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1 54 THRER

definition 1.1. T: L-#im& 3 5.
L0 T L BFERES D(T) (|7] =n) 23D n-21 T 0. FIZAEZEL AL D2 %S
n-XA4 7LV,

remark 1. PA'F, 4 n-X 1 7% X(T) T, %% n-Z A1 7% p(T) TKRT.
definition 1.2. X(7) % L-a#A0HEEG L T 5.

o RDZEMERZT LK o(7) BWFEHET 2L &, X(T) X T T E WS, Z5 Thve ST
Fens.
1. TU{3zé(T)} XETNVERD.
2. THVZ(p(T) = X(T))
o X(T) 27T L WMEME VY, TOETILVIMTI(T) CHEROLE, MIXX(T) 2FEBTHL
Wi,
e X(Z) N T DETIVIM TRER-RNEE, X(T) & M THER (omit) ShdEWNS.

theorem 1.3 (%1 ZHHRAEH). T : W&, #FE, S(r) X T THRMINE TS, 20L& X(r) 2HRY
5T OETFVIRFET 5.

Proof. WTREMEDH L WEB C = {¢;|i cw} ZARET 5. T 2ROFKM2H$ L 512 T ITHERT 5.

o L(O)-iwEA ¢(z) I LT, % ce CHHFIELT, Tayp(r) = () € T 77 .
o Vee CJo(x) € X(x)s.t.mo(c) € T*

T* MR T 27201, METT =Ty C Ty C .. 2EHTS. LIO)-inHEAZ2EHIL, {Yi(z)|i €cw}
5. T, $CEHLZLT 5.

e (=21 D& E)ceC%T, &) TlHnaWwEHEL, Tt =T, U{F3z(z) > i(c) e T &
T5.

o (=241 DL )T, = TU{3(c;,7)} DIHTEES. (CI e 2HERW.) Tgo(a,7) B D(z) RALE
BHRVWDT, 5 o(z) € X(x) BWFHELT, i (x,y) A—o(x) & T LFFIE. Thyr = TpU{~0(c;)}



95,

T  =Uje, T & U, EHBLDINBFETHELSETL M ET 225, M={" |[ceCt T
Tarski-Vaught test & 0, 9 OWEFLRET IR >TWVWS, fiK LY ML X(z) 2HRLTWS.
O

Corollary 1. T : "8, X [E, X,(x1,22,...,%n,) (0 € W) FTRTHMUIME TS, ZDLE, §RTD
Zi(.’l,‘l,ajg, ,l‘nL) T DETIVHELET .

Proof. tuple & XA 7OMERIE AR LD T, BHLTRUL LS ICHERL TPRNIER. O

2 #hER
TREED R A TR IERBIZHEE U7 SEIEDOEHD K O NLDFEA S5 1D
fact 1. FEAIEEFEIZBWTIE, FEMSINEDHERTE R WX 1 THEET 5.

ééu@T%iIi BAENTH L. UTFTHREFHRICBWT, FEARMEDX 1 T2 R 2562525, £k
XA TITHIBR U TR AR AR O D X 1 TR 6 HR T 5 2 2T 5.

definition 2.1.

o po(Z) & ¢ (T) BT CTITHEWT separable & H 5 LR &T) & &@) PEHELT, T
ok(T) = &(T) (k= 0,1) DRNLL, 5D &(T) & &(T) (& T TV L 2R\,

o 0o(T) & $1(T) T C TITBWT essentially separable < &% L-aw A ) (T) PEFEHELT, TE
P, = Yp(k=0,1) D Y((T) & Y|(T) IET CTIZBWT separable.

o &= o(T),..., 00 (T) L-GEERDFNH mazimally separated & &K i#£j & T CTIIRLT, ¢(T) &
¢;(T) BT ITHBVT essentz’ally separable 72 51X separable % {729

o D' = ¢o(T),..., 00 (T) B’ LERERDEI] & = ¢o(T), ..., o0 (T) (2K U T mazimal separation TH %
& @ D mazimally separated 2 T H ¢ — ¢;(i =0,..n) ZH7=7

lemma 2.2. {TE®D L-wHRDH & = ¢o(T), ..., on(T) 12X L, mazimal separation & = ¢o(T), ..., on(T)
PEET 5.

Proof. i # j 1IN U, T CT T ¢i(T) & ¢;(T) »* essentially separable D & &, j(Z) & }(T) 7 T k- oy, —
Y(k =1,7) 72D separable £ 25 £ 5122 0, TNETNANZZANER. ZOEMEE#E D EEIE, maximal
separation %15 5%. O

lemma 2.3. ¢¢(T) & ¢1(7) : L-swilA & U, T' C T T essentially separable TIR\WET 5. ZDEE, ¢o(T)
& 41 (T) RRILZERXA T p(T) 2L E 5.

Proof. 5 TRWVWERET B L, ¢o(T)A V@) & 01(Z) AT BELLE T EEFFREIITENS.
ZDEE ¢o(T) AY(T) & $1(T) A p(T') 1T T IZHWT separable 7245, Tk ¢o(T) & ¢1(ZT) BT T
essentially separable TR\ Z LIZFJE. O



theorem 2.4 (Shelah). SR L 2B ESGLT5. T %2 L-HGwe L, R 2HAMIE2 XA TOEAT,
|R|<2¥ &35, ZOLETDETINMTREZHRTZ2ELDODEET 5.

Proof. T,, C{xp |k <n} &EXITZLIZT 5. AIRMEDH L VWERC = {¢|i c w} ZHETS. L(C)-aml
KT Izo(ci,2) = ¢(Gi, ;) DIEDELDEEEFIL, {0;(Cici|i Ew} & T 5.

RAEIC & D, THERIZ K D IRFAT SN L(O)-i B RO ABREE DR {S, (Cren(r) | T € 259 TUT D%
(%) ZHi7=THDETEHETS.

FEOncw & T2 ITHBNWT,

1.m<n=X, CX;

2. X, 13T &P,

3. Tiau X0, ZET.

4. {A\2;(Cn)}ocan 1& maximally separated.

(BR)Ys =02 L, Vo €2" T, (C,) ETHKLZL TS, X0F =3%,(C,)(k=0,1) £95. lemma 2.3.
£ 0 {AX2F(@,)} oeaw, k=01 @ maximal separation {¢, (Cn)}oe2w k=01 & & Y, BLk(e,) = 20F@E,) U
{ok(@n)} EF 5. Soor, = SLFU{0,(Cn,cn)} T 5. {S,(Cnt1)}reonss EHEBR K D, (k) T,

T€2IBVT, Y(0) = Upew Zrin 5%, Biau 1 0, 2ET Z &5 5 Tarski-Vaught test & 0,
S(O)2FEHTEZ7IETOETIVERD. (HEK-4-)

claim 1. $RXTDpe RIZTBWVWT, {re2¥|M, = Jzp(T)} IFTHES.

Proof. p(ZT) € R 2[EE. L (C)Up(E) 3T &MEFEZERETSD. £/ #7220, L (C)Up(E) b
TEHEFELZEMET S, COLECCE BDnIZBEVWT, X ,(C) & X/, (C) IX essentially separable
TRV, (pOBAMELD.) 2Nk Dlemma 2.4. KD p iZASIE 2D, R DEICFE. PAIZEpe R E
cCCIZBWT, {Te2¥|X(C)Up(e) BT LIEFE } 3@~ —lDIXDA» 545, ¢ C C DEVHILHA

HTHB0»5 claim DFEIEVRED . O
|R| <2¥ &b, % 7€2¥ TRZHRTZ M, HEhs. O
3 ZEXM
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