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FRAISSE LIMITS, RAMSEY THEORY, AND TOPOLOGICAL
DYNAMICS OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS
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0. INTRODUCTION

(A) We study in this paper some connections between the Fraissé theory of amal-
gamation classes and ultrahomogeneous structures, Ramsey theory, and topological
dynamics of automorphism groups of countable structures.

A prime concern of topological dynamics is the study of continuous actions of (Haus-
dorff) topological groups G on (Hausdorff) compact spaces X. These are usually
referred to as (compact) G-flows. Of particular interest is the study of minimal G-
flows, those for which every orbit is dense. Every G-flow contains a minimal subflow.
A general result of topological dynamics asserts that every topological group G has
a universal minimal flow M(G), a minimal G-flow which can be homomorphically
mapped onto any other minimal G-flow. Moreover, this is uniquely determined, by
this property, up to isomorphism. (As usual a homomorphism m : X — Y between
G-flows is a continuous G-map and an isomorphism is a bijective homomorphism.) For
separable, metrizable groups GG, which are the ones that we are interested in here, the
universal minimal flow of G is an inverse limit of manageable, i.e., metrizable G-flows,
but itself may be very complicated, for example non-metrizable. In fact, for the “sim-
plest” infinite G, i.e., the countable discrete ones, M (G) is a very complicated compact
G-invariant subset of the space SG of ultrafilters on G and is always non-metrizable.

Rather remarkably, it turned out that there are non-trivial topological groups G for
which M(G) is actually trivial, i.e., a singleton. This is equivalent to saying that G
has a very strong fixed point property, namely every G-flow has a fixed point (i.e.,
a point x such that g -z = x, Vg € G). (For separable, metrizable groups this is
also equivalent to the fixed point property restricted to metrizable G-flows.) Such
groups are said to have the fized point on compacta property or be extremely amenable.
The latter name comes from one of the standard characterizations of second countable
locally compact amenable groups. A second countable locally compact group G is
amenable iff every metrizable G-flow has an invariant (Borel probability) measure.
However, no non-trivial locally compact group can be extremely amenable, because,
by a theorem of Veech [83], every such group admits a free G-flow (i.e., a flow for which
g-x =1x = g = 1g). Nontriviality of the universal minimal flow for locally compact
groups also follows from the earlier results of Granirer-Lau [36]. This probably explains

the rather late emergence of extreme amenability. Note that the corresponding property
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for semigroups is much more common and easier to come by, and in fact the study
of the fixed point on compacta property was initiated in the context of topological
semigroups by Mitchell [49], followed by Granirer [B5]. In 1966, Mitchell [49] asked
the question of existence of non-trivial extremely amenable topological groups. The
first examples of such groups were constructed by Herer-Christensen [3Y]. They found
Polish abelian so-called pathological groups, i.e., topological groups with no non-trivial
unitary representations. Then they showed (see Theorem 4 in their paper) that every
amenable pathological group is extremely amenable. Remarkably though it turned
out that a lot of important (non-locally compact) Polish groups are indeed extremely
amenable. Gromov-Milman [B§] showed that the unitary group of infinite dimensional
separable Hilbert space is extremely amenable, Furstenberg-Weiss (unpublished) and
independently Glasner [2§] showed that the group of measurable maps from I = [0, 1]
to the unit circle T is extremely amenable, Pestov [64] (see also [b3]) showed that
the groups H, (I), H,(R) of increasing homeomorphisms of I, R, resp., are extremely
amenable, and Pestov [64] showed that the group Aut((Q, <)) of automorphisms of the
rationals is extremely amenable. More recently, Pestov [66] proved that the universal
Polish group Iso(U), of all isometries of the Urysohn space U, is extremely amenable,
and Giordano-Pestov [2G, 27] showed that the group Aut(I,\) (resp., Aut*(I,\)) of
measure preserving automorphisms of I with Lebesgue measure A (resp., measure-class
preserving automorphisms of 7, \) is extremely amenable.

In most known examples of extremely amenable groups, beginning with the result by
Gromov and Milman [B§] on the unitary group, extreme amenability was established
by using the phenomenon of concentration of measure on high-dimensional structures,
see, e.g., Milman and Schechtman [48] or Ledoux [44]. However, we will not touch
upon this subject here, referring the reader instead to the introductory article [6§] or
the most recent work in this direction [27] and references therein.

Beyond the extremely amenable groups there were very few cases of metrizable uni-
versal minimal flows that had been computed. The first such example is in Pestov
[64], where the author shows that the universal minimal flow of H,(T), the group of
orientation preserving homeomorphisms of the circle, has as a universal minimal flow
its natural (evaluation) action on T. Then Glasner-Weiss [B0] showed that the uni-
versal minimal flow of S, the infinite symmetric group of all permutations of N, is
its canonical action on the space of all linear orderings on N. Finally, Glasner-Weiss
[31] showed that the universal minimal flow of H(2V), the group of homeomorphisms
of the Cantor space, is its canonical action on the space of maximal chains of compact
subsets of 2N a space introduced in [B1].

(B) Motivated by Pestov’s result that Aut((Q, <)) is extremely amenable and the
Glasner-Weiss computation of the universal minimal flow of S.,, we develop in this
paper a general framework, in which such results can be viewed as special instances.
In particular, this gives many new examples of automorphism groups that are extremely
amenable and calculations of universal minimal flows. There are two main ingredients
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that come into play here. The first is the Fraissé theory of amalgamation classes and
ultrahomogeneous structures, and the second is the structural Ramsey theory that
arises in the works of Graham, Leeb, Rothschild, Nesetiil and Rodl. As repeatedly
stressed by one of the present authors (see, e.g., Pestov [08]), extreme amenability is
related to Ramsey-type phenomena. For instance, Pestov’s proof that Aut({Q, <)) is
extremely amenable depends on the classical finite Ramsey theorem and in fact it is
equivalent to it. Generalizing this, we will see that, once things are put in the proper
context, extreme amenability of automorphism groups and calculation of universal
minimal flows turn out to have equivalent formulations in terms of concepts that have
arisen in structural Ramsey theory.

(C) Let us first review some basic facts of the Fraissé theory. A (countable) signature
consists of a set of symbols L = {R;}ier U {fj}jes ({,J countable), to each of which
there is an associated arity n(i) € {1,2,...} (i € I) and m(j) € N (5 € J). We call
R; the relation symbols and f; the function symbols of L. A structure for L is of the
form A = (A, {R}icr, {f#}jes), where A# 0, RA C A"0_ fA: Am0) — A, The set
A is called the universe of the structure. An embedding between structures A, B for
L is an injection 7 : A — B such that R*(as, ..., anm) < RE(m(a1), ..., m(anm)) and
m(fAar, .. amy)) = fP(w(a1),. .., w(amg))). If 7w is the identity, we say that A is a
substructure of B. An isomorphism is an onto embedding. We write A < B if A can
be embedded in B and A = B if A is isomorphic to B.

A class K of finite structures for L is hereditary if A < B € K implies A € K.
It satisfies the joint embedding property if for any A, B € K there is C € K with
A < C, B < C. Finally, it satisfies the amalgamation property if for any embeddings
f:A— B g:A— C, with A/B,C € K, there is D € K and embeddings
r: B — Dands: C — D, such that ro f = sog. We call K a Fraissé class if
it is hereditary, satisfies joint embedding and amalgamation, contains only countably
many structures, up to isomorphism, and contains structures of arbitrarily large (finite)
cardinality.

If now A is a countable structure, which is locally finite (i.e., finitely generated
substructures are finite), its age, Age(A), is the class of all finite structures which can
be embedded in A. We call A ultrahomogeneous if every isomorphism between finite
substructures of A can be extended to an automorphism of A. We call a locally finite,
countably infinite, ultrahomogeneous structure a Fraissé structure.

There is a canonical 1-1 correspondence between Fraissé classes and structures, dis-
covered by Fraissé. If A is a Fraissé structure, then Age(A) is a Fraissé class. Con-
versely, if K is a Fraissé class, then there is a unique Fraissé structure, the Fraissé limit
of IC, denoted by Flim(K), whose age is exactly K. Here are a couple of examples: the
Fraissé limit of the class of finite linear orderings is (Q, <), and the Fraissé limit of the
class of finite graphs is the random graph.



4 A. S. KECHRIS, V. G. PESTOV, AND S. TODORCEVIC

(D) We now come to structural Ramsey theory. Let IC be a hereditary class of finite
structures in a signature L. For A € K, B € K with A < B, we denote by (i) the

set of all substructures of B isomorphicto A. f A < B<Carein K andk =2,3,...,
we write

C — (B)it,
. : C I C L
if for every coloring c : A) {1,...,k}, there is B’ € B which is homogeneous,

/
ie., <i is monochromatic. We say that K satisfies the Ramsey property if for every

A < Bin K and k > 2, there is C € K with B < C such that C — (B)#. For
example, the classical finite Ramsey theorem is equivalent to the statement that the
class of finite linear orderings has the Ramsey property. Also Nesettil and Rodl showed
that the class of finite ordered graphs has the Ramsey property, and Graham-Leeb-
Rothschild showed that the class of finite-dimensional vector spaces over a finite field
has the Ramsey property.

(E) Consider now automorphism groups Aut(A) of countably infinite structures A,
for which we may as well assume that A = N. Thus, with the pointwise convergence
topology, Aut(A) is a closed subgroup of S., the infinite symmetric group. Conversely,
given a closed subgroup G < S, G is the automorphism group of some structure on
A =N (in some signature).

Assume now L is a signature containing a distinguished binary relation symbol <.
An order structure A for L is a structure A for which <4 is a linear ordering. An
order class IC for L is one for which all A € IC are order structures.

We obtain the following result (Theorem 4.7):

& The extremely amenable closed subgroups of So are exactly the groups of the form
Aut(A), where A is the Fraissé limit of a Fraissé order class with the Ramsey property.

Another way to formulate this result is by saying that the group Aut(A) of auto-
morphisms of the Fraissé limit of a Fraissé order class IC is extremely amenable if and
only if IC has the Ramsey property.

(F) We can now use this, and known results of structural Ramsey theory, to find
many new examples of extremely amenable automorphism groups (see Section 6). No-
tice that, by the preceding result, the extreme amenability of these groups is in fact
equivalent to the corresponding Ramsey theorem.

Consider the class of finite ordered graphs. Its Fraissé limit is the random graph
with an appropriate linear ordering. We call it the random ordered graph. Let K, be
the complete graph with n elements, n = 3,4,.... Consider the class of K, -free finite
ordered graphs, whose Fraissé limit we call the random K,-free ordered graph. Finally
consider the class of finite linear orderings. Its Fraissé limit is (Q, <).
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All of the above classes satisfy the Ramsey property. This is due to Nesetfil-Rodl
[5G],[58] (see also Nesetril [6U] and [51]) for the graph cases, and it is of course the clas-
sical Finite Ramsey Theorem for the last case. So all the corresponding automorphism
groups of their Fraissé limits are extremely amenable.

This can be generalized to hypergraphs. Let Ly = {R;}ic; be a finite relational
signature with the arity of each R; at least 2. A hypergraph of type Ly is a structure
Ay = (Ao, {R*}icr) in which (ay,...an4) € RA = ay, ..., a4, are distinct, and R{*
is closed under permutations. Thus, essentially, R C [A]"" = the set of subsets of
Ay of cardinality n(i). Consider the class of all finite ordered hypergraphs of type Ly,
whose Fraissé limit we call the random ordered hypergraph of type Ly. More generally,
for every class A of finite irreducible hypergraphs of type Ly (where Ay is irreducible if
it has at least two elements and for every = # y in Ay there is i € I with {x,y} C RZA 0),
let OForb(A) be the class of all finite ordered hypergraphs of type Ly which omit A
(i.e., no element of A can be embedded in them). We call the Fraissé limit of O Forb(.A)
the random A-free ordered hypergraph of type Lg. Again Nesettil-Rodl [56], [5§], and
independently Abramson—Harrington [1] for A = (), showed that these classes have the
Ramsey property, so the corresponding automorphism groups are extremely amenable.

There are similar results for metric spaces. Consider the class of finite ordered metric
spaces with rational distances. Its Fraissé limit is the so-called rational Urysohn space
with an appropriate ordering. We call it the ordered rational Urysohn space. In response
to an inquiry by the authors, Nesettil [52] verified that the class of finite ordered metric
spaces has the Ramsey property. Thus the automorphism group of the ordered rational
Urysohn space is extremely amenable. We also show how this result can be used to
give a new proof of the result of Pestov [68] that the isometry group of the Urysohn
space is extremely amenable.

We next consider some other kinds of examples. We first look at the class of all
finite convezly ordered equivalence relations, where convexly ordered means that each
equivalence class is convex (whenever two elements are in it every element between
them is also in it). Their Fraissé limit is the rationals with the usual ordering and
an equivalence relation whose classes are convex, order isomorphic to the rationals,
and moreover the set of classes itself is ordered like the rationals. We show that the
automorphism group of this structure is extremely amenable. This implies that the
corresponding class has the Ramsey property, a fact that can also be proved directly.

Further we consider finite-dimensional vector spaces over a fixed finite field F'. A
natural ordering on such a vector space is one induced antilexicographically by an
ordering of a basis. These were considered in Thomas [76], who showed that the class
of naturally ordered finite-dimensional spaces over F' is a Fraissé class. We call its
limit the No-dimensional vector space over I with the canonical ordering. The Ramsey
property for the class of naturally ordered finite-dimensional vector spaces over F' is
easily seen to be equivalent to the Ramsey property for the class of finite-dimensional
vector spaces over I, which was established in [32]. So the corresponding automorphism
group of the Fraissé limit is extremely amenable.
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Finally, we consider the class of naturally ordered finite Boolean algebras, where
a natural ordering on a finite Boolean algebra is one antilexicographically induced
by an ordering of its atoms. By analogy with Thomas’ result, we show that this is
also a Fraissé class, and we call its limit the countable atomless Boolean algebra with
the canonical ordering. The Ramsey property for the class of naturally ordered finite
Boolean algebras is again easily seen to be equivalent to the Ramsey property for the
class of finite Boolean algebras and this is trivially equivalent to the Dual Ramsey
Theorem of Graham-Rothschild [B3]. Thus the corresponding automorphism group is
extremely amenable.

(G) Finally we use the results in (E), and some additional considerations, to com-
pute universal minimal flows. In (E) we have seen a host of examples of Fraissé order
classes K in a signature L O {<}. Let Ly = L\ {<}, the signature without the distin-
guished symbol for the ordering. For any structure A for L, we denote by Ag = A|Lg
its reduct to Lo, i.e., Ay is the structure A with <# dropped. Denote also by Ky = K|L
the class of all reducts Ag = A|Ly for A € K. When K satisfies a mild (and easily
verified in every case we are interested in) condition, in which case we call IC reason-
able (see b.1 below for the precise definition), then Iy is a Fraissé class, whose limit
is the reduct of the Fraissé limit of K. Put Fq = Flim(K,), F = Flim(K), so that
Fo=F|Ly,ie., F=(F, <F). In particular, Fy = F. Put <F=<,. It is natural now
to look at the action of Aut(F) on the space of all linear orderings on Fy. Denote
then by Xy the orbit closure G- <g of <q in this action. It is easy to see that X is
the space of all linear orderings < on F{ which have the property that for any finite
substructure Bg of Fy, B = (Bg, < |By) € K. We call these K-admissible orderings.
This is clearly a compact Aut(Fy)-invariant subset of 272%0 in the natural action of
Aut(Fy) on 280%F0 50 X is an Aut(Fy)-flow. If K has the Ramsey property, it turns
out that any minimal subflow of Xy is the universal minimal flow of Aut(F}), and
Xy is itself minimal precisely when K additionally satisfies a natural property called
the ordering property, which also plays an important role in structural Ramsey theory
(see Nesettil-Rodl [b7] and Nesetfil [b1]). We say that C satisfies the ordering property
if for every Ay € Ky, there is By € Ky such that for every linear ordering < on Ay
and every linear ordering <" on By, if A = (A, <) € K and B = (B, <) € K, then
A < B. Now Theorems 74, 7.5, and 10.8 provide a toolbox for computing universal
minimal flows of automorphism groups, which can be summarized as follows.

¢ In the above assumptions, let Xx be the Aut(Fy)-flow of K-admissible orderings
on Fy (= F). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Xx is a minimal Aut(Fy)-flow,

(ii) K satisfies the ordering property.
Moreover the following are equivalent:

(i1i) Xy is the universal minimal Aut(Fy)-flow.

(iv) Xi satisfies the Ramsey and ordering properties.
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Now all the classes K, considered in (F') above, satisfy the ordering property. This is
due to Nesetiil-Rodl [57] for the case of graphs and hypergraphs, Nesetfil [53] for metric
spaces, and is easily verified in all the other cases. Therefore, we have the following
computations of universal minimal flows (see Section 8):

¢ [ F is one of the following structures, then the universal minimal flow M (Aut(F))
of the group Aut(Fy) of automorphisms of Fq is its action on the space of linear or-
derings on the universe Fy of Fy:

(a) The random graph.

(b) The random IC,-free graph, n = 2,3, ...

(¢) The structure (N) (where Aut(Fo) = S ).

(d) The random hypergraph of type Ly.

(e) The random A-free hypergraph of type Lg, where A is a class of irreducible finite
hypergraphs of type L.

