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0 Preamble

This is an exposition of a particular intersection of sheaf theory and model theory initiated by D. Eller-
man’s work from his 1971 PhD thesis [I] and his subsequent 1974 article [2]. We do not claim originality
about what is said here, except for the fact that some constructions and results are reformulated using
sheaf-theoretic machinery that has since become standard.

Section 1 contains a survey of the various concepts and tools needed, like the equivalence between pre-
ordered sets and Alexandrov spaces, the complete basic theory of Heyting algebras and their spectra or
some category-theoretic and model-theoretic notions. Section 2 describes in detail the notion of a structured
space as a generalization of the structured set which is the central object of study in ordinary first-order
model theory. We focus on sheaves on spaces that are obtained by canonical constructions, like the ones
from Section 1 — we therefore use the full machinery of indexed categories to easily derive the internal struc-
ture of such spaces. For example, we show that the classical ultraproduct construction can be obtained by
such a sheaf-theoretic procedure. Finally, Section 3 introduces the way first-order logic can be adapted to
express properties of such generalized structures, culminating in a massive generalization of the classical Los
theorem.



We apologise for any errors that have slipped through the editing process.

1 Fundamentals

1.1 Spaces

By “space” we shall mean a topological space. Generally, if X is a space, then X will also be the name
of its underlying set (by abuse of language) and O(X) will be its lattice of open sets. The category of all
spaces is denoted by Top.

Definition 1.1. For any space X any any subset A of it, we will denote by int(A) the interior of A and by
ic(A) the interior of the closure of A. An open set D of X is called regular if ic(D) = D. The set of the
regular open sets of X is denoted by RO(X).

Lemma 1.2. If X is a space, A C X and B € O(X), we have that:

int(A) N B =int(AN B)

Proof. The left hand side is equal to (Uyco(x)np(a) V) N B = Uveox)npa)(V N B), while the right hand
side us equal to UVeO(X)mP(AmB) W. We prove that the same sets participate in both unions: i.e. that for
any open W C AN B there is an open V C A with W =V N B. But then we can simply take V :=W. O

Definition 1.3. A space is called discrete if any subset of it is open. We denote the full subcategory of
Top consisting of discrete spaces by DisTop.

Remark 1.4. The functor Set — DisTop taking a set I into the unique discrete space with I as its
underlying set is an isomorphism of categories.

Definition 1.5. An Alexandrov space is a space such that the intersection of an arbitrary family of open
sets of it is open.

Remark 1.6. Any discrete space is Alexandrov.

Theorem 1.7. Let (I, <) be a preordered set. Denote by O(I) the set of all subsets A of I which are order-
closed, i.e. which have the following property: for everyi,j € I s.t. i € A and i < j we have that j € A.
Then O(I) is a topology on I and (I,<)* := (I, O(I)) is an Alexandrov space.

Proof. The sets ) and I are immediately seen to be order-closed.

Let {An}aea be a family of order-closed subsets and 4,5 € I s.t. i < j. Suppose ¢ is in the union
(intersection) of the family {A,}. Then 7 is in some (all) A, and since each A, is order-closed, we conclude
that j is also in some (all) A, and so in the union (intersection) of the family. O

Remark 1.8. A basis for the above topology can be given by the sets E, ={y € I | x < y}.

Proof. Let D be an order-closed set. Then D = |J E,. O
€D

Remark 1.9. On any space X we can define a relation <x as follows: for any x,y € X we have that
x <x y if and only if x is in the closure of the set {y}. By the laws of the closure operation, it follows that
<x 1s a preorder. It is called the specialization preorder of X.

Remark 1.10. Any space X can be endowed with the Alexandrov topology induced by the specialization
preorder. This topology is necessarily finer than the original one.



Proof. Let D be an open set in X. We must show that it is order-closed. Let =,y € X such that z is in the
closure of the set {y}. Suppose x € D and y ¢ D. Then y is in the complement of D, which is closed, and
hence the closure of {y} (including z) is contained within the complement of D, which contradicts the fact
that z € D. O

Theorem 1.11. Let X be a space. TFAE:

1) any set which is order-closed under the specialization preorder of X is open;

2) there exists a preorder < on the set X such that X = (X,<)* (and if so, the preorder is equal to the
specialization preorder and hence it is unique);

3) X is Alexandrov.

Proof. (1 = 2) It is clear that the specialization preorder does the job. Suppose we have another preorder
< in that situation, i.e. that the open sets are exactly the order-closed sets under <. We need to show that
for every z,y € X, x < y iff z is contained in the closure of {y}.

Suppose first that x is not contained in the closure of {y}. Then the complement of the closure of {y} is
an set that contains x, does not contain y and is open, hence order-closed for <. So we cannot have z < y.

Suppose now that x is not smaller or equal to y. Then y is not contained into the order-closed set of all
elements greater or equal to x, which is an open set. Then the closure of {y} is a subset of the complement
of that open set, and so it does not contain x.

(2 = 3) This has been proven above.

(3=1) Let D be order-closed under the specialization preorder. We need to show that it is open. The
space X being Alexandrov, it is sufficient to show that D is the intersection of all open sets that contain D,
i.e. that for every y ¢ D there is a D’ open that is a superset of D and does not contain y. Let y be outside
of D. We take D’ to be the complement of the closure of {y}. Clearly it does not contain y. Suppose that
it is not a superset of D, i.e. that there is an x € D that is not in D’. Then z is in the closure of {y}, so by
the order-closedness of D we obtain that y is in D, contradicting our choice of y. O

Thus we may use a preorder and an Alexandrov topology on a specific set interchangeably. In particular,
we have:

Corollary 1.12. There exists a bijection between the class of preordered sets and the class of Alexandrov
spaces.

Remark 1.13. In the above correspondence, discrete spaces correspond to preordered sets where the only
elements of the preorder are those of the form (x,x).

Theorem 1.14. Let I, J be sets endowed with preorders and f : I — J a function. Then f is nondecreasing
iff f is continuous relative to the Alexandrov topology.

Proof. (=) Let E, be an element of the basis of J (as defined above), where y € J. We must show that
f7Y(E,) is open, i.e. that it is order-closed. Suppose z € f~1(E,) and = < z. Then f(x) € E,, so y < f(x).
Given that f is nondecreasing, f(z) < f(z), so y < f(z) and z is in f~1(D,).

(<) The preorders are the specialization preorders, so we can take x, y to be such that z is in the closure
of {y} and we must show that f(x) is in the closure of {f(y)}. Suppose, on the contrary, that there is an
open set D such that f(x) is in D and f(y) is not in D. Then, as f is continuous, f~!(D) is an open set
that contains x and does not contain y, contradicting the fact that x is in the closure of {y}. O

Corollary 1.15. The category of preordered sets and the one of Alexandrov spaces are isomorphic.



Note that because we have proved the bijection between structures on a set-by-set basis, we are able
to use the “evil” concept of isomorphism instead of the usual equivalence of categories. Another related
observation is that the isomorphism is “concrete”, i.e. it commutes with the canonical “underlying set”
functors.

1.2 Heyting algebras

We presume all basic facts regarding general lattices, Boolean algebras and filters on Boolean algebras
to be known.

Theorem—Definition 1.16. Let H be a lattice and a,b,c € H. TFAE:

e c is the greatest element of H s.t. ¢ ANa <b;
e forallz e Hyx Na <biffx <c.

