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First we give a reminder of the 0-1 law. We define ESO and
MESO and give a simple counter example to prove that the 0-1
law fails for ESO.

Next we prove that the 0-1 law still fails for MESO. Afterwards
we see how to modify the proof so the failure of MESO on
undirected graphs is established.

Finally we present restrictions that can be considered on ESO
(and M ESO).
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0-1 law: A reminder

Let R be a vocabulary and P be a property on the collection of
all finite structures over K.

e un(P) denotes the fraction of finite models with domain
n = {0,..,n—1}.

o (P) = limp—ooun(P) is called the asymptotic probability
of P.

e \We say that the 0-1 law holds for a logic if the asymptotic

probability of any property which is expressible in this logic
is either O or 1.
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Definitions: ESO and MESO

e An existential second-order sentence over a vocabulary R is an expression
v of the form dSp(RUS), where S is a set of relation variables and ¢(RUS)
is a first-order sentence over R US.

e EXxistential second-order logic, denoted by ESQO, is the set of such ex-
pressions.

e T he sentence ¢ is said to be monadic when § is a set of unary relation
variables.

e Similarly, M ESO, monadic existential second-order logic, denotes the set
of such expressions.



Logical Methods in Combinatorics, 236605-2009/10 Introduction

0-1 law fails for ESO

e We need to find an ESO sentence which has no limit probability (or which
is not equal to 0 or 1).

o PARITY is definable in ESO and has no limit probability.

e T he following sentence is in ESO and it expresses PARITY :
ASVxIYyVz(S(z,y) A —=S(x,z) ANS(x,2z) >y =2ANS(x,z) +> S(z,2))

This sentence says that there is a permutation S in which every element
has order 2.

e S is not monadic, so this is not a counter example for MESO. However,
PARITY is definable in MESO as we will see in the next section.

o \We will meet this sentence again in the Additional remarks section.
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Idea of the proof

e We will prove that the 0-1 law fails for M ESO by defining PARITY .

e It will be easy to define PARITY once we have a linear order of the
universe. This is the Main Lemma.

e [ he proof of the Main Lemma consists on extending a linear order from
a small part of the structure to the whole structure by using several times
the lexicographic order.

e This is done by using Lemmas 1-3. We use Lemma 1 to say that the
existence of the small part is almost always true (it has limit probability
1). Lemmas 2 and 3 are used to say that it is almost always true that
we can extend the linear order.
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Definitions

Let A and B be subsets of a structure (C;R,...), where R is
binary.

(i) For b € B, we say that b R-codes {a € A :< a,b >€ R} with
respect to A.

(ii) We say that B codes distinct subsets of A if no two elements
of B code the same subset of A.

(iii) We say that B codes the power set of A if B codes distinct
subsets ofA and moreover every subset of A is coded by an
element of B.

10
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Lemma 1, 1

Lemma 1. Let R be an arbitary binary relation on {0,1,...,k—1},
and let n be an integer greater than k2 .4k et p be the prob-
ability that some substructure of a random model of the form
({0, ...,n—1}; R") contains an isomorphic copy of ({0,1,....,k — 1}; R).
Then p approaches 1 as k approaches infinity.

11
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Lemma 1, II

Proof:

We build the requested isomorphic embedding.
Leta=k-4%, A={0,...,a-k} C{0,....,n — 1}.
Partition A into k pieces each of size a.

At each step 1 < < k attemp to extend the embedding by mapping ¢ to
some element of the it" piece of the partition.

Assume we try to add e at step i. Let {ei,...,e;_1} be the elements
that were already chosen. The probability that e lies in the appropriate

relation with itself is 1, and for each e;, 1 <j <i—1, it is 2. Thus the

probability of failure at step i is (1 — - (3)71)* < (1 — (5)F)*.

Hence the probability of failure is bounded above by k- (1 — (%)’“)“ =
k- (1—($)¥)**, which approaches 0 as k approaches infinity.

12
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Lemma 2, I

Lemma 2. If S C T C A, where (A;R,...) is a finite structure,
and if |T| > |S|- 25| then with limit probability 1, some subset 1"
of T' codes the power set of S.

