , i

t
k ≤ kn be arbitrary, and

let ft : My
it1

× . . . ×My
it
k

→ Mxt be an arbitrary L′-definable k-ary function. Then the
formula

ψ (y0; y1, . . . , ykn) := φ
(
f1

(
yi11 , . . . , yi1k

)
, . . . , fd

(
yid1
, . . . , yidk

))
is kn-dependent.

Remark 3.28. An analog of the Composition Lemma for k = 2 was demonstrated when
the L-reduct of M is stable for the property NFOP2 in [1]. A preliminary version of this
paper also contained an analogous result for the stronger property NOP2 (in the sense of
Takeuchi), this will be included in future work.
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4. Non-degenerate n-linear forms are n-dependent and NSOP1

4.1. N-dependence. In this section we demonstrate n-dependence of certain theories of
non-degenerate n-linear forms over NIP fields, generalizing the n = 2 case established in
[13, Theorem 6.3]. The proof is similar to the binary case, with the two main new ingre-
dients being the relative quantifier elimination result for non-degenerate n-linear forms
(Theorem 2.19, generalizing Granger [32] in the case n = 2) and the n-ary Composition
Lemma (Theorem 3.24, generalizing [13, Theorem 5.12] in the case n = 2). Our proof
in [13, Theorem 6.3] utilized additional analysis of generalized indiscernibles in bilinear
spaces and a certain simplification of terms procedure in order to reduce the question to
an application of the Composition Lemma (see [13, Section 6.3]), working in a language
without the functions fpi (which turned out to be insufficient for Granger’s quantifier
elimination, see the discussion in the introduction). Later [1] proposed a streamlined ar-
gument simplifying these last two points using the existing results of pairs of fields/vector
spaces. While a direct generalization of our proof can be carried out in the language
expanded by the functions fpi , we use here the same simplification.

The following is the main result of the section (see Section 2.2 for notation).

Theorem 4.1. Let n ∈ ω and let T be a theory of infinite dimensional n-linear K-spaces
(in the language LKθ,f ).

(1) Assume that T eliminates quantifiers in the language LKθ,f . If K is NIP, then T

is n-dependent (and strictly n-dependent if the form is generic). In particular, if
K is NIP, the theory of non-degenerate alternating forms AltT

K
n is n-dependent.

(2) If K has IPk and the form is generic, then T has IPnk.

Remark 4.2. If we instead consider T to be a theory of m-dimensional (for some m ∈
ω) n-linear K-spaces (V,K, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n), then K is n-dependent if and only if T is n-
dependent, for any n ≥ 1, via an interpretation of a model of T in K using Km ∼= V
as follows. Interpreting the vector space structure is obvious. Now, let (e1, . . . , em)
be the standard basis of Km. The n-linear form is completely determined by fixing
ki1,...,in := ⟨ei1 , . . . , ein⟩n for all 1 ≤ i1, . . . , in ≤ m. Let πi : Km → K be the projection
map onto the i-th coordinate. Then for any v1, . . . , vn ∈ Km, we have

⟨v1, . . . , vn⟩n =
m∑

i1,...,in=1

πi1(v1) . . . πin(vn)ki1,...,in ,

which is definable using {ki1,...,in : 1 ≤ i1, . . . , in ≤ m} as parameters.

We will use a result on tameness of algebraically closed fields with a distinguished
subfield named by a predicate from [22].

Fact 4.3. Let T be a theory of fields (possibly incomplete), in a language L expanding the
language Lring of rings. Let LP := L∪ {P} with P a new unary predicate, and let ACFT
be an expansion of ACF in the language LP by the axioms expressing that all relations in
L \ Lring are trivial unless all of the variables are in P , that P is a subfield and a model
of T , and that the degree of the field extension of the universe over P is infinite.

(1) [22, Proposition 4.1] If T is complete, then ACFT is also complete.
(2) [22, Theorems 5.24/5.34/5.9/5.13] If T is stable/NIP/simple/NSOP1, then ACFT

is also stable/NIP/simple/NSOP1.

From this we immediately have:
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Corollary 4.4. If Th(K) is stable/NIP/simple/NSOP1, then the theory TKVS,∞ of infinite
dimensional vector spaces over fields elementarily equivalent to K (see Remark 2.20) is
also stable/NIP/simple/NSOP1.

Proof. Given a field K, we can take an infinite degree field extension F which is alge-
braically closed. Then (K,F ) |= ACFTh(K) (with L in Fact 4.3 taken to be LK from Def-
inition 2.10), and (K,F ) clearly interprets a model of TKVS,∞. The claim follows by com-
pleteness of TKVS,∞ (Remark 2.20) and preservation of stability/NIP/simplicity/NSOP1

under reducts. □

The following lemma is an elaboration on the term reduction argument that we have
used in our proof of the bilinear case in [13, Section 6.3].

Fact 4.5. [1, Lemma 5.9] For any LKθ,f -term t(x̄), with x̄ = x̄⌢V x̄K , variables of sorts
V and K respectively, x̄V =

(
xV1 , . . . , x

V
m

)
with xVi singleton variables, there is some

LKVS =
(
LKθ,f \ {⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n}

)
-term t′(x̄, ū) with ū of sort K so that

T |= ∀x̄
(
t(x̄) = t′ (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n)

)
,

where ⟨x̄V ⟩n :=
(〈
xVi1 , . . . , x

V
in

〉
n
: (i1, . . . , in) ∈ [m]n

)
.

We can now prove the main result of the section.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. (1) By assumption T has quantifier elimination in the language
LKθ,f , and n-dependent formulas are closed under Boolean combinations (Fact 3.7). Hence
it suffices to show that every atomic LKθ,f -formula φ(y1, . . . , yn+1) with y1, . . . , yn+1 ar-
bitrary finite tuples of variables, is n-dependent in T . From the definition of LKθ,f ,
φ(y1, . . . , yn+1) has the form R (t1 (x̄) , . . . , td (x̄)) for some d ∈ ω, LKθ,f -relation symbol
R, LKθ,f -terms t1, . . . , td and x̄ := y⌢1 . . .⌢ yn+1. Permuting the variables if necessary, we
have x̄ = x̄⌢V x̄K , variables of sorts V and K respectively, and x̄V =

(
xV1 , . . . , x

V
m

)
, x̄K =(

xK1 , . . . , x
K
ℓ

)
with m, ℓ ∈ ω and xVi , x

K
i singleton variables. By Fact 4.5 there are LKVS-

terms t′j(x̄, ū) for j ∈ [d] so that

T |= ∀x̄
(
tj(x̄) = t′j (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n)

)
for all j ∈ [d] , hence

T |= ∀x̄
(
R (t1 (x̄) , . . . , td (x̄)) ↔ R

(
t′1 (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n) , . . . , t

′
d (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n)

) )
.

Let θ(x̄, ū) be the LKVS-formula R (t′1 (x̄, ū) , . . . , t
′
d (x̄, ū)), then φ(y1, . . . , yn+1) is equiva-

lent to θ (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n) in T .

Each singleton xVi , i ∈ [m] and xKi , i ∈ [ℓ] appears in some tuple yti , ti ∈ [n+ 1]. Hence
for each (i1, . . . , in) ∈ [m]n, adding dummy variables if necessary, each of the terms〈
xVi1 , . . . , x

V
in

〉
n
, xVi , x

K
i can be viewed as a term g(yt1 , . . . , ytn) for some (t1, . . . , tn) ∈

[n+ 1]n.

As φ(y1, . . . , yn+1) is T -equivalent to θ (x̄, ⟨x̄V ⟩n), it is then T -equivalent to

θ′
(
g1 ((yi : i ∈ s1)) , . . . , gD ((yi : i ∈ sD))

)
,

where θ′ ∈ LKVS is just θ with an appropriate repartition of its variables, D ∈ ω, sk ∈
[n + 1]n and gk is an LKθ,f -term, for each k ∈ [D]. As TKVS,∞ is the LKVS-reduct of T ,
and TKVS,∞ is NIP by assumption and Corollary 4.4, it follows by Theorem 3.24 that
φ(y1, . . . , yn+1) is n-dependent.
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(2) Fix k ≥ 2 and assume that K has IPk, then by Fact 3.7(2),(3) it must be witnessed
by some LK-formula φ(x̄; y1, . . . , yk) with each yi a single variable. So for any p ∈ ω and
1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k we can find sequences(

cℓ
(iℓ1,...,i

ℓ
n)

: (iℓ1, . . . , i
ℓ
n) ∈ (p)n

)
with p viewed as an ordinal and (p)n ordered lexicographically, and all cℓ

(iℓ1,...,i
ℓ
n)

pairwise

distinct elements in K, such that: for every I ⊆ ((p)n)k there is some ēI satisfying

|= φ
(
ēI ; c

1
(i11,...,i

1
n)
, . . . , ck

(ik1 ,...,i
k
n)

)
⇐⇒

(
(i11, . . . , i

1
n), . . . , (i

k
1, . . . , i

k
n)
)
∈ I.

As the space V is infinite dimensional, we can choose

ā :=
(
aℓt,i : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, 1 ≤ t ≤ n− 1, i ∈ p

)
a finite tuple consisting of linearly independent elements from V .

Since the n-linear form is generic, and ā is linearly independent, for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k
and j ∈ p there exists some bℓj ∈ V satisfying〈

aℓ1,i1 , . . . , a
ℓ
n−1,in−1

, bℓj

〉
n
= cℓ(i1,...,in−1,j)

for all (i1, . . . , in−1) ∈ (p)n−1. But then, identifying ((p)n)k with (p)nk, for any set
I ⊆ (p)nk, we have

|= φ
(
ēI ,
〈
a11,i11

, . . . , a1n−1,i1n−1
, b1j1

〉
n
, . . . ,

〈
ak
1,ik1

, . . . , ak
n−1,ikn−1

, bnjn

〉
n

)
⇐⇒

(
i11, . . . , i

1
n−1, j1; i

2
1, . . . , i

2
n−1, j2; . . . ; i

k
1, . . . , i

k
n−1, jk

)
∈ I.

As p was arbitrary, we conclude that the formula

ψ(x̄; y1, . . . , ynk) := φ
(
x̄; ⟨y1, . . . , yn⟩n, . . . , ⟨yn(k−1)+1, . . . , ynk⟩n

)
has IPnk. □

4.2. NSOP1. In this section we consider another model theoretic tameness property
NSOP1, orthogonal to the n-dependence hierarchy, in the context of multilinear forms.
We refer to [16, 38, 39, 40, 27, 14] for the recently developed basic theory of NSOP1

and Kim-independence. Preservation of NSOP1 in bilinear forms over NSOP1 fields and
related questions were considered in various contexts, starting with [16] where it was
demonstrated (relying on the results of Granger [32]) that if K is an algebraically closed
field, then the theory of non-degenerate symmetric or alternating bilinear forms over K
is NSOP1. Following this, [38] proposed a description of Kim-independence over models,
followed by [26] which proposed some corrections to this description and a generalization
from models to arbitrary sets. A variant of the argument describing Kim-independence
with these corrections incorporated was given in [44] (allowing real closed fields). It
appears that all of these proofs contain gaps:

Remark 4.6. (1) Some issues with the proof of [38, Proposition 9.37] are already
pointed out in [26], which proposed a correct description of Kim-independence.

(2) The issue with the proposed correction in the proof of [26, Proposition 8.12] is that,
following the notation there, LinL(A′ ∪Bi) need not be a substructure containing
A′ ∪ Bi since it need not be closed under applying the bilinear form to pairs of
vectors in A′ ×Bi, so the claim that A′B0 ≡ A′Bi is not justified.

(3) In the proof of [44, Theorem 4.9], the issue is that, following the notation there,
it is possible that e.g. [ai′ , b0,k] ∈ (B1)K \ (B0)K , so assigning both [a′i′ , b0,k]

N :=

[ai′ , b0,k]
M and [a′i′ , b1,k]

N := [ai′ , b0,k]
M as suggested there, we again cannot con-

clude A′B1 ≡M A′B0.
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Here we provide a (hopefully) correct proof, generalizing to multilinear forms.

First we recall some basic notions and facts around NSOP1.

Definition 4.7. Let M |= T .

(1) A formula φ(x, a) ∈ L(M) Kim-divides over M if there is a global M -invariant
type q(y) extending tp(a/M) and a Morley sequence (ai)i∈ω in q over M (i.e. ai |=
q|Ma<i for all i ∈ ω; in particular (ai)i∈ω is indiscernible overM) so that {φ(x, ai) :
i ∈ ω} is inconsistent.

(2) A formula φ(x, a) ∈ L(M) Kim-forks over M if there exist finitely many φi(x, bi) ∈
L(M), i < k so that each φi(x, bi) Kim-divides overM and φ(x, a) ⊢

∨
i<k φi(x, ai).

(3) A (partial) type π(x) Kim-divides (Kim-forks) over M if it implies a formula that
Kim-divides (respectively, Kim-forks) over M .

(4) In this section, we will write a |⌣M
b to denote that tp(a/Mb) does not Kim-divide

over M .

Remark 4.8. We note that in any theory, for any tuples A,B,C, A |⌣
u
C
B (i.e. tp(A/BC)

is finitely satisfiable in C) implies A |⌣
i
C
B (i.e. tp(A/BC) extends to a global type

invariant over C), which implies A |⌣
f
C
B (i.e. tp(A/BC) does not fork over C), which

implies A |⌣C
B (i.e. tp(A/BC) does not Kim-fork over C).

Fact 4.9. (1) If T is NSOP1, then a formula φ(x, a) Kim-divides over M if and
only if it Kim-forks over M , and this is witnessed by a Morley sequence of any
M -invariant global type extending tp(a/M) [38, Proposition 3.19].

(2) A theory T is NSOP1 if and only if Kim-dividing is symmetric over models, i.e. for
any M |= T and tuples a, b, tp(a/bM) does not Kim-divide over M if and only if
tp(b/aM) does not Kim-divide over M . [38, Theorem 5.16].

(3) A theory T is simple if and only if Kim-independence |⌣ satisfies base mono-
tonicity over models: whenever M ⪯ N |= T , if a |⌣M

Nb, then a |⌣
K
N
b [38,

Proposition 8.8].

For the rest of the section, let T := AltT
K
n be the theory of non-degenerate alternating

forms over fields elementarily equivalent to K. For a set A ⊆ M we write AK for the
elements of A of the field sort and AV for the elements of A of the vector space sort.
For A ⊆ MV , we write ⟨A⟩ to denote SpanMK

(A) (so ⟨A⟩ can be large even when A is
small). For A,B,C ⊆ M, we write A |⌣

V
C
B to denote ⟨AV ⟩ ∩ ⟨BV ⟩ ⊆ ⟨CV ⟩. And we

write A |⌣
K
C
B to denote that AK and BK are Kim–independent over CK in the reduct

MK to a model of Th(K). We will also use the notation from Definition 2.10.

Fact 4.10. If tp(A/MB) does not Kim–divide over M in T and Th(K) is NSOP1, then
A |⌣

K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B.

Proof. By the proof of [44, Lemma 4.7] (but easier, as Th(K) is NSOP 1, every coheir
sequence witnesses Kim-dividing in K by Fact 4.9(1)) and the proof of [44, Lemma 4.8(3)]
(the assumption that K |= RCF stated there is not used). □

Remark 4.11. For any tuple a in MK and an (LKθ,f–)substructure C of M, tp(a/C) is
determined by tpLK (a/CK). In particular, in any model of T := AltT

K
n , the field sort is

stably embedded, and the induced structure is just the LK–structure of Th(K).

Proof. Follows by quantifier elimination (Theorem 2.19), as an (iterated application of)
Claim 2.17 (applied with g := idC) shows that any partial LK-isomorphism h fixing CK
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and sending a to some a′ extends to a partial LKθ,f -isomorphism extending both h and g,
hence fixing C. □

Proposition 4.12. Let M ≺ M be a small model and A,B ⊇ M small substructures.
Then tp(A/B) does not Kim-divide over M if and only if A |⌣

K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B.

Proof. If tp(A/MB) does not Kim-divide over M , then A |⌣
K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B by Fact

4.10.

For the other direction, assume A |⌣
K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B. Let q(ȳ) ∈ Sȳ(M) be a global

type extending tp(B/M) and invariant over M (in the sense of T ), and let (Bi)i∈ω be a
Morley sequence in q over M . Let B∗ |= q(ȳ) in some bigger monster model M′ ⪰ M of
T . Let qK(ȳK) := tpLK (B

∗
K/MK). Then qK is a global type extending tpLK (BK/MK),

which is moreover MK-invariant in the sense of ThLK (K). Indeed, given any formula
ψ(ȳK , z) ∈ LK and tuples c, c′ ∈ MK with c ≡LK

MK
c′, by Remark 4.11 we have c ≡M c′.

Hence by M -invariance of q we have ψ(ȳK , c) ∈ qK ⇐⇒ ψ(ȳK , c) ∈ q ⇐⇒ ψ(ȳK , c
′) ∈

q ⇐⇒ ψ(ȳK , c
′) ∈ qK . It follows that ((Bi)K)i∈ω is a Morley sequence over MK of the

global invariant type qK in the LK-reduct to a model of Th(K). Let p(x;B) := tp(AK/B),
and let p′(x;BK) := tpLK (AK/BK). As B is a substructure of M by assumption, by
Remark 4.11 we have p′(x;BK) ⊢ p(x;B) in T . For each i, let p(x;Bi) and p′(x; (Bi)K)
be the images of p(x;B) and p′(x;BK), respectively, under an LKθ,f -isomorphism fixing M
and sending B to Bi, we still have p′(x; (Bi)K) ⊢ p(x;Bi). And as A |⌣

K
M
B, p′(x;BK)

does not Kim-divide over MK in Th(K), hence there is some A′
K in MK such that

A′
K |=

⋃
i∈ω p

′(x; (Bi)K) ⊢
⋃
i∈ω p(x;Bi). That is, A′

KBi ≡M AKB for all i ∈ ω. For each
i ∈ ω, fix an LKθ,f -automorphism

σi : AK ∪B → A′
K ∪Bi, σi ↾M= id ↾M .