(f) The rational Urysohn space.

¢ If F is the equivalence relation on a countable set with infinitely many classes,
each of which is infinite, then M(Aut(F)) is the space of all linear orderings on that
set for which each equivalence class is conver.

¢ If Fy = Vi is the Xg-dimensional vector space Vi over a finite field F, then
M(Aut(Fy)) is the space of all orderings on Vg, whose restrictions to finite-dimensional
subspaces are natural.

¢ [f Fy = B, is the countable atomless Boolean algebra B, then M(Aut(Fy)) the
space of all linear orderings on B, whose restrictions to finite subalgebras are natural.

In particular, in all these cases, the universal minimal flow is metrizable.

Of course (i), (c) is the result of Glasner-Weiss [B0]. Very recently, Glasner-Weiss
[81] computed the universal minimal flow of H(2"), the homeomorphism group of the
Cantor space 2V, as the space of maximal chains of compact subsets of 2V, which is
metrizable. Since the group in (iv) above is, by Stone duality, isomorphic to H(2Y),
we have another proof that the universal minimal flow is metrizable and a different
description of this flow. Of course these two flows are isomorphic and in fact an
explicit isomorphism can be found.

There is actually quite a bit more that we can say in this context and this has some
further interesting connections with Ramsey theory. Let Ky be a Fraissé class in a
signature Lg, let L = LyU{<} and call any class K in L with IC|Ly = Ky an ezpansion
of Ky. We define in Section 9 a canonical notion of equivalence of expansions of K,
called simple bi-definability. Intuitively, if ', K" are simply bi-definable expansions,
we view ', K" as “trivial” perturbations of each other. Using dynamical ideas, e.g.,
the uniqueness of the universal minimal flow, we prove the following (see D2, 107):

¢ If K is a reasonable Fraissé order class in L which is an expansion of Ky and has
the Ramsey property, then there is K' C K, a reasonable Fraissé order class in L which
1s an expansion of Ko and has both the Ramsey and ordering properties.
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¢ [fK' K" are reasonable Fraissé order classes in L that are expansions of Ky and
satisfy both the Ramsey and ordering properties, then K',IKC" are simply bi-definable.

Thus among all the expansions of Ky that satisfy the Ramsey property there are
canonical ones, those that also satisfy the ordering property. These are unique, up
to simple bi-definability, and are “extremal”, i.e., least under inclusion, again up to
simple bi-definability. In several cases, like, e.g., Boolean algebras and vector spaces,
we can also list explicitly all such classes.

If Ky is as above and Ay € Ky, let t(Ag, o) be the smallest number ¢ € N, if it
exists, that satisfies: For every Ay < By in Ky, k > 2, there is Cy € Ky with Cy > By
and

Co— (Bo)ﬁfa

where this notation means that for every coloring ¢ : (io) — {1,...,k}, there is
0

/

B € (go) such that ¢ on (io) takes at most ¢ many values. (Thus Cy — (Bo);?‘) =Y
0 0

Cy— (BO)QQ.) This variation of the original arrow-notation of Erdés-Rado [19] is due
to Erdos-Hajnal-Rado [18] and has already reappeared in several other areas of Ramsey
theory. Following Fouché [21], we call t(A, Ky) the Ramsey degree of Ay in Ky. For
every expansion K of ICqy let, for Ay € Ky

X = {<:< is a linear ordering on Ay and (A, <) € K}.

Then Aut(Ay) acts in the obvious way on X2 and we let tx(Ag) be the number of
orbits. Clearly,

card (X A0
tic(Ag) = (X
card(Aut(Ay))
For example, if Ky = the class of finite graphs, K = the class of finite ordered graphs,
then tx(Ag) = _card(Ao)l _ g following can be proved by standard methods in

card(Aut(Aop))
Ramsey theory (see Section 10).

& Let Ko be a Fraissé class in a signature Lo, L = LoU{<}. IfKCo admits a reasonable
Fraissé order class in L which is an expansion of Ko and has the Ramsey property, then
t(Ao, Ko) exists for all Ag € Ko. Moreover, t(Ag, Ko) < tx(Ag), for any reasonable
Fraissé order class K in L which is an expansion of Ko and has the Ramsey property,
and t(Ag, Ko) = tir (Ag) for any such class K' that also has the ordering property.

For example, if Ky = the class of finite graphs, then the Ramsey-theoretic results
of Nesettil-Rodl [56], [B7], [08] and Abramson-Harrington [78] can be interpreted as
. car !
saying that t( Ao, Ko) = Wm
by Fouché [22], who in a series of other papers [20], [22], [23] has computed Ramsey

degrees of several classes of finite structures.

. This seems to have been first pointed out in print
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1. TOPOLOGICAL DYNAMICS

(A) We will survey here some basic concepts and results of topological dynamics,
which we will need in this paper. More detailed treatments can be found in Ellis [i15],
Auslander [3], de Vries [12], Pestov [63], [65], Glasner [2d], Uspenskij [82)].

Recall that an action (g,2) € G X X +— g¢g-z € X of a topological group G on
a topological space X is continuous if it is continuous as a map from G x X into
X. We will consider continuous actions of (Hausdorff) topological groups G on (non-
() compact, Hausdorff spaces X. Actually we are primarily interested in metrizable
topological groups GG and in fact only separable metrizable ones. So although we will
state in this survey several standard results for general topological groups, we will often
give a sketch of an argument for the metrizable case only. It should be kept in mind
that if G is metrizable (equivalently is Hausdorff and has a countable nbhd basis at the
identity), then G admits a right-invariant compatible metric d,., which of course can
always be taken to be bounded by 1, by replacing it, if necessary, by lfﬁ:ir. See, e.g.,
@, p. 28.

Let G be a topological group and X a compact, Hausdorff space. If we equip H(X),
the group of homeomorphisms of X, with the compact-open topology, i.e., the topology
with subbasis {f € H(X) : f(K) C V}, with K C X compact, V' C X open, then
H(X) is a topological group, and a continuous action of G on X is simply a continuous
homomorphism of G into H(X). We will also refer to a continuous action of G on X
as a G-flow on X. If the action is understood, we will often simply use X to refer to
the flow.

Given a G-flow on X and a point x € X, the orbit of x is the set

Gr={g-z:9€G}

and the orbit closure of x, the set

G-x.

This is a G-invariant, compact subset of X. In general, a (non-()) compact, G-invariant
subset Y C X defines a subflow by restricting the G-action to Y. A G-flow on X is
minimal if it contains no proper subflows, i.e., there is no (non-@)) compact G-invariant
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set other than X. Thus X is minimal iff every orbit is dense. A simple application of
Zorn’s Lemma shows that every G-flow X contains a minimal subflow Y C X.

Among minimal flows of a given group G, there is a largest (universal) one, called
the universal minimal flow. To define this, we first need the concept of homomorphism
of G-flows. Let X,Y be two G-flows. A homomorphism of the G-flow X to the G-flow
Y is a continuous map 7 : X — Y, which is also a G-map, i.e.,

m(g-x)=g-7m(x), z€X,g€eqG.

Notice that if Y is minimal, then any homomorphism of X into Y is surjective. An
isomorphism of X to Y is a bijective homomorphism 7 : X — Y (notice then that
=1 is also a homomorphism). We now have the following basic fact in topological

dynamics. (For a proof see Auslander [3], Ch. 8, or Uspenskij [82], §3.)

Theorem 1.1. Given a topological group G, there is a minimal G-flow M (G) with the
following property: For any minimal G-flow X there is a homomorphism 7 : M(G) —
X. Moreover, M(G) is uniquely determined up to isomorphism by this property. -

The space M(G) is called the universal minimal flow of G. In order to get an
intuition about this space, we will discuss a standard way of looking at it. For that we
first need to discuss the concept of a pointed G-flow or ambit.

Let G be a topological group. A G-ambit is a G-flow X with a distinguished point
xo € X, whose orbit is dense in X. We often abbreviate this by (X, z¢). A homomor-
phism of G-ambits (X, zg), (Y, yo) is a homomorphism 7 : X — Y of the G-flows such
that m(zg) = yo. If such a homomorphism exists, it is clearly unique. Similarly we
define the concept of isomorphism of G-ambits.

It is another basic fact of topological dynamics that there is again a largest (universal)
G-ambit.

Theorem 1.2. Given a topological group G, there is a G-ambit (S(G),so) with the
following property: For any G-ambit (X, o) there is a homomorphism of (S(G), so)
to (X,xo). Moreover, (S(G),so) is uniquely determined up to isomorphism by this
property. .

The space (S(G), so), often simply written as S(G), is called the greatest G-ambit.

The uniqueness part of the preceding result is obvious from the definitions. To es-
tablish existence, we will describe a particularly useful way of constructing the greatest
ambit.

Consider the space RUC®(G) of bounded right-uniformly continuous functions x :
G — C. Recall that z : G — C is right-uniformly continuous if for each € > 0 there is
a nbhd V' of the identity 14 of G so that

gh™ €V = |z(g9) — x(h)] < e

If G is metrizable, with right-invariant compatible metric d,, then right-uniformly
continuous means uniformly continuous with respect to d,:

Vedd(d,(g,h) < d = |x(g) — xz(h)| < e).
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Under pointwise addition, multiplication and conjugation, and with the sup norm
zls = sup{|z(g)| : ¢ € G}, RUC®(G) is an abelian C*-algebra which is unital (with
multiplicative identity the constant 1 function). Denote by S(G) the maximal ideal
space of RUC®(G), i.e., the space of all continuous homomorphisms ¢ : RUC*(G) — C.
Equipped with the topology generated by the maps z : S(G) — C, z(p) = ¢(z), for z €
RUC®(G) (i.e., the smallest topology in which all Z,» € RUC®(G), are continuous), this
is a compact, Hausdorff space. Moreover, by the Gelfand-Naimark theorem, RUC®(G)
can be canonically identified with C'(S(G)), the C*-algebra of all continuous complex-
valued functions on S(G), identifying z € RUC?(G) with 2 (see, e.g., [74], 11.18).
Now G acts continously by C*-automorphisms on RUC®(G) by left-shift

g-a(h) ==z(g""h)
and thus acts canonically on S(G) via

g-¢x) =9y
It is also easy to check that this action is continuous, so S(G) is a G-flow. We will now
identify a canonical element of S(G), that will turn it into an ambit.

For each g € G, let ¢, € S(G) be defined by p,(z) = z(g),r € RUC*(G). Then
one can see that g — ¢, is a homeomorphism of G’ with a dense subset of S(G). For
example, when G is metrizable with bounded compatible right-invariant metric d,., and
go # ho, then for z(g) = d,(g, ho), g0 (T) # ©ny(x) 80 Vg, # ©hy, i-€., this map is 1-1.
The verification that it is homeomorphism is straightforward. Finally {¢, : ¢ € G}
is dense in S(G), since, otherwise, there is f € C(S(G)), so that f = & for some
x € RUCY(G), with f # 0 but f(p,) = i(¢,) = z(9) = 0,Vg € G, which implies that
x =0, thus f = 0, a contradiction.

So from now on we will identify g with ¢, and think of G as a dense subset of S(G).
Moreover G is an invariant subset of S(G) and the restriction of the action to G is
simply left-translation: (g, h) +— gh. We now have the following standard fact.

Theorem 1.3. The G-ambit (S(G), 1) is the greatest G-ambit.

Proof. Since the orbit of 1g in S(G) is G, which is dense, clearly (S(G), 1g) is a G-
ambit. Consider now an arbitrary G-ambit (X, zg). Suppose f € C(X). Define then
f*:G— Chby

~Loa).

f*(9) = f(g - o).

We verify that f* € RUC®(G). Since the action of G on X is continuous, an easy
compactness argument shows that given € > 0, there is a nbhd V' of the identity of
G such that g € V implies |f(g-x) — f(x)| < ¢,Vz € X. So if gh' € V, then
[f*(9) = f*()| = | f(g - w0) = f(h-zo)| = |f(gh™" - (h- o)) = f(h-xo)| <€ and thus
f* € RUC*(G) (f* is clearly bounded).

Identifying, as usual, RUC®(G) with C(S(G)), the map f — f* is a unital C*-algebra
monomorphism of C'(X) into C'(S(G)). Now it is a well known fact that a unital C*-
algebra monomorphism 7 : C(K) — C(L), where K, L are (non-()) compact spaces, is
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of the form =« (f) = f oIl for a uniquely determined continuous surjection 11 : L. — K
(see, e.g., [10], 2.4.3.6). From this it also follows that if K, L are actually G-flows, and
we let G act on C(K),C(L) by shift, g- f(x) = f(¢g7' - x), then if 7 is a G-map, II
is also a G-map. Applying this to f — f*, we see that there is a homomorphism of
G-flows ® : S(G) — X with f* = foll. It only remains to check that II(1¢) = .
But for any f € C(X), f*(1¢) = f(xo) = f(II(1g)), so we must have II(15) = zo, and
the proof is complete. - .

Using this it is now immediate to obtain the following description of the universal
minimal flow of G.

Corollary 1.4. Let M(G) be a minimal subflow of S(G) (i.e., M(G) is a minimal
G-invariant compact subset of S(G)). Then M(G) is the universal minimal flow (up
to isomorphism,).

Proof. Let X by any minimal G-flow. Fix zy € X. Then (X, z¢) is a G-ambit, so let
m: (S(G),1g) — (X,z9) be a homomorphism. Then clearly the restriction of 7 to
M (G) is also a homomorphism, and we are done. -

In particular, it follows from the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1, that all minimal
subflows of S(G) are isomorphic. (This uniqueness part, which is not proved here, is
based on techniques from semigroup theory.) As we will soon see, the space M(G)
can be extremely complicated, e.g., non-metrizable, even when the group G is very
“small”, e.g., an infinite countable discrete G. However, we will verify that when G is
separable, metrizable, M (G) is at least an inverse limit of metrizable G-flows.

Fix a topological group G. An inverse system of G-flows consists of a directed set
(I, =), a family {X;},c; of G-flows and a family of homomorphisms 7;; : X; — X;, for
each ¢ < j, such that m; = the identity of X;, and i < j < k = m, = m; omji. The
wnverse limit lim_ X; is the G-flow defined as follows: Consider the product topological
space [[,c; X; and let

lim X; = {{zi}; € HX Vi =X (i () = )}

By a simple application of compactness, lim_ X; # () and is clearly a compact subset
of [[;c; Xi- The group G acts on lim_ X; coordinatewise: g - {z;} = {g - 2;} and this
is clearly a continuous action. Define

by m;({;}ier) = x;. Then 7, is a homomorphism and if ¢ < j, then m; = m;;0m;. Finally,
if X is a G-flow and there are homomorphisms ¢; : X — X, with i < j = ¢; = ¢;;0¢;,
then there is a unique homomorphism ¢ : X — lim._ X; such that ¢; = m; 0 .

Similarly we define inverse systems of G-ambits. We now have the following folklore
fact.
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Theorem 1.5. Let G be a separable, metrizable group. Then the greatest ambit (S(G), 1¢)
1s the inverse limit of a system of metrizable G-ambits. Similarly, the universal minimal
flow is the inverse limit of a system of metrizable minimal G-flows.

Proof. We will first derive the second assertion from the first. Suppose {(X;,2?)} is an
inverse system of metrizable G-ambits, so that (X, zy) = lim._ (X, z¥) is the greatest
G-ambit. Let m; : X — X, be the corresponding homomorphism. In particular,
X =lim_ X; as a G-flow. Now fix a minimal subflow M C X, so that, as we have
seen earlier, M is the universal minimal flow. Put m;(M) = M; C X;. Then M, is a
subflow of X; and it is clearly minimal and metrizable. So it is enough to check that
M = lim_ M;, which is an easy compactness argument.

For the first assertion, fix a countable dense set D C G. Let (I, <) be the following
directed set: I consists of all separable, closed, unital G-invariant C*-subalgebras of
RUC®(G). Since a closed, unital C*-subalgebra of RUC®(G) is G-invariant iff it is
D-invariant, clearly | JI = RUC*(G). Let for A,B € I

A<B& ACB.

For A € I denote by X4 the maximal ideal space of A, which is compact metrizable,
since A is separable. Since GG acts continuously by C*-automorphisms on A, it acts
continuously on X 4. Moreover, as before, we can identify each g € G with an element
of X4, so that GG can be thought as a dense invariant subset of X4 and the G action
on it is by left-translation. Thus again (X4, 1) is a metrizable G-ambit. We view as
usual A as identified with C'(X4) via z +— 4. When A < B, the identity is an injective
unital C*-homomorphism from A to B, so there is a unique surjection w45 : Xp — X4
such that for x € A, T = T o map, therefore for ¢ € Xp, 2a(map(p)) = Tp(p) or
mag(p)(z) = p(x), i.e., map(p) = p|A. Similarly, there is a surjection 74 : S(G) — X4
given by ma(p) = ¢|A for each A € I, so that m4 = map o g for A < B. Moreover,
Ta(lg) = map(lg) = lg. Thus ¢ — (ma(@))aer is a homomorphism from (S(G), 1¢)
to lim. (X4, 1g). Also given (p4) € lim X4, we have, for A < B, that p4 = ¢p|A,
so that there is a unique ¢ € S(G) with ma(p) = wa. Thus ¢ — (Ta(p))acr is an
isomorphism of the G-ambit (S(G), 1¢) and lim. (X4, 1¢). -

(B) We will now discuss the case of infinite countable discrete groups G' and see that
in this case M(G) is an extremely large space, in particular it is not metrizable.