13
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Lemma 2, II

Proof:

e We show that with limit probability 1, every subset S;, 1 < i < 2I51 is
coded by (at least) one element, ¢;, of T. Then T" = {e; : 1 < i < 251},

e Let S’ be a subset of S.

e For each t € T the probability it codes S’ is % Thus the probability that

S’ is not coded by an element of T is (1 — ;)71 < (1 — )I512",

e Hence, using union-bound, the probability that there is a subset of S

which is not coded by any element of 7' is bounded by 25/ (1 — ZL)I5I27,

e [ he second factor is asymptotic with L so the limit is 0.

elsl?

14
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Lemma 3, 1

Lemma 3. Suppose that S and T are subsets of a structure
(A; R,S,T,...) in which T codes distinct subsets of S and such
that there is a first-order definable total order < on S. Then
there is a first-order definable total order on T'.

Proof: We define a total order << on T as follows: x <<y iff x &=y and for
a equal to the <-least member of the symmetric difference of the sets coded

by x and y, a is not in .

15
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Lemma 3, II

e By its defenition, << is not reflexive.

e << is total since for distinct z1,z0 € T, 21 << =2 Or 2 << z1 (the
symmetric difference is not empty because T codes distinct subsets of
S). Also the <-least element in the symmetric difference does not belong
to 1 and x5, SO << is not symmetric.

e << is transitive. For z,y,z €T s.t. x <<y and y << z we need to prove
that =z << z.
Let X,Y and Z be the subsets coded by =,y and z respectively. For U C T
let my be the <-least element in U.
Assume by contradiction that z << x, SO mxgz € X.
If Mmxaz € Y:
Mxaz €Y BZLZ = mygz < Mxaz = Mygz € X > Mygz €E X BY = mxgy <
Mygpz = Mxay € £ = Mxagy € X B 2L = mxgaz < Mxey = Mxgy < MXaY -
Similarly, we can get a contradiction if mxgz iS not in Y.

16
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Main Lemma, 1

Main Lemma. There is a first-order formula ¢(x,y) in a vocab-
ulary which includes a sequence of unary relation symbols P and
binary relation symbols R, Ry, R; and R, such that the following
sentence has limit probability 1:

(3P) 1“¢(x,y) defines a linear order of the universe”

FVry[(o(z, ) A=d(y, 2))V($(y, 2)A=d(z, y))] A Vzyz[(¢(z, y)Ad(y, 2)) — ¢(z, 2)]

17
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Main Lemma, II

Proof:

e Fix a structure (A; R, Ro, R1,R2), and pick k s.t. |A| > 2F. 22" = 2k . 4k
and |A| < 2k+1.22"

o 2k . 4% exceeds k2 - 4F for sufficiently large k. Thus, by Lemma 1, we
choose (with limit probability 1) Py C A of power k s.t. the restriction of
R to Py is a total order.

e By Lemma 2 we choose (with limit probability 1) P; C A which Rp-codes
the power set of Py (JA| > k-2F = |Py| - 2I7), and then P, C A which

Ri-codes the power set of Py (|A| > 2F .22 = |py| - 2I7]).
e Define P3 = A. Let {di,d>} be a fixed pair of distinct elements of Ps.
e di and d» Rr-code the same subset of P, with probability 217l = 22"

e The number of pairs {d1,dz} is less than n? < 22(+1) . 22"

18
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Main Lemma, III

e Thus the probability of having a pair {di,d>} which Ry-codes the same
subset of P, is less than 22" . 22:(k+1) . 927 — o—(4'-42-2:(k+1))

e T his term goes to 0 as n goes to infinity, so with probability 1 P3 Ry-codes
distinct subsets of P.

e P11 R;-codes distinct subsets of P, for ¢« = 0,1,2. Thus by succes-
sive applications of Lemma 2, there is a formula in the vocabulary
{R, Ro, R1, R2, Py, P1, P>} which defines a total order of the universe, and
this is the desired formula ¢(x,vy).

19



Logical Methods in Combinatorics, 236605-2009/10 0-1 law fails for MESO

Main Lemma, IV

We show how to construct the formula ¢ according to the proof of the Main
Lemma:

[ ) LOo(ao,bo) — R(ao,bo)
The linear order on Py (according to Lemma 1).

o For 1 <3< 3:

— CS;(x,a) = Ri_1(a,x) AP;_1(a)
a belongs to the set that x R;_1-codes with respect to P,_1.

_ SYMi(X7Y7 a) = (CSi(X7 a) A ﬁCSi(Y) a)) Vv (CSI(Y7 a) A _'CSi(X7 a))
a belongs to the symmetric difference between the sets that x and y
R,_1-code with respect to P,_;.