In this case, c is called the relative pseudo-complement of the pair (a,b) and we write this as ¢ = a — b.

Definition 1.17. A Heyting algebra is a bounded lattice such that any pair of elements admits a pseudo-
complement. In the sequel, the least and greatest element of any Heyting algebra will be denoted by 0 and
1, respectively.

Definition 1.18. If H is a Heyting algebra and = € H, the pseudo-complement of H is the element
z =z — 0.

Theorem 1.19. Let H be a Heyting algebra. The following hold:

1. H is a distributive lattice.

2. for everyx € H, x AN —~x = 0.

3. for every x,y € H, ~x N~y = =(z V y).

4. for every x € H, x < =—x.

5. for every x,y € H s.t. x <y, we have ~y < -z (and so ~—x < ——y and ~——x = ).
6. -1=0, -0 = 1.

. for every xz,y € H, y — —x = —=(z Ay).

8. for every a,b,c € H, (a = b)A(b—¢) <a—c.

9. for every x,y € H, =~z A ——y < == (z Avy).

Proof. 1. By the laws of lattices, we only need to prove (x Vy) Az = (x Az)V (yAz). In fact, we will
show that (\/,c;z:) Ax = \/,c;(z; A x), for an arbitrary family {z;}ic; € H. We have that, for every
u € H:

\/(xi/\x)gu@a:j/\xgu,VjEI
iel
Sr;<zr—uvjel
@Vzigxau
iel
@(\/zi)/\xgu,
iel

and so the statement follows “by Yoneda”.
2. Let y be a common lower bound of x and —z. Then y < x — 0, hence y Az < 0. Since y < x, we have
that y Az =y and so y = 0.



3. We have that for every p € H:

p<—axzAN-ysp<-zandp <y
SpAz=0and pAy=0
& (PAz)V(pAy) =0
SpA(zVy =0
S p<(zVy).

4. We have that -z < —x =2 — 0, so -z Az < 0. We derive that z < -z — 0 = —-—x.

5. From z < y and the previous inequality, we have z < ——y and so x < =y — 0, which is equivalent to
zA-y=0or y <z

6. Since for all z, z A1 = «, 0 is the only element x such that z A1 < 0. So1 — 0 (=-1) is 0. Now,
1N0=0<0,801<0—0=-0and1=-0.

7. For every p € H:

pLy—zrepAy<c
SpANy<zx—0
SpAyAhxz=0
SpA(zAy)=0
S p<(zAy).

oo

. Since aA(a—=b)<baN(a—b)ADb—c)<bA(b—c)<candso(a—bA(b—c)<a—ec
9. In the previous inequality, by taking a =y, b = =« and ¢ = 0, we obtain:

(y = —x) A=) < -y

and so

and
O
Remark 1.20. Any Boolean algebra is a Heyting algebra, with the usual complementation operation, i.e.
a—b=-aVb.

Proof. For any a, b, z, we have (using the Boolean property “c < d iff ~¢vd =1"):

zAha<bs (zAha)Vb=1
S -rV-oaVvb=1
Sr<-aVb
Sr<a—b.

Remark 1.21. Conwversely, if a Heyting algebra satisfies the law “cV —~x =17, it is a Boolean algebra.

Proof. The Heyting algebra becomes a complemented distributive lattice (and the Boolean complement is
exactly the —). O
Theorem—Definition 1.22. Let H be a Heyting algebra and x € H. TFAE:

e W =X,



o there exists y € H s.t. x = —y.

Such an x is called regular. The set of them is denoted by Reg(H ).

Proof. The forward direction is clear (take y = —x). Now, if x = =y, then == = =——y = -y = z. O

Theorem 1.23. Reg(H) is a Boolean algebra.

Proof. We first show that it is a bounded lattice. It is bounded because, as we have shown above, 1 and 0
are regular.

Suppose now that a and b are regular and we write it as @ = —¢ and b = =d. Then aAb = —¢cA—d = —(cVd).
So a A'b is also regular and hence it is a greatest lower bound in Reg(H) also. If r is a regular element that
is an upper bound of a and b, then a V b < r and so =—(a V b) < =—r = r. Since == (a V b) is greater than
a Vb and regular, it is the lowest upper bound of a and b in Reg(H).

We have shown that it is a bounded lattice. Now we will prove that it is a Heyting algebra. It suffices to
show that if a, b are regular, then a — b is regular. We have that a A (a — b) < b), so == (aA(a — b)) < ==b,
from which we have =—a A =—(a — b) < —=b and since a and b are regular, we deduce a A ==(a — b) < b.
Hence =—(a — b) < a — b. Clearly, a — b < —-=(a — b), so a — b = ==(a — b), which is regular. In
particular —a is the same, whether in H or in Reg(H).

To show that it is a Boolean algebra, it remains to show that the lowest regular upper bound of a
and —a, for a regular, is 1. Let y be a regular upper bound of them. Since a < y, -y < —a and so
Yy <y<-—y=-y—0. Then -y A—-y<0andso -y <0. Thenl=-0<--y=y. Soyisl. O

Note that in Reg(H), A and — (and so also —) are the same as in H, but the V is potentially different.
Definition 1.24. A complete Heyting algebra is a complete lattice that is a Heyting algebra.
Example 1.25. If X is a space, O(X) is a complete Heyting algebra.

Proof. Tt is clearly a complete bounded lattice (the greatest lower bound of a family of open sets can be

achieved by taking the interior of the intersection).

Now, for any two open sets A and B we must find a largest open set X s.t. X N A C B. But that is
equivalent to X C C(A) U B, where by C we have denoted the set-theoretic complement. Clearly, then, we
may take X to be int(C(A)U B). In particular = A will be int(C(A)). O

Remark 1.26. The reqular elements of O(X) are precisely the regular open sets.

Proof. We show that the operation ic is the =— of O(X). First, note that the interior of the complement
of a set is the largest open contained in the complement of the set, so it is the complement of the smallest
closed that contains the set. So C(int(C(A))) is C(C(closure(A))) — that is, closure(A). Then —=—(A) =
int(C(int(C(A)))) = int(closure(A)) = ic(A). O

Remark 1.27. If H is a complete Heyting algebra, then Reg(H) is a complete Boolean algebra.

Proof. Let {a;}ier be a family of elements of H. We show that —=\/,.;a; (== \;c;a;) is the supremum
(infimum) of the family in Reg(H). Clearly, since —— is compatible with the order relation, it is an upper
bound (lower bound). Suppose now that b is another upper bound (lower bound) that is also regular. Then,
given the completeness of H, we have \/,.;a; <b (or A,.;a; > b). Then we apply —— to the inequality and
we obtain ——\/,.;a; < ——b=0b (or == A;.;a; > -=b=10). O

Corollary 1.28. RO(X), defined as Reg(O(X)), is a complete Boolean algebra.



Definition 1.29. A filter in a Heyting algebra H is a non-empty set F' C H which is closed under A and
s.t. for every a € F and b € H with a < b, we have b € F. It is called a proper filter if 0 ¢ F.

Remark 1.30. These notions coincide with the Boolean ones when H is a Boolean algebra.

Remark 1.31. If F is a filter in a Heyting algebra H and a,b € H s.t. a — b ¢ F, then the smallest filter
which contains both F' and a does not contain b.