For an infinite countable discrete G, it is clear that RUC®(G) is identical with £>°(G),
the C*-algebra of bounded complex functions on G with the supremum norm. It is
then easy to see that S(G) is identical with SG, the space of ultrafilters on G with the
topology whose basis consists of the sets A = {U € G : A€ U}, for § # A C G. This
is a non-metrizable, compact, Hausdorff space. The action of G on S(G) is given by

Acg-UsglAcU
for A C G.
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The copy of G in S(G) consists simply of the principal ultrafilters. So the distin-
guished point is the principal ultrafilter on 15. Finally, M(G) is any minimal subflow
of BG.

First we point out that G acts freely on S(G), i.e., g-x # x, Vg # 1g, * € S(G)
(this is due to Ellis [14]). For that it is of course enough to find a free G-flow X
(since S(G) can be homomorphically mapped to X). Again it is enough to find for
each g € G, g # 1g, a G-flow X, such that g -z # z, Vr € X,. Because then
X = [l ecnf1g) Xg with the action h - (z,) = (h - z4) works. Consider the shift action

of G on 3%, g-p(h) = p(g~*h). Suppose we can find p, € 3% such that () : Vh €
G(g-(h-py)(lg) # (h-py)(lg)). Then we can take X, to be the orbit closure of p;. Now
(*) is equivalent to: Yh € G(p,(h™'g™") # py(h™1)) or Vh(py(h) # py(hg)). Consider a
coset h{g) of the cyclic subgroup (g). Define p, on h(g), so that p,(hg*) # p,(hg" 1),
for any k € Z. (We used 3¢ instead of 2 to take care of the case when ¢ has finite
order.) This clearly works.

The space M (G) is quite big, see e.g., the references in [12], p. 391, 11. Let us verify
for instance that it is not metrizable. The space M(G) is a closed subset of fG. If it
was metrizable and infinite, it would have a non-trivial convergent sequence, which is
impossible in the extremally disconnected space SG (see [16], Ex. 6.2.G(a) on p. 456).
So if M(G) is metrizable, it has to be finite, contradicting the fact that G acts freely
on M(G).

(C) More generally, Veech [83] has shown that when G is locally compact, then G
acts freely on S(G) and thus on M(G). For a simpler version of the proof see Pym [i/1].
See also [2] for the second countable case. In an Appendix to this paper, we also give a
new proof of Veech’s Theorem. Note that Veech’s Theorem implies that if G is second
countable, then GG admits a free metrizable G-flow. To see this, notice that it is enough
to find for each 1¢ # g € G a metrizable G-flow X, with g -2 # z, if x € X;. Indeed,
if we can do that, then, by compactness, there is an open nbhd V; of g with 1¢ € V,
and h € V, = (h-x # x, Vo € X,). Find now ¢o, g1, - € G\ {lg} so that {V}, },en is
an open cover of G \ {1¢}. Then X =[], X, with the coordinatewise action is a free
metrizable G-flow. (This argument comes from [2].) So fix ¢ € G, ¢ € 1g, in order
to find X,. Write S(G) = lim._ X;, X; a metrizable G-flow. If none of the X; can be
Xy, {wi € X; 0 g2 = ;) =Y is non-0, and if m;; : X; — X, for i < j, are the
corresponding homomorphisms, then ;;(Y;) C Y;, so the inverse limit of (Y;, m;;|Y;) is
non-f) and thus there is {y;} € S(G) with ¢ - {y;} = {v:}, a contradiction, as G acts
freely on S(G).

We also show in an Appendix that when G is non-compact, locally compact, M (G)
is non-metrizable. Stronger results in special cases were obtained in Turek [7§], Lau-
Milner-Pym [43]. Of course when G is compact, M(G) is G itself with the left-
translation action.

(D) Rather remarkably, there are nontrivial groups G for which M(G) trivializes,
i.e., consists of a single point. Such groups are called extremely amenable. Thus
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a topological group is extremely amenable if any G-flow X has a fixed point, i.e.,
there is x € X with g-x = x, Vg € G. (For this reason, sometimes extremely
amenable groups are described as groups having the fized point on compacta prop-
erty.) By Veech’s Theorem nontrivial such groups cannot be locally compact. As it
turned out, a number of important, non-locally compact Polish groups are extremely
amenable. Among them are: the unitary group U(H) of the infinite dimensional sepa-
rable Hilbert space H (Gromov-Milman [38]); L(/, T), the group of measurable maps
from I =10,1] to T, with pointwise multiplication, and the topology of convergence in
measure (Furstenberg-Weiss, Glasner [28]); H;(I) and H(R), the groups of orienta-
tion preserving homeomorphisms of I and R, with the compact-open topology (Pestov
[64]); Aut(Z,\) (resp., Aut*(1, \)), the groups of measure preserving (resp., measure-
class preserving) automorphisms of Lebesgue measure A on I, with the weak topology
(Giordano-Pestov [26]); Iso(U), the group of isometries of the Urysohn space, with
the pointwise convergence topology (Pestov [6G])), and Aut((Q, <)), the group of au-
tomorphisms of the rationals with the usual ordering, with the pointwise convergence
topology (Pestov [64]). For more about extreme amenability, see also Pestov [b3], [b7],
[68] and Uspenskij [82].

In case the group G is separable metrizable, we can restate the definition of extreme
amenability in terms of metrizable flows only. In other words, a separable metrizable
group G is extremely amenable iff every metrizable G-flow has a fixed point. Indeed,
if every metrizable G-flow has a fixed point, every minimal metrizable G-flow is a
singleton, and thus so is M (G), being an inverse limit of such G-flows.

(E) Except for the case of compact metrizable or extremely amenable groups, there
were very few cases where the universal minimal flow M (G) was known to be metriz-
able. Pestov [64] first computed that for the group H,(T) of orientation-preserving
homeomorphisms of the circle T, the canonical evaluation action on T is the universal
minimal flow. Then Glasner-Weiss [BU] computed the universal minimal flow of S,
the group of permutations of N with the pointwise convergence topology. It turns out
to be the canonical action on the compact, metrizable space of linear orderings on N.
Finally Glasner-Weiss [31] computed the universal minimal flow of the group H(2") of
the homeomorphisms of the Cantor space 2". Tt is the action of H(2Y) on the space of
maximal chains of compact subsets of 2", invented by Uspenskij [81].

Let us point out here that only one of the following is possible:

(i) M(G) is finite.

(ii) M(G) is perfect (i.e., has no isolated points), and thus card(M(G)) = 2%, if
M(G) is metrizable.

To see this, note that if M(G) has an isolated point xg, then, as every orbit of M(G)
is dense, xy belongs to every orbit, thus there is only one orbit in M(G), and so every
point of M(G) is isolated. Since M (G) is compact, M (G) is finite.

We have already discussed examples of metrizable M (G) which consist of exactly
one point or are perfect. It is easy to see that also any finite cardinality for M(G)
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is possible. Because if H is extremely amenable, and G = H X Z,, then the obvious
action of G on Z,, is the universal minimal flow of G, thus card(M(G)) = n.

Our goal in this paper is to study extreme amenability and universal minimal flows
of closed subgroups of S, i.e., automorphism groups of countable structures. In
particular, we find new examples of extremely amenable groups and also new cases
where the universal minimal flow is metrizable and can be computed.

2. FRAISSE THEORY

We will review here some basic ideas of model theory concerning the Fraissé construc-
tion and ultrahomogeneous countable structures. Our main reference here is Hodges
[4d], Ch. 7. See also [9] and [§].

A (countable) signature is a countable collection L = {R; };,cr U{f;},es of (distinct)
relation and function symbols each of which has an associated number, called its arity.
The arity n(i) of each relation symbol R; is a positive integer and the arity m(j) of
each function symbol f; is a non-negative integer. A structure for L is an object of the
form

A = (A {RMier, {1 jer),

where A is a non-empty set, called the universe of A, RA C A"® ie., RA is a n(i)-
ary relation on A, and f; : A0 — A e, fjA is an mj-ary function on A. (When
m(j) =0, fjA is a distinguished element of A.)

Given two structures A, B of the same signature L, a homomorphism of A to B is
a map 7 : A — B such that

Rf‘(al,...,an(i)) = RZ-B(TF(al), . ..,W(an(i)))
and

W(fjA(alv s 7amu))) = ij(ﬂ-(al)v s 77T(am(j)))'

We write also in this case 7 : A — B. (Caution. Sometimes in the definition of homo-

morphism, one only requires the left-to-right implication concerning B2, RE. We will

use here only the stronger version above.) If 7 is also 1-1, it is called a monomorphism
or embedding. Finally, if 7 is 1-1 and onto it is called an isomorphism. If there is an
isomorphism from A to B, we say that A, B are isomorphic, in symbols A = B. An
automorphism of A is an isomorphism of A to itself. We denote by Aut(A) the group
of automorphisms of A.

We will be primarily interested in countable structures A (i.e., the universe A is
countable). For countable A, the group Aut(A), with the pointwise convergence topol-
ogy, is Polish, in fact it is a closed subgroup of S 4, the Polish group of permutations of A
with the pointwise convergence topology. Conversely, given a closed subgroup G C Sy,
there is a signature L and a structure Ag with universe A, so that Aut(Ag) = G. To
see this, let for each n > 1,07, OF, ... be the orbits of G on A", the action of G on
A" being defined by ¢ - (a1,...,a,) = (9(a1),...,9(a,)). Let L = {R,;}n>1, where
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each R, ; is an n-ary relation symbol. Define As by letting R;: ¢ =0 C A", Then it
is easy to check that Aut(Ag) = G. We call Ag the induced structure associated to
G (see Hodges [40], 4.1.4, where this is called the canonical structure for G - we use
however the term canonical for other purposes in this paper).

A substructure B of A has as universe a (non-empty) subset B C A closed under
cach fA, and RE = RANB"Y, fB = fA B0 We write B C A in this case. For cach
X C A, there is a smallest substructure containing X, called the substructure generated
by X. A substructure is finitely generated it is generated by a finite set. A structure
is locally finite if all its finitely generated substructures are finite. For example, if L is
relational, i.e., J = (), the substructure generated by X has universe X and so every
finitely generated substructure is finite. This is also true if J is finite and each f; has
arity 0.

A structure A is called ultrahomogeneous if every isomorphism between finitely gen-
erated substructures B,C of A can be extended to an automorphism of A. For
example, (Q, <), the rationals with the usual order, is an ultrahomogeneous structure.
Fraissé’s theory provides a general analysis of ultrahomogeneous countable structures.

Let A be a structure for L. The age of A, Age(A) is the collection of all finitely
generated structures in L that can be embedded in A, i.e., the closure under isomor-
phism of the collection of finitely generated substructures of A. Clearly the class I =
Age(A) is non-empty, and satisfies the following two properties:

(i) Hereditary property (HP): If B € K and C is a finitely generated structure that
can be embedded in B, then C € K.

(ii) Joint embedding property (JEP): If B,C € K, there is D € K such that B, C
can be embedded in D.

When A is moreover ultrahomogeneous, it is easy to see that K = Age(A) satisfies
also the following crucial property:

(iii) Amalgamation property (AP): If B,C,D € K and f: B — C,g: B — D are
embeddings, then there is E € K and embeddings r : C — E,s : D — FE such that
rof=sog.

We summarize:

Proposition 2.1. Let A be an ultrahomogeneous structure. Then I = Age(A) is
non-empty, and satisfies HP, JEP and AP. .

If A is countable, then clearly Age(A) contains only countably many isomorphism
types. Abusing language, we say that a class K of structures is countable if it contains
only countably many isomorphic types.

We now have the following main result of Fraissé [24].

Theorem 2.2 (Fraissé). Let L be a signature and K a class of finitely generated struc-
tures for L, which is non-empty, countable, and satisfies HP, JEP and AP. Then there
s a unique, up to isomorphism, countable structure A such that A is ultrahomogeneous
and K = Age(A). =
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We call this structure the Fraissé limit of I,
A = Flim(K).

Thus a countable ultrahomogeneous structure is the Fraissé limit of its age. For exam-
ple, Age((Q, <)) = the class of finite linear orderings = £O and so (Q, <) = Flim(LO).
We note here the following alternative characterization of ultrahomogeneity.

Proposition 2.3. Let A be a countable structure. Then A is ultrahomogeneous iff it
satisfies the following extension property:

If B,C are finitely generated and can be embedded in A, f : B — A,g: B — C
are embeddings, then there is an embedding h : C — A such that ho g = f. -

It follows that if A is countable, B is countable ultrahomogeneous with Age(A) C
Age(B) and C C A is finitely generated, then every embedding f : C — B can be
extended to an embedding g : A — B.

In particular, B is universal for the class of all countable structures A whose age is
contained in that of B, i.e., every such A can be embedded in B. For example, any
countable linear ordering can be embedded in (Q, <).

We will be primarily interested in the case when the classes K in 2.2 actually consist
of finite structures and the Fraissé limit of IC is countably infinite. It will be convenient
then to introduce, for later use, the following terminology, where the cardinality of a
structure A = (A, ...) is the cardinality of its universe A.

Definition 2.4. Given a signature L, a Fraissé class in L is a class of finite structures
in L, which contains structures of arbitrary large (finite) cardinality, is countable, and
satisfies HP, JEP and AP. A Fraissé structure in L is a countably infinite structure
which is locally finite and ultrahomogeneous.

Thus the map K — Flim(K) is a bijection between Fraissé classes and Fraissé struc-
tures (up to isomorphism) with inverse the map A — Age(A).

We would like to point out here that for G a closed subgroup of Sy, the induced
structure A¢ is ultrahomogeneous and, since the associated signature is relational, it
is locally finite, so it is a Fraissé structure, provided A is infinite.

Finally, for further reference, we recall the following definition. A class K of struc-
tures for L satisfies the strong amalgamation property (SAP) if for any A, B,C € K
and embeddings f: A — B,g: A — C, there is D € K and embeddings r : B —
D;s:C — D with rof = sog, such that moreover r(B)Ns(C) =r(f(A)) (= s(g(A4)).

Similarly, we say that K satisfies the strong joint embedding property (SJEP) if for
any A, B € K there is C € K and embeddings f : A — C,g : B — C such that
f(A)Ng(B)=0.

Remark 2.5. In retrospect, one can say that Fraissé’s construction was anticipated
by Urysohn [if4], who considered the special case of the class of finite metric spaces
with rational distances. He constructed a countable metric space U, (see Section 6,
(E) below) whose completion U, known as the Urysohn space, is the unique universal
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ultrahomogeneous (with respect to isometries) complete separable metric space. Note
that we can view metric spaces (X, d) as structures in a countable signature L =

{Ry}qeq, Ry binary, identifying (X, d) with X = (X, RX), where (z,y) € RX &
d(z,y) < q.
3. STRUCTURAL RAMSEY THEORY

We will now recall some concepts and results from Ramsey theory, for which we refer
the reader to Nesetiil [51], Nesetfil-Rodl [60] and Graham-Rothschild-Spencer [34].
Let A, B be structures in a signature L. We write

A<B
if A can be embedded into B. If A < B, we let

(B) = {Ap: Ag is a substructure of B isomorphic to A}.

A
For A< B<C, k=2,3,..., we write, using the Erdos-Rado [19] arrow-notation,
C — (B)i
. . C . . C L
if for any coloring c : A~ {1,...,k} with k colors, there is By € B which is
homogeneous, in the sense that for some 1 < i < k, and all A, € <i0) , c(Ap) =1,

ie., io) is monochromatic.

Let now IC be a class of finite structures in a signature L. We say that K satisfies
the Ramsey property if K is hereditary (i.e., satisfies HP) and for any A < B in
K, k=2,3,..., there is C € K with B < C such that

Note that by a simple induction, we can restrict this condition to k = 2.

Let us now mention some examples of classes with the Ramsey property:

(i) Let L = {<} and let LO be the class of finite linear orderings. Then £O has the
Ramsey property, by the classical Ramsey theorem.

(ii) Let L = {<, E}, <, FE binary relation symbols and let OG be the class of all
finite ordered graphs A = (A, <A E4) (i.e., <4 is a linear ordering of A and E4 is a
symmetric, irreflexive relation). Then Nesetfil-Rodl [58], [b8] showed that OG has the
Ramsey property.

(iii) Let F be a finite field and let L = {+} U{ f,}acr (all function symbols), where
+ has arity 2 and each f, is unary. Any vector space over F' can be viewed as a
structure in this language with + representing addition and f, scalar multiplication
by a € F. A substructure of a vector space is clearly a subspace. Let Vg be the class
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of all finite-dimensional vector spaces over F. Clearly A < B < dim A < dim B. It
was shown in Graham-Leeb-Rothschild [32], that Vr has the Ramsey property.

(iv) Let now L = {0,1,—, A, vV} (all function symbols), where 0,1 have arity 0 and
—, A,V have arities 1, 2, 2 resp. Any Boolean algebra is a structure in this language
(with — representing Boolean complementation). Substructures are again subalgebras.
Let BA be the class of all finite Boolean algebras. Then the so-called Dual Ramsey
Theorem of Graham-Rothschild [B3] can be equivalently reformulated by saying that
BA has the Ramsey property (see Nesetiil [b1], 4.13).