— LOi(ai,bi) — (ai # bi)/\Vai_l[[SYMi(ai,bi,ai_l)/\ﬂEIbi_l(SYMi(ai,bi,bi_l)/\
LO;_1(bj_1,a;-1))] — =CS;(aj,a;_1)]
The linear order on P, (constructed according to Lemma 3).

e ¢(x,y) £ LOs(x,y)

20
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Main Lemma, V

The number of first-order variables:

e [.Og uses 2 first-order variables, and for 1 < < 3, LO; uses
LO;_4q variables and adds another 2.

e ¢o(x,y) uses 8 first-order variables.

e [ he sentence in the Main Lemma uses 9 first-order variables
(it uses ¢(x,y) variables and adds another 1).

21
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Theorem 1

Theorem 1. There is a sentence of MESO which has no limit probability.

Proof: We use the following sentence, where ¢ is as in the Main Lemma. It
says of a finite structure that its universe has an odd number of elements.

(IP)(3Q)[“o(x,y) defines a linear order of the universe s.t. Q contains every
other element, including the first and last”]

Remarks:

e The formula: Vz[(-3y(¢(z,y) vV o(y,x))) — Q@) AVay(é(z,y) — ((Qz) V
Q(y)) A ~(Qz) A Q(y)))]

e \We use 9 first-order variables.

22
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Remarks, I

e \We can get a sentence of limit probability % by modifying the previous
sentence to say that Q contains every other element of the restriction
of this linear order to an arbitry set S (a unary relation symbol of the
vocabulary), including the first and last elements of S.

e T he number of options to choose a subset S from the universe that has
an even power is equal to this number when the subset S we choose has
an odd power. The sentence above says that S has an odd power, so its
limit probability is indeed 1.

e T his idea can be extended to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2. For every relational number r in the interval [0, 1] there is
a sentence of M ESO which has limit probability r.

23
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Remarks, II

e A universal monadic second-order sentence over a vocabulary R is an
expression vy of the form VSp(R US), where S is a set of unary relation
variables and (R US) is a first-order sentence over RUS.

e \We can get an example of a sentence in this set that has no limit prob-
ability by using the sentence in the proof of Theorem 1:

(VP)(VQ)—[“¢(x,y) defines a linear order of the universe s.t. Q contains
every other element, including the first and last”]

e Hence the 0-1 law fails for the set of such expressions.

24
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0-1 law fails for M ESO on undirected graphs

e How to reduce the number of the binary relations

e A counter example on undirected graphs
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How to reduce the number of the binary relations

e First of all, we want to reduce the number binary relations since undi-
rected graphs have one binary relation. In the previous section we used
four binary relations: R, Ro, R1 and R».

e We considered distinct binary relations because of the hypothesis S C T in
Lemma 2. We proved for: = 1,2 that F; R;_1-codes the power set of P,_;
and P3 R»>-codes distinct subsets of .. We had Py C Py C P> C Ps = A.

e We need P, 0 <1¢< 3 to be disjoint subsets.

e We change Lemma 2 to Lemma 4 below (with the same proof):
Lemma 4. If S and T are disjoint subsets of A where (A; R,...) is a finite
structure, and if |T'| > |S|- 2%l then with limit probability 1, some subset
T' of T codes the power set of S.

e The proof of Theorem 1 is similar, we just use Lemma 4 instead of
Lemma 2 and define Ps = A\ (PoU P1 U Py) (Ps codes distinct subsets of
P> using the same proof), so the vocabulary R = {R}.

26
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A counter example on undirected graphs, I

e Now our R-structure is an undirected graph G, =< V,, E, >.

e The only place in the proof that has to be changed is where we use
Lemma 1 in the proof of the Main Lemma.

e E is symmetric, we can't choose (with limit probability 1) Py C V of
power k s.t. the restriction of £ to Py is a total order.

e However, we can use Lemma 1 to choose (with limit probability 1) Po C V
of power k s.t. the restriction of E to Py is a graph on which we can
easily define a total order.

e \We prove the following Lemma 5:
Lemma 5. There is a sequence H,,, m > 2 of undirected graphs of
cardinality m and a M ESO sentence 3VaWw(V,W), where V and W are
unary relation variables, which defines a linear order of the vertices over
these graphs.

Thus the graph we need is Hy,.