Proof. Clearly the set of all elements = s.t. there is some f € F with f A a < z is a filter which contains
both F' and a. Suppose this filter contains b. Then there is some f € F'sit. fAa <b,so f <a—b. Then
a — b € F, contradicting the hypothesis. O

Corollary 1.32. If F is a filter in o Heyting algebra H and a € H s.t. —a ¢ F, then the smallest filter
which contains both F' and a is proper.

Proof. Take b =0 in the previous remark. O
Definition 1.33. A proper filter is called prime if whenever a Vb € F, we have a € F or b € F.

Remark 1.34. If F' is a filter in a Heyting algebra H and a € H\ F, then F is contained in a prime filter
that does not contain a.

Proof. By a Zorn’s lemma argument, let F’ be a filter which contains F' and does not contain a, maximal
among those with these properties. Let us show that this F’ is prime. Suppose there are z,y not in F’ s.t.
xVy € F'. Take F” to be the smallest filter which contains both F’ and x. Then, by the maximality of F”,
we must have a € F’, so there is some f € F' st. fAxz <a,so f <z — a Then x — a € F’. Similarly
y—a€ F and so (x — a) A (y — a) € F'. Now, for every b € H, we have:

b<(xVy)—asbA(zVy <a
s bAaz)V(bAy) <a
SbAhrz<acandbAy<a
Sb<zr—aandb<y—a
sb<(x—a)A(y— a).

So (xVy) —a=(x—a)A(y— a) € F'. But then, since (xVy)A((zVy) —a)<aand zVyeF, we
must have a € F’, which contradicts our choice of F’. O

Corollary 1.35. Every maximal filter (that is, mazimal in the poset of proper filters) is prime.

Proof. By the previous remark, taking F' to be a maximal filter and a to be 0, the constructed prime filter
must, by maximality, be equal to F'. O

Corollary 1.36. Any proper filter of a Heyting algebra is contained in some mazimal filter. In particular
any nonzero element belongs to some maximal filter, by taking the filter containing all elements greater than
it.

Proof. Taking F to be the proper filter in the statement and a to be 0, we obtain the required maximal
filter. O

Remark 1.37. If a is an element of a Heyting algebra H and M is a mazimal filter in H, then either a € M
or —a € M (but not both!).

Proof. Suppose —a ¢ M. Take F to be the smallest filter containing M and a. By an earlier remark, F is
proper and since M is maximal, M = F. Then a is in M. They cannot be both in M since a A —a = 0 and
M is proper. O



Corollary 1.38. If a is an element of a Heyting algebra H and M is a maximal filter in H, then a € M iff
-—a € M.

Proof. If a € M, then, since a < ——a, we have that =—a € M. Say a ¢ M. Then, by the previous remark,
—a € M. Applying the previous remark again, ——a ¢ M. O

Remark 1.39. In a Boolean algebra, any prime filter is maximal (also called an ultrafilter ).

Theorem—Definition 1.40. Let H be a Heyting algebra. For any a € H, denote by D, the set of all prime
filters that contain a. This family of sets is a basis for a topology on the set of prime filters in H, which
becomes a space called the prime spectrum of H, denoted by Spec(H).

Proof. Clearly, D1 is the set of all prime filters and D, N Dy = Dypp for any a,b € H. This suffices for the
family to be a topological basis. O

Remark 1.41. In addition to the compatibility property from the above proof, the basis sets of Spec(H) also
satisfy Do UDy = Doy and =D, = D_,, (where the first — is performed in the Heyting algebra O(Spec(H))).

Proof. The first one is immediate from the definition of the prime filter. Now, since no proper filter contains
both a and —a, D—, is included in the complement of D,, but since D—,, is open, it is included in the interior
of the complement of D, — that is, in =D,. For the converse, suppose F is a prime in =D,. Then, there is
a basic open Dy s.t. F' € D, and D, N Dy, = (). But since D, N Dy, = Dyap and any nonzero element of H is
contained in some prime filter, we must have a Ab = 0, so b < —a and so —a is also in F'. But that means
that F'is in D—,. O

Remark 1.42. If H is a complete Heyting algebra that also satisfies the infinite distributive law:

33/\(\/%‘) = \/(37/\:%‘)

i€l i€l

for any x € H and any family {y; }icr of elements of H (this happens, for example, if H = O(X) for some
space X ) then, for any family {y;}icr of elements of H we have that:

D}\/ v & ﬁjLJl)yz‘
el iel

Proof. Since D\, ,, is already open, we only need to show that it is contained in the closure of | J;.; D,,. So
i€l

we must prove that for any prime filter F' that contains \/,.; y; and for any basic open D, that contains F’

— that is, for any x € F' — there is a prime filter I’ containing x and an i € I s.t. y; € F’. Briefly, what is

to be shown is that for any x € F there is an i € I s.t. x Ay; # 0. Suppose, on the contrary, that there is

anx € Fst. foranyiec I, z Ay; = 0,50 \/,c;(x Ay;) = 0. Applying the infinite distributive law, we get

that = A (\/;,c; v:) = 0. But that is a contradiction, since both x and \/;.; y; are in F. O

Remark 1.43. Let H be a Heyting algebra. The specialization preorder on Spec(H) coincides with the
inclusion relation between filters.

Proof. Let F and F’ be two prime filters. We have that F” is in the closure of {F'} iff any basic open set D,
(with a € H) that contains F’ also contains F iff any a € F’ is also in F' iff F' C F. O

Theorem 1.44. For any Heyting algebra H, the space Spec(Reg(H)) embeds canonically into Spec(H) as
the subspace of maximal filters in H.



Proof. Define, for any U in Spec(Reg(H)), f(U) = {u € H | ~u ¢ U}, and for any M a maximal filter in
H, g(M) = {—\—\l‘ | WS M}

Step 1. For any U, f(U) is a maximal filter in H.
Since =1 = 0 ¢ U, we have that 1 is in f(U), so f(U) is nonempty.
Let z € f(U) and © < y. Then -z ¢ U and —y < -z, s0 -y ¢ U and y € f(U).

Let 2,y € f(U). Then —x,~y ¢ U and because U is an ultrafilter, -—a and ——y belong to U. Then
——x A -y € U. We have proved earlier that -—z A ==y < —=—(z A y), so =—(x Ay) is in U. Therefore
=(zx Ay)isnot in U, so z Ay isin f(U).

So f(U) is a filter. To see that it is proper, suppose 0 is in f(U) — then =0 = 1 ¢ U, clearly false. To
see that it is maximal, suppose it is contained in another proper filter G that contains at least an additional
element y. Then, since y is not in f(U), —y must be in U. Then ——y is not in U, so —y is in f(U) and also
in G. But then G contains both y and —y, which is absurd.

Step 2. For any M, g(M) is an ultrafilter in Reg(H).
Since 1 = -0 = =1, we have that 1 is in g(M), so g(M) is nonempty.

Let x € g(M) and y € Reg(H) s.t. © <y. Then x = =~z for some z € M and y = -y, so 7=z < =y
Suppose —y is in M. Then z A -y € M, but z < ==z < ==y, so z A -y < ==y A -y = 0, contradicting the
fact that M is proper. Thus —y is not in M, therefore y is in M and ——y =y € g(M).