Finally, let us point out the following connection between the Ramsey property and
the amalgamation property, discussed in the previous section (see Nesetfil-Rodl [ba],
p. 294, Lemma 1).

Let IC be a class of finite rigid (i.e., having no non-trivial automorphisms) structures
in a signature L, which is hereditary. If K has the JEP and the Ramsey property, then
KC has the AP. To see this, fix A, B,C € K and embeddings f: A —- B, g: A — C.
By the JEP, find E € K in which both B,C can be embedded. Then find D € K

such that D — (E)# and consider the coloring c : (Z) — {x: 2 C{B,C}} defined

as follows: Given Ay € (IZ

with r o f(A) = Ay, and similarly for C. Let E, € <1E)) be a homogeneous set.

),B € ¢(Ap) < there is an embedding r : B — D

Then ¢(Ay) = {B,C}, for all A, € <l:740) For such Ay, there is r : B — D with

for(A)=Apand s: C — D with go s(A) = Ag. So ro f, go s are isomorphisms
of A with Agy. Since A, Ag are rigid, it follows that r o f = so g, so D, r, s verify the
amalgamation property for f: A — B,g: A — C.

In particular, if I is a non-empty class of rigid finite structures which is count-
able, contains structures of arbitrarily large cardinality, and satisfies HP and JEP and
the Ramsey property, then K is a Fraissé class, i.e., the age of a countably infinite
ultrahomogeneous structure.

4. CHARACTERIZING EXTREMELY AMENABLE AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS BY A
RAMSEY PROPERTY

We will first reformulate the condition that a G-flow has a fixed point in the following
manner.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a topological group and X a G-flow. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) The G-flow X has a fized point.

(ii) For everyn =1,2,..., and continuous f : X — R" e€>0, F C G finite, there
is x € X, such that |f(x) — f(g-x)| <€ Vg € F, where | | refers to Euclidean norm.
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Proof. (i) = (ii). This is obvious.
(ii) = (i). We use a compactness argument. For f : X — R” continuous, € > 0, F' C
G finite, put

Aper={z € X :Vg e F(lf(x) — f(g-v)| < o)}
Claim. ﬂf,e,F Af@p 7£ (Z)

Granting this, fix z € FeF Asep. Then z is a fixed point, since otherwise there is
g € G with g - x # x, so there is a continuous f : X — R with f(z) =0, f(g-x) =1,
thus z g Aﬁl,{g}.

Proof of the claim. Notice that As . p is closed, so, by compactness, it is enough to
sPhow that for any finite collection (f;,¢;, Fy), j=1,...,m, we have [/, Ay, ¢, # 0.
ut

F=FU---UF,, €e=min{e,...,€,}

f=U o fm) : X - RO,
where f; : X — R™. Then Af.p C (/L) Af, ;- But Afep is non-empty by (ii). -
We use this to prove the following preliminary characterization.

Proposition 4.2. Let S, be the Polish group of permutations of N with the pointwise
convergence topology. If G < S 1s a closed subgroup, then the following are equivalent:
(i) G is extremely amenable.
(i) For any open subgroup V of G, every coloring ¢ : GV — {1,...,k}, of the set
of left-cosets hV of V', and every finite A C G/V, there is g € G and 1 <i <k, such
that c(g - a) =i, Ya € A, where G acts on GV in the usual way g-hV = ghV'.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Fix V,k,c as in (ii), and consider the shift action of G on Y =
{1,...,kYV g-p(x) =p(g~'-2), for pe Y, x € G/V. This is a G-flow and c € Y.
Let X = G -c¢. By (i) find a fixed point v € X. Since G acts transitively on G/V/,
clearly v : G/V — {1,... k} is a constant function, say v(a) = ¢, Ya € G/V. Fix
now finite A C G/V. Since v € G - ¢, there is ¢ € G such that g7! - ¢|A = 7|A, so
c(g-a)=~(a) =1, Ya € A.

(ii) = (i): Clearly (ii) is equivalent to the corresponding statement about the space
V/G of right-cosets Vh of V on which G acts as usual by g - Vh = Vhg™!, and this
is what we will use below. Using 4.1 it suffices to show that if X is a G-flow and
f X — R" is continuous, ¢ > 0, F' C G is finite, then there is z € X, with
|f(x) = f(h-2)|<e, VYhEF.

As in the proof of 1.3, there is an open nbhd of 14, say V, such that Vh € VVz €
X|f(z)— f(h-x)] <e€/3. But, since G is a closed subgroup of S,,, we can assume that
V is an open subgroup of G (see [4], 1.5). Partition now the compact set f(X) C R"
into sets Ay, ..., Ay of diameter < ¢/3.
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Fix o € X and let
U={9€G: f(g-x0) € A;}.

Put VU; = V,, so that V; is a union of right-cosets of V' and thus can be viewed as
a subset of V/G. Since U, V; = G/V, we can find ¢ : G/V — {1,...,k} such that
c™'({i}) € V;. So by (ii) thereis 1 <i < k and g € G with (FU{lg})g CV; = VU..
We will now show that z = ¢ - y works.

Indeed, fix h € F. Let v € V be such that vhg € U;, so that f(vhg-x¢) = f(vh-x) €
A;. Since |f(vh-x) — f(h-x)| < 3, it follows that f(h-x) is in the §-nbhd of A;. Since
lg € F, it follows that |f(x) — f(h-z)| <e. =

Clearly in 4.3 we can restrict V' to any local basis at 1¢ consisting of open subgroups.
In particular, if for each non-empty finite F' C N we let

G(F) :{QGG:Vi GF(g(i) :Z)}

be the pointwise stabilizer of F, then as {Gry : 0 # F C N, F finite} is a local basis
of 1, we can restrict V' in 4.2 to be of the form G (r), and moreover it is enough to
consider only F' in any cofinal under inclusion collection of finite subsets of N.

Remark. By the proof of 4.2, to test extreme amenability of a closed subgroup

G < S it is enough to find fixed points in compact invariant subsets of the G-flow
{1,...,k}Y¢V  V < G open.

For the next result we will need some further notation and terminology. Each G <
S+ acts on the finite subsets of N in the obvious way

g-F={g(i): i€ F}.
For each finite () # F C N, we let then
Gr={9eG:9-F=F}

be the stabilizer of F' in this action, i.e., the setwise stabilizer of F'. Clearly Gy < Gp
and [Gp : G(p)] < 00.

The G-type of ) # F C N, F finite, is the orbit G- F' of F. A G-type o is the G-type
of some finite nonempty F, 0 = G - F. If p, 0 are G-types, we write

p<oc & IFeodF' e€p(F CF).
& VF € 03F € p(F' C F)
S VF e pdF eo(F' CF).

Finally, given a signature L = {R;}ie; U {f;}jes, we denote by X, the space of all
structures for L with universe N. Thus

Xy =[]2™ x [N
i J



FRAISSE LIMITS, RAMSEY THEORY, AND TOPOLOGICAL DYNAMICS 23

If L is relational, i.e., J = 0, X is compact (homeomorphic to 2Y). The group S
acts canonically on X, as follows: Given A = (N, {R{}, {fA}) welet g- A= B =
(N, {rP}, {fF}), where

RiB(a’1’ SRR an(l)) And RzA(g_l(al)a s 79_1(an(i)))

ij(ala ceey am(j)) = ng(g_l(CLl)v s 7g_l(am(i)))7

so that g is an isomorphism from A to B. This action, called the logic action, is clearly
continuous. In particular, if L is relational, the action of any G < S, on X is a G-
flow. Consider the language L = {<}, < a binary relation symbol, and denote by LO
the compact Se-invariant subset of X consisting of all linear orderings A = (N, <4)
on N. Clearly for any G < S, LO is a subflow of the G-flow X ;. We say that G
preserves an ordering if this subflow has a fixed point, i.e., there is an ordering < on
N such that for every g € G, a < b < g(a) < g(b).
We now have:

Proposition 4.3. Let G < S, be a closed subgroup. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) G is extremely amenable.

(ii) (a) For any finite ) # F C N, G(py = Gp and (b) For any two G-types p, o with
p < o, and every finite coloring c: p — {1,... k}, there is 1 <i <k and F € o such
that ¢(F') =i, YE' C F, F' € p.

(i11) (a)’ G preserves an ordering and (b) as in (ii) above.

Proof. (i) = (iii): Consider (a)’ first. Since G is extremely amenable and LO is a
G-flow, there is a fixed point, i.e., G preserves an ordering.

We next prove (b). Fix p < o, ¢: p — {1,...,k}. Say G- F'" = p. Then if
V = G(pr, we note that V' = Gy = Gp by (a)’ and we can identify G/V with
G - F' = p. Applying then (ii) of 4.2, to V,¢c, A = {F} C Fy : F} € p}, where F; € o,
we find 1 <i < kand g e G with ¢c(g- F)) =i, VFj € A. Let F =g -Fy € 0. If
F'CF, F' ep,then g™ F' =F)CFy, and F} € p, so c(g- F}) = c(F') = i.

(iii) = (ii): Clearly, (a)’ = (a).

(ii) = (i): We verify (ii) of 422 for V of the form Gy = G, 0 # F C N finite.
If V.= Gp, then G/V can be identified with p = G- F. So fix ¢ : p — {1,...,k}
and A C p finite. Put (JA = Fy, 0 = G - Fy. Clearly p < o, so there is 1 < i < k
and g € G such that for all F/ C g - Fy with F' € p, we have ¢(F’) = i. Thus
c(lg-F)=1, VF € A. =

We will now use a compactness argument to put this characterization in a final form.
It will be convenient first to introduce the following notation.

Definition 4.4. Let G < S,. Let p < 0 be G-types. If F' € o, we put

(i)z{F’gF:F’ep}.
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If p <o <7 are G-types, we put

T — (o)},
. . F
where k = 2,3,..., if for every FF € 7 and coloring ¢ : (,0) — {1,...,k}, there
. F L . . . Fy
is Fy € o) which is homogeneous, i.e., ¢ is monochromatic on p . for some

1 <i<k, and every F’ € <];0) , ¢(F") =1. (Note that this is equivalent to asserting

that this is true for some F' € 7.)

We say that G has the Ramsey property if for every G-types p < o and every

k=2,3,..., there is a G-type 7 > ¢ with 7 — (0)f.

We now have

Theorem 4.5. Let G < S, be a closed subgroup. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) G is extremely amenable.
(ii) (a) G preserves an ordering and (b) G has the Ramsey property.

Proof. (i) = (ii). We have already seen (a). To prove (b), first note that, by a simple
induction, it is enough to restrict ourselves in 4.4. to the case k = 2. So assume, towards
a contradiction, that for some G-types p < o, there is no 7 > ¢ with 7 — (0)5. Fix

Fy € 0. Then for every finite set E O Fj there is a coloring cg : (f) — {1, 2} which

does not have a homogeneous set I’ € (f . Pick an ultrafilter U on the set [ of finite

non-empty subsets of N such that for every finite F CN, {E: F C E} € U. Then for
each Dep, {EDDUFy:cg(D)=1}eUor{E D DUFy:cg(D)=2}€U,soput
c(D)=1iiff {E D DUF;,:cg(D)=1i}eU. This gives a coloring ¢ : p — {1,2}. Then

by 4.3, (ii) (b), there is F' € o such that ¢ is monochromatic on ]; , say with value i.

It D e (i’) ) AD:{EQFUF()ZCE(D) :C(D) :’L} eU, SOpiCkEEﬂ F Ap.
De
)
F : EN .
Then E O Fy and for each D € (p) , cg(D) =14,s0 F € (a) is homogeneous for
cg, a contradiction.

(i) = (i): It is of course enough to verify (b) of 4.3 (ii), which follows trivially from
the assumption that G has the Ramsey property. -

Remark 4.6. Let G < Sy. We call a set T of G-types cofinal if for every G-type p
there is 0 € T' with p < o. Then it is not hard to see that Theorem 4.5 still holds if in
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the definition 4.4 of G' having the Ramsey property, we restrict the G-types to be in
any given cofinal set of G-types.

We will finally tie-up extreme amenability of automorphism groups with the struc-
tural Ramsey theory of §3.

Let L be a signature with a distinguished binary relation symbol < (and perhaps
other symbols). An order structure for L is a structure A of L in which <4 is a linear
ordering. If K is a class of structures of L, we say that K is an order class if every
A € K is an order structure.

We also recall that up to (topological group) isomorphism the closed subgroups of Sy,
are exactly the same as the automorphism groups of countable structures and also the
same as the Polish groups which admit a countable nbhd basis at the identity consisting
of open subgroups (see [4], 1.5). So the next result provides a characterization of the
groups in this last class that are extremely amenable.

Theorem 4.7. Let G < S, be a closed subgroup. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) G is extremely amenable.
(ii)) G = Aut(A), where A is the Fraissé limit of a Fraissé order class with the

Ramsey property.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let Ag = (N,...) be the induced structure for G. As we pointed
out in §2 (third paragraph before the last remark) A is ultrahomogeneous. Also, since
G is extremely amenable, G preserves a linear order < on N. Let L be the signature
obtained from the signature of A by adding a new binary relation symbol <. Let A
be the expansion of the structure A in which <4 = <. Clearly we have Aut(A) = G,
in particular A is still ultrahomogeneous. Note also that the signature of Ag and
thus of A is relational, so A is locally finite. Thus I = Age(A) is a Fraissé order
class. Noting now that, by ultrahomogeneity, a G-type is exactly the collection of all
substructures of A isomorphic to a given Ag € Age(A), we see that the G having the
Ramsey property is equivalent to Age(A) having the Ramsey property, so we are done
by 2.5.

(ii) = (i): Since A is the Fraissé limit of a Fraissé order class it is a locally finite
order structure. This implies that G preserves an ordering and also that the G-types
of finite substructures are cofinal in all the G-types. As noted earlier, the G-type of a
finite substructure Ag is the collection of all substructures of A isomorphic to Ay, so,
by 4.5 and 4.6, it is clear that G has the Ramsey property, so it is extremely amenable.
_|

We make explicit the following fact observed in the preceding proof.

Theorem 4.8. Let IC be a Fraissé order class and A = Flim(K). Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) Aut(A) is extremely amenable.

(ii) KC has the Ramsey property. .



26 A. S. KECHRIS, V. G. PESTOV, AND S. TODORCEVIC

5. REDUCTS

Let L = {Ri}ier U {fi}jes be a signature and A = (A, {RA}, {f*}) a structure
for L. If Ly = {R;i}ier, U {fj}jen, with Iy C I, Jy C J, so that Ly C L, we let
Ay = A|Ly = (A, {R?}icr,, {f*}jes) be the reduct of A to Ly. We also call A an
expansion of Ag. If IC is a class of structures in L, we denote by

IC|L0 == {A|L0 A c IC},

the class of reducts of elements of IC, called also the reduct of IC to Ly.

We have seen that order classes of structures play a crucial role in extreme amenabil-
ity of automorphism groups. We will now examine what happens to reducts of such
classes, when the ordering is dropped.

Let L be a signature with a distinguished binary relation symbol < and let Ly =
L\ {<}. For A a structure for L, we denote by Ag the reduct of A to Ly and for
any class IC of structures for L, we denote by Ky the reduct of K to Ly. Conversely
if Ag = (Ao, ...) is a structure for Ly and < a binary relation on Ay, we denote by
(Ap, <) = A the structure for L whose reduct to Ly is Ay and < = < (thus also
A= Ay).

Consider a Fraissé order class K in a signature L O {<} with Fraissé limit F. We
characterize when Ky is also a Fraissé class with limit Fg = F'|Ly.

Definition 5.1. Let L be a signature with L O {<}, and put Ly = L\ {<}. Let K
be a class of structures in L and put Ky = K|Ly. We say that K is reasonable if for
every Ay € Ky, By € Ky, embedding 7 : Ay — By, and linear ordering < on Ay with
A = (Ao, <) € K, there is a linear ordering <" on By, so that B = (B, <') € K and
m: A — B is also an embedding (i.e., a < b < 7w(a) <" m(b)).

We now have

Proposition 5.2. Let L O {<} be a signature and K a Fraissé order class in L. Let
Ly = L\ {<}, Ko = K|Ly, F = Flim(K), Fo = F|Ly. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) Ko is a Fraissé class and Fo = Flim(KCy).

(i) KC is reasonable.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Let Ag € Ky, By € Ko, m: Ag — B an embedding, and fix a linear
ordering < of Ay with A = (Ay, <) € K. Then there is an embedding ¢ : A — F'| and
¢ is of course also an embedding ¢ : Ay — Fy. By the extension property 2:3 (since
F is ultrahomogeneous), there is an embedding ¢ : By — Fy with ¥ om = ¢. Let
<=y~ (<F |4(By)). Then B = (By, <) € K, as B is isomorphic to a substructure
of F', and moreover w : A — B is also an embedding.

(ii) = (i): Clearly Ky = Age(Fy), so to verify that Ky is a Fraissé class, we only
need to check that Ky satisfies the AP. Fix Ay, Bg, Cy € Ky and embeddings f : Ay —
By, g : Ay — Cy. Let then < be a linear order on Ay with A = (Aq, <) € K.
Since K is reasonable, we can find linear orders <’, <" on By, Cy resp., so that the
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structure B = (By, <) e K, C = (Cp,<") e Kand f: A — B,g: A — C are still
embeddings. By AP for K find D € K and embeddings r : B — D, s: C — D with
rof=sog. Let Dy = D|Ly. Clearly r : By — Dy, s: Cy — Dy and we are done.