Let C be the LKθ,f -substructure of M generated by A∪B, in particular AK ∪BK ⊆ CK .
As σi ↾AK∪BK : AK ∪BK → A′

K ∪ (Bi)K is elementary, we can extend it to an elementary
map

σKi : CK → Ki, σ
K
i ↾AK∪BK= σi ↾AK∪BK , in particular σKi ↾MK

= id ↾MK
(4.1)

for some field Ki ⊆ MK with A′
K ∪ (Bi)K ⊆ Ki.

Choose some small M̃ ⪯ M with (Ki)i∈ω(Bi)i∈ωA
′
KAK ⊆ M̃ , and let K̃ := M̃K , in

particular K̃ |= Th(K).

Let m = (mi)i<α be a tuple from MV which is a basis for ⟨MV ⟩ viewed as a vector space
over MK . Similarly, let a = (ai)i<β be a tuple from AV ⊇MV such that ma is a basis of
⟨AV ⟩ as a vector space over MK . Note that by Lemma 2.14 (as A is a substructure) also

ma is a basis for AV as a vector space over AK(4.2)

Let b = (bi)i<γ be a tuple from BV ⊇ MV such that bm is a basis of ⟨BV ⟩ as a vector
space over MK . For each i, j < ω, let bi,j := σi(bj), and let b̄i := (bi,j : j < γ), as σi is
LKθ,f -elementary and fixes M , it follows that m̄b̄i is a basis for ⟨(BV )i⟩ as a vector space
over MK . As by assumption A |⌣

V
M
B, it follows that

m ∪ a ∪ b is a basis for ⟨AV ∪BV ⟩ as a vector space over MK .(4.3)

As (Bi)i∈ω is a Morley sequence in anM -invariant type, it is also a |⌣
V
M

-independent se-
quence (by Fact 4.10 and Remark 4.8). In particular, the set {mi}i<α∪{bi,j : i ∈ ω, j < γ}
is linearly independent over MK .
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Let Ṽ := Span
K̃
(m(bi)i∈ω), the vector space over K̃ spanned by m(bi)i∈ω. Let Ñ :=

(Ṽ , K̃). Then Ñ is a substructure of M (by Lemma 2.15 and the choice of K̃) and Bi ⊆ Ñ

for all i ∈ ω (as by the choice of K̃ it contains the values of fpi on ((Bi)V )i∈ω). Note
that Ñ is small, and that the intended interpretation of θn and fpi in Ñ agrees with the
interpretation of these symbols in M restricted to Ñ .

Let ā′ = (a′i)i<β be a tuple of new vectors (not in MV ) of the same length as ā. Let
W be the K̃-vector space extending Ṽ with ordered basis m ∪ a′ ∪ (bi)i∈ω (which we
order as written, by α + β + ω × γ). We define a new LKθ,f -structure N extending Ñ

with NK = ÑK = K̃ and NV = W . The field structure on K̃ is determined by Ñ and
the vector space structure has been determined, so it remains to define the n-linear form
⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Nn on W extending the n-linear form on Ṽ determined by Ñ .

Note that any function on strictly increasing n-tuples of vectors in an ordered basis
extends uniquely to an alternating form on the whole vector space. We take ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Nn
to agree with ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Mn on all such n-tuples from m ∪ (bi)i∈ω.

For any q, r, s ∈ {0, . . . , n} with q+r+s = n and r ≥ 1 (so there is at least one element
from ā′ in the tuple) and α1 < . . . < αq < α, β1 < . . . < βr < β, γ1 < . . . < γs < γ and
any i < ω we define

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a
′
β1 , . . . , a

′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

N
n :=(4.4)

σKi

(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , aβ1 , . . . , aβr , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn

)
∈ Ki ⊆ K̃.

For all other strictly increasing n-tuples from m∪ a′ ∪ (bi)i∈ω (i.e. containing bi,∗ and bj,∗
with i ̸= j ∈ ω) with at least one element in ā′, we define ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Nn to be an arbitrary
element in K̃. This uniquely determines an alternating n-linear form ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Nn on the
vector space W extending ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩Ñn . The natural interpretations of θn, f

p
i on (W, K̃)

agree with those on Ñ (by the choice of K̃, ÑK = NK). So we have:

Ñ ≤ N (an LKθ,f -substructure).(4.5)

As K̃ |= Th(K), by Lemma 2.4 and completeness of T (Theorem 2.19) there exists
N ′ =

(
N ′, K̃

)
such that N ′ |= T (interpreting fpi and θi naturally in N ′), dim(N ′

V ) ≤
dim(NV ) + ℵ0 (so N ′ is still small) and N ≤ N ′ (an LKθ,f -substructure, using that the
field is the same). By quantifier elimination in T there is an LKθ,f -embedding ι : N ′ → M
over Ñ (see e.g. [48, Proposition 4.3.28]).

Let a′′i := ι(a′i) for i < β, and ā′′ := (a′′i : i < β). Let A′
V := ι(SpanAK (ma′)) =

SpanAK (ma′′) and A′ := (A′
K , A

′
V ).

Claim 4.13. We have A′Bi ≡M AB for all i ∈ ω.

Proof. Fix i ∈ ω.

Note that
(
SpanCK (mab), CK

)
is an LKθ,f -substructure (by Lemma 2.15, as mab are

MK-linearly independent and the choice of CK) containing AB (by the choice of CK).

Using (4.4) and that ι is an embedding which is an identity on Ñ we have

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a
′′
β1 , . . . , a

′′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

M
n =(4.6)

ι
(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a

′
β1 , . . . , a

′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

N
n

)
=

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a
′
β1 , . . . , a

′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

N
n ∈ Ki.
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We have that ma′′bi is an MK-linearly independent set (as ma′bi were linearly indepen-
dent over N ′

K in N ′ and the embedding ι preserves θi’s) and the values of ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n on
ma′′bi are contained inKi by the above. Hence, using Lemma 2.15 again,

(
SpanKi(ma

′′bi),Ki

)
is an LKθ,f -substructure containing A′Bi.

By (4.1) σKi : CK → Ki is an LK-isomorphism. We define σ̃Vi constant on m̄, sending
aβ to a′′β and bγ to bi,γ , and extend by linearity to σVi : SpanCK (mab) → SpanKi(ma

′′bi):
for any q, r, s ∈ ω, αj < α, βj < β, γj < γ and kj , k′j , k

′′
j ∈ CK we define

σVi

∑
j∈[q]

kjmαj +
∑
j∈[r]

k′jaβj +
∑
j∈[s]

k′′j bαj

 :=

∑
j∈[q]

σKi (kj)mαj +
∑
j∈[r]

σKi (k′j)a
′′
βj

+
∑
j∈[s]

σKi (k′′j )bi,αj .

Let σ̃i := σVi ∪ σKi , we claim that

σ̃i :
(
SpanCK (mab), CK

)
→
(
SpanKi(ma

′′bi),Ki

)
is an isomorphism of LKθ,f -structures. By definition of σ̃i and Lemma 2.16, it remains to
verify that σ̃i preserves ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n. So we consider

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , aβ1 , . . . , aβr , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩n
for q, r, s ∈ {0, . . . , n} with q + r + s = n.

If r = 0 then ⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn ∈ BK , so using that σKi ↾AK∪BK= σi ↾
AK ∪BK and σi : B → B is an LKθ,f -isomorphism fixing M we have

σ̃i

(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn

)
=

σi

(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn

)
=

⟨σi(mα1), . . . , σi(mαq), σi(bγ1), . . . , σi(bγs)⟩Mn =

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩Mn .

And if r ≥ 1, using (4.6) we have

σ̃i

(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , aβ1 , . . . , aβr , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn

)
=

σKi

(
⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , aβ1 , . . . , aβr , bγ1 , . . . , bγs⟩Mn

) (4.4)
=

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a
′
β1 , . . . , a

′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

N
n

(4.6)
=

⟨mα1 , . . . ,mαq , a
′′
β1 , . . . , a

′′
βr , bi,γ1 , . . . , bi,γs⟩

M
n .

□Claim 4.13

It follows from the claim that tp(A/BM) does not Kim-divide over M , as wanted. □

Theorem 4.14. If Th(K) is NSOP1, then AltT
K
n is also NSOP1. And for any M |= T

and A,B ⊇ M small substructures, tp(A/MB) does not Kim-divide over M if and only
if A |⌣

K
M
B and A |⌣

V
M
B.