Let now be x,y € g(M), so x = ==z and y = ——t with z,t € M. So & Ay = ==z A ==t which is greater
than ——(z At) by the property of the infimum. Since =—(zAt) isin M, x Ay is in g(M). So g(M) is a filter.

To see that it is proper, suppose 0 is of the form ——z with € M. But since x < ——z, we conclude that
0 € M, contradiction. To see that g(M) is an ultrafilter, take x € Reg(H). Either z € M or -z € M, so
either =z or ~——x is in g(M), but since x = —=—x, we have that either x € g(M) or —x € g(M), a defining
property of the ultrafilter in a Boolean algebra.

Step 3. We will show that f(g(M)) = M for any M.
It boils down to showing that {u € H | iz € M s.t. —u = ——x} = M.

Let u be such that for any z € M, —u # ——x. Suppose u ¢ M. Then —u € M, so by taking x = —u, we
have —u = ——z, contradicting the hypothesis.

Now take u € M and suppose there is some € M s.t. ~u = —=—z. Then ~u ¢ M, so ~—x ¢ M, ~x € M
and x ¢ M, contradicting the choice of .

Step 4. We will show that g(f(U)) = U for any U.
We have:

9(f(U)) =g({ue H | ~u ¢ U})
— (|~ ¢ U}
={-w|-—ueU}
=U.

For the last two steps, we will use D, for an arbitrary basic open set of Spec(H), where a € H, and D;“?
for an arbitrary basic open set of Spec(Reg(H)), where b = ——b.

Step 5. We show that f is continuous.



We have:

Uecf D, < fU) € D,
<ac f(U)
S -a ¢ U
S -maelU
s UeDr

—-at

Step 6. We show that g is continuous.
We have:

M € g Y(D;*) < g(M) € D}
s beg(M)
Sdre Mst. -z =0b
sSbeM
& M e Dy,

where at the fourth equivalence we used that x < ——z = b and that b = ——b.

Since f and g are continuous and inverse to each other, the two spaces considered are homeomorphic. [

Definition 1.45. We define the spectrum of a space X to be Spec(X) := Spec(O(X)) and its Stone
spectrum to be St(X) := Spec(RO(X)) (which is homeomorphic, as per above, to the space of maximal
filters in O(X)).

Theorem—Definition 1.46. Spec can be “extended” to an endofunctor of Top, by defining, for any con-
tinuous f : X — Y and any F € Spec(X), Spec(f)(F) to be the set of all opens D of Y s.t. f~Y(D) € F.

Proof. For any space X and any filter F' in O(X), we have that Spec(idx)(F) is the set of all opens D of X
such that id;(l (D) = D € F. But that set is simply F' = idgpec(x)(F)-

To prove that the association is compositional, one must only remark that (fog)~! equals g~ 1o f~! and
the conclusion follows. O

Theorem 1.47. For each x in a space X, the set of all opens that contain x is a prime filter. Moreover,
the map nx : X — Spec(X) sending each point to the prime filter containing it is continuous, and 1 =
{nx}xetop s a natural transformation between the identity functor on Top and the Spec functor.

Proof. The prime filter conditions are easily checked. Let us now consider a basic open Dy of Spec(X),
where U € O(X). The preimage of Dy is the set of all x such that U contains X, which is U, so open.
Hence nx is continuous.

To prove that 7 is a natural transformation, we must check that for any continuous f : X — Y, we have

that 7y o f = Spec(f)onx. But ny (f(2)) ={U | f(z) e U}t ={U |z € fH{U)} ={U | fH(U) € nx(2)} =
Spec(f)(nx(z)), for an arbitrary 2 € X, so the equality holds. O

1.3 First-order structures

We shall consider only relational structures (excepting occasional use of constants in an unproblematic
way). If A is a set and n € N then A" is the cartesian product of A taken n times (A° will be the singleton
{0}). Elements of A™ will be sometimes denoted by vector-letters like @ = (a1,...,a,). If f : A — Bisa
function and n € N, then we define the function £ : A — B" by £ (ay,...,a,) = (f(a1), ..., f(an)).
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Definition 1.48. If A is a set and n € N, an n-ary relation on A is a subset of A™.

Definition 1.49. An n-ary relation R on A is called a function if for every (ai,...,a,_1) € A"~! there
exists an unique a € A s.t. (a,...,an—1,a) € R.

Definition 1.50. A (first-order, relational) signature is a pair (y, 1) where 7 is an ordinal and p: v — N
is a function.

Definition 1.51. Let ¥ = (7, 1) be a signature. A Y-structure M is a pair (M,{R;}icy), where M is a
set (denoted by the same letter as the structure, by abuse of language) and for every i € v, R; is a pu(i)-ary
relation on M, and we say that its index is . Those relations will be called the relations of M. (This
terminology will make possible for us to largely forget about the v and the p, as we shall see shortly.)

From now on, we shall fix a signature ¥ and use it throughout the rest of these notes (and frequently
drop the explicit reference to it).

Definition 1.52. A Y-structure is called algebraic if all its relations are functions.

Definition 1.53. Let M and N be two X-structures. A homomorphism between M and N is a function
f: M — N having the property that for any two n-ary relations R and R’ of M and N, respectively, of the
same index, and for any @ € R we have that f(")(d) € R'.

Remark 1.54. The X-structures together with the homomorphisms between them form a category that will
be denoted by Y-Str.

Definition 1.55. A poset is called directed if any two elements have a common upper bound.

Example 1.56. For any space X and any x € X, (nx(x))°P is a directed poset.

Proof. For any two opens that contain x, their intersection also contains . O]

Theorem 1.57. The category ¥-Str admits colimits of diagrams indezed by directed posets. Moreover, such
a directed colimit of algebraic structures is necessarily algebraic.

Proof. Let (I,<) be a poset and D : I — ¥-Str be a functor. Consider the relation ~ on the disjoint
union of all the D(i)’s (where i € I; it consists of all pairs (i,m) with ¢ € I and m € D(3)), defined by:
(i,m) ~ (j,n) iff there is some k € I s.t. k > i,5 and D(i < k)(m) = D(j < k)(n). The relation ~ is an
equivalence relation (the poset I needs to be directed for it to be transitive). We denote by D, the resulting
quotient set.

To make D, into a colimit candidate we must endow it with a family of relations as prescribed by X
and a family of homomorphisms {t; : D(i) — D }icr. Define, for each i and each m € D(i), 1;(m) to be
the class in Do of (i,m). Clearly, these maps commute with the D(i < j)’s (we take in the definition of ~
the k to be j). We will define the relations on D, such that all the 1;’s are homomorphisms. Let {R;}icr
be s.t. for any 4, R; is a relation of D(i) and all the relations are of the same index, hence there is an n such
that all are n-ary. Let R be the corresponding relation that we seek to define on Do,. Put @ € DY in R iff

there is an i and an @’ € R; such that wgn)((;’) =d.

To show universality, let (F, {x;}:cr) be another cocone over our diagram. We seek to show that there is
an unique homomorphism y : Do, — F such that, for all i, we have y; = x o ¢;. To show uniqueness, it is
sufficient to remark that each element of D, is the class of an (i, m), so it is a 1;(m). But x(¢;(m)) = x:(m),
which is already fixed.

It remains to be seen whether this assignment really defines a morphism. To show that it is a well-defined
function, suppose there is an element that can be written as both ¢;(m) and ¢;(n). But then (i,m) ~ (j,n),
so there is a k < 4,5 s.t. D(i < k)(m) = D(j < k)(n). So xi(m) = xx(D(iE < Ek)(m)) = xx(D(G < k)(n)) =
Xi(n), so the map is well-defined.
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To show that the map is a morphism, let, as before, {R; };cs be s.t. for any 4, R; is a relation of D(4) and
all the relations are of the same index (and n-ary), R the corresponding relation of D, and R’ the one of
F. Start with @ € R. We need to prove that x(")(&@) € R'. If @ € R, then there is some k and some a € Ry,
such that w,(cn)(cf’) = d. But then x(™(a@) = X(w,i") (a)) = X;n)(d"), the last of which being in R’, by virtue
of x1 being a homomorphism. The colimit’s existence has been shown.

Let us turn now our attention to the last claim. We use the notations from the previous paragraph and
we suppose that all R;’s are functions. Let (ai,...,a,—1) be in D1, Then for all p € T,n — 1 there is an
ip € I and some aj;, € D(ip) s.t. ¥;,(a;) = ap. Since [ is directed, there is k € I greater than all 7;,’s. Define
ay as D(i, < k)(a,) € D(k). Then, for all p, ¢x(a,) = a,. Because Ry, is a function, there is 0" € D(k)
such that (af,...,ar_1,b") € Ry, so, by taking b to be ¢, (b)) we have that (ai,...,an—1,b) is in R. To
show uniqueness, let by be another element of Dy, s.t. (a1, ...,an—1,b1) is in R. Then there is some k; and
ay’,...;an" 1,b7" € D(k;) such that for any p € 1,n — 1, ¢y, (a})’) = a, and 9y, (b]') = b1. Now, for any p we
have that a, = vx(ay) = ¥, (ay’) so there is some I, > k, k1 s.t. D(k < 1,)(ay) = D(k1 <1,)(a;’). Let [ be
greater than all ,’s. Then, by applying the fact that R; is a function, we get that D(k < [)(b") = D(ky <

1)(b)") and so that b =b;. Thus R is also a function. O

Definition 1.58. If (I, <) is a preordered set, a Kripke Y-structure on I is a functor K : (I, <) — X-Str.

Kripke structures come naturally equipped with the following forcing relation.

Definition 1.59. If K is a Kripke structure on an (I, <), we inductively define, for any ¢ € I and any ¢ in
the language of ¥ augmented by constants corresponding to the elements of K (i) (so that we can refer, for
all i > i, to some elements of K ('), evaluating a ¢,, to K(i < i')(m)), the relation i I ¢ (read “i forces

&)

if ¢ is atomic, then i IF ¢ iff K (i) E ¢;

1 I- =) iff for any i’ > i we have ¢/ ¥ v;

tIFyYp Ax iff il and ¢ IF x;

ity VvV xiffil- or il x;

i Ik Jzep(x) iff there is some a € K (i) s.t. il 9(a).

Note that if I is discrete (and so ¢ < 4’ iff ¢ = ¢’), then Kripke forcing coincides with usual satisfaction,

le. it ¢ o K(i) = ¢.

1.4 Indexed categories

Definition 1.60. An indexed category is a Cat-valued (quasi-)functor, where Cat is the (quasi-)category
of all categories.

Definition 1.61. If L : C — Cat is an indexed category, we define its Grothendieck flattening to be the
category L, given by the following data:

e objects are pairs (i, A), where 7 is an object of C and A is an object of L(i);

e morphisms between two such objects (i, A) and (j, B) are pairs (f, f’), where f :4 — j is a morphism
of C and f’ is a morphism in L(j) between B and L(f)(A);

o if f= f, f): (G, A) — (4,B) and g = (9,9") : (j, B) — (k,C) are two morphisms in L we define their
composition § o f to be the morphism (g o f, L(g)(f') o ¢').

The category axioms can be easily checked.

Theorem 1.62. If L : C — Cat is an indexed category, F': C — C is a functor and n : idec = F is a natural
transformation, we can define a functor F, : L — L, by setting:

e for any object (i, A) of L, ﬁn(i,A) to be the pair (F(i), L(n;)(A4));
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e for any morphism f: (f, ) : @G, A — (4,B) sz; ﬁn(f) to be (F'(f), L(n;)(f")).

Proof. Easy check. 0

2 Structured spaces

2.1 Basic notions and constructions

Definition 2.1. If X is a space, a X-presheaf on X is a functor P : O(X)°%? — X-Str.

Remark 2.2. The X-presheaves on a space X, together with morphisms between them (i.e., natural trans-
formations), form a category, denoted by Pshyx(X).

Remark 2.3. If X is a space, P is a presheaf on X, U CV two opens of X and f € P(V), then the element
P(U CV)(f) € P(U) will be denoted simply by fi. Also, we denote P(U C VYP)(F) by fiu, for anyn € N.

Definition 2.4. A presheaf is called algebraic if its image consists only of algebraic structures.

Definition 2.5. Let X be a space, x € X and P a presheaf on X. The colimit of the restriction of P to
(nx(x))°P (which, as we have seen, is directed) is called the stalk of P at z. It is denoted by P.

Remark 2.6. As above, when x € U and f € P(V) we denote the image of f in the colimit P, by f.

Remark 2.7. The stalks of an algebraic presheaf are algebraic structures.

Proof. 1t follows from the last claim of the theorem on directed colimits. O

Theorem 2.8. If P and QQ are two presheaves on a space X and ¢ : P = @, then for any x € X we have a
canonical morphism ¢y : P — Q, taking a hy € P, where h is in an P(U), to (¢py(h))s-

Proof. For any U in nx(x), consider the map yy = 9y o ¢y (where the ¢’s are the injections into @.,.). We
prove that (Q., {Xxv}venx(z)) is a cocone over the diagram P, ;). We must show that for any U C V,
we have that xy o P(U C V) = xy. This follows because of the ¢ being natural and because the v’s form
a cocone over the corresponding restriction of (). By the universality of the colimit P,, we get the desired
map. [

Remark 2.9. If P is a presheaf on a space X, and x,y € X such that x is in the closure of {y}, there is a
natural morphism Py, : Py — Py such that for any U 3 x (so y is also in U) and any f € P(U) we have

that Puy(fe) = fy-

Proof. Since nx(z) C nx(y), the map is naturally induced by the universal property of the colimit. O

Definition 2.10. A presheaf P on a space X is called a sheaf if for any U € O(X) and any open covering
{Us}aen of U, we have that:

1. for any family {hs}aca s.t. for any a we have that h, € P(U,) and for any «,( we have that
havanus = hpu,.nu,, there exists an unique f € P(U) s.t. for any o we have that fy, = fa;

2. if we denote by {R,}. a family of relations s.t. for any «, R, is a relation of P(U,), and all the
relations are of the same index, and their common arity is n, and if R is the corresponding relation of
P(U), then for any fe (P(U))™ s.t. for any o we have that fTUQ € R, we have that f € R.