Finally, we check that Flim(/Cy) = F, for which it is enough to verify that F has
the extension property 2.3. So fix Ag, By € Ko, 7 : Ay — By an embedding, and
p: Ay — Fy an embedding. Then let

<= ¢ (<" |p(Ao)),

so that A = (Ay, <) € K and ¢ : A — F'is an embedding. Since K is reasonable, let
<" be a linear ordering on B, with (By, <’} € K and 7 : A — B still an embedding.
Since F' satisfies the extension property, there is an embedding v : B — F with
1 om = ¢ and, since clearly also ¢ : By — F'y, we are done. -

A common way to construct an order class K in L D {<} is to start with a class Ky
in Lo =L\ {<} and take
K =Kox LO={(Ap,<): Ay € Ky and < is a linear ordering on Ap}.

For example, if K is the class of finite graphs, K is the class of all finite ordered graphs.
We now have

Proposition 5.3. Let L O {<} be a signature and let Ly = L\ {<}. Let Ky be a class
of structures in Ly and put IC = Ko x LO. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) K satisfies the amalgamation property.

(ii) K satisfies the strong amalgamation property.

(iii) Ko satisfies the strong amalgamation property.

Proof. Suppose that K satisfies AP in order to show that Xy satisfies the strong
amalgamation property. Fix Ay, By, Cy € Ky and embeddings f : Ag — By, ¢ :
Ay — Cy. There are clearly linear orderings < on Ay, <’ on By, and <” on Cj
such that if A = (Ay, <), B = (B, <), C = (Cy,<") (which are all in ), then
f:A— B, g: A — C are still embeddings, and f(A4y) <" (By \ f(Ap)) and
(Co\ g(Ap)) <" f(Ap) (where if << is a linear order on a set X and Y,Z C X, then
Y << Z & Vy € YVz € Z(y << z)). By the AP for K, let r : B — D, s :
C — D,D € K, be such that ro f = so g. If, towards a contradiction, there is
der(B)ns(C), d¢gr(f(A)) (where A= Ay, B= By, C = Cy), then r(f(A)) <P d,
since d € r(B\ f(A)) and d <P r(f(A)) = s(g(A)), since d € s(C \ g(A)), which is
absurd. So r(B) N s(C) =r(f(A)).

Now assume that Ky satisfies strong amalgamation. We verify that K satisfies strong
amalgamation. Let A, B,C € K andlet f: A — B, g: A — C be embeddings.
Then also f: Ay — By, g : By — Cj are embeddings, so, by strong amalgamation
for Ko, find r : By — Dgy, s : Cy — Dy, Dy € Ky, so that ro f = so g and
r(B)Ns(C) = r(f(A)). Then r(B)\r(f(4)), s(C)\s(g(A)), r(f(A)) (= s(g(A)) are
pairwise disjoint, so clearly there is an order < on Dy such that if D = (Dy, <), which
isin IC, thenr: B— D, s:C — D. .
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The following is quite obvious:

Proposition 5.4. Let L, Ly, K, Ky be as in 5.3. Then Ky satisfies the strong joint
embedding property iff K satzsﬁes the strong joint embedding property. -

Clearly it is not true that if IC satisfies the joint embedding property, then Ky satisfies
the strong joint embedding property. Consider, e.g., L = {c} U{<}, where c is a 0-ary
function symbol, L = all finite structures in L.

Finally, we note a condition that implies a connection between the Ramsey property
for K and Cy.

Definition 5.5. Let L D {<} be a signature, Ly = L\ {<}, K a class of structures
in L and KCy = K|Ly. We say that K is order forgetful if for every A, B € K, letting
A() A|L0, B() = B|L0, we have

A= B<:>A0 B,.

(Notice that this does not say that any isomorphism of Ay with By is also an isomor-
phism of A with B.)

An example of an order forgetful class is the class of finite-dimensional vector spaces
V over a finite field F' with antilexicographical ordering induced by an ordering of a
basis of V. This was considered in Thomas [7€].

We now have the following fact, which is easy to prove:

Proposition 5.6. Let L O {<} be a signature, Ly = L \ {<} and let K be a class of
finite structures in L which is hereditary. Put Ko = K|Lg. If K is order forgetful, then
the following are equivalent:

(i) K satisfies the Ramsey property.

(ii) Ko satisfies the Ramsey property. =

6. EXTREMELY AMENABLE AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS

We will now apply the preceding general results to find many new examples of
extremely amenable automorphism groups. We will use the following immediate con-
sequence of earlier results.

Theorem 6.1. Let L be a signature with L O {<} and let IC be a Fraissé order class
in L. Let F = Flim(K) be the Fraissé limit of IC, so that F is an order structure.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) G = Aut(F) is extremely amenable.

(ii) KC has the Ramsey property.

Proof. (ii) = (i) follows from 4.7, (ii) = (i). (i) = (ii) is as in the proof of (i) = (ii)
of 17 i

Ramsey theory provides now many examples of I satisfying the Ramsey property
and we use them to produce new examples of extremely amenable groups.
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(A) Graphs

Let Ly = {E} be the signature with one binary relation symbol E. Let also L =
{E,<}. A structure Ay = (Ag, E4) is a graph if E4° irreflexive and symmetric. An
ordered graph is a structure A = (A, <) for L in which Ag is a graph and <# a
linear ordering.

Lachlan-Woodrow [42] classified all Fraissé classes Ky of finite graphs. They are
exactly the following:

(i) GR = all finite graphs.

(ii) For n = 3,4,..., Forb(K,) = the class of all finite graphs omitting K, the
complete graph on n vertices (i.e., the class of finite graphs that do not contain K, as
a substructure).

(iii) £Q = the class of finite equivalence relations.

(iv) Forn =1,2,..., £9, = the class of finite equivalence relations with at most n
classes.
(v) For n = 1,2,..., £QF = the class of finite equivalence relations, all of whose

classes have at most n elements.

(vi) The complement Ky of one of the classes Ky listed in (ii)-(iv) above, where for any
graph Ay = (Ag, E4°) its complement is Ay = (Ag, E40), where (z,y) € B4 & 1 #£y
and (z,y) € B4, and Ky = {Ay : Ag € Ky}

Remark. Strictly speaking an equivalence relation is not a graph, because it is reflexive.
So when we think of an equivalence relation X = (X, R) as a graph, we identify it
with (X, R\ {(z,2) : v € X}).

Since the automorphism group of the complement of a given graph Ay is the same
as the automorphism group of Ay, we do not need to consider the classes of type (vi).
For any one of the classes Ky of type (i)-(iv), let OKy = Ko * LO = the class of finite
ordered graphs A = (Ag, <4) with Ay € Ky. Now for Ky of type (v) with n > 2, it
is easy to check that Iy does not have the strong amalgamation property, so OK, is
not a Fraissé order class, by 5.3. For Ky of type (iv) with n > 2, OKjy is a Fraissé
order class, whose Fraissé limit F = (F, EF <F) consists of an equivalence relation
EF on F with exactly n classes, which are all infinite, and in which < is an ordering
isomorphic to the rationals such that every equivalence class is dense. But then it is
easy to check that Aut(F') is not extremely amenable, since it acts (continously) on the
finite (discrete) space X = the set of EF classes, without fixed point. Finally, notice
that £Q; = £9j, so we only need to consider Ky = GR, Forb(K,),n = 3,4,..., £EQ
and £9;.

Each one of the classes Koy = GR, Forb(K,),n = 3,4,..., £Q and £Q;, clearly
satisfies the strong amalgamation and strong joint embedding properties, so K = Oy
is a Fralssé order class. K is reasonable in each case. Finally, Nesetfil and Rodl [54],
(58], Nesetfil [50], have shown that each one of these classes K, satisfies the Ramsey
property (the case Ky = £Q; is of course the classical Ramsey Theorem), except for
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OEQ, for which, despite the claim in [BU], it fails. Thus if F' is the Fraissé limit of K,
then Aut(F") is extremely amenable. We discuss now each case in some more detail:

(i) Ko = GR: Then R = Flim(GR) is called the random graph. It is natural to call
OR = Flim(OGR) the random ordered graph. It is of the form OR = (R, <9®) where
<OR i5 an appropriate linear order of the random graph, isomorphic to the rationals.
Thus we have:

Theorem 6.2. The automorphism group of the random ordered graph is extremely
amenable. -

Of course the automorphism group of the random graph itself is not extremely
amenable, since it does not preserve an ordering.

(ii) Ky = Forb(K,) is called the K,-free random graph and so we call OR" =
Flim(OForb(K,)) the random K, -free ordered graph. It is of the form OR" =
(R}, <OR") with <OF" a linear ordering of the K,-free random graph, isomorphic
to the rationals. Thus we have:

Theorem 6.3. The automorphism group of the random K, -free ordered graph is ex-
tremely amenable. =

(iii) Ko = £Q: Then Fy = Flim(£Q) is the equivalence relation with infinitely many
classes each of which is infinite. So F' = Flim(O£Q) = (Q, E, <), where < is the usual
ordering on Q and FE is an equivalence relation on Q with infinitely many classes each
of which is dense. Here we have:

Theorem 6.4. The class OEQ does not have the Ramsey property and so the auto-
morphism group of the rationals with the usual order and an equivalence relation with
infinitely many classes, all of which are dense, is not extremely amenable.

Proof. Let A = ({a,b},=,=<), where a < b, B = ({a,b,c}, E, <), where a <’ b <’
c,and the E-equivalence classes are {a,c} and {b}. Then there is no C verifying the
Ramsey property for A, B. To see this, order the equivalence classes of any potential
such C acccording to the order of their least elements. Then color a copy {a’,0'} of A
in C red if @/ is in a lower class than & and green otherwise. Then any copy of B in
C realizes both colors.

One can also directly see that the automorphism group is not extremely amenable,
as it acts without fixed points on the space of linear orderings of the set of equivalence
classes. .

(iv) Ko = £Qy: Then Fy = Flim(£Q,) is clearly the complete graph on a countable
infinite set and so, up to isomorphism, Flim(O£Q;) = (Q, E,<), where E is the
complete graph on Q. But the automorphism group of this structure is exactly that of
(Q, <), so we have

Theorem 6.5 (Pestov [64]). The automorphism group of the rationals with the usual
order is extremely amenable. -
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In the preceding example the automorphism group of Fy is of course exactly S,
which is not extremely amenable as proved in Pestov [64]. This is clear, as Sy, cannot
preserve an ordering.

Finally, we discuss another order class which can be obtained from £Q. This will
also play a role in §8.

Let Ly = {E}, L = {FE, <}, where E, < are binary relation symbols. Let K be the
class of structures A = (A, B4 <4) in L such that E4 is an equivalence relation on
A, <4 alinear order on A, and for every a <4 b <4 ¢, if (a,c) € E4, then (a,b) € B4,
i.e., every B4 class is convex in <. We call a structure in X a convezly ordered finite
equivalence relation. Clearly K|Ly = £Q. Now it is easy to check that K is a reasonable,
Fraissé order class. The Fraissé limit of K is of the form F = (Fy, <F), where F| is
the equivalence relation with infinitely many classes each of which is infinite and <F" is
an ordering such that each equivalence class is convex and isomorphic to the rationals,
and the equivalence classes are also ordered like the rationals. So F' up to isomorphism,
is the same as (Q? E, <,), where <, is the lexicographical ordering on Q* and F is the
equivalence relation on Q? given by (r,s,)E(r',s') & r =1

Theorem 6.6. The automorphism group of Q* with the lexicographical ordering and
the equivalence relation (r,s)E(r',s") < r =1’ is extremely amenable. =

Proof. Put F = (Q?, E, <;). We will show that Aut(F) is extremely amenable.

Let I, = {r} x Q, so that r < s & I, <; I,. Let now m € Aut(F). Let f,: Q — Q
be defined by f(r) = s & 7w(l,) = I;. Then clearly f, € Aut((Q, <)). Also let for
each 7 € Q, (gx)r : Q — Q be defined by (g:).(s) =t < nw(r,s)) = (f=(r),t). Thus
again (gr), € Aut({Q, <)). Put O(r) = (fx, gr), where g, € Aut(Q)?, g, = {(gx)}.
Consider the semi-direct product Aut((Q, <)) x Aut((Q, <))@, where Aut((Q, <)) acts
on Aut({Q, <))? by shift: ¢ - x(r) = z(g~'(r)). Then it is easy to check that © is
a (topological group) isomorphism of Aut(F') with the group which is the semidirect
product Aut({Q, <)) x Aut((Q, <))?, so it is enough to check that the latter group
is extremely amenable. This follows from the following standard closure properties of
extreme amenability and 6.5. =

Lemma 6.7. i) Let G be a topological group and H an upward-directed, under inclu-
sion, family of extremely amenable subgroups of G such that | JH is dense in G. Then
G is extremely amenable.

it) Let G be a topological group, N < G a closed normal subgroup. If N,G/N are
extremely amenable, so is G.

i11) The product of extremely amenable groups is extremely amenable.

Proof. i) Let X be a G-flow, so also an H-flow, for any H € H. Put Xy = {x € X :
Vh € H(h-x = x)}. Then Xy is compact, non-empty and {Xy : H € H} has the
finite intersection property. So [y Xu # 0, and any x € (o X is fixed by an
g€ UH, so by G.
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ii) Let X be a G-flow, so also a N-flow. Then Xy ={r € X : Vg€ N(g-x =1x)} is
a compact, non-empty subset of X. It follows easily by the normality of N that Xy is
G-invariant: Let v € Xy,g € G. If h € N, then h-(g-2) = hg-x = g- (¢ hg)-x = g-x
(as g7 thg € N),s0 g-x € Xy.

Define now an action of G/N on Xy as follows: gN -z = g - x (this is clearly well-
defined). Tt is easy to check that this is a continuous action, so there is a fixed point
x € X which is clearly a fixed point of the G-flow on X.

iii) Suppose that each G;,i € I, is extremely amenable. Then, by ii), the products
[Licr, Gis lo € I finite, are extremely amenable, and identifying [[,., G: with the
subgroup [[,c; G; of [[,c; Gi, where G} = G, if i € Iy, G} = {1¢,}, if i &€ Iy, the family
{ILcs, Gi: Io € I finite} is upwards-directed under inclusion and its union is dense in
[Lic; Gis 50 [L;c; Gi is extremely amenable. .

Corollary 6.8. The class of convexly ordered finite equivalence relations satisfies the
Ramsey property.

Proof. By 6.7 and 6.1. =

This Ramsey result can be also proved directly (and in fact its unordered version has
already been considered in the literature; see Rado [72], Graham-Rothschild-Spencer
[34], §5, Theorem 5), but it seems interesting to reverse the roles here and derive it
from an extreme amenability result.

(B) Hypergraphs

Let Ly = {R;}icsr be a finite relational signature with R; of arity n(i) > 2. A
hypergraph of type Ly is a structure Ay = (Ag, { R }ier) for Ly for which each R is
irreflexive and symmetric, i.e., (ay, ..., an@) € RZAO = ay,...,ay() are distinct, and for
any permutation 7 of {1,...,n(i)}, (a1,...,anw) € R = (an@), - - - Anay) € RE™.
Thus, in essence, R* C [A]" = the set of subsets of Ay of cardinality n(i).

Let Hy, be the class of finite hypergraphs of type Lo, let L = Ly U {<}, and let
OHp, = Hr, * LO be the class of structures in L which are finite ordered hypergraphs,
i.e., of the form A = (Ay, <4), with Ag a finite hypergraph, and <4 a linear ordering.
It is easy to check that OH [, is a reasonable Fraissé order class (note that H, satisfies
strong amalgamation and joint embedding). The Fraissé limit Flim(Hy,) = H, is
called the random hypergraph of type Lo, so we call Flim(OHy,) = OH 1, the random
ordered hypergraph of type Ly. We have OH 1, = (H p,, <9Ht0), where <@Hzo is an
appropriate ordering on Hj, isomorphic to the rationals. Now Nesettil-Rodl [58], [8]
and Abramson-Harrington [1] (see also Nesetfil [51]) have shown that OHp, satisfies
the Ramsey property, so we have

Theorem 6.9. The automorphism group of the random ordered hypergraph of type Ly
15 extremely amenable. -

In case Ly = {E}, E a binary relation, OH, = OR, the random ordered graph,
so this generalizes §.2. As another special case, consider Ly = {R;};c;, where each
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n(i) = 1. Then OH, = (Q,{A;}ic1, <), where < is the usual ordering on Q and each
A; € Qis dense and co-dense in Q. Thus the automorphism group of the rationals with
the usual ordering and a finite family of subsets each of which is dense and co-dense is
extremely amenable.

The preceding example can be further generalized.

Definition 6.10. Let Ly = {R;},c; be a finite relational signature with n(i) > 2.
A hypergraph Ag = (Ao, {R™}icr) is called irreducible if Ay has at least two ele-
ments and for every a # b in Ay there is 7 € I and cy,...,cp)—2 € Ap such that
(a, b, Ciy... ,Cn(i)_2> S R;AO.

Let A be a class of finite irreducible hypergraphs of type Lo. Then Forb(A) is
the class of all finite hypergraphs of type Ly which omit A, i.e., do not contain a
substructure isomorphic to a member of A.

For example, for Ly = {E}, F binary, A = {K,}, n = 3,4,...,Forb(A) =
Forb(K,), the class of finite graphs that do not contain the complete graph of n
elements as a substructure.