Proof. By Proposition 4.12 and Fact 4.9(2). □

Corollary 4.15. If the field K is finite, then AltT
K
n is simple.
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Proof. Take any model M and substructures A,B ⊇ M . As K is finite, for any sub-
structure A of M we have AK = K. As obviously K |⌣

u
K
K, hence K |⌣

K
K
K (Remark

4.8) we have in particular A |⌣
K
M
B. Hence, by Proposition 4.12, tp(A/MB) does not

Kim-divide over M if and only if SpanK(AV )∩SpanK(BV ) ⊆ SpanK(MV ); that is if and
only AV and BV are independent over MV in the stable theory of infinite dimensional
vector spaces over finite fields. This implies in particular that Kim dividing in AltT

K
n

satisfies base monotonicity, hence AltT
K
n is simple by Fact 4.9(2). □

5. Invariant connected components G∞ in n-dependent groups

5.1. Invariant subgroups of bounded index. Throughout the section, we let T be a
complete theory in a language L. Let G = G(M) be a type-definable group (to simplify
the notation, over ∅) and S ⊆ M a parameter set.

Definition 5.1. For a small set of parameters S ⊆ M, we let:

(1) G0
S be the intersection of all S-definable subgroups of G of finite index,

(2) G00
S be the intersection of all S-type-definable subgroups of G of bounded index,

(3) G∞
S (sometimes also denoted G000

S ) be the intersection of all S-invariant subgroups
of G of bounded index.

We have G∞
S ⊆ G00

S ⊆ G0
S (all of these coincide in stable theories, but the inclusions

can be proper already in dependent theories [21]); and as S is small, G0
S , G

00
S are S-type-

definable subgroups of G of bounded index, and G∞
S is an S-invariant subgroup of G of

bounded index. A fundamental fact about dependent groups is the “absoluteness” of their
connected components:

Fact 5.2. Let T be dependent. Then for any small set of parameters S we have G00
S = G00

∅
(Shelah, [52]) and G∞

S = G∞
∅ (Shelah [54] in the abelian case, and Gismatullin [31] in

general).

This is no longer true in 2-dependent groups (see Section 5.5), however the following
“relative absoluteness” holds:

Fact 5.3. (Shelah, [54]) Let T be 2-dependent, G an S-type-definable group, κ := ℶ2(|S|+
|T |)+, M ⊇ S a κ-saturated model, and b̄ an arbitrary finite tuple in M. Then

G00
Mb̄ = G00

M ∩G00
Cb̄

for some C ⊆ M with |C| < κ.

In [13, Section 4] we generalized Fact 5.3 to n-dependent groups for arbitrary n. This
required us to consider tuples in arbitrary (or n-dependent) theories that are sufficiently
independent, in the sense of a notion of independence considered in [13, Section 4].

Definition 5.4. (κ-coheirs) For any cardinal κ, any model M, and any tuples a,B we
write

a |⌣
u,κ
M B

if for any set C ⊂ B ∪M with |C| < κ, tp(a/C) is realized in M.

Hence a |⌣
u,ℵ0

M B ⇐⇒ a |⌣
u
MB, i.e. if and only if tp(a/BM) is finitely satisfiable

in M. Recall that for an infinite cardinal κ and n ∈ ω, the cardinal ℶn(κ) is defined
inductively by ℶ0(κ) := κ and ℶn+1(κ) := 2ℶn(κ). Then the Erdős-Rado theorem says
that (ℶr(κ))+ → (κ+)r+1

κ for all infinite κ and r ∈ ω.
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Definition 5.5. (Generic position) Let M be a small model, A a subset of M, and
b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 finite tuples in M. We say that (M, A, b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1) are in a generic position
if there exist regular cardinals κ1 < κ2 < . . . < κk−1 and models M0 ⪯ M1 ⪯ . . . ⪯
Mk−1 = M such that A ⊆ M0, ℶ2(|Mi|)+ ≤ κi+1 for i = 0, . . . , k − 2 and

b̄i |⌣
u,κi
Mi

b̄<iM

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.

Remark 5.6. We think about generic position as expressing that the tuples b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1

form a sufficiently independent set over M (imitating being realizations of pairwise com-
muting global invariant types, without being able to choose such types in general; in
particular, while |⌣

u,κ is not symmetric, the assumption implies that it holds somewhat
symmetrically between the b̄i’s). See Remark 4.12 and Problem 4.13 in [13] on the open
question of necessity of generic position in our results about connected components of
groups; Remark 4.14 of [13] shows that it can always be arranged.

Fact 5.7. [13, Corollary 4.10] For any k ≥ 1, let T be a k-dependent theory, A ⊆ M |= T
a small set of parameters and G = G(M) a type-definable group over A. Let M ⊇ A
be a small model and b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 finite tuples in M so that (M, A, b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1) are in a
generic position. Then there is some C ⊆ M with |C| ≤ ℶ2(|T |+ |A|) such that

G00
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

=

 ⋂
i=1,...,k−1

G00
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄i−1∪b̄i+1∪...∪b̄k−1

 ∩G00
C∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

.

Remark 5.8. (1) For k = 1 the assumptions of generic position in Corollary 5.7 are
trivially satisfied by any sufficiently large model M = M0, and the conclusion
gives G00

M = G00
C for some small subset C of M (since the first intersection on the

right hand side is over the empty set). This easily implies absoluteness of G00 in
Fact 5.2.

(2) For k = 2, the assumption b̄1 |⌣
u,κ1
M1

M1 is clearly satisfied by any κ1-saturated
model M1 ⊇ A (taking A ⊆ M0 ⪯ M1 arbitrary), and the conclusion gives
G00

M1b̄1
= G00

M1
∩G00

b̄1C
— hence Fact 5.3 follows from Fact 5.7.

In this section we prove an analog of Fact 5.7 (and in particular of Fact 5.3) for G∞ in
k-dependent abelian groups:

Theorem 5.9. For any k ≥ 1, let T be a k-dependent theory, A ⊆ M |= T a small set of
parameters and G = G(M) a type-definable abelian group over A. Let M ⊇ A be a small
model and b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 finite tuples in M so that (M, A, b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1) are in a generic
position. Then there is some C ⊆ M with |C| ≤ ℶ2(|T |+ |A|) such that

G∞
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

=

 ⋂
i=1,...,k−1

G∞
M∪b̄1∪...∪b̄i−1∪b̄i+1∪...∪b̄k−1

 ∩G∞
C∪b̄1∪...∪b̄k−1

.

Conjecture 5.10. The conclusion of Theorem 5.9 holds for arbitrary k-dependent groups
(not necessarily abelian).

Remark 5.11. (1) We note that in any theory, if a definable group G is definably
amenable (so for example abelian), then for any set S we have G00

S = G∞
S (this

is a special case of [45, Theorem 0.5]). Hence a generalization of Theorem 5.9
for definably amenable groups G follows from Fact 5.7. However we provide a
self-contained proof most of which works for arbitrary groups, and highlight the
use of abelianity in the final part.

(2) Similarly, if the theory T is simple, then G00
S = G∞

S , hence in a simple k-dependent
theory, Theorem 5.9 holds for an arbitrary group G by Fact 5.7.
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5.2. Lascar strong types and thick formulas. We recall some material about Lascar
strong types [58], [28], [10, Chapter 9] as a reference. Recall that two (possibly infinite)
tuples a, b have the same Lascar strong type over a small set of parameters S ⊆ M if aEb
holds for any S-invariant bounded equivalence relation E (on tuples of the appropriate
sorts of M); in which case we write a ≡L

S b.

Definition 5.12. [10, Definition 9.5]

(1) A symmetric formula θ(x, y) ∈ L(M), with x, y tuples of variables of the same
sorts (and length), is thick if there is no sequence (ai)i∈ω from Mx (with some of
ai’s possibly repeated) with |= ¬θ(ai, aj) for all i < j < ω. Note that in particular
every thick formula is reflexive.

(2) For S ⊆ M and x, y fixed tuples of variables of the same sorts, let ΘS(x, y) be
the set of all thick formulas with parameters in S in (finite subtuples of) variables
x, y.

Fact 5.13. [10, Lemma 9.7] For any set S and tuples a, b of the same sorts, |= ΘS(a, b)
if and only if there is a sequence (ci)i∈ω indiscernible over S with c0 = a, c1 = b.

Definition 5.14. We will say that a partitioned formula θ(x, y; z) ∈ L is uniformly thick
if for every c ∈ Mz, the formula θ(x, y; c) is thick.

Remark 5.15. (1) θ(x, y; z) is uniformly thick if and only if there is some n = n(θ) ∈
ω so that: for any c ∈ Mz, θ(x, y; c) is symmetric and there are no (a0, . . . , an−1)
with |= ¬θ(ai, aj ; c) for all i < j < n.