Definition 2.11. The full subcategory of Pshyx(X) consisting of sheaves on X will be denoted by Shy(X).
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Example 2.12. Let X be a space and A be a structure. Then we define the “A-valued” constant sheaf
A on X by postulating A(U) to be, for any U € O(X), the set of all f : U € A that are locally constant
(equivalently, they are continuous when A is given the discrete topology) and the restriction maps to be the
ordinary restriction operations on functions. This construction can easily be seen to form a sheaf on X.

Remark 2.13. An algebraic presheaf P that satisfies condition (1) above is a sheaf.

Proof. Let {Ra}a, R, f be as in the antecedent of condition (2). Since (f1,..., fa_1) € (P(U))" and R
is a function, there exists an unique g € P(U) s.t. (f1,..., fn—1,9) € R. We need to prove that g = f,.
Since the “restrictions” are homomorphisms, we have that for any «, (fijv,, - fa—1jv.:9jv.) € Ra- But
since (f1ju,, - fa—1|U.» fnjv.) € Ra and R, is a function, gy, = fnu,. But then, applying condition (1),
9= fn- O

Since sheaf theory is usually done for purely algebraic structures (sets, rings, abelian groups etc.), in the
majority of books on sheaf theory, only condition (1) is given in the definition of a sheaf.

Remark 2.14. If P is a sheaf on a space X, then P(D) is a one-element set.

Proof. Apply the first property of the sheaf for A = §) (so U is also 0). O

Definition 2.15. If f : X — Y is a continuous map and P is a sheaf on X, we define the direct image of P
along f to be the sheaf f.P, defined by f.(P)(U) = P(f~1(U)) and f.P(U C V)= P(f~1(U) C f~Y(V)).
It can easily be seen to satisfy all the necessary conditions, since taking the preimage of a set commutes with
all the usual set-theoretic operations.

Remark 2.16. If f : X — Y is a continuous map, P a sheaf on X and x € X, there is a natural map
(f«P)f(w) = Pu, taking an hy gy, where h is in an (f.P)(U) = P(f~1(U)), to h,.

Proof. We establish P, as a cocone over (ny (f(x)))°? and by applying the universal property of the colimit,
the conclusion will follow. If U € ny(f(z)), then f(x) € U and so z € f~1(U). So we have a natural map
from (f.P)(U) = P(f~1(U)) to P,. These maps together form the desired cocone. O

Remark 2.17. The map f. can be “extended” to a functor, by defining, for any space X, P,Q € Shx(X)
and ¢ : P = Q, (f«d)u to be ds-1(v).

Theorem—Definition 2.18. The map Shy, can be considered to be an indexed category by setting Shy(f) =
f«. The category Shy, is called the category of (X-)structured spaces — that is, a structured space is a pair
(X, P) where X is a space and P is a sheaf on X.

Remark 2.19. Iff = (£, ) : (X, P)— (Y,Q) is a map of structured spaces and x € X, we have a natural
map fz: Qf(a) — P

Proof. By the definition of the Grothendieck flattening, f’ is a map between @ and f. P, so it induces (by
Theorem [2.8) a map Q) — (f«P)f@). We get the desired one by composing this one with the natural
map (f«P)f(z) — Py, obtained in Remark O

Theorem—Definition 2.20. If (X, P) is a structured space, then, denoting by <x the specialization preorder
on X, we can define its associated Kripke structure P* : (X, <x) — 3-Str by the following rules:

e if v € X then P*(x) is P,;
o ifx <x y then P*(x <x y) is P, , (constructed in Remark .

Proof. We only need to prove that the functor law holds. If x <x y <x z then for any U > z and any
f e PQU),
(Py,z 0 Poy)(fz) = Pyo(Pry(fz) = Pyo(fy) = fo = Pu2(f2)

and we are done. O
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Moreover, if I is an Alexandrov space and < its associated preorder, we can characterize the sheaves on
I. Note first that if x € I then every open set containing x must include E,, which is therefore a terminal
object in (n7(x))°P, so the stalk of any sheaf P at x is isomorphic to P(E,). If P is a sheaf on I, we can easily
define a Kripke structure K on (I, <) by setting K (z) = P(E,) for any « € I, and K(z < y) = P(E, C E,).
This K is isomorphic to the P* constructed in the above theorem. Conversely, if K is a Kripke structure on
(I, <), we can define a sheaf P on I by setting P(U), for any U € O(I), to be the set of all h € [],.,, K (i)
s.t. for any i < j, K(i < j)(h;) = h; (the relations are the natural ones). This can easily be seen to define a
correspondence between sheaves on I and Kripke structures on (1, <).

We can also note that if, in particular, I is discrete, the above correspondence reduces to one between
sheaves on I and families of structures {A4;};cr.

2.2 Sheaves on spectra

By applying Theorem to the case where C is Top, L is Shy, F' is Spec and 7 is the one from
Theorem we obtain an endofunctor:

where for any object (X, P) of Shy, S/';t;_e/cn(X7 P) will be (Spec(X), (nx)«P). Our goal, from now on, will
be mainly to study the (model-theoretic) properties of the stalks of this structured space.

Let us see what happens when X is a discrete space. Firstly, note that in this case O(X) is equal to
P(X), the powerset of X, which is a Boolean algebra, so Spec(X) is the Stone space of the ultrafilters on
X. Also, by the discussion in the previous subsection, a sheaf P on X is “induced” by a family of structures
{As}zex, in the sense that for any B C X, P(B) is isomorphic to [] .5 A, (and the restriction maps are
the standard ones). Let us assume that each A, is nonempty and choose for any x an element ¢, € A,.

If we denote by Dp the basic open set of all ultrafilters that contain a given B € P(X), then we have
seen earlier that ny' (D) = B, so ((nx)«P)(Dp) = P(B) = [[,cp Az- Let U be an ultrafilter on X and let
us compute the stalk of (nx).P at U. This is equal to:

lim ((nx).P)(D),
UebD

z€B

but the same result can be achieved by considering the colimit only over the values of (nx).P on basic open
sets containing U, which form a cofinal family. So the stalk becomes:

lim ((nx).P)(Dx),
BeU

but this is equal, from the earlier discussion, to:

By the general existence theorem (Theorem , we can identify the elements of that colimit with pairs
(B,m), where B € U and m € [], .5 A, factored by the relation ~, where (B,m) ~ (C,n) iff there is D € U
with D C BN C s.t. for any @ € D, m(z) = n(x). Let (B, m) be such a pair and remark that if we define
n € [[,ex Ai s.t. n(x) is m(x) when 2 € B and ¢, otherwise, then (by choosing D = B) (B,m) ~ (I,n).
So we can restrict ourselves to considering pairs of the form (I, m), and even drop the I. Two such elements
m and n are equivalent iff there is a D € U s.t. D C {z | m(z) = n(x)}. But that only happens when
{z | m(z) = n(x)} is itself in U — in other words, if and only if m and n are equivalent with respect to the
ultrafilter U! So the stalk of (nx).P at U is equal to the ultraproduct [[,; A,.
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Remember that, in order for this to work, we have assumed each A, to be nonempty. There is strong
evidence that this happens only because we use the “wrong” definition of the ultraproduct. Let us see why
this is so. If ¢ is the sentence (3z)(z = z), then a structure satisfies ¢ if and only if it is nonempty. If {A,}
is a family of structures indexed by N s.t. A,, is nonempty iff n = 1, and if U is the ultrafilter on N generated
by the singleton {1}, then, since [],, A, is empty, the ultraproduct [],, A, will also be empty and so it will
not satisfy ¢. We have then that, by Log§’s theorem, the set of all n such that A, & ¢ is not in U. But that
set is {1}, which is in U, by the definition of U. We have obtained a contradiction. That is why, in common
treatments of Lo$’s theorem, the condition that each model is nonempty is outright stated. But this can be
avoided by replacing the definition of the ultraproduct of a family {A,}.cx, with respect to an ultrafilter
U on X, with the colimit above, namely:

i T A

BeU zeB

which makes Lo§’s theorem work even in edge conditions.