27
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A counter example on undirected graphs, II

Proof:
e First we define the sentence IV3IW(V, W) over undirected graphs.

e Let v and v’ be distinct elements of V and W, and W, be the subsets of W E-coded
respctively by v and v’.

e Vw((W(w) AN E(v,w)) — E(',w)) expresses that W, C W, and Jw(W(w) A E(v',w) A
—-FE(v,w)) expresses that this inclusion is strict.

e Let o< (W,v,v") denote the conjuction of this two formulas. By inverting the role of V
and W, we define similarly o~ (V,w,w’), for distinct elements w,w’ of W.

e Let ¢(V,W) denote a first-order formula which expresses that (V, W) form a partition
of the set of vertices and p<(W,v,v") (resp. o< (V,w,w’)) is a linear order over V (resp.
W).

e Provided that an undirected graph satisfies IVIWy(V, W), we obtain a linear order over
the whole domain by choosing, for example, v < w, forv eV and w € W.

28
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A counter example on undirected graphs, III

e Now we exhibit an undirected bipartite graph H,, of cardinality m, for
any m > 2.

e Suppose m = 2l, the set of vertices of H,, is divided into two sets V =
{vi,..,v} and W = {w,...,w;} and there is no edge between vertices of
V and between vertices of W.

e We add edges between V and W as follows: wv; is adjacent to wi, ..., w;—i+1
for + = 1...[. Observe that this construction is symmetric, we obtain the
same graph if we invert V with W. (for 1 < j,7 <[ there is an edge
between w; and v; iff 1 <j<l—i+ 1, sowegetl1<i<li—j5+4+1).

e Suppose m = 21+ 1, we build H,, from H,; defined above by adding an
isolated vertex v;41 in V.

o For vj,v; € V s.t. i <j, {wi, ...,wl_j_|_1} =W; C W; = {wi1,...,wi—i+1}, and
similarly for two vertices in W.

o IVIWH(V, W) holds for H,,.

29
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A counter example on undirected graphs, IV

Remark. The changes in ¢:
e Instead of R, Ro, R1, R> we write FE.

e LOg is different:
LOo(z,y) = (V(z) AW(y)) vV (V(z) AV(y) Ap<(V,z,y)) V(W (z) AW (y) A
90<(W,x,y))

e ¢ is different (it is not LO3):
¢(x,y) = (Po(x) A =Po(y)) V (Pi(x) A —Po(y) AN —Pi(y)) vV (P2(x) A P3(y)) Vv
(Po(x) N Po(y) AN LOo(x,y)) V (Pi(x) A P1(y) AN LO1(x,y)) V (P2(x) A Pa(y) A
LO2(zx,y)) V (P3(z) A P3s(y) A LO3(z,y))

30
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Additional remarks

e Restrictions on the number of first-order variables

e Restrictions on the quatifier prefix of the first-order part
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Restrictions on the number of first-order variables

e The counter example we saw (the unmodified one for MESO) requires
9 first-order variables (the modifications add first-order variables).

o Let MESO> be the set of MESO sentences with at most 2 first-order
variables.

e The O0-1 law fails for MESO>.

e It is not proved whether the 0-1 law fails or holds for M ESO> on undi-
rected graphs.

32
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Restrictions on the quatifier prefix of the
first-order part, 1

e Another possibility is to define fragments of ESO (or MESQO) by consid-
ering restrictions on the quantifier prefixes of the first-order part. Some
nontrivial restrictions of ESO have the 0-1 law.

e An ESO sentence can be written as 3X1...3X,Q1z1...Qmrme(X1, ..., Xm, T1, ...

where each @Q; is V or 4, and ¢ is quatifier-free.

e If r is a regular expression over the alphabet {3,V}, by ESO(r) we denote
the set of all sentences s.t. the string @1, ..., Q. is in the language denoted
by r.

e Examples of ESO fragments that have the 0-1 law:

— ESO(3*v*)
— ESO(3*v3*)

33
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Restrictions on the quatifier prefix of the
first-order part, II

e Examples of ESO fragments that don’t have the 0-1 law:
— ESO(VV3)
— ESO(Vav)

e \\We proved the second example above. The sentence we used to prove
that the 0-1 law fails for ESO in the Introduction section is in ESO(V3aV).

e Actually both of the examples don't have the 0-1 law even if the first-
order part does not use equality.

34
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