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MEASURES AND STABILITY IN A MODEL, REVISITED

CHRISTIAN D’ELBEE* AND KYLE GANNON'

ABSTRACT. This article is written in celebration of the 8th Kazakh-French Logical Colloquium. We expand
on an unpublished research note of the second author. We record some results concerning local Keisler
measures with respect to a formula which is stable in a model. We prove that in this context, every local
Keisler measure on the associated local type space is a weighted sum of (at most countably many) types.
Using this observation, we give an elementary proof of the commutativity of the Morley product in this
context. We then give a functional analytic proof that the double limit property lifts to the appropriate
evaluation map on pairs of local measures. We end with some comments on the NOP and local measures in
the (properly) stable context.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Franco—Kazakh connections in mathematical logic date back to the late 1980s with the collaboration
between Tolendi Mustafin and Bruno Poizat — leading to the first Soviet—French colloquium in model theory
at Karaganda State University in Kazakhstan in 1990. Since then, the will to maintain and improve those
mathematical links has persisted and were rekindled in recent times in Lyon in 2022, and then in Astanna
in 2025. The reach of those connections naturally go far beyond France and Kazakhstan, as they witness
fruitful transfer of knowledge and cross-fertilization of ideas among researchers from Europe, Russia, the
United States, and China. The present paper embodies this transversality, and present work stemming
(in part) from the participation of the authors to the 8th Kazakh-French Logical Colloguium. The authors
are very grateful to the organizers of that meeting. They hope that their contribution to the Kazakh
mathematical library will help strengthen the preexisting intellectual and social relationships between our
research groups.

After Ben Yaacov’s original article connecting stability theory with some of Grothendieck’s functional
analytic work [I], the concepts of stability in a model and NIP in a model were studied by a myriad of
researchers in the field [3] 4] [11], 12} (10} 14} [I7]. In particular, it was the subject of several intense discussions
at the Notre Dame model theory seminar in the Spring of 2017. This research arose from that localized
frenzy of activity.

It turns out that fundamental results in local stability theory can be generalized to the context of stable
in a model — and in particular, via reinterpreting some of Grothendieck’s work on functional analysis. From
our perspective, it is natural to ask, What does the theory of Keisler measures look like in this setting?
We show that it also closely resembles the picture in the stable context. First, we show that if ¢(z;y) is
stable in M, then every p—measure on M (finitely additive probability measure on p—definable subsets of
M?®) is the sum of (at most countably many) weighted ¢—types. As consequence, all p—measures on M
are °PP—definable. Thus evaluating the Morley product between arbitrary pairs of ¢ and ¢°PP—measures
on the formula ¢(x,y) is well-defined. In [I], Ben Yaacov demonstrates that the fundamental theorem of
stability theory extends to the stable in a model context; it then follows from the observations above that the
Morley product evaluated at p(z,y) commutes on appropriate pairs of measures. In other words, if p(z;y)

Date: January 5, 2026.

Key words and phrases. Model theory, Keisler measures, stability in a model, stability, Morley product, double limit,
randomization, VC theory.

* Fully supported by the Ramon y Cajal grant RY(C2023-042677-1 funded by MICIU/AEI/10.13039/501100011033 and by
ESF+.

T Partially supported by the Chateaubriand Fellowship of the Office for Science and Technology of the Embassy of France in
the United States; by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities, Peking University, grant no. 7100604835;
by the National Natural Science Fund of China, grant no. 12501001.

1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2601.00211v1

is stable in M, p € M, (M), and v € Movn (M), then

(e @ vy)(p(2, ) = (vy @ pa)(p(2, ).

The final object of interest is the evaluation map itself. We consider the function E, : M, (M) x

M ovn (M) — [0, 1] via,
Ep(p,v) = (pa @ vy)(0(2,9))-

We show that if p(x;y) is stable in M, then E, also witnesses the appropriate variant of the non-order
property. This follows more or less directly from results in functional analysis, i.e., Grothendeick’s double
limit theorem and the Krien-Smulian theorem. Finally, we consider the context where ¢(z;y) is a stable
formula (i.e., ¢(z;y) does not have the k—order property for some fixed k). We prove that the map E is
(r, €)—stable for any choice of r € (0,1) and € > 0. We remark that this follows implicitly by a result of Ben
Yaacov and Keisler, namely the fact that the randomization of a stable formula remains stable ([2, Theorem
5.14]). We exposit why this is true and then provide a different proof which follows from the VC-theorem,
mimicking techniques involving measures in NIP theories (i.e., See the proof of [7, Theorem 3.12]). This
latter proof implies the existence of bounds, yet we leave analysis along these lines open.

1.1. Preliminaries. Throughout the article, fix a language £ and an L—structure, M. We use the letters
Z,Y,2,... to denote finite tuples of variables. The formula ¢(x;y) is a partitioned £L—formula with variables
variables x and parameter variables y. We let ¢°PP(y;x) be the same formula as ¢(z;y), but with exchanged
roles for the variables and parameters. We let S,(M) be the space of p—types with parameters from M.
We let Def, (M) be the Boolean algebra of definable subsets of M generated by {yp(x,b) : b € M}. We
will routinely identify definable sets with the formulas which define them. A @—formula is an element of
Def,(M). Likewise, we have analogous definitions for Sgeee (M) and Defoon (M). A ¢°PP—definition for
a type p in S,(M) is a ¢°PP—formula, df™" (y), such that for each b € MY, ¢(x,b) € p if and only if
M = dfopp (b). Finally, we let M, (M) and Myorr (M) denote the spaces of finitely additive probability
measures on Def, (M) and Def orp (M) respectively. We recall that we can identify a measure in each of
these spaces canonically with a regular Borel probability measure on their corresponding type space, e.g.
9, (M) is in canonical correspondence with regular Borel probability measures on S, (M).

Definition 1.1 (Double Limit Property). Let X and Y be sets and let f: X x Y — [0,1]. We say that f
has the double limit property if for any two sequence (a;);en, (b;)jeny with a; € X and b; € Y,

limlim f(as,b;) = limlim f(as, b))
K3 J J 1
provided limits on both sides exist.

The definition of stable in a model given in [I] restricted to discrete structures is as follows:

Definition 1.2. A formula ¢(x;y) is stable in M if ¢ : M* x MY — {0,1} has the double limit property,
where ¢(a,b) = 1if M = ¢(a,b) and ¢(a,b) = 0 otherwise.

We first remark that clearly ¢ (z;y) is stable in M if and only if p°PP(z;y) is stable in M. We also remark
that if p(xz;y) is stable, then ¢(z;y) is stable in any model of the underlying theory. An example of a formula
which is stable in a model but not stable is the edge relation in the graph constructed by taking the disjoint
union of all finite graphs on subsets of N.

In [I], Ben Yaacov established a surprising connection between functional analysis and local stability. In
particular, he gave a proof of the fundamental theorem of stability using Grothendieck’s double limit theorem
[9). Before stating the theorem, let us briefly recall some basic functional analysis.

Definition 1.3 (Weak Topology). Let ¥ be a Banach space over a field F' (F = R or C). Let Y* be the
space of continuous linear functionals from Y to F'. Then, the weak topology on Y is the coarsest topology
such that for each element of Y* remains a continuous function from Y to F.

Definition 1.4 (Relatively Weakly Compact). Let Y be a Banach space and let A C Y. We say that A
is weakly compact if A is a compact subset of Y under the weak topology. Furthermore, we say that A is
relatively weakly compact if the closure of A under the weak topology is weakly compact.
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Let X be a topological space. Then Cp(X) denotes the Banach space of bounded, continuous, complex-
valued functions on X, equipped with the uniform norm, || -||.. We say that a set A is || - ||oo—bounded if
there exists ¢ in R such that for all f in A, ||f||cc < ¢. Grothendieck’s theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.5 (Grothendieck [9]). Let X be an arbitrary topological space, Xo C X a dense susbset. Then
the following are equivalent for A C Cyp(X):

(i) The set A is relatively weakly compact in Cp(X).

(13) The set A is || - ||co—bounded, and whenever f, € A and z,, € Xo form two sequences we have that

limlim f,, (2,,) = lim lim f, (),
provided both limits exist.
Via the double limit theorem above, Ben Yaacov derived the following (among other results):

Theorem 1.6. Assume that p(x;y) is stable in M, p € S,(M), and q € Sgorv(M). Then p has a
PP —definition df (y), q has a p—definition dgopp (x), and dlfopp (y) € q if and only if df(x) € p.

Finally, we recall the following equivalence from Starchenko’s research note on the topic.

Fact 1.7. The following are equivalent:

(i) o(x;y) is stable in M.
(ii) There does not exist (ai,b;) (i jyewxw from M® x MYsuch that
(a) either for every i # j, M = ¢(ai, b;) if and only if i < j.
(b) or for alli # j, M = p(a;,by if and only if i > j.
(iit) The map Xy : Sp(M) X Sgeve (M) — {0,1} has the double limit property where

Xe(pq) =1 < df(y) €q < df" (x) € p.

In the above fact, the equivalence of (i) and (i¢) [I7, Lemma 1.3]. Clearly, (¢3¢) implies (¢) and (¢) implies
(i4i) follows from [I7, Theorem 1.5] together with Theorem (Also see [14]).

2. LocAL KEISLER MEASURES

In this section, we prove that if ¢(x;y) is stable in M, then all p—measures are (at most) countable
sums of weighted p—types. The proof of this theorem uses the Sobczyk—Hammer decomposition theorem
for positive, bounded charges. We recall this theorem in the case of finitely additive probability measures.
But first, we need to recall two different kinds of finitely additive measures.

Definition 2.1. Let B be a Boolean algebra of subsets of X (containing both X and (}) and p be a finitely
additive probability measure on B.

(1) We say that p is strongly continuous on B if for all € > 0 there exist F1, ..., F), € B such that {F;}
forms a partition of X and for each i < n, u(F;) <e.
(2) We say that p is {0, 1}—valued on B if for every F in B, u(F) € {0,1}.

We refer the reader to [15, Theorem 5.2.7] for a proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2 (Sobczyk—Hammer Decomposition Theorem [16]). Let B be a Boolean algebra on X (con-
taining O and X ) and p be a finitely additive probability measure on B. Then, there exists an initial segment
I of N, a sequence of distinct finitely additive probability measures (u;)icr, and a sequence of non-negative
real numbers (r;);cr, with the following properties,

(i) po is strongly continuous on B,

(ii) p; is {0, 1}—valued on B for every i > 1,
(iii) > ,crri =1, and

(iv) p=73 s Titi-

Further, the decomposition in (iv) is unique (obviously, up to permutation of the sequence and non-trivially
weighted measures (i.e., r; >0)).
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The Sobczyk—Hammer decomposition theorem allows us to decompose any finitely additive probability
measure into a single strongly continuous measure and a sum of (at most countably many) {0,1}—valued
measures. We will show that if ¢(z;y) is stable in M, then there do not exist any strongly continuous
measures on Def,(M). Thus every finitely additive probability measure will be the “weighted sum” of at
most countably many types.

2.1. Measures are sums of types.

Definition 2.3. Let B be a Boolean algebra on a set X. We say that B has a 2—tree if there exists T € P(B)
such that (T),2) is an infinite, complete, binary tree, and if A,C € T, A C, and C 5 A, then ANC = 0.

Fact 2.4. Let B be a Boolean algebra on a set X and assume that B has a 2—tree. Then | Ult(B)| > 2%
where Ult(B) is the set of ultrafilters on B.

Proof. For any path v in T and let A, = {B € T': B € v}. Clearly, A, has the finite intersection property
(since if B,C € A,, then either B C C' or C C B) and so A, can be extended to an ultrafilter over B. This
construction gives an injective map from paths in T into ultrafilters on B, proving the claim. ([

Lemma 2.5. Let B be a Boolean algebra on a set X. Assume that there exists a strongly continuous measure
w over B. Then B has a 2—tree.

Proof. Using u, we will build a 2—tree. We build this tree in steps:

Stage 0: Let Ty = {X}.

Stage n+1: We construct a tree of height n+1. Assume that T, is a (complete) binary tree of height n such
that for each A € T,,, u(A) > 0. Assume furthermore that if A, B € T and A 7 B and B 7 A, then ANB = .
We will construct T,41 by adding two children to each leaf. Let LL,, be the collection of leaves on T;,. Let
€= w Since p is strongly continuous, there exist Hy, ..., H,, € B such that H = {H;, ..., H;,, }
partitions X and for each j < m, p(H;) < e. Now fix a leaf L;. Consider L, "H = {L, N H : H € H}. We
notice that L; N H forms a partition of L;. Therefore,

0<u(Li)=u( U K)Z > uK).

KeL;nH KeL;nH
Hence, there exists K,. = L; N H, € L; N H such that u(K,) > 0. Furthermore,
L;
p(Ky) =p(L;NHy) < p(Hy) <e< 5

Therefore there must exist some K; € L; N H such that K; # K, and p(K;) > 0. We now add K,, K;
as children to the leaf L;. Let T;,41 be the tree constructed after repeating this process for each L € L,,.
Clearly, T),+1 is a binary tree of height n 4+ 1 such that for each A € T,,41, u(A) > 0.

Now let T'=J,,~o Tn. T is clearly a 2—tree by construction. |

Definition 2.6. Let M, be the reduct of M to the language £, = {p(x;y)}. A subset N of M is a
p—substructure of M, written N <, M, if the induced structure on N (in the language L) is an elementary
substructure of M.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that @(x;y) is stable in M. Then there are no strongly continuous measures on
Def,(M).

Proof. Assume that there exists a strongly continuous measure over Def,(M). By Lemma there exists a
2—tree. Let By be the Boolean algebra generated by this 2—tree. By Fact By is a countable subalgebra
of Def, (M) such that Ult(By) > 2¥. Choose C' C M such that for each B € By, there exists by, ..., b, in
C such that B is an element of the boolean algebra generated by {¢(z;b;) : i < n}. Notice that since B is
countable, we may choose C to be countable. By the Downward Léwenheim-Skolem theorem, there exists
an L,—structure N such that C C N, N <, M, and |N| = X¢. Then,

2% < |Ult(By)| < | Ult(Def,,(C))] < | ULt(Def,(N))] = S, (N)].

However, since ¢(x;y) is stable in M, it is also stable in N. By Theorem every p—type over N is

definable by a ¢°PP—formula with parameters from N. Since |[N| = R, there are only countably many

©°PP—formulas. Therefore, not every p—type over N is definable — a contradiction. O
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Theorem 2.8. Let o(z;y) be stable in M and let p € M,(M). Then there exists an initial segment I of N
such that p = Y, ridp, where p; € Sy(M), > .., = 1, and each r; > 0. Obviously, the statement also
holds when @(x;y) is stable (i.e., does not admit the k-order property for some k).

Proof. Direct from the Sobczyk-Hammer Decomposition Theorem and Lemma [2.7] |

2.2. The Morley product is commutative. We now aim to show that the Morley product commutes on
appropriate pairs of measures. First, we need to appropriately define what we mean by the Morley product
in this context. To define it, we make some quick observations.

Fact 2.9. Suppose that X is a topological space and Y is a dense subset of X. Let f:Y — Z be a map. If
there exists some f X — Z such that f s continuous and f|y = f, then f is the unique function with such
property.

Proof. Clear via the net definition of continuity. |

Proposition 2.10. Suppose that p(z;y) is stable in M and jp € M, (M). Consider the map f;7 : {tpyope (b/M)
be MY} — [0,1] via f(tpyoee (b/M)) = p(p(x,b)). This map is well-defined and there exists a unique con-
tinuous function FY : Sgeve (M) = [0,1] such that F)?|{vp_opp b/0r)0ertvy = [

Proof. By Theorem f = ;crTidp, where each p; € S,(M). We argue that the map f7 is well-defined.
Notice that if b € MY, then

plola) = Yo rlsy (o) = Y m
el M':lgéi(b)

By Theorem 1.6} each formula d¥ (y) is a p°PP—formula which implies that the value above only depends on
the p°PP—type of b. Well-definedness follows.

Since {tpgopn(b/M) : b € MY} is a dense subset of Sgors (M), by Fact [2.9|it suffices to prove that there
exists a continuous map from Sgees (M) to [0,1] which restricts to f7. We claim that > ,c; riligg () i
the appropriate map. We remark that we may view >, rilja¢ () as a map from Sgevs (M) to [O 1] since
stability in M implies that every formula of the form df (y) is a ¢°PP—formula (Theorem 1.6). |

We may now define the Morley product in this setting.
Definition 2.11. Suppose that ¢(z;y) is stable in M. Let p € M, (M) and v € Mors (M). We define the
Morley product of 1 with v, denoted p, ® vy, as follows:

(1 ® V) () = / o FE

where F}? is the function from Proposition and 7 is the regular Borel probability measures corresponding
to v. Likewise, since p(x;y) is stable in M if and only if ¢°PP(z;y) is stable in M, we may also define

(v & 1) (p(z,y)) = /S R

with the obvious analogous definitions.

Remark 2.12. Since our definition of the Morley product is slightly non-standard, we are carful to make
sure it resembles the normal Morley product on types. Suppose that (x;y) is stable in M, let p € S, (M),
q € Spove (M), and fix U such that M < U. Let p € S,(U) be the unique M-definable extension of p to
U. Then (0, ® d4)(¢(z,y)) = 1 if and only if U = ¢(a,b) where b |= ¢ and a |= p|pp. Indeed, consider the
following sequence of bi-implications:

(6p ®6) (p(7,y) = 1 = / o X(dz (y))d0q = 1 = 64(df (y)) =1
= df(y) €Eq=UREd)(b) <= ¢(x,b) € p <= U |= ¢(a,b).
Theorem 2.13. Suppose that p(x;y) is stable in M. Then

(nev)(p(@;y) = (v ) (p(z;y)).
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Proof. Consider the following sequence of equations:

(1 ® V) (gl ) = / Fedi = / riligg (7
opn (M) B Swopp(M)Z [d5; (v)]

S iel
(*) opp
=Y rawdg () =D iy 800, (d () = DD risidy,(d T (x)).
i€l iel  jeJ iel jeJ

Equation (x) is justified by Theorem A symmetric computation shows
(v @ w)(p(e,y) =D Y risidp (ds (2)),
icl jeJ

completing the proof. O

2.3. Some functional analysis and double limits. By Theorem we may define the following eval-
uation map, E,, on appropriate pairs of Keisler measures. We prove that if ¢(z;y) is stable in M, then E,,
also has the double limit property. Our proof follows directly from classical results in functional analysis,
namely Grothendieck’s double limit theorem and the Krein-Smulian theorem. We first recall the definition
of the evaluation map from the introduction.

Definition 2.14. Suppose that ¢(z,y) is stable in M. Then we define the map E, : M, (M) X M opo (M) —
[0,1] via

Eo(pv) = (p@v)(p(z,y)).
By Theorem 2.13] E,(u,v) is also equal to (v @ p)(¢(x,y)).

A proof of the following theorem can be found in [0, Theorem 13.4].

Theorem 2.15 (Krein-Smulian Theorem). If Y is a Banach space and K is weakly compact subset of Y,
then the closed convex hull of K, denoted ¢o(K), is weakly compact. The closed conver hull of K is the
intersection of all norm closed, convex subsets of Y containing K.

Corollary 2.16. IfY is a Banach space and Z is a relatively weakly compact subset of Y | then ©o(Z) is a
weakly compact subset of Y.

Proof. Let Z™ denote the weak closure of Z. Then Z% is weakly compact and so by the Krein-Smulian
theorem, ¢o(Z") is weakly compact. Note that ¢o(Z) C c¢o(Z") and since ¢o(Z) is a closed subset of a
compact set, it is also compact. O

Definition 2.17. Suppose that X is a set. If we endow X with the discrete topology and let M(X) be the
collection of regular Borel probability measures on X, then we can consider the following convex collection
of measures,

convs(X): = {Znémi ICNyx; € Xy € RZOQZ” = 1}.
il icl
For simplicity of notation, we write ) . _; r;6,, simply as ), 7ix;.

Definition 2.18. Suppose that X and Y are sets and f: X x Y — [0,1]. Then we define f. : convs(X) x
convs(Y) — [0,1] via

Je Zrixiyzsjyj :erisjf(xhyi)'
iel jed iel jeJ
We now prove the key combinatorial proposition via functional analysis.

Proposition 2.19. Suppose that X and Y are sets and f : X xY — [0,1]. Then f has the double limit
property if and only if f.: convs(X) x convs(Y) — [0,1] has the double limit property.
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Proof. If f. has the double limit property, then clearly f has the double limit property. Therefore, we only
need to prove the other direction. Endow Y with the discrete topology. Let X = {f(a,y) : a € X}. It is
obvious that X C Cp(Y) and X is || - ||coc—bounded. By assumption, f has the double limit property and by
Theorem [L.5) X is relatively weakly compact in C,(Y). By Corollary we have that ©o(X) is a weakly
compact subset of Cy,(Y"). Since ©o(X) is weakly compact in C(Y), it is also relatively weakly compact, and
so we can apply Theorem So, for any infinite sequences g; € ¢6(X) and b; € Y

limlim g;(b;) = lim lim g;(b; ),
7 J J 7

provided both limits exist. In particular, this implies that for g; := >, .1 7e, f(as,,y),

lim llm fc To,Qg;, bj> = hm hm fc ( ¢, 0y, , b]> s
v <&EZIM Tt Z/LEZLL
provided both limits exist.

Notice that the computation above demonstrates that the map fc|convs(x)xy has the double limit property.
Now consider convs(X) endowed with the discrete topology and let Y = {f.(z,b) : b € Y}. It is clear that
Y C Cy(convs(X)) and that Y is || - ||.c—bounded since each function is bounded by 1. Since f¢|convs(x)xy
has the double limit property, we can again apply Theorem and so Y is relatively weakly compact in
Chy(convs(X)). By the Corollary co(Y) is weakly compact in Cp(convs(X)). By Theorem fe has
the double limit property. O

Corollary 2.20. If p(x;y) is stable in M, then the map E, : M, (M) x My- (M) — [0,1] has the double
limit property.

Proof. By Fact the map X, @ Sup(M) X Spoee (M) — {0,1} has the double limit property. By Theorem
we have that 9, (M) = conv;s(S,(M)) and since ¢°PP is also stable in M, M orn (M) = convs(Syors).
The computation in Theorem demonstrates that E, = (x,).. By Proposition E, has the double
limit property. O

3. PROPER STABILITY AND THE ORDER PROPERTY

In this section, we work with honest-to-goodness stable formulas and give a proof of an implicit theorem
of Ben Yaacov and Keisler. Another proof of this theorem is given by Khanaki and Pourmahdian using
indiscernible arrays (see [13], Theorem 3.11]). We show that if ¢(z;y) is stable, then the evaluation map
E, does not witness the continuous logic analogue of the order property. Throughout this section, we fix
L—structures M and U such that M < U and U is a monster model. We let T" be the theory of M in the
language £. We first show how to use the randomization to derive a proof. We then give another proof using
the VC theorem. Given a theory T, we denote by T its randomization. We refer the reader to Section 3.2
of [5] for background and notation regarding the randomization.

The following fact is due to Ben Yaacov and Keisler [2, Theorem 5.14].

Fact 3.1. Suppose that o(x;y) is a stable formula with respect to T. Then the randomized formula E[p(x;y)]
is stable (in the sense of continuous logic) with respect to T®. In other words, if N is a model of TT then
for every r € (0,1) and € > 0, there exists some integer n = n(e,r) such that there does not exist an array
of elements (a;,b;)( j)e[n]x[n] from N* x NY such that

Elp(a;, bj)] > r + € whenver i > j,
and
Elp(ai, bj)] < 7 whenver i < j.
Note that the integer n does not depend on the choice of model, N.
Using the above, it is easy to see that E, also does not witness the continuous version of the order

property. This follows from the observation that the randomization encodes the computations of the Morley
product.



Proposition 3.2. Suppose that p(x;y) is stable. For every r € (0,1) and € > 0, there exists some integer
n = n(e,r) such that there does not exist an array of Keisler measures (i, V) (i,j)e[n]x[n] Where p; € M, (M)
and vj € Mporw (M) such that

2%

(i @ vj)(p(x,y)) > 1+ € wheneveri > j,

and,
(wi @vj)(pz,y)) <r wheneveri < j.

Proof. Consider [0,1]? with the corresponding Lesbegue measure L? and the simple models of the random-
ization of T relative to [0,1]2, namely M1" and ¢/[%1". More explicitly, if N is a model of T' then NO-1
is the collection of measurable maps from [0,1]? to N with finite image. It follows from quantifier elimi-
nation of T% that MOU* < y01° 1f 4 € M,(M) and v € Myorr (M), then Theorem E implies that
= ek TROp, and v =3 . dyd,, where K and W are initial segments of N and
(1) for each k € K, py, is in S, (M),
(2) for each w € W, gy, is in Sgors (M),
(3) for each k € K and w € W, 71, and d,, are positive real numbers,
(4) Xpex Tk = Lwew dw = 1.

For each g,,, choose some b,, in UY such that b, = g,. Let b, : [0,1]2 — U via b,((s,t)) = b,, whenever
s € [0 de, S dg) with the convention that 37, dy = 0. For each py, choose some aj, in U* such that
ak [ DrlM(by)wew Where Py is the unique M-definable extension of p in S,(U). Let a, : [0,1]* — U via
a,((s,t)) = ar when t € | 5;01 e, Z’Z:O r¢) again with the convention that Ze;lo r¢ = 0. In the following
computations, if (a,b) € U* x UY, we let ¢(a,b) =1 if U = p(a,b) and 0 otherwise. Then

o) (e@y) D S S rdu(6,, @2 m)) 2 S0 S rduplarby)

keK weW keK weW
- / (8, (5, 1), by (s, )dL? = Elp(ay,, b, ).
(s,t)€[0,1]2

Equation (a) is derived in the proof of Theorem Equation (b) follows from Remark Thus, if
the statement is false, then E[p(x,y)] witnesses the continuous logic version of the order property. This
contradicts Fact B.1] O

We now work to give a second proof of Proposition [3.2] via the VC theorem. The statement of the VC
theorem given below is much weaker than the general statement, but it is all that we need.

Theorem 3.3 (VC—theorem). Suppose that X is a set F is a collection of subsets. Suppose that the VC-
dimension of the class F is bounded by d. Then for every e > 0, there exists an integer n = n(e,d) such that

for every atomic measure p on X (i.e., p =73 _;1r;0,, where I CN) there exists ay,...,an, € X such that
for any F € F,

iel
sup |u(F) — Av(ay,...,a,)(F)| <e.

FeF
We remark that n does not depend on the choice of measure.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that ¢(z,y) is stable. For every ¢ > 0 there exists some natural number N = N (e)
such that for every p € M, (M) there exists a1, ...,an € M such that for any b € MY,

(2, )) = Av(a, - an)(p(z, )] < €.

Proof. There are several ways too see this. By Corollary we may write p = Z({)ZO r;0p, wWhere each p;
is in S,(M). Let U be a monster model such that M < U and consider the measure i € M, (U) given by
Yoo Ti0p, where p; is the unique global M-definable extension of p to U. For each i € w, we have that p; is
both definable over M and finitely satisfiable in M ([I4, Proposition 2.3]). As consequence, the measure [
is finitely satisfiable and p—definable over M (for appropriate definitions in this context, see [8, Section 6]).
If p(z;y) is stable, it is NIP and so an application of [8, Theorem 6.4] implies that for every e > 0, there
exists aq,...,a, € M* such that

sup |u(p(x, b)) — Av(a)(p(z,b))| <e.

bely
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An application of the VC theorem gives uniform bounds. O

Alternative Proof of Proposition [3.4. Suppose not. Then there exists 7 € (0,1) and € > 0 and sequence
(s V5)(i,j)ewxw Which witnesses the (r, €)—order property. We now construct a discrete formula (which is a
Boolean combination of ¢(x;y)) which witnesses the order property — and since stable formulas are closed
under Boolean combinations, we have a contradiction. By Proposition there exists a natural number N
such that

(1) For every pu € M, (M), there exists ay,...,an € M* such that

sup |u(p(e,b)) — Av(@)(p(e. )| < 1.
be MY

For each i € w, let @; = a},...,a’, witness the above equation for ;.
(2) For every v € Myorn (M), there exists by, ..., by € MY such that
€

sup. [v(ela,y)) = Av(B)(p(a, 9))] < 35

For each j € w, let Ej = b{, ey bg\, witness the above equation for v;.

Consider the formula given by,

e(xla"'axvah'"ayN) = \/ /\ gp(xlayl)
AxBC[N]|x[N] \(i,j)€EAxB
‘AﬁNXB—‘>T+§

We claim that 6(z, §) is unstable. Notice that

- . _ . €
M@ b)=ME \/ N elanbl) | = (Av(@) ® Av(;)(p(@.v)) > + 5,
AxBC[N]|x[N] \(¢,k)eAxB
LBl s

and likewise,

M = =0(ai,bj) = (Av(a:) ® Av(b;))((z,y)) <7+

N

Moreover, if ¢ < j, then

r > (1 @v;)(@(x,y)) ~epr6 (Av(a;) @ vj)(e(2,y))
= (v; @ Av(@;))(p(x,Y)) ~e/16 (Av(b)) ® Av(a;))(p(z,y)),

and likewise, if 7 > 7,

r+e< (i @v) (e, y) Repre (Av(a:) @ v;)(e(z,y))
= (v; @ Av(@:))(0(2,y)) Res16 (Av(b;) ® Av(@))(e(z,y)),

Hence, if i < j and = 6(@;, b;), then Av(a;) ® Av(b;)(o(Z,7)) is greater than r + £ (by witnessing 0) and
less than r + & (by the above implication) — a contradiction. Hence, if i < j, then = —0(a;,b;). A similar
argument shows that if i > j then 6(a;,b;) must hold. Thus 6(Z,%), a Boolean combination of p(z;y), is

unstable — a contradiction. O
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