Because of this situation that happens when X is discrete, the functor ‘S%n can be considered to be the
rightful generalization of the ultraproduct construction.

3 Logic

In order to study the properties of the stalks of the structured space that is obtained via the 556/%
functor, we first need to define a notion of forcing.

Definition 3.1. If (X, P) is a structured space and U € O(X), we define, for any sentence ¢ in the language
of ¥ augmented by constants corresponding to elements of P(U) (so that we can refer inside ¢ to any element
of a P(V) with V€ O(U), given that a constant c,, would evaluate to m)y, similarly to the way Kripke
forcing is defined; also, we will refer to the constant as m or myy instead of ¢, in the sequel), its (strong)
forcing value, which is an open subset of U and is denoted by ||¢||7;, by the following inductive rules:

e if ¢ is atomic, then:

Il = U v

Veo(u)

P(V)E=¢
(or, equivalently, by using the second defining property of the sheaf, it is the largest V € O(U) such
that P(V) = ¢);
I=¥lE = =ll|lf (i-e. the interior of the complement relative to U of ||3]|7;, since the operation — is
performed in O(U));
I A Xl = [l 0 Il
1oV xllg == el Ul
Bz ()7 == UVGO(U) UaeP(V) (@)l

Strong forcing satisfies the following natural property.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, P) be a structured space, U,U' € O(X) withU' CU, n €N, ¥ = (ay,, ..., Tk, ), where
{zr, | i € I,n} is a subset of the set of variables of the language (and we may have xy, = xy, for i # j),
fe PU)™ and &(Z) a formula in the language of ¥ augmented by constants corresponding to elements of

P(U) (as in the definition of strong forcing). Then:
le(Fo) It = (Pl n U’

In particular, ||6(flu) i < 6055

16



Proof. We proceed by structural induction.

If ¢(Z) is atomic, then:

lo(fio)li-= UV

VE(’)(U’)
P(V)E¢(fiv)
and:
(Al nU" = U wilnv= U wno)
weo() Weo(U)
PW)E¢(flw) PW)E¢(flw)

We will show that the same sets participate in both unions. We first note that all the sets considered are
opens in U’, so we only have to show that for any V' € O(U’), we have that P(V) |= ¢(fv) iff there is a

W e OU) withV =WnNU' and P(W) = ¢(ﬁW) From left to right, we simply take W := V, while from
right to left we use the fact that P(V C W) is a homomorphism and therefore preserves atomic formulas.

Now, if ¢(Z) is of the form —)(Z), we have that:

ool = =0 fu) i
= int(U'\ [ (flo)lI3)

= int(U'\ (|l nU")) (by the induction hypothesis)
= int(U'\ [4(H)]})
= int(U\ |[0(Hg) nU’ (by Lemma [1.2} with A := U\ [¢:(f)];; and B :=U")

= |~ (Ally N’
= el nv’

If ¢(&) is of one of the forms (%) A x(Z), ¥ (Z) V x(Z), the induction proceeds straightforwardly.

Finally, if ¢(&) is of the form Jyy(Z,y), we have that:
l6(fiv)ller = Bye(fo e = U U Ie@v.ali
Veo(U') aeP(V)

and that:

o)l N T = 13ye(foy)liy N U’

U U IkGw.ali | nU’

WeO[U) acP(W)

= U U Ue@Fw ol nt)

WeO(U) aeP(W)

U U IGweos aweo)livao: (by the induction hypothesis)
WeO[U) acP(W)

1l

We show the two quantities such obtained to be equal, i.e. extensionally equal — that is, we have to prove
that for any z € U:

WV eOU'),ac P(V)st. xe ||¢(ﬁv,a)||€, S IWeOU),ac PW)st. z€ Hzp(fTWmU/,anU/)HﬁmU/
But then, from left to right we may simply take W :=V and a := a. From right to left we take V := W NU’

and a := a;nys and we are done. O
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Definition 3.3. If (X, P), U and ¢ are as in the definition of strong forcing, we define the weak forcing
value of ¢ by ||¢]|¥ := ||-—¢[|j; (which is also equal, by the second rule above to ——||¢||{;, and, by the
Heyting algebra structure of O(U), to the interior of the closure of ||@]|F;).

Not surprisingly, this notion of forcing coincides with the Kripke one (defined earlier), in the following
sense.

Theorem 3.4. If (I,<) is a preordered set and K is a Kripke structure on I (or, equivalently, as we have
seen, a sheaf on the Alexandrov space corresponding to I), then, for any i € I, any U 2 i and ¢ in the
language of K(U):

i€ llolly =il ¢

Proof. The only interesting case is the one where ¢ is — for some . Then:
ilF - & Vi >d8 W
eV >0, ¢ 1Yy
< En|lvl =0
& B CUN [¥lly
& B Cint(U\ [[9]7)
& Ei € |-y
i€ ||y,
by using the structural induction hypothesis and the properties of the Alexandrov topology of I. O

Corollary 3.5. If (I, P) is a discrete structured space and so it corresponds to a family { A; }ier of structures,
then the following equivalence holds:

ol ={i € I Ai = ¢}
Proof. We have seen before that in this case i |- ¢ iff 4; |= ¢. O

Theorem 3.6. (Prime Stalk Lemma for Strong Forcing) If (X,P) is a structured space, then for any
U € O(X) and any ¢ in the language of P(U) = ((nx)«P)(Dv):

161D, < Dyoiiz, € ~ll¢lln,

Proof. We proceed by structural induction.

e if ¢ is an atomic sentence, we will prove a stronger statement, namely that:

1915, = Disi,
For any F € Spec(X), we have that:

F e |¢llh, &3V 3 F((1x)-P)(V) E ¢
& IW € O(X) with F € Dy, ((nx).P)(Dw) |= ¢
< 3W € O(X) with F € Dy, P(W) E ¢
& 3IW e F,P(W) = ¢
&I e B,W C |loll;

& el € F.