(2) Every thick formula θ(x, y) ∈ L(M) is equivalent to an instance (over the same
parameters) of some uniformly thick formula θ′(x, y; z) ∈ L.

(3) Let Θu(x, y; z) be the set of all uniformly thick formulas (without parameters) in
(finite subtuples of) the variables x, y, z. Then if S is a set and z corresponds to
an enumeration of S, we have ΘS(x, y) ≡ Θu(x, y;S).

Proof. (1) By compactness.

(2) Assume θ(x, y) ∈ L(M) is thick, say θ(x, y) = φ(x, y; c) for some φ(x, y; z) ∈ L
and c ∈ Mz, and n ∈ ω is such that there are no (a0, . . . , an−1) with |= ¬θ(ai, aj) for all
i < j < n. Then the formula

θ′(x, y; z) :=

(
∃x0, . . . , xn

n−1∧
i=0

¬φ(xi, xi+1; z)

)
∨
(
φ(x, y; z) ∧ φ(y, x; z)

)
is uniformly thick, and θ(x, y) ≡ θ′(x, y; c).

(3) Follows from (2). □

Remark 5.16. Note that by Ramsey’s theorem, both sets of formulas Θu(x, y; z) and
ΘS(x, y) (for an arbitrary S) are closed under conjunctions.

Definition 5.17. For n ∈ ω, we let the Lascar distance distS(a, b) over S between a
and b be the smallest n ∈ ω such that there exist a0, . . . , an with a0 = a, an = b and
|= ΘS(ai, ai+1) for each i < n; or ∞ if no such n exists.

Fact 5.18. [58, Lemma 7]

(1) If distS(a, b) = 1, then there is a small model M ⊇ S such that a ≡M b.
(2) If a ≡M b then distM (a, b) ≤ 2.

Fact 5.19. [58, Corollary 8] The relation ≡L
S is the finest bounded S-invariant equivalence

relation, and a ≡L
S b if and only if distS(a, b) <∞.
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Remark 5.20. For any fixed (finite or small infinite) tuples of variables x, y, z and
n ∈ ω, there is a partial L(∅)-type πn(x, y; z) so that for any tuples a, b, c in M of
appropriate length we have |= πn(a, b; c) ⇐⇒ distc(a, b) ≤ n. Moreover, πn(x, y; z) ≡∧
x′⊆x,y′⊆x,z′⊆z finite πn(x

′, y′; z′).

Proof. By compactness, Remark 5.15 and Remark 5.16, we can take πn(x, y; z) to be∧
x′,y′,z′

∧
θ(x′,y′;z′)∈Θu(x,y;z)

∃u0, . . . , un

(
u0 = x′ ∧ un = y′ ∧

∧
i<n

θ(ui, ui+1; z)

)
,

where x′, z′ are arbitrary finite subtuples of x, z respectively, and y′ is a finite subtuple
of y corresponding to x′. The “moreover” part follows from the definition of πn and
compactness. □

Lemma 5.21. Assume that (ai : i ∈ Q) is an S-indiscernible sequence (of finite or infinite
tuples) and I, J ⊆ Q are finite with I ∩ J = ∅, say I = {i1, . . . , in} for some n ∈ ω and
i1 < . . . < in. For t ∈ [n], let i′t ∈ Q be arbitrary so that it < i′t and

qftp<(i
′
t/J ∪ {ik : k ∈ [n] \ {t}}) = qftp<(it/J ∪ {ik : k ∈ [n] \ {t}}).

Then
distS∪(ai)i∈J

(
(ai1 , . . . , ain), (ai′1 , . . . , ai′n)

)
≤ 1.

Proof. For each t ∈ [n], let it,0 := it < it,1 := i′t and by assumption and density of
Q for 2 ≤ α < ω we can choose strictly increasing it,α ∈ Q so that it,1 < it,2 and
qftp<(it,α/J ∪ {ik : k ∈ [n] \ {t}}) = qftp<(it/J ∪ {ik : k ∈ [n] \ {t}}). Then by S-
indiscernibility of (ai : i ∈ Q) it follows that the sequence

(
(ai1,α , . . . , ain,α) : α ∈ ω

)
is

indiscernible over S∪(ai)i∈J and its first two elements are (ai1 , . . . , ain) and (ai′1 , . . . , ai′n),
so we conclude by Fact 5.13. □

Remark 5.22. If for some tuples a, b we have distS(a, b) ≤ n and f is an S-definable
function, then distS(f(a), f(b)) ≤ n.

Proof. By induction on n, using that if (ci : i ∈ ω) is an S-indiscernible sequence with
c0 = a, c1 = b, then (f(ci) : i ∈ ω) is also an S-indiscernible sequence starting with
f(a), f(b). □

5.3. G∞ and Lascar strong types. Let G be an ∅-type-definable group. For X ⊆ G
and m ∈ ω, we let Xm := {g1 · . . . · gm : gi ∈ X} and let ⟨X⟩ be the subgroup of G
generated by X.

Definition 5.23. Let S ⊆ M.

(1) We let XS = XS,1 := {a−1b : a, b ∈ G(M), |= ΘS(a, b)}.
(2) For n ∈ ω, we let XS,n := {a−1b : a, b ∈ G(M), distS(a, b) ≤ n}. We also let

XS,<ω :=
⋃
n∈ωXS,n = {a−1b : a, b ∈ G(M), a ≡L

S b}.
(3) Given a set of formulas Φ(x, y; z) ⊆ Θu(x, y; z), if S is a set such that z corresponds

to an enumeration of S, we define

XΦ
S = {a−1b :|= θ(a, b), θ(x, y) ∈ Φ(x, y;S)}.

We write Xθ
S instead of X{θ}

S . By Remark 5.15(3), Remark 5.16 and compactness,
XS =

⋂
θ(x,y;z)∈Θu(x,y;z)X

θ
S .

We summarize some basic properties of the sets XS,n that we will often use, sometimes
without explicitly mentioning it:
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Remark 5.24. (1) If 1G is the identity of G, then 1G ∈ XS,n for all S and n ∈ ω.
(2) For all Φ, if a ∈ XΦ

S , then also a−1 ∈ XΦ
S . Similarly, for all n, if a ∈ XS,n then

also a−1 ∈ XS,n.
(3) Xm

S,n ⊆ Xm′
S′,n′ for all S′ ⊆ S and n ≤ n′,m ≤ m′.

(4) XS,n ⊆ Xn
S .

(5) If d ∈ G and n ∈ ω are arbitrary, then d(XS,n)d
−1 ⊆ (XS,2n)

2.
(6) For any fixed m,n and (finite or small infinite) tuple of variables z, there is a

partial L(∅)-type ρm,n(x; z) so that for any g ∈ G(M) and tuple in M of appro-
priate length we have |= ρm,n(g; c) ⇐⇒ g ∈ (Xc,n)

m. Moreover, ρm,n(x; z) ≡∧
z′⊆z,|z′|<ℵ0

ρm,n(x; z
′).

(7) In particular, for any S and m ∈ ω,

Xm
S =

⋂
S′⊆S,|S′|<ℵ0

Xm
S′ =

⋂
S′⊆S finite, θ(x,y;z)∈Θu(x,y;z)

(Xθ
S′)m.

Proof. (1) As distS(a, a) = 0 for all S and a ∈ G, and 1G = a−1a.

(2) All formulas in Φ(x, y;S) are thick, hence symmetric, so if a = b−1c and |= Φ(b, c;S),
then a−1 = c−1b and |= Φ(c, b;S), and the second part follows as distS(a, b) ≤ n ⇐⇒
distS(b, a) ≤ n.

(3) Clear from the definitions, using (1).

(4) Assume c ∈ XS,n, that is c = a−1 · b and there exist some c0, . . . , cn ∈ G(M) such
that a = c0, b = cn and |= ΘS(ci, ci+1) for all i < n. But then we have

a−1 · b =
∏
i<n

(c−1
i · ci+1) ∈ Xn

S,1.

(5) Let e ∈ XS , so (using (2)) e = a · b−1 for some a, b ∈ G with distS(a, b) ≤ n, and let
d ∈ G be arbitrary. By Fact 5.18(1) there exist some ci ∈ G, i ≤ n with c0 = a, cn = b
and models Mi ⊇ S so that ci ≡Mi ci+1 for i < n. We let d0 := d and inductively
(taking automorphisms over Mi) choose di so that (ci, di) ≡Mi (ci+1, di+1). Fact 5.18(2),
we have distMi ((ci, di), (ci+1, di+1)) ≤ 2 for all i < n, so distS ((a, d), (b, dn)) ≤ 2n (hence
also distS (d, dn)) ≤ 2n). Hence

ded−1 = d(ab−1)d−1 = (da)(dnb)
−1 · dnd−1 ∈ (XS,2n)

2.

(6) By Remark 5.20 and compactness we can define ρm,n(x; z) as follows:

∃x1, . . . , xm∃y1, . . . , ym
(
πn(xi, yi; z) ∧ x = x−1

1 · y1 · . . . · x−1
m · ym

)
.

The “moreover” part follows by compactness from this definition and the “moreover” part
of Remark 5.20.

(7) By the “moreover” part of (6), definition of ρm,1 and Remark 5.16. □

The main point for us is the following description of G∞:

Fact 5.25. [31, Lemma 2.2] For any set of parameters S,

G∞
S = ⟨XS,<ω⟩ = ⟨XS⟩ =

⋃
n∈ω

Xn
S and [G : G∞

S ] ≤ 2|L(S)|

(where the second equality is by Remark 5.24(4)).

Lemma 5.26. For any small set of parameters C ⊂ M we have

G∞
C =

⋂
{G∞

S : S ⊆ C countable} .
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Proof. The inclusion from left to right is obvious. To see the inclusion from right to left,
assume that d ∈ G \G∞

C , i.e. d /∈ ⟨XC⟩ by Fact 5.25. By Remark 5.24(7), for any m < ω,
we can choose a finite set Sm ⊆ C, such that d ̸∈ (XSm)

m. Let S :=
⋃
m<ω Sm. Then,

using Remark 5.24(3), d ̸∈ ⟨XS⟩ = G∞
S , and S is countable. □

5.4. Proof of Theorem 5.9. We fix k ≥ 1 and assume that T is a k-dependent theory,
A ⊆ M |= T is a small parameter set and G = G(M) is a type-definable over A abelian
group. To ease the notation let us name the elements of A by constant in our language.
We let M be a model and b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 finite tuples in M in a generic position.

Assume the conclusion of Theorem 5.9 fails. Then, using Lemma 5.26, by transfinite
induction on α < ℶ2(|T |)+ we can choose countable tuples Sα ⊆ M and elements dα ∈
G(M) so that for every α < ℶ2(|T |)+ we have:

dα ∈
⋂

i∈[k−1]

G∞
M∪(b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1)\b̄i ,(5.1)

dα ∈
⋂
β<α

G∞
Sβ∪b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1

,(5.2)

dα ̸∈ G∞
Sα∪b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1

.(5.3)

By (5.1), (5.2), Fact 5.25 and Remark 5.24(3), for every α < β there exists some
mα,β ∈ ω so that

dα ∈
⋂

i∈[k−1]

(
XM∪(b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1)\b̄i

)mα,β
and

dβ ∈
(
XSα∪b̄1,...,b̄k−1

)mα,β
.

By Erdős-Rado theorem, passing to a subsequence of ((dα, Sα) : α < ℶ2(|T |)+) of length
κ0 = (|T |)+, we may assume that there is some 1 ≤ m ∈ ω so that mα,β = m for all
α < β ∈ κ0. Next, by (5.3), Fact 5.25 and Remark 5.24(7), for every α < κ0 there is
some uniformly thick formula Φα(x, y; z) ∈ Θu(x, y; z) and nα ∈ ω such that

dα ̸∈
(
XΦα

(Sα↾nα)∪b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1

)2k+(22k−1−1)m
,

where Sα ↾ nα denotes the initial segment of length nα of the countable tuple Sα. As
κ0 > |T |, by pigeonhole, passing to a subsequence of length κ0, we may assume that
Φα(x, y; z) = Φ(x, y; z) and nα = n for some fixed uniformly thick formula Φ(x, y; z) ∈
Θu(x, y; z) and n ∈ ω. That is, for all α < β < κ0 we have:

dα ∈
⋂

i∈[k−1]

(
XM∪(b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1)\b̄i

)m
,(5.4)

dβ ∈
(
XSα∪b̄1,...,b̄k−1

)m
,(5.5)

dα ̸∈
(
XΦ
Sα↾n∪b̄1∪···∪b̄k−1

)2k+(22k−1−1)m
.(5.6)

As b̄1, . . . , b̄k−1 are finite tuples in M in a generic position, there are regular cardinals
κ1 < κ2 < . . . < κk−1 and models M0 ⪯ M1 ⪯ . . . ⪯ Mk−1 = M such that ℶ2(|Mi|)+ ≤
κi+1 for i = 0, . . . , k − 2 and

b̄i |⌣
u,κi
Mi

b̄<iMk−1(5.7)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.
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Claim 5.27. There exist m′ ∈ ω, sequences
(
b̄l,α : α < ω

)
for l ∈ [k − 1] (in Mk−1) and

elements
(
dα1,...,αk : (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ ωk :=

∏k
i=1 ω

)
in G such that:

(1) for all (α1, . . . , αk) <
lex (β1, . . . , βk) ∈ ωk we have

dβ1,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1,α1 ,...,b̄k−1,αk−1

)m′

;

(2) for all (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ ωk we have

dα1,...,αk ̸∈
(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1,α1∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)2k+(2k−1)m′

.

Proof of Claim 5.27. Let m′ := 2k−1m. For l = 1, . . . , k, let

λl := ωk−l+1 =
k∏
i=l

ω, ml := 2k−lm, q1 := 2k + (2k − 1)m′, ql :=
l∑

i=2

mi + q1.(5.8)

In particular m′ = m1, 2ml+1 = ml, ql+1 = ml+1 + ql, qk = 2k + (22k−1 − 1)m.

To show the claim we choose, by reverse induction on l = k, . . . , 1, sequences
(
b̄l,α : α < ω

)
(these are only chosen and needed for l < k) and elements (dαl,...,αk : (αl, . . . , αk) ∈ λl)
in G such that the following hold:

(†l1): for all (αl, . . . , αk), (βl, . . . , βk) ∈ λl we have

dβl,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

\b̄i

)ml
;

(†l2): for all (αl, . . . , αk) <lex (βl, . . . , βk) ∈ λl we have

dβl,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml
;

(†l3): for all (αl, . . . , αk) ∈ λl we have

dαl,...,αk ̸∈
(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ql
.

For l = 1 this completes the proof of Claim 5.27 (by (†12), (†13) and the choice of
λ1,m1, q1, see (5.8)).

Since we had Sαk ⊆ M = Mk−1 for all αk < κ0, the above holds for l = k with
(dαk : αk < ω), i.e. (†k1), (†k2) and (†k3) hold by (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6), respectively (and by
the choice of λk,mk, qk (5.8)).

Now suppose we have found the data as above satisfying (†l+1
1 ), (†l+1

2 ) and (†l+1
3 ) for

2 ≤ l + 1 ≤ k, and we want to choose the corresponding data for l. Let S be the
concatenation of all the tuples Sα for α < ω (then S is countable) and

Al := Ml−1 ∪ S ∪ b̄<l ∪
{
b̄i,β : l + 1 ≤ i < k, β < ω

}
.

As Al ⊆ b̄<lMk−1, |Al| ≤ |Ml−1|+ ℵ0 < κl and

b̄l |⌣
u,κl
Ml

b̄<lMk−1

by (5.7), we can choose by transfinite induction a sequence of tuples(
b̄l,α, (dα,αl+1,...,αk : (αl+1, . . . , αk) ∈ λl+1

)
: α < κl)

with b̄l,α ∈ Ml and dα,αl+1,...,αk ∈ G(M) such that, taking Al,α := Al ∪
{
b̄l,β : β < α

}
, for

each α < κl we have
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(⋆):
(
b̄l,α, (dα,αl+1,...,αk)(αl+1,...,αk)∈λl+1

)
|= tp

(
b̄l, (dαl+1,...,αk)(αl+1,...,αk)∈λl+1

/Al,α
)

(we apply automorphisms of M over Al,α sending b̄l to b̄l,α to find the d’s).

We claim that (†l2) holds in the following strong form: for any (αl, . . . , αk) <lex

(βl, . . . , βk) ∈ κl × λl+1 we have

dβl,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

.(5.9)

Indeed, fix any (αl, . . . , αk) <
lex (βl, . . . , βk) ∈ κl × λl+1.

If βl = αl, then (αl+1, . . . , αk) <
lex (βl+1, . . . , βk), hence by (†l+1

2 ) we have

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

,

which using (⋆) (for αl) and Remark 5.24(6) implies

dβl,βl+1,...,βk = dαl,βl+1,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

.

Otherwise βl > αl. By (†l+1
1 ) we have in particular

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
(
XMl∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

.

As Ml−1 ⊆ Ml and b̄l,αl ∈ Ml, by Remark 5.24(3) this implies

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

.

And b̄l,αl ⊆ Al,βl as βl > αl, so by (⋆) and Remark 5.24(6) this again implies that (5.9)
holds.

Using (†l+1
3 ) and (⋆), we get that (†l3) is satisfied in the following strong form: for all

(αl, . . . , αk) ∈ κl × λl+1 we have

dαl,...,αk ̸∈
(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ql+1

.(5.10)

Concerning (†l1), we first show the following: for all (αl+1, . . . , αk), (βl+1, . . . , βk) ∈ λl+1

and αl ≤ βl < κl,

dβl,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

\b̄i

)ml+1

.(5.11)

Indeed, fix any (αl+1, . . . , αk), (βl+1, . . . , βk) ∈ λl+1. By (†l+1
1 ) we have

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
⋂
i∈[l]

(
XMl∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)ml+1

.(5.12)

If αl = βl, then by (5.12) we have in particular

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)ml+1

,

which using (⋆) (and dβl,βl+1,...,βk = dαl,βl+1,...,βk) implies (5.11).

And if αl < βl, from (5.12) we have (using b̄l,αl ∈ Ml) in particular

dβl+1,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)ml+1

,
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which using (⋆) (and αl < βl) again implies (5.11).

However, in order to achieve (†l1) in full (i.e. so that the condition in (†l1) also holds
when βl < αl < ω) we have to modify the sequence and increase ml+1. Consider the
sequence of countable tuples(

b̄l,αl , (dαl,...,αk : (αl+1, . . . , αk) ∈ λl+1) : αl < κl
)
.

For βl < κl, let Ml,βl ≺ M be an arbitrary model containing Al ∪ b̄l,βl with |Ml,βl | ≤
|Ml−1|. Let

(
pβlγ (x) : γ < 2|Ml−1|

)
be an arbitrary enumeration (possibly with repetitions

if there are fewer types) of the set Sx (Ml,βl) of complete types over Ml,βl in the tuple
of variables x corresponding to the sort of G.

For αl < βl < κl and (αl+1, . . . , αk) ∈ λl+1, let t(αl+1,...,αk)
αl,βl

be the smallest γ < 2|Ml−1| so
that tp (dαl,...,αk/Ml,βl) = pβlγ , and consider the tuple

t̄αl,βl :=
(
t
(αl+1,...,αk)
αl,βl

: (αl+1, . . . , αk) ∈ λl+1

)
.

There are at most
(
2|Ml−1|

)ℵ0 ≤ 2|Ml−1| possible choices for t̄αl,βl . As κl ≥ ℶ2 (|Ml−1|)+
by assumption, applying Erdős-Rado and passing to a countable subsequence we have
that (5.9) and (5.10) still hold (replacing κl by ω) and for any fixed (αl+1, . . . , αk) ∈ λl+1

we have additionally: for all αl < α′
l < βl < ω,

dαl,αl+1,...,αk ≡Ml,βl
dα′

l,αl+1,...,αk ,(5.13)

hence, using Fact 5.18(2) and Remark 5.24(4), in particular

d−1
αl,αl+1,...,αk

· dα′
l,αl+1,...,αk ∈ XMl−1Sb̄1...b̄l−1b̄l,βl{b̄i,γ :l+1≤i<k,γ<ω},2(5.14)

⊆
(
XMl−1Sb̄1...b̄l−1b̄l,βl{b̄i,γ :l+1≤i<k,γ<ω}

)2
.

Now for (αl, . . . , αk) ∈ λl, we define

eαl,αl+1,...,αk := d−1
2αl,αl+1,...,αk

· d2αl+1,αl+1,...,αk ∈ G(M),

c̄l,αl := b̄l,2αl ∈ Ml,

and claim that the sequences (c̄l,αl : αl < ω), (b̄l+1,αl+1
: αl+1 < ω), . . . , (b̄k−1,αk−1

:

αk−1 < ω) and elements
(
eαl,...,αk : (αl, . . . , αk) ∈ ωk

)
satisfy the requirements (†l1), (†l2)

and (†l3).

Fix any (αl, . . . , αk), (βl, . . . , βk) ∈ λl. If αl ≤ βl, then 2αl ≤ 2βl, 2βl + 1, so by (5.11)
we have

eβl,βl+1,...,βk = d−1
2βl,βl+1,...,βk

· d2βl+1,βl+1,...,βk ∈⋂
i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)2ml+1

.

If βl < αl, then 2βl < 2βl + 1 < 2αl, so by (5.14) we have

eβl,βl+1,...,βk ∈
(
XMl−1Sb̄1∪...b̄l−1b̄l,2αl b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)2
,

hence in particular

eβl,βl+1,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)2
.
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In either case, we have (as 1 ≤ m = mk ≤ ml+1 and 2ml+1 = ml by (5.8))

eβl,...,βk ∈
⋂

i∈[l−1]

(
XMl−1∪Sαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪c̄l,αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

···∪b̄k−1,αk−1
\b̄i

)ml
,

so (†l1) holds.

Fix any (αl, . . . , αk) <
lex (βl, . . . , βk) ∈ λl. Then both

(2αl, αl+1, . . . , αk) <
lex (2βl, βl+1, . . . , βk) and

(2αl, αl+1, . . . , αk) <
lex (2βl + 1, βl+1, . . . , βk),

hence using (5.9) (and Remark 5.24(2)) we have

eβl,βl+1,...,βk = d−1
2βl,βl+1,...,βk

· d2βl+1,βl+1,...,βk ∈(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)2ml+1

,

demonstrating that (†l2) holds (as 2ml+1 = ml by (5.8)).

Finally, assume towards contradiction that (†l3) does not hold. That is, there is some
(αl, . . . , αk) ∈ λl so that

eαl,...,αk = d−1
2αl,αl+1,...,αk

· d2αl+1,αl+1,...,αk ∈(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ql
.

As (2αl + 1, αl+1 . . . , αk) >
lex (2αl, αl+1 . . . , αk), by (5.9) we have

d2αl+1,αl+1,...,αk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1

.

As d2αl,αl+1,...,αk = d2αl+1,αl+1,...,αk ·e−1
αl,...,αk

, together these imply (using Remark 5.24(2),(7)
and uniform thickness of Φ(x, y; z)) that

d2αl,αl+1,...,αk ∈
(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1∪···∪b̄l−1∪b̄l,2αl∪b̄l+1,αl+1

∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)ml+1+ql

.

But as ml+1 + ql = ql+1 by (5.8), this contradicts (5.10). So (†l3) holds. □Claim 5.27

We can additionally assume that the sequences form an indiscernible array (and are
indexed by Q instead of ω):

Claim 5.28. There exist sequences
(
b̄l,α : α ∈ Q

)
for l ∈ [k − 1] and (Sαk : αk ∈ Q), and

elements
(
dα1,...,αk : (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ Qk

)
in G(M) such that:

(1) for all (α1, . . . , αk) <
lex (β1, . . . , βk) ∈ Qk we have

dβ1,...,βk ∈
(
XSαk∪b̄1,α1 ,...,b̄k−1,αk−1

)m′

;

(2) for all (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ Qk we have

dα1,...,αk ̸∈
(
XΦ
Sαk ↾n∪b̄1,α1∪···∪b̄k−1,αk−1

)2k+(2k−1)m′

;

(3) Taking c̄α1,...,αk := (Sαk ↾ n, b̄1,α1 , . . . , b̄k−1,αk−1
), the k-dimensional array (c̄ᾱ :

ᾱ ∈ Qk) is indiscernible in the sense of Definition 3.2, i.e. for any i ∈ [k] the
sequence((

c̄(α1,...,αk) : (α1, . . . , αi−1, αi+1, . . . , αk) ∈ Qk−1
)
: αi ∈ Q

)
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is indiscernible.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6 applied to the sequences given by Claim 5.27 (note that (1) and (2)
still hold restricting to any subarray) and compactness (using Remark 5.24(6)). □claim

For ᾱ = (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ ωk, finite I ⊂ ωk and ī ∈ {0, 1}k, we define

dᾱ,̄i := d2α1+i1,...,2αk+ik dI,̄i :=
∏

(γ1,...,γk)∈I dγ̄,̄i

Xᾱ := XS2αk
↾n∪b̄1,2α1∪···∪b̄k−1,2αk−1

XΦ
ᾱ := XΦ

S2αk
↾n∪b̄1,2α1∪···∪b̄k−1,2αk−1

.

Since the group G is abelian (we have not used abelianity of G up to this point), the
order in which we take the product in dI,̄i does not matter. As usual, the product over
the empty set is the identity, so e.g. if I = ∅ then dI,̄i = 1G. Moreover, we let

Odd :=

(i1, . . . , ik) ∈ {0, 1}k :
k∑
j=1

ij is odd

 ,

Even :=

(i1, . . . , ik) ∈ {0, 1}k :
k∑
j=1

ij is even

 .

Finally, for any finite I ⊂ ωk, we define

dI :=
∏

ī∈Even

dI,̄i ·

 ∏
ī∈Odd

dI,̄i

−1

.

Claim 5.29. Let I be a finite subset of ωk and ᾱ ∈ ωk \ I. Then dI ∈ Xk
ᾱ ⊆ (XΦ

ᾱ )
k (the

inclusion holds by Remark 5.24(7) and uniform thickness of Φ(x, y; z)).

Proof. We split I up into k disjoint subset (Ij)j∈[k] (some of which could be empty), such
that for each β̄ ∈ Ij the j–th coordinate of β̄ is different from the j–th coordinate of ᾱ.
Formally, for a fixed ᾱ = (α1, . . . , αk), we define recursively

I1 = {(γ1, . . . , γk) ∈ I | γ1 ̸= α1} and Ij+1 = {(γ1, . . . , γk) ∈ I \
j⋃
i=1

Ii | γk ̸= αk}.

As ᾱ ̸∈ I, we obtain that I =
⊔k
j=1 Ij and, as G is abelian, dI =

∏k
j=1 dIj . We now show

that dIj ∈ Xᾱ for every j ∈ [k].

To ease notation, we let j = 1 (the general case works analogously). Moreover, we
write J for I1 and (0, ī) (respectively, (1, ī)) for elements in {0, 1}k whose first coordinate
is 0 (respectively, 1). By definition of J , we have β1 ̸= α1 for every β̄ = (β1, . . . , βk) ∈ J .
Hence, by Claim 5.28(3) and Lemma 5.21 applied to the sequence of countable tuples((
c̄(α1,...,αk) : (α1, . . . , αi−1, αi+1, . . . , αk) ∈ Qk−1

)
: α1 ∈ Q

)
we have

distS2αk
↾n∪b̄1,2α1∪···∪b̄k−1,2αk−1

((
dβ̄,(0,̄i) : β ∈ J, (0, ī) ∈ {0} × {0, 1}k−1

)
,

(
dβ̄,(1,̄i) : β̄ ∈ J, (1, ī) ∈ {1} × {0, 1}k−1

))
≤ 1.
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By Remark 5.22 this implies

distS2αk
↾n∪b̄1,2α1∪···∪b̄k−1,2αk−1

( ∏
(0,̄i)∈Even

dJ,(0,̄i) ·
∏

(0,̄i)∈Odd

d−1
J,(0,̄i)

,

∏
(1,̄i)∈Odd

dJ,(1,̄i) ·
∏

(1,̄i)∈Even

d−1
J,(1,̄i)

)
≤ 1.

Using this, abelianity and definition of dJ , we get

dJ =
∏

ī∈Even

dJ,̄i ·

 ∏
ī∈Odd

dJ,̄i

−1

=

 ∏
(0,̄i)∈Even

dJ,(0,̄i) ·
∏

(1,̄i)∈Even

dJ,(1,̄i)

 ·

 ∏
(0,̄i)∈Odd

dJ,(0,̄i) ·
∏

(1,̄i)∈Odd

dJ,(1,̄i)

−1

=

 ∏
(0,̄i)∈Even

dJ,(0,̄i) ·
∏

(0,̄i)∈Odd

d−1
J,(0,̄i)

 ·

 ∏
(1,̄i)∈Odd

dJ,(1,̄i) ·
∏

(1,̄i)∈Even

d−1
J,(1,̄i)

−1

∈ XS2αk
↾n∪b̄1,2α1∪···∪b̄k−1,2αk−1

= Xᾱ.

It follows that dI =
∏k
j=1 dIj ∈ Xk

ᾱ, as wanted. □claim

On the other hand, we have:

Claim 5.30. If ᾱ ∈ I, then dI ̸∈ (XΦ
ᾱ )

k.

Proof. Assume that the conclusion does not hold, i.e. dI ∈ (XΦ
ᾱ )

k. Let

I ′ := I \ {ᾱ}.

Then, using abelianity,

dI = dI′ ·
∏

ī∈Even

dᾱ,̄i ·
∏
ī∈Odd

d−1
ᾱ,̄i
.

Reordering, we obtain

dᾱ,(0,...,0) = dI︸︷︷︸ · d−1
I′︸︷︷︸ ·

∏
ī∈Even \{(0,...,0)} d

−1
ᾱ,̄i︸︷︷︸ ·

∏
ī∈Odd dᾱ,̄i︸︷︷︸

assumption
∈ (XΦ

ᾱ )k
Claim 5.29

∈ (XΦ
ᾱ )k

Claim (5.28(1))
∈ (Xᾱ)m

′ Claim (5.28(1))
∈ (Xᾱ)m

′
.

It follows (using Remark 5.24(7)) that d2α1,...,2αk = dᾱ,(0,...,0) ∈ (XΦ
ᾱ )

2k+(2k−1)m′ , which
contradicts Claim 5.28(2). □claim

Finally, consider the formula

ψ(x; z̄1, . . . , z̄k) := ∃u1, . . . , u2k

((
k−1∧
i=0

Φ(u2i, u2i+1; ȳ1, . . . , ȳk)

)
∧ x =

k−1∏
i=0

x−1
2i · x2i+1

)
.

By Claims 5.29 and 5.30 and compactness, the sequences (b̄1,2α1 : α1 ∈ ω), . . . , (b̄k−1,2αk−1
:

αk−1 ∈ ω), (S2αk ↾ n : αk ∈ ω) witness that ψ(x; z̄1, . . . , z̄k) is not k-dependent.
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5.5. Example: G∞ and G00 in multilinear forms over finite fields. As an example,
we calculate the connected component of the additive group of an infinite dimensional
vector space over a finite field with an alternating non-degenerate (see Definition 2.1, and
also Corollary 2.8) n-linear form. We consider the 2-sorted structure

M = (V,Fp,+G, 0G, ⟨−, . . . ,−⟩n, ϵ0, . . . , ϵp−1),

where V is an infinite dimensional vector space over Fp, ⟨, . . . , ⟩n : V × V → Fp is an
alternating non-degenerate n-linear form and Fp = {ϵ0, . . . , ϵp−1}. The theory Th(M) is
(strictly) n-dependent (by Theorem 4.1), ω-categorical (by Remark 2.20(2)) and simple
(Corollary 4.15).

Claim 5.31. For any small set of parameter A ⊂ M, we have

V∞
A = V 00

A = V 0
A =

⋂
aaa∈An−1

Vaaa,

where Vaaa = {v ∈ V | ⟨aaa, v⟩n = 0}.

Remark 5.32. This is a generalization of the [57, Example 4.1.14], although our form is
alternating rather than symmetric.

Proof. Note first, that, for any aaa ∈ An−1, Vaaa is either V (if aaa = 0 in
∧n−1 V ) or an

aaa-definable subgroup of V of index p. Hence V 00
A ≤

⋂
aaa∈An−1 Vaaa.

By quantifier elimination from Theorem 2.19 (specialized to the case of a finite field)
we have that for any v ∈ V (M) and set of parameters A, tp(v/A) is determined by one
of the following conditions:

(1) v ∈ Span(A), i.e. (using that the field is finite) v =
∑m

i=1 ai for some m ∈ N and
ai ∈ A (not necessarily distinct); or

(2) v ̸∈ Span(A) and
∧
aaa∈An−1⟨aaa, v⟩n = ϵit for some it ∈ {0, . . . , p − 1} (using that

the form is alternating, its values with v placed in the other coordinates are
determined by this).

As A is small and V 00
A has bounded index in V , we know that V 00

A ̸⊆ Span(A) (in particular⋂
aaa∈An−1 Vaaa ̸⊆ Span(A)). So we can find v ∈ V 00

A \ Span(A). As V 00
A ≤

⋂
aaa∈An−1 Vaaa, we

have
∧
aaa∈An−1⟨aaa, v⟩n = 0. By the above observation, it follows that tp(v/A) is determined

by v ̸∈ Span(A) and
∧
aaa∈An−1⟨aaa, v⟩n = 0. Hence for any v′ ∈

(⋂
aaa∈An−1 Vaaa

)
\ Span(A) we

have v′ ≡A v. And as V 00
A is type-definable over A and v ∈ V 00

A , we have v′ ∈ V 00
A . Thus

we have shown that
(⋂

aaa∈An−1 Vaaa
)
\ Span(A) ⊂ V 00

A . Now, let u ∈ Span(A) ∩
⋂
aaa∈An−1 Vaaa

be arbitrary (if it exists). Take any w ∈
(⋂

aaa∈An−1 Vaaa
)
\ Span(A). Then −(w − u) ∈(⋂

aaa∈An−1 Vaaa
)
\Span(A). In particular w and −(w−u) belong to V 00

A . As V 00
A is a group,

we obtain that u = w + (−(w − u)) ∈ V 00
A . Hence

⋂
aaa∈An−1

Vaaa =

 ⋂
aaa∈An−1

Vaaa \ Span(A)

 ∪

Span(A) ∩
⋂

aaa∈An−1

Vaaa

 ⊆ V 00
A .

□

In particular, for any sets A1, . . . , An ⊆ M we have

V∞
A1∪...∪An =

⋂
i∈[n]

V∞
A1∪...∪Ai−1∪Ai+1∪...∪An ,

— a strong form of Theorem 5.9 is satisfied without any additional assumptions.
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