For A a class of finite irreducible hypergraphs of type Lo, we denote by OForb(.A)
the class of finite ordered hypergraphs of type Ly that omit A. It is again easy to see
that OForb(A) is a reasonable Fraissé class. We can call again Flim(Forb(A)) the
random A-free ordered hypergraph of type Lg. Nesetiil-Rodl [56], [58] (see also Nesetfil
[51]) proved that OForb(A) satisfies the Ramsey property. So we have

Theorem 6.11. For each class A of finite irreducible hypergraphs of type Ly, the au-
tomorphism group of the random A-free ordered hypergraph of type Lo is extremely
amenable. 4

(C) Vector spaces

We will now consider an example of a different type. Fix a finite field F' and consider
the signature Ly = {+} U {fa}acr with + a binary function symbol and f, a unary
function symbol. Vector spaces over F' can be viewed as structures in this signature. Let
Vr be the class of finite vector spaces over F. This is a Fraissé class. Let L = LyU{<},
and consider the following order class defined in Thomas [76]. Fix an ordering on F
such that the 0 of the field F' is the least element in that ordering. If V| is a finite-
dimensional vector space over F' of dimension n and B is a basis for V|, then every
ordering b; < --- < b, of B gives an ordering on V| by

a1b1+---+anbn <agﬁlbl+"‘+/6nbn<=>

(o, < Bn) or (o, = By and a1 < B_q) OF ...
i.e., <4 is the antilexicographical ordering induced by the ordering of B. A natural
ordering of Vj is one induced this way by an ordering of a basis. Let OVp be the order
class of all V' = (V, <V), such that V, is finite-dimensional vector space and <V a
natural ordering on V5. Thomas [76] shows that this is a Fraissé class. Next it is easy
to check that OVr is reasonable. Now the Fraissé limit V p of Vr is easily seen to be
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the vector space over F' of countably infinite dimension, so if OV g is the Fraissé limit
of OV, then OV p = (V i, <OVF) where <PV¥ is an appropriate linear order on V.
Let us call OV i the Ny-dimensional vector space over F' with the canonical ordering.
Finally Vr has the Ramsey property as shown in Graham-Leeb-Rothschild [32]. It
is easy to see though that OVp is order forgetful, according to Definition 6.5. Thus,
by 5.6, OV  has the Ramsey property too.
Thus we have:

Theorem 6.12. The automorphism group of the Wo-dimensional vector space over a
finite field with the canonical ordering is extremely amenable. -

Of course the automorphism group of this vector space is not extremely amenable,
as it cannot preserve an ordering.

(D) Boolean algebras

Let now Ly = {0,1,—, A, V}, where 0,1 have arity 0, — has arity 1 and A,V have
arity 2. Boolean algebras are structures in Ly. Let BA be the class of finite Boolean
algebras. Then it is not hard to check that BA is a Fraissé class and its Fralssé limit
is B, the countable atomless Boolean algebra.

We will next define natural orderings on finite Boolean algebras similar to example
(C). Let By be a finite Boolean algebra and A its set of atoms. Then every ordering
a; < --- < a, of A gives an ordering of B as follows: Given x,y € By, we can write
them uniquely as * = d1a1 V -+ -V dpap, y = €101 V -+ -V €,a,, where §;, ¢; € {0, 1}, and
for e € {0,1}, b € By,

b — b, ife=1,
0B, ife=0.

(Here and below, we simply write V instead of VB, when the Boolean algebra B is
understood.) Then put

T<uys (0, <€) or (0, =€, and d,_1 < €,_1) or

i.e., <, is the antilexicographical ordering induced by the ordering < of the atoms.
Again a natural ordering of B is one induced this way from an ordering of the set of
atoms.

Let OBA be the order class of all B = (B, <B), such that By is a finite Boolean
algebra and <2 is a natural ordering of By. We now have:

Proposition 6.13. OBA is a reasonable Fraissé order class.

Proof. First we check that OBA is reasonable (see Definition 5.1). Let By, By be two
finite Boolean algebras and let 7 : B; — By be an embedding. Let <, be a natural
ordering on B induced by an ordering a; < as < --- < a, of the atoms of By. Let
{c1,..., ¢} be the atoms of By. Then m(a;) = \/fil Cliy -y T(an) = 1‘21 Cni, Where
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{cli}fél, oo e f;l is a partition of {cy,...,ct}. Order then the atoms of By as
follows:

Cl1 XCl2 X" <XCy <C21 X" <X Cpy =+ X Cp1 <X =X Cpkyy s

and let <, be the induced antilexicographical ordering on Bj. Then clearly 7 :
(B1, <a) — (Ba, <q) is still an embedding.

We next check that OBA is hereditary. To see this, let B, be a finite Boolean algebra
and B a subalgebra. Let <, be a natural ordering on B, induced by an ordering
a; < --+ < a, of the atoms of By. Let now b; <g -+ <4 bp be the atoms of Bj.
Write b; = ¢;1 V- - -V cix,, where ¢;1, . .., cii, are atoms of By and ¢;; < - -+ < ¢j,. Then
Cik, < Cjr; if 1 < j. From this it easily follows that <4 | By = the antilexicographical
ordering induced by <4 [{b1,...,b}, so a substructure of an element of OBA is also
an element of OBA.

Finally, we check that OBA satisfies the amalgamation property (from which JEP
also follows, since the two element Boolean algebra embeds in any Boolean algebra).

Suppose B is a finite Boolean algebra and b; <2 ... <B b, is an ordering of the
atoms of B with induced antilexicographical ordering <B. Let also C, D be finite
Boolean algebras with orderings ¢; <€ --- <% ¢, d; <P --- <P d,, of their atoms,

and corresponding induced antilexicographical orderings <5, <D, Suppose we have

embeddings
fi(B,<q) —(C,<q), 9:(B,<q) — (D,<g).

We will find a Boolean algebra E with m + ¢ — k atoms and an ordering <% on
these atoms, so that, if < is the induced antilexicographical ordering, then there are
embeddings r : (C,<D) — (E, <E) s:(D,<5) —< E, <E) such that rof =sog.
To specify 7, s, it is of course enough to define where the atoms of C, D go.

Let f(b;)) =ca V-V i, with ¢y <C... <€ ik, atoms in C. Then cy, < cj;, if
i < j. Similarly, g(b;) = diy V -+ - V dy,, where dy <P -+ <P d;;. are atoms in D with
dig, < djg;, if 0 < J.

The Boolean algebra E will have atoms {Eij}lgigk, 1<<k;> {Czij}lgigh 1<5<¢; all dis-
tinct, except that

We will now define the ordering <¥ on these atoms and decide where the atoms of
C,D go. B B
We first order {¢1,...,C1x, } U{di1,...,d1s } as follows:

_ E E - 7 E E 7 _
Cip < o <Gy, dipn <70 < dlzl(zclkl)

and extend < on the rest in an arbitrary way. Using the notation (a,b] = {z : a <
x < b}, (—o0,a] ={z: 2 < a} in an arbitrary ordering, we now define

r(en) = \/(—OO, ¢, r(ci2) = \/(511, Cia, ... r(Cik,) = \/(El,kl—l, Ciky )
S(dll) = \/(—OO, Jll], e ,T(dlel) = \/(071,41—1, CZl,Zl]a
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where, for example \/(¢11, ¢12] means a; V --- V a,, where ay,...,a, are the elements
of {G11,..., ¢k, yU{d11,...,dig} in the interval (€11, 2] according to <E. Clearly r, s
are order preserving from {cyy,...,cix, },{di1, - dig, }, resp., to <E and ro f(b) =
sog(by)=cn V- Ve Vdn V- Vdy,. ) ) B B
Next we extend < to {511, . ,Elkl}U{Egl, cey Egkz}U{dn, cey dlgl}U{dgl, . ,d252}
and define r(cy;), s(d;). We simply do that by requiring that ¢;; — ¢; (i = 1,2, 1 <
j < k;) is order preserving, and also d;; — d;; (i = 1,2, 1 < j < ¢;) is order preserving,
and define it arbitrarily otherwise. Notice that this guarantees that co, = 62252 is the
largest element, in particular cor, > Elkl,czm > Jlgl. We then extend r, s by defining

r(ea) = \/(—007 Cal, . r(can,) = \/(52,1@—17 Cats |,
s(dor) = \/ (=00, danl, ..., 5(dar,) = \/ (dr,p 1, o),

where these intervals now refer to the ordering <¥ restricted to

{021, e 702k2} U {dgl, . .,ngQ}.

Then r, s are still order preserving and ro f (by) = s0g(by) = o1 V- - -Vap, Vda1 V- - Vday,.
Proceeding this way, we define < on all the atoms of E and 7, s on all the atoms of
C, D, resp., so that r, s are order preserving on the atoms and r o f(b) = s o g(b), for
any atom b of B. Then r, s extend uniquely to embeddings from (C, <%) to (E, <E)
and (D, <D) to (E,<E) resp.,andro f =so0g. .

Finally, it is clear that OBA is order forgetful and, since BA satisfies the Ramsey
property by Graham-Rothschild [B3] (the Dual Ramsey Theorem), it follows that so
does OBA. Let OB, = (B, <9P=) be the Fraissé limit of OB.A, which we call the
countable atomless Boolean algebra with the canonical ordering. Then we have:

Theorem 6.14. The automorphism group of the countable atomless Boolean algebra
with the canonical ordering is extremely amenable. -

And we conclude this section by providing the following characterization of the group
Aut((Q, <)) in terms of extreme amenability.

Proposition 6.15. Let G < S be a closed subgroup of So, which acts transitively on
IN]* ={A CN:card(A) =n}t,n=1,2,3.... If G is extremely amenable, then there
is an ordering < on N with (N, <) = (Q, <) and G = Aut((N, <)).

Proof. Since G preserves an ordering, it follows from 3.11 of [8] that there is an ordering
< on N with (N, <) = (Q, <), such that G < Aut((N, <)). Since, for each n, G acts
transitively on increasing n-tuples in <, G is dense in Aut((N, <)), so G = Aut((N, <

))- =

(E) Metric spaces
We can view metric spaces (X, d) as structures for the language Ly = {R,}4c0, Ry
binary, identifying (X, d) with X = (X, {RX},eq), where (z,y) € RX < d(z,y) < q.
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Let Mg be the class of finite metric spaces with rational distances. Then it is not hard
to check that Mg is a Fraissé class (see, e.g., [71]). Its Fraissé limit is Uy, originally
constructed in Urysohn [79], and which we will call the rational Urysohn space. Let
also OMg = Mg * LO be the class of finite ordered metric spaces with rational
distances. Since actually Mg satisfies strong amalgamation and joint embedding,
it is easy to verify that OMyg is a reasonable Fraissé order class. Its Fraissé limit
Flim(OMg) = OU, will be called the ordered rational Urysohn space. In response to
an inquiry of the authors, Nesetfil [52] has announced that OMg satisfies the Ramsey

property. So we have:

Theorem 6.16. The automorphism group of the ordered rational Urysohn space is
extremely amenable. -

This result has an interesting application, which actually was our motivation for
looking at the case of metric spaces.

Let U be the so-called Urysohn space, see Urysohn [79]. This is the unique, up to
isometry, complete separable metric space which contains (up to isometry) all finite
metric spaces and is ultrahomogeneous, for isometries. Uspenskij [80] showed that
Iso(U), with the pointwise convergence topology, is a universal Polish group, i.e., con-
tains up to isomorphism any Polish group. Note that the topology of the group Iso(U)
is that of pointwise convergence on the space U equipped with the metric topology,
not the discrete one, unlike the case of Aut(OU,). Pestov [60], using quite different
techniques than the ones used in our paper, showed that Iso(U) is extremely amenable.
This result has several applications. We now use 6.16 to provide a quite different proof
of this theorem.

Theorem 6.17 (Pestov [6G]). The group of isometries Iso(U) of the Urysohn space
U, with the pointwise convergence topology, is extremely amenable.

Proof. We start with the following standard fact.

Lemma 6.18. Let G, H be topological groups and © : G — H a continuous homomor-
phism with w(G) dense in H. If G is extremely amenable, so is H.

Proof. Let X be an H-flow. Denote by a« : H x X — X the action. Define now
a:GxX — X bya(g,z) = a(n(g),x). This turns X into a G-flow, so there is a fixed
point gy € X. Clearly x is a fixed point for the H-flow, since 7(G) is dense in H. -

Now denote by (U, <) the ordered rational Urysohn space (so that Uy is the rational
Urysohn space). Already Urysohn [79] showed that the completion of Uy is U, so we
view Uy as a dense subspace of U. Thus if g € Iso(Uy), there is a unique extension
g € Iso(U). Since every g € Aut((Uy, <)) is in particular an isometry of Uy, the
map g — g is 1-1 from Aut((Uy, <)) into Iso(U) and it is easy to check that it is
continuous. It only remains to show that its range is dense in Iso(U) and then use 6.18
and 6.16.
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Lemma 6.19. Let D C Iso(U). Let d be the metric on U. Then D is dense, if the
following holds:

(%) Ve > OVxq,...,z, € UVh € Iso(U)
A, 2l vy, .y, €Udg €D
(d(xi, ;) <€, d(h(x:),y;) <€ g(x}) =vy;, i=1,...,n).

Proof. To check that D is dense, fix e > 0, h € Iso(U), z1,...,x, € U, in order to find
g € D with d(g(x;), h(z;)) < e.
By (%) find 2),...,2,,91,...y, and g € D for ¢/2. Then

d(g(x:), M) < d(g(xi), 9(x7)) + d(g(x7), h(zs))
<€

_|

So to check that {g : g € Aut((Uy, <))} is dense in Iso(U), it is enough to show the
following.

Lemma 6.20. Given x1,...,%n,Y1,...,Yn € U such that x; — y;, 1 =1,...n, is an
isometry, and given € > 0, there are oy,...,x. yi,...y., € Uy so that =i — y. is an
order preserving (with respect to <) isometry and

d(x;, x;) <€, d(y;,y;) <€, i=1,...,n.

Proof. By induction on n.

n = 1: Simply choose 2,y € Uy with d(z}, x1) <€, d(y},y1) < €.

n — n + 1: Suppose &1, ..., Tn, Tni1, Y1, - - - Yn, Yns1 € U are given so that x; — y;
is an isometry. By induction hypothesis, find @, .../, v}, ...,y € Uy, so that x} — y!
is an order preserving isometry and d(z;, x}) < €/2, d(y;,y.) < €/2, i =1,...,n. Let
29,1, y0, 1 € Uy be such that

d(x9L+17 xn+1) < 6/27 d(y2+17 yn—l—l) < 6/2

Put d(2),,,2}) = d;, d(y),1,y}) = d;, 1 <i <n. We can of course assume that € is

small enough so that d;, d; > e.

Therefore,
|di — d(@nir, 23)| = |d(@h 1, 27) — d(@ni1, 25)]
< d($g+1a$n+1) + d(z;, 77) < €
and
‘d; - d(yn-i-h y2)| < €,
SO

|di - d£| = |d,~ - d(f’fn+1, 931) + d($n+1> Iz) - d(yn+1> yz) + d(yn-i-la yi) - d£|
< 2e.
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Put e; = di;dg, and consider the ordered metric space
{2, 2d L ub,d <),
where d'(z}, 2}) = d(x}, ), d'(x], ad,,) =d(@),2b ), d(u,2}) = e, and d'(u,2%,,) is
any rational number satisfying the inequalities
di+e;>2e>du,2d) > |di—el, i=1,...,n.
Notice here that
3d; + d;
di+e = ——" > 2

2
and

di—d

|di—€i|:%<€,

so such a number exists. We let <’ agree with the ordering < (of Up) for ', ..., 2/, x)

and 2} <" u, 20, <" u. We need of course to verify that d’ is indeed a metric:
(i) Since d'(x2_,,2}) = d;, d'(u,z}) = €;, we need to check that

|d; —e;] < d’(u,x%H) <d; + e,
which is given by the definition of d’(u,22,,).
(ii) Let ai; = d(x}, 7). We need to verify that
lei — e < iy < e +ej.
We have
|d; — d;j| < oy < d; +dj,
since d; = d(z),,, ;). But also a;; = d(y;, y}), so we also have
|dy — dj| < ayy < dj + d.
Adding and dividing by 2, we get
lei —e;| < iy < e; +ey.

So by the properties of (U, <), we can find a point 2], , € Uy with «] < 2], i =
L...n, ab <), and d(z), , 2}) = e, d(z) 4,20 1) = d'(u,28 ) < 2. Similarly
we can find gy € Up With 4 < 1, i = Lot 4y < Yors and d(gp, ) =
eir d(Yhi1, Y0 1) < 26. Then o — yl, 1 <i < n+1,is an order preserving isometry,
and d(@),_y, Tpi1) < d(@h g, 20 ) + d(2h 1, Tpp1) < 3€ and d(y) 41, Ynt1) < 3¢, so the
proof is complete. -

_|
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A result similar to 6.16 can be proved for the ordered integer Urysohn space (where
we consider the class of ordered finite metric spaces with integer distances), since
Nesetfil [b2] has also verified the corresponding Ramsey property. It is also conceiv-
able that one can push those ideas to find a new proof of the result of Gromov and
Milman [B¥] that the unitary group of the infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space
is extremely amenable, as well as a recent strengthening of this result by Pestov [60],
who established extreme amenability of the group of (affine) isometries of the same
Hilbert space.