The equality is proved.
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o if ¢ is —, we first derive:
161D, = 1=¢11D, = =l¥lD, ==,
but, since by the induction hypothesis Dy, s C ==[[¢3,,, we can write further:
YD, € ~Digiy = Di-viiy, = Diolly

For the second part, consider:
Dyslig, = Dy-yliz, = ~ Dl

and since we have that [|¢[|p, € Dy, We can write:
“Dyypp, € ~l¥ln, = ~==llelp, = ~=l=¢lb, = ~~l4lb,

and we are done.
e if ¢ is ¥ A x, then:

1815, = 1Y Axln, = 1915, NIXID, S Diwig, N Py, = Piwaxdiz, = Piiols,

and
Dygig, = Diwaxiiy, = Piwiiz, N Pixgig, € 791, 0 ==lixlp, € ~=(1¥l5, Nlixllp,) =

=Y Axllp, = ~=ll¢lDy,
where at the second inclusion we used Theorem 9).

o if ¢ is ¢V x, then:

1615y, =¥V xlD, = 11D, UlxlIn, € Diwi, Y Dixig, = Dz, = Disl;,

and
Dygie, = Dtz = Dijwity, Y Dy, € =¥l U —=lixlin, €

€ =l vxlp, Y—=llvVvxlp, ===lv v xlb, = ~-l4lb,

o if ¢ is Jzp(x), then:

161D, =I32z¢ ()5,

= U U k@l

VeO(Dy) ae((nx)«P)(V)

= U U Ik@l,

WeO[U)acP(W)

c U U Duwwi

WeO{U) acP(W)

CDUy cow) Uae pawy @y
=D)3zy ()],
=Dyjgs,-
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and

Dygii, =D)3zy(a)ll3

:DUWeo(U) Uaepwy 1 (a)ll5y

<= U U D@

WeO(U) aeP(W)

- U U —Ilv@ls,

WeO(U) ae P(W)

c——= U U Ik@lp,

WeO(U) aeP(W)

== U U k@I,

WeO(U) ac P(W)

= U U k@l

VeO(Dy) ae((nx)«P)(V)
=== 32y (2)| b,
=9l »

where at the first (crucial!) inclusion we used Remark at the second one we used the induction
hypothesis and at the third one we used the same trick we used in the case ¢ = ¢ V x.

The proof is finished. O

Corollary 3.7. (Prime Stalk Lemma for Weak Forcing) If (X,P) is a structured space, then for any U €
O(X) and any ¢ in the language of P(U) = ((nx)«P)(Dy):

1815, = Dyely

Proof. We have that:
1615, = 77915y € Dj--ell;, = Doz

and that:

Dygjg = Dyj—-gllz, € =2l=9lp, = ~===loly = ~—l6lle = I-=¢lb, = I¢l5,

From now on, “Prime Stalk Lemma” will refer simply to the above corollary.

Theorem 3.8. (Genericity of mazimal stalks) If (X,P) is a structured space, then for any mazimal filter
M in O(X), any U € M and any ¢ in the language of P(U) = ((nx)«P)(Dv):

((nx)«P)ur = ¢ = M € [|0]p,

Proof. We proceed by structural induction.
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If ¢ is atomic, then:

((nx)P)ar | & 3V € M, ((nx)-P)(Dv) |= ¢
3V eMPV)E¢
s3IVeMVC{reU|P, ¢}
s{zeU|P,EdteM
< llgllzr € M
< llgllE; € M
< M€ Dyjgyy

& M € |9lp,

Now, if ¢ is =), then:

(nx)+P)u ¢ < ((nx)«P)us
& ((nx)«P)m
& M ¢ [[Yp,
& M ¢ Dyyw
< vl ¢ M
& Yl ¢ M
& |-l € M
< |-l e M
& M € Dy—y
& M € [|[-¢|p,
& M € [|9p, -

=y
ks

If ¢ is ¢ A x or ¢ V x, the proof proceeds roughly among the
Finally, if ¢ is Jzp(x), letting My be M N O(U):
((nx)«P)ar |= ¢ < ((nx)«P)u | Faip(x)

(by Corollary [1.38)

(by the Prime Stalk Lemma)

(by the induction hypothesis)
(by the Prime Stalk Lemma)

(by Corollary |1.38))
(by Remark [1.37))
(by Corollary [L.38)

(by the Prime Stalk Lemma)

same lines as for —).

< 3f € (nx)+P)m, (nx)P)vr | ¥ (f)

& 3V 5 M, 3f € (nx)P)(V), (nx)+P)ar = 9(f)

& 3Us € M, 3f € ((nx)«P)(Du,), (nx)«P)ar = ()

& Us € My, 3f € ((nx)«P)(Dy,), (nx)«P)n = ¥(f) (take Uy := U3 NU)
& JU; € My,3f € P(U2), (nx)«P)m = ¥(f)

& 3, € My,3f € P(U2), M € [[(f)lD,, (by the induction hypothesis)
& 3U; € My,3f € P(Us), [[¥()ll, € M

& U, € My, 3f € P(Ug)7 V()T € M (by Corollary [L.38)
& U U |v(a)|ly, € M (tricky, see below)

VeO(U)acP(V)
& [Ba(@)|; € M
& [Ba(@)|y € M
© M € Dyzay ()
& M € |3y (2)|p,
& M e |¢lB, -
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It remains to prove the “tricky” equivalence signalled above. Left to right is easy (take V := Us and
a = f), so we will focus on right to left. Suppose that

U U k@l em

VeOU)aeP(V)

and denote the above union of opens by U;. Take A to be the subset of P(O(U;)) containing all X such
that any two opens in X are disjoint and for any W € X there is some V € O(U) and a € P(V) such that
W C |[9(a)||3,. Now, A is non-empty and closed under unions of chains, so it is well-ordered by inclusion.
By Zorn’s lemma, it contains a maximal element B. Take Us to be the union of all opens in B, and since all
of them are in O(U;), we have that Us C U;. We will now prove that Us is a dense subset of U;. Suppose
that, on the contrary, there is some z € Uy and Z € O(U;) containing = which is disjoint from Us. Then,
for every W € B, ZNW = (. Remember, though, that z € Uj, so there is some suitable V' and a such
that = € ||[¢(a)|];,. Taking Z’ to be the set Z N ||p(a)||3,, we have that B U {Z'} € A, contradicting the
maximality of B. So U; C =—Us and by applying Corollary [I.38] Us € M. Also, since U; C U and U, C Uy,
U, € O(U), so Uy € My.

Choose now for any W € B an open V € O(U) and an a € P(U) such that W C |[¢(a)|{,. Denote
ajw by aw. Since the opens in B form a covering of Us, applying the first property of the sheaf (since the
intersections are empty, the restrictions coincide by Remark we have that there is a f € P(Us) such
that for any W € B, fiw = aw.

Let now z be an element of Us. Then there is a W € B s.t. € W. Then x € [[¢(aw )|}, We apply
Lemmawith U:=Uy, U :=W,n =1, f:: f, ¢(Z) == ¢¥(x) (and therefore ﬁU/ will be aw ), and
we obtain that [[¢(aw)ll5y € [W(f)F,, so x € [[(f)lf,- Since x was chosen arbitrarily, we have that
Uz C [|[9(f)llg;, € M. The proof is now finished. O

Corollary 3.9. (Mazimal Stalk Theorem) If (X,P) is a structured space, then for any U € O(X), any ¢ in
the language of P(U) = ((nx)«P)(Dy) and any mazimal filker M € Dy :

(nx)«P)ur b= ¢ & 9l € M < 9]l € M

Proof. The first equivalence follows from Theorem and the Prime Stalk Lemma. The last equivalence
follows from applying Corollary for ||¢||f; and M. O

Corollary 3.10. (Lo$’s Fundamental Theorem of Ultraproducts) If {A;}icr is a family of structures, F is
an ultrafilter in P(I) and ¢ is a sentence of ¥ (i.e., without constants), then:

[[4Eoelicl|AeteF

Proof. 1t follows from Corollary the Maximal Stalk Theorem (Corollary and the discussion at the
end of the previous section. O
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