7. UNIVERSAL MINIMAL FLOWS AND THE ORDERING PROPERTY

Consider now a signature L D {<} and put Ly = L\ {<}. Let K be a reasonable
Fraissé order class in L and put Koy = K|Lg. Then by 5.9 we know that K is a Fraissé
class and if F = Flim(K), Fy = Flim(K,), we have Fg = F|Ly. Let <F==<,. Put
Go = Aut(Fy) and consider the logic action of Gy on LO, the compact space of linear
orderings on Fy = F' (which of course we can identify, if we want, with N). Let Xy be
the orbit closure of <y, Go- <9 € LO. We first note the following.

Proposition 7.1. A linear ordering < is in Xy iff for every finite substructure By of
Fy, B = <B0,-< |B(]> e K.

Proof. Assume <€ X and fix a finite substructure By of F3. Then as <€ Gg- <o,
there is ¢ € Gy = Aut(Fy) such that < |By = (g- <0)|Bo. So if g71(By) = Ay, a
substructure of Fy, and A = (A, <o |Ag), which is in K, we have that g|Ay : Ag — By
is an isomorphism of A with B = (B, < |By), so B € K.

Conversely, assume that for every finite substructure By of Fy, B = (B, < |By) €
IC. Then there is an embedding 7 : B — F. If 7(B) = A, then A is a substructure
of F and m is an isomorphism of B, A, and thus in particular an isomorphism of
By, Ay = A|Ly. But By, Ay are finite substructures of Fy, so, by ultrahomogeneity
of Fy, there is g € Aut(Fy) = Gy extending 7!, so in particular, < |By = (g- <¢)|Bo.
Since B, was arbitrary, this shows that <€ Xi. =

Definition 7.2. We call any linear ordering in X a K-admissible ordering.

Clearly, X is a Go-flow. We will now derive necessary and sufficient conditions for
X to be a minimal Gy-flow.

The following concept plays an important role in the Ramsey theory of graphs and
hypergraphs, see Nesettil-Rodl [57], Nesetiil [51], 5.2. We formulate it here in a general
context.

Definition 7.3. Let L D {<} be a signature, Ly = L\ {<}, K a class of structures
in L and let g = K|Lg. We say that K satisfies the ordering property if for every

Ay € Ky, there is By € K such that for every linear ordering < on Ay and linear
ordering <’ on By, if A = (A, <) € K and B = (Bg, <) € K, we have A < B.
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For example, if K is the class of finite ordered graphs, so that Ky = the class of
finite graphs, then K satisfies the ordering property by results of Nesettil-Rodl (see,
e.g., Nesetfil [51], 5.2 or Nesetiil-Rodl [67]). On the other hand, it is easy to see that
the class K = OEQ does not have the ordering property: Let Ay = (Ap, E) be an
equivalence relation with two classes {a, b}, {c} and consider the ordering < on Ay
given by a < ¢ < b. Then for any By = (By, F), if <’ is an ordering on By, so that
each F-class is convex in </, clearly (A, <) £ (B, <').

Now we have

Theorem 7.4. Let L O {<} be a signature, Ly = L\ {<}, K a reasonable Fraissé
order class in L. Let Ky = K|Lg, and F = Flim(K), Fo = Flim(Ky) = F|Ly. Let
Xi be the set of linear orderings < on F (= Fy) which are K-admissible. Let also
Go = Aut(Fy). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Xx is a minimal Go-flow.

(ii) K satisfies the ordering property.

Proof. First we will reformulate (i) in a more explicit form. Below let F' = (Fy, <o).

Claim. Let < be a linear ordering on Fy. Then <p€ Gq- < iff for every A € K there
is a finite substructure Cy of F such that C = (C,, < |Cp) = A.

Proof of claim. Suppose first that <o€ G- <, and fix A € K. Find D = (Dy, <o | Do)
a finite substructure of F' with D = A. Then there is g € G such that (g- <)|Dg ==<o
|Dy. Clearly Cy = g~*(Dy) is a substructure of Fig and C = (Cy, < |Cy) 2 D = A.

To prove the converse, it is enough to show that given a finite substructure A, of
F we can find g € Gy such that (g- <)|Ag == |Ao. Since

(Ag, <0 |Ag) =A €K

there is a finite substructure Cy of Fy such that (Cy, < |Cy) = A, say via the iso-
morphism 7 : Cy — Ap. In particular, 7 is an isomorphism of Cy with Ay so, by the
ultrahomogeneity of Fy, there is g € G extending it. Then clearly (g- <)| Ay =<0 |A4o
and the proof is complete. -

Thus we see that (i) is equivalent to the following statement:

For every <€ X and every A € K there is a finite substructure Cy of Fy such that
C = <C(), < |C()> =~ A.

We now proceed to prove the equivalence of (i) and (ii).

(ii)) = (i): Fix <€ Xx, A € K and let Ay = A|L,. By (ii), find By € Ky as in
i7.3. We can of course assume that By is a substructure of Fy. Then we have, since
B = (By, < |By) € K, A < B. Thus there is a substructure C of B isomorphic to
A. Clearly, if Cy = C|Lg, C = (Cp, < |Cy) = A and we are done.

(i) = (ii): Notice first that, in order to verify the ordering property, it is enough to
show that for every A € K there is By € Ky such that for every linear ordering <{, on
By, if B = (B, <) € K, then A < B. This follows from the JEP for K.
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So fix A € K, and for every finite substructure Cy of F, let
XC’o = {'<€ X A= <C0, < |CO>}
Then (i) implies that

XIC - UXCoa
Co
so, since each X, is open, by compactness we have C}, ..., Cy with X = Ui, Xcé,

so that V <€ Xx31 < i <n(A = (C}, < |C3)). Let By be the (finite) substructure of
F generated by |J;_, C¢, so that

V <€ Xk (A < (Bg, < |Bo)).

Fix now <{, a linear ordering on By, such that B = (B, <) € K. If we can show that
we can extend <, to a linear ordering <’'€ Xy, then A < (B, <" |By) = (B, <() = B,
and this verifies the ordering property. To find such an extension, note that there is a
finite substructure Dy of Fy and an isomorphism ¢ from B to D = (Dg, <q |Do). In
particular, ¢ is an isomorphism of By with Dy, so, since Fy is ultrahomogeneous, there
is g € Aut(Fy) = Gy extending ¢. Then <'= ¢g~!- <y€ Xx and clearly <’ extends
<0- =

We can finally show that Xy is the universal minimal flow of Gy = Aut(Fy), when
IC has both the Ramsey and ordering properties.

Theorem 7.5. Let L O {<} be a signature, Ly = L\ {<}, K a reasonable Fraissé
order class in L, and let Ko = K|Ly and F = Flim(K), Fy = Flim(Ky) = F|Ly. Let
Go = Aut(Fy),G = Aut(F), and let Xi be the set of linear orderings of F (= Fp)
which are K-admissible.

(i) If K has the Ramsey property, the Go-ambit (X, <o) is the universal Go-ambit
with the property that G stabilizes the distinguished point, i.e., it can be mapped homo-
morphically to any Go-ambit (X, zq) with G- xg = {xo}. Thus any minimal subflow of
Xy is the universal minimal flow of Go. In particular, the universal minimal flow of
Gy is metrizable.

(ii) If IC has the Ramsey and ordering properties, Xy is the universal minimal flow

Of GQ.

Proof. By 4.7, G is extremely amenable. Let also <F=<, so that F = (Fy, <,). By
definition, g- <g==y, for all g € G.

Let X be a Go-flow and let zy € X be such that g-xo = 9, Vg € G. We will find a
homomorphism ¢ of the Go-flow Xy to the Go-flow X with ¢(<) = 0.

Let ® be the closure of the set

{(9- <0,9-10) : g€ Go} C X x X

in the compact Hausdorff space Xx x X. We will show that ® is the graph of a
function ¢ : Xx — X. Granting this, we can easily verify that this ¢ works. First,
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since (<o, o) € P, we have that ¢(<g) = x¢. Next, since the graph of ¢ is closed, ¢
is continuous. Finally, it is a Gp-map, since if p(=<) = =, then there is a net {g;} in
Gy such that ¢g;- <9—=<,9; - x0 — x, so that gg;- <o— ¢ <,9g; - ©o — ¢ - x and since
(99i- <0,99i- 7o) € P, we also have that (¢g- <,g-7) € ®,1e., p(g- <) =g -z = g-p(<).

So it is enough to prove that ® is the graph of a function ¢ : Xx — X. First we
notice that for any <€ Xy, there is some =z € X with (<,z) € ®. Indeed, let {g;}
be a net (actually a sequence) such that g;- <o—~<. Then {g; - 2o} is a net in X, so
there is a subnet {g;, - 7o} converging to some x € X. Then g; - <o—=,g;, - o — 7,
so (<,z) € ®. Finally, we show that if (<,z) € ® and (<,2) € ®, then z = 2’. This
amounts to proving the following property:

(%) If {g:}, {h;} are nets in Gy and g;- <o—=, h;- <o—=, and g;- <o— =, h;- <o— 2/,
then x = 2’.

Recall that any compact Hausdorff space is regular, so as (z,2') € A = {(y,y) 1y €
X}, there are open nbhds U, U’ of x, 2/, resp., and W of A with (U x U")NW = (). For
each y € X, there is an open nbhd U, of y with U, x U, C W and thus, by regularity
again, there is an open nbhd V,, of y with y € V, CV, C U,. So, by compactness, we
can find compact sets Kj,..., K, and open sets Uy,...,U, such that X = |J;_, K,
and K; CU, U?CW,i=1,...,n.

Since the action of Gy on X is continuous, the map g — ¢, from Gy to H(X),
where ¢,4(y) = ¢ -y, is continuous, where H(X) has the compact-open topology. Since
K; C U, the set

ﬂ{f € H(X): f(K;) C U}

is an open nbhd of the identity of H(X), so if d, is a right-invariant compatible metric
for Gy, there is § > 0 such that d,(1g,,9) < 6 = g - K; CU,V1 <i<n = Vy €
X(y,g-y) € W. Sod,(9,h) <d=Vyly,gh™t-y) e W = (g-x0,h10) €W.

We will now choose a standard right-invariant metric for Gy. Without loss of gen-
erality, we can assume that F' = Fy = N, so that G is a closed subgroup of S,,. The
following is then a left-invariant compatible metric on S,, and thus on Gy : For f # ¢
in S,

do(f,g) = 271 where k is least with f(k) # g(k).
Let

do(f,9) =de(f g7

be the corresponding right-invariant compatible metric on S, and Gj.
Next choose a finite substructure Ag of Fy such that for any f,g € Aut(Fy) = Gy,

flAo = glAo = du(f, g) <.
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Since g; - xg — x, hj - 29 — 2, ¢;- <o—=, h;- <p—=, find N, M large enough so that
gn - %o € U hyy - 29 € U and

gn- <o [Ag = har <o |Ag == | Ap.
Thus for a,b € Ay,
gn (@) <o g5 (b) & hyf(a) <o haf (D).
Let gg,l - Ay = By, h;/} - Ag = C), so that By, Cy are finite substructures of Fy. Let

B = (B, <o |By), C = (Cy, =<0 |Cp), so that B, C are finite substructures of F.
Thus B = C via the isomorphism p : B — C, given by

plg3 (@) = hi(a@). a € Ao
Since F' is ultrahomogeneous, there is r € Aut(F) = G extending p, i.e., for a €
Ao, (gy'(a)) = hy;(a), so v ogy'|Ag = hy Ao, thus de(ro gy’ hy) < 0, di(gn o
r~1 hy) < 6, and therefore (gy - (r™ - xo), har - wo) < W, and since r~! -z = xq
(because 77! € G), we have (gn - o, har - 19) < W, a contradiction. =

The converse of 7.5 (ii) will be proved in 10.8 below. It follows from the preceding
result that if g is a Fraissé class in a signature Ly with Fg = Flim(Ky), Go = Aut(Fy),
then it is important to understand when there is a reasonable Fraissé order class K in
L = LyU{<} with Ky = K| Ly, which also has the Ramsey property (because then any
minimal subflow of the Gy-flow X is the universal minimal flow of Gj). Not every K
admits such a K. For example, let Gy be an infinite countable discrete group. Via its
left-regular representation, we can view Gg as a closed subgroup of S, so let Fy be
the induced structure for Gy which is ultrahomogeneous (see Section 2 third paragraph
before the last Remark), and let o = Age(Fy). Then Ky does not admit a K as
above with the Ramsey property as then the universal minimal flow of Gy would be
metrizable. We will say more about this question in Section 10.

Assuming such a I with the Ramsey property exists, one can ask further whether
another such K’ exists with both the Ramsey and ordering properties (in that case
X would be the universal minimal flow of Gy). We will see in Section 10 that this
is always the case. Note that by 7.5 any K’ that has both the Ramsey and ordering
properties has an important minimality property among all IC that have the Ramsey
property: The Go-flow Xy is (up to isomorphism) a subflow of Xx. Moreover, any
two such Xy are isomorphic. We will exploit further these minimality and uniqueness
properties of classes that have both the Ramsey and ordering properties in Section 9.

8. CALCULATING UNIVERSAL MINIMAL FLOWS

We now apply the results in §6, §7 to compute the universal minimal flows of several
automorphism groups.

Consider first the classes OGR, of finite ordered graphs, OF orb(K,,), n = 3,4,... of
K,-free finite ordered graphs, O Q; of complete finite ordered graphs, OH, of finite
ordered hypergraphs of type Ly, OForb(.A) of finite ordered hypergraphs of type Lg
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that omit A, where A is a class of finite irreducible hypergraphs of type Ly, and OMg
of finite ordered metric spaces with rational distances.

Each of these classes satisfies the ordering property and this follows easily from the
fact (already used above in §6) that each of these classes satisfies the Ramsey property.
(The case of O£Q; is of course trivial.) This is done via a standard Sierpinski-style
of coloring obtained by comparing two orderings (see, e.g., Nesettil [b1], p. 1376). A
similar argument will deduce the ordering property for finite ordered metric spaces
with rational distances from the corresponding Ramsey property. It should be men-
tioned, however, that typically the ordering property for a given class of structures is
a result considerably easier to prove than the corresponding Ramsey property and can
frequently be proved directly (see Nesettil-Rodl [57] and Nesetiil [51],[53]).

In each one of the above cases, the space of admissible orderings is of course the space
LO of all linear orderings on N (which we identify with the universe of the Fraissé limit
of each class). Thus, by 7.5, we have

Theorem 8.1. For each one of the groups below, its universal minimal flow is the
space LO of linear orderings on N, so in particular it is metrizable:

(i) The automorphism group of the random graph.

(ii) The automorphism group of the random K,-free graph.

(111) (Glasner-Weiss [B0]) S, the permutation group of N.

(iv) The automorphism group of the random hypergraph of type Lg.

(v) The automorphism group of the random A-free hypergraph of type Lo, where A
1s a class of irreducible finite hypergraphs of type Ly.

(vi) The isometry group of the rational Urysohn space U. -

Consider now the classes of convexly ordered finite equivalence relations, naturally
ordered finite-dimensional spaces over a finite field F', and naturally ordered finite
Boolean algebras. Each is easily seen to satisfy the ordering property. So we have:

Theorem 8.2. (1) The automorphism group of the structure (N, E), where E is an
equivalence relation on N with infinitely many classes, each of which is infinite, has as
universal minimal flow the space of all convex orderings on N, i.e., all orderings on N
for which each E-class is convex.

(ii) Let V g be the Ro-dimensional vector space over a finite field F'. The universal
minimal flow of its automorphism group (i.e., GL(V g)) is the space of all orderings
on Vi, whose restrictions to finite-dimensional subspaces are natural.

(7ii) Let By, be the countable atomless Boolean algebra. The universal minimal flow
of its automorphism group is the space of all orderings on B, whose restrictions to
finite subalgebras are natural. -

In particular all these universal minimal flows are metrizable.
The question of whether the universal minimal flow of GL(V ) is nontrivial was
brought to one of the authors’ attention by Pierre de la Harpe.
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Note that, by Stone duality, B, can be identified with the algebra of clopen subsets
of 2% and that every g € Aut(B,,) determines and is uniquely determined by a home-
omorphism o(g) € H(2Y). In Glasner-Weiss [31] there is another representation of the
universal minimal flow of H(2Y). They showed that the space ®(2V) of all maximal
chains of closed subsets of 2 defined by Uspenskij [81], can serve as the universal
minimal flow of the group H(2"). The existence of an isomorphism between the space
N(By), of all orderings of B, whose restrictions to finite subalgebras are natural,
and ®(2") is of course a consequence of the uniqueness of the universal minimal flow
but we exhibit below an explicit one.

Theorem 8.3. There exists an (explicit) homeomorphism o : ®(2N) — N(By) such
that: o(a(g) -x) =g - p(x), for v € ®(2Y), g € Aut(By).

Proof. Given a maximal chain F of closed subsets of 2V, for every clopen subset A of
2N et

Fa=(H{FeF:FnA+0}

By the maximality of F, AN F4 is a singleton. Note that if A is included in B, then
F, is included in Fp, though they can also be equal. Note however that if A and
B are disjoint, then F4 and Fg are different, so for each finite Boolean algebra B
contained in B, we have a total ordering of the atoms of B and this induces the
antilexicographical ordering on the Boolean algebra B. These orderings cohere and
produce an ordering <z of B, which is in N (By). Let ¢(F) =<z. This defines a
homeomorphism ¢ : ®(2Y) — N(B,,) having the required property. =

We conclude with another example of a calculation of a universal minimal flow, which
turns out to be finite in this case.

Let (Q, <, E,) be the structure of the rationals with the usual ordering and an
equivalence relation F, with exactly n classes, each of which is dense in Q. If, as in
Section 6, (A), we denote by £9Q,, the class of finite equivalence relations with at most
n classes and let O£Q,, = £Q,, * LO, then (Q, <, E,,) is the Fraissé limit of O£Q,,. As
we pointed out in Section 6, (A), the automorphism group G,, of this structure is not
extremely amenable, when n > 2, as it acts on the finite space Q/F,, without fixed
points. We will calculate below the universal minimal flow of G,,.

Theorem 8.4. For each n > 1, let G, be the automorphism group of the structure
(Q, <, E,), where < is the usual ordering on Q and E, is an equivalence relation with
exactly n classes each dense in Q. Let Ay, ..., A, be an enumeration of Q/E, and let
H, =Aut((Q, <, Ay,..., Ay)), where we view each A; as a unary relation on Q. Then
H, is a finite index clopen normal subgroup of G, and (the natural action of G, on)
G, /H, is the universal minimal flow of G,,.

Proof. Put F,, = (Q, <, Ay,..., Ay), so that H, = Aut(F,). We will show that H, is
extremely amenable, from which it is straightforward to see that G,,/ H,, is the universal
minimal flow of G,,.
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To prove that H, is extremely amenable, let first OP,, denote the class of all finite
structures of the form A = (A, <4, PA,..., PA), with <4 a linear ordering of A and
{PA}" | a partition of A into disjoint sets. Then it is easy to verify that OP, is a
Fraissé order class and F, is its Fraissé limit. So, by 6.1, it is enough to verify that
OP,, has the Ramsey property.

Fix A C B in OP,. We need to find C € OP, such that B < C and C — (B)3.
Choose a partition N = N; U --- U N, into n pairwise disjoint infinite subsets. Let
Cyn = (N, <, Ny, -+, N,), where < is the usual ordering of N. As in 4.5, (i)=(ii), it
suffices to show that Cy — (B)#. For each 1 < i < n, let U; be a fixed nonprincipal
ultrafilter on IN;. We use this to define another sequence V= V,:1=0,1,--- k—1)
of ultrafilters, as follows: let V, = U;, where i € {1,---,n} is determined by a; € PA
with ag,aq, -, ar_1 the <? —increasing enumeration of the universe of A. A V—tree
is a nonempty subset of T C NI=H the set of increasing sequences from N of length
< k, closed under the restrictions ¢ — ¢|l, such that, if |¢| = length of ¢,

Ar={meN:t"meT} eV, forallt € T of length < k.

Note that a maximal node (i.e., a node of length k) of any V—tree naturally determines
a copy of A inside Cy. Note also that the family of all V—trees forms a base for an

ultrafilter of subsets of <CN). So, given a coloring c : <CN) — {1,2}, one can find

A A
a V—tree T such that ¢ is constant on the set 7% = T'N N* of maximal nodes of 7.
Assume B = ({0,1,--- ,m — 1},<,PB ... | PB) where < is the natural ordering of
{0,1,--+ ,m—1}. Recursively on 0 < j < m we construct a strictly increasing sequence

l; (0 < 7 <m) of non-negative integers such that for all 0 < j < m:
(a)Vie{l,---,n}(j € PP &1 € Ny,
(b)Vt € T(range(t) C {l,:p < j}and j € PP and ay € P* = 1; € Ay).
Then {l; : 0 < j < m} forms a substructure B’ of Cy isomorphic to B (via j — [;)

/

B\ . . . .
such that every A’ € ( A) is determined by a maximal node of T'. So ¢ is constant

/
on (i), as required. -

One can similarly see that the universal minimal flow of the automorphism group of
the rationals with the usual ordering and an equivalene relation with infinitely many
classes each of which is dense (see Theorem 6.4) is its action on the space of linear
orderings on the set of equivalence classes.

9. A UNIQUENESS RESULT ABOUT THE ORDERING PROPERTY

We now return to the context of Theorem 7.5, in order to exploit another basic fact
of topological dynamics, namely the uniqueness of the universal minimal flow (see 1.T).
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Recall from Section 5 that if Ly C L are signatures and A is a structure for L, then
Ay = Al|Ly is its reduct to Ly. In this case we also call A an ezpansion of Ay to L.
Similarly, if IC is a class of structures in L and Iy = K| Ly, then we call K an expansion
of ’CO to L.

Let Ky be a Fraissé class of structures in a signature Ly. Theorem 7.5 shows that
if Ko admits a reasonable Fraissé order expansion K in L = Lo U {<}, then X is the
univeral minimal flow of Gy =Aut(Flim(Ky)), provided K satisfies the Ramsey and
ordering properties. Now, by the uniqueness of the universal minimal flow, if K is
another class with the same properties, then Xy and Xy are isomorphic (as Go-flows),
which might suggest that K, K’ are the “same” in some sense. In other words, one
concludes that among reasonable Fraissé order classes that expand Kg, there is “at
most one” that satisfies both the Ramsey and ordering properties. As we will see
below, there may be quite distinct expansions that satisfy just the Ramsey property,
so this illustrates an interesting feature of the ordering property.

We will first formulate a quite general uniqueness result and then consider special
cases in which it can be strengthened. We will need to introduce some concepts first.

Given a signature L, a simple formulain L is a quantifier-free formula in the infinitary
language L,,,. Explicitly, this means that a simple formula is obtained from the atomic
formulas of L by using only negations, countable conjunctions and disjunctions. In
case we allow only negation and finite conjunctions and disjunctions, we call this a
first-order simple formula. Consider now a Fraissé class Ky in a signature Ly and let
L=LyU{<}. If K, K are reasonable Fraissé order classes in L which are expansions
of K, (i.e., Ky = K|Ly = K'|Ly), then we call IC, K" simply bi-definable if there are
simple formulas ¢(z,y), ¢'(z,y) in L, each with two variables, such that for any given
Ay € Koy, ¢ and ¢’ define (uniformly) a bijection between the expansions of Ay in the
signature L that are in I with those that are in X'. More precisely, this means the
following: Consider any Ay € Ko. If A = (Ag, <) is an expansion of Ay which is in I,
let <’ be the relation on Ag defined by ¢ over A, i.e.,

a<'"be Al pla,b.
Put
0(A) = (A, <').

Similarly for any A’ € K’ define ®'(A”) using ¢’. Then the above condition means that,
for each Ag, @ is a bijection between the expansions of Ay in I with the expansions of
Ag in K') with inverse @’.

The following is easy to verify:

Proposition 9.1. Let Ky be a Fraissé class in a signature Ly, let L = Ly U {<} and
let IC, K" be reasonable Fraissé order classes in L that are expansions of Ko. Then, if
IC, K" are simply bi-definable:

(i) K satisfies the Ramsey property iff K' satisfies the Ramsey property.

(ii) IKC satisfies the ordering property iff K' satisfies the ordering property. -
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We can now state the main uniqueness result.

Theorem 9.2. Let Ky be a Fraissé class in a signature Lo, let L = Lo U {<}, and
let IC, K" be reasonable Fraissé order classes in L that are expansions of Kq. If KC, K’
satisfy the Ramsey and ordering properties, then KC,K' are simply bi-definable.

Proof. Let Fg = Flim(Ky), and F = Flim(K) = (Fo, <o), F' = Flim(K') = (F, <}).
Then, by 7.5, both Xx and Xy are universal minimal flows of Gy = Aut(Fy), so there
are isomorphic (as Gp-flows), i.e., there is a homeomorphism 7 : X — Xy such that
m(g- <) = g - m(=x), for <€ Xi.

Claim. Gy < is a dense G set in X (and similarly for G- <{ in Xi).

Proof. By definition, G- < is dense in X.

Assuming, without loss of generality, that Fy = N, we will show that Gy- <¢ is Gs
in Xx. Note that <€ Gy <q iff (Fy, <) = F iff (F, <) has age K and satisfies the
extension property 2.3. It is now easy to verify that these properties can be expressed
in a G5 way. -

Thus G- < is the unique dense Gj orbit of X and similarly G- <{ is the unique
dense Gy orbit of Xy. It follows that m(Gy- <o) = Go- <(. Put m(<o) ==<{. Then
F* = (Fy, <}) is also (isomorphic to) the Fraissé limit of X' and since Aut(F') is the
stabilizer of < in the action of Gy on Xx, and similarly for Aut(F”*) and <, it follows
that Aut(F') = Aut(F™).

Thus (at the cost of replacing F’ by its isomorphic copy F™*) we may as well assume
that

Aut(F) = Aut(F").
Consider now the action of S, (and its subgroups) on N n =1,2,...:

g-(ar,...,an) = (9(a1), ..., g(an)).
Claim. If R C N" is Aut(F')-invariant, then R is definable in F' by a simple formula
pr in L.
Proof. Write R = J,.; R;, where R; are the Aut(F')-orbits on N" contained in R.
(Here I is a countable index set.) For each i € I, fix (ay,...,a,) € R; and let
0i(x1, ..., xp)

be the simple formula in L which is the conjunction of all atomic or negations of atomic
formulas ¢ (xq,...,x,) in L such that

F = lay, ..., a,).
Then it is easy to see (using that F' is ultrahomogeneous) that
(bl,...,bn) eER, < F ): %[bb,bn]

(Note here that if L is a finite relational language, then actually ; is first-order
simple.)
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Take then pg to be the disjunction of ¢;,7 € I. -

Now the relation <{C N? is invariant under Aut(F') = Aut(F), so there is a simple
formula in L, ¢, such that

a<ybs FE ola,b.

Similarly, there is a simple formula ¢’ that defines < in F'. It is easy now to see that
v, ¢ witness that IC, ' are simply bi-definable. .

Remark. Note that the preceding proof shows that if L, is finite and relational, then
IC, K" are first-order simply bi-definable.

In certain special instances, we can actually assert in D2 that IC = K.

Proposition 9.3. In the context of 9.3, if K, K" are comparable under inclusion, i.e.,

KCK or K'CK, then K =K'. In particular, if K = Ko x LO, then K = K.

Proof. Say K C K, but '\ K # 0, so that there is (Ag, <) € K’ \ K. Now apply the
ordering property to Ag € K'|Lg to find By € K'|Ly = K|Ly and consider < on Ay
and <’ on By, so that (B, <) € K. Then (Ag, <) < (By, <'), so, as K is hereditary,
(Ag, <) € K, a contradiction. .

We see from 9.3 that in all the classes considered in B.1: i.e., Ky = (finite) graphs,
K, -free graphs, complete graphs, hypergraphs of type Ly that omit A, and metric
spaces with rational distances, K = ICy % LO is the unique (reasonable order Fraissé)
expansion that satisfies both the Ramsey and ordering properties.

Note that D23 is also a trivial corollary of 9.2, since simple bi-definability implies, in
particular, that the cardinality of the expansions of any Ay € K|Ly = K'|Lg which are
in K is the same as that of the expansions which are in X'

By these simple cardinality considerations, we can also see that D.2 is not true if one
of IC, K’ fails to satisfy the ordering property. Consider, for example, the case when &C
is the class of all Ay = (Ao, P, Q), where {P,Q} is a partition of Ay, K is the class of
all A = (A, <), where < is an ordering of Ay with P < @, and K’ = Ky * LO. Then
IC satisfies the Ramsey and ordering properties, K satisfies the Ramsey but not the
ordering property, and K, ' are not simply bi-definable.

In case one of I, K’ might not be equal to Ky * LO, we do not necessarily have
the strong uniqueness property of 9.3. But under certain conditions on K we can still
strengthen D.2. To motivate what we are looking for, let for each I, in the context of

9.2,
Kr = {<A0, -<*> : <A0, '<> € IC},

where

a=<*bsa=0D
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is the reverse ordering of <. Clearly * is simply bi-definable with IC, so K satisfies
the Ramsey (resp., ordering) property iff £* does. We will formulate now a condition
on K which implies that the only K’ simply bi-definable with K are K and K*.

Given A = (A, <) € K,B = (By,<') € K and a,b € Ag,c,d € By with a <
b,c < d, we say that (a,b), (c,d) have the same type if there is an isomorphism of the
substructure of A generated by a, b with the substructure of B generated by ¢, d which
sends a to ¢ and b to d. Equivalently, this means that (a,b), (¢, d) satisfy (in A, B
resp.) exactly the same atomic formulas in L. We denote by tpa(a,b) the type of (a,b),
i.e., the set of all atomic formulas satisfied by (a,b) in A. Thus (a,b), (c,d) have the
same type iff tpa(a,b) = tps(c,d).

We now say that K satisfies the triangle condition if for any two distinct types o # T,
there is A = (A, <) € K and a < b < ¢ in Aj such that

tpa(a,b) =tpa(b,c) =0, tpala,c) =7
or
tpa(a,b) =tpa(b,c) = 7,tpala,c) =0

(i.e., two “sides” of the triangle a,b,c have one of types o,7 and the third one the
other).

Corollary 9.4. In the context of 9.2, if IC satisfies the triangle condition, then K' = K
or K' = K*.

Proof. In the notation of the proof of .2, it is enough to show that <{==, or <{=<§.
If this fails, then we can find a,b,c,d with a <o b,c <o d,a <{ b,d <{, c¢. Denote by
o the type of (a,b) (in the substructure of F' generated by a,b) and by 7 the type of
(¢,d). Then o # 7, since <, is Aut(F)-invariant. By the triangle condition, there is
A € K, which without loss of generality we can assume to be a substructure of F', and
a,b,cin A such that a <o b <o ¢ and either tpa(a,b) = tpa(b,¢) = o, tpa(a,c) = 7,
in which case we have that a <, b <{ ¢ but ¢ </, @, a contradiction, or tpa(a,b) =
tpa(b,¢) = 7, tpa(@,¢) = o in which case we have that ¢ <) b <{, @ but a <{, ¢, also a
contradiction. -

As an application, let us show, for example, that the class K of all convexly ordered
finite equivalence relations is the only (reasonable order Fraissé) expansion of the class
EQ (of finite equivalence relations) that satisfies both the Ramsey and ordering prop-
erties. Indeed, if K’ is any other such class then either K" C K, and then we are done
by 9.3, or else K’ contains a structure A" = (Af, E', <), where <’ is such that there
are a,b,c € A} with (a,c) € E',(a,b) € E',(b,c) ¢ E' and a <" b <" ¢. Then we can
use A’ to witness the triangle condition for X', so K = K’ or K = (K')*, by 9.4. Then
K'=K or K' = (K)* = K and we are done. (Note that I itself does not satisfy the
triangle condition).

Another interesting example is the following. Let Ky = the class of finite posets
and let I = the class of all finite (A, T, <) where (A4, ) is a poset and < is a linear
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ordering extending . Then (see “Addendum” at the end of this paper) K satisfies the
Ramsey and ordering properties. Now it is easy to see that K also satisfies the triangle
condition, so the only expansions that have both of these properties are K and K*.

Finally, let us point out that in other cases, again in the context of 9.2, there may
be many K’ bi-definable with K. For example, in case Ky = all finite-dimensional
vector spaces over a finite field F', we can see, by Section 6, (C), that there are
different ' corresponding to different orderings of F. In such cases one seeks to
classify all expansions of a given Ky that satisfy the Ramsey and ordering properties.
Of particular interest are, of course, the cases of finite-dimensional vector spaces and
Boolean algebras.

For the case of Boolean algebras, we can show that there are exactly 12 reasonable
order Fraissé expansions of the class Ky = BA of finite Boolean algebras. These are
defined as follows:

Let mq, ms, ..., mg be the six permutations of the symbols 0, 1, a. For each such 7;, we
define an expansion K; of Ky as follows: Say, for example, m; = a, 1,0. Then (A, <) €
IC; iff Ag is a finite Boolean algebra, < a linear ordering of Ag, and there is a natural
ordering <’ on Ay such that <, <’ agree on Ay \ {04, 14°} but ay < 140 < 040, for all
ap € Ap\ {04,140}, (Note of course that 040 <’ qy <’ 140 for all ay € Ay\ {040, 140}.)
Clearly KC; is simply bi-definable with OB.A so each IC; is a reasonable order Fraissé
expansion of Ky satisfying the Ramsey and ordering properties. (Note that if, e.g.,
m = 0,1, a, we have K; = OBA.) Thus the 12 classes K;, KF,i =1,...,6, are distinct
and satisfy both the Ramsey and ordering properties. Then a canonization argument
based on the Dual Ramsey Theorem will give us the following result which is then used
to show that every reasonable Fraissé expansion of Ky that satisfies the Ramsey and
ordering properties must be in this list:

Given a finite Boolean algebra A, there is a finite Boolean algebra B, with A < B,
such that if < is any linear ordering on B, extending the partial ordering of B, then

there is A’ € such that < |A’ is natural.

B
A

This order canonization theorem should be compared with those of Nesettil-Promel-
Rodl-Voigt [5T] (see also Promel [70]) that deal with canonizing orderings of Boolean
lattices rather than Boolean algebras.

Finally, we can also classify all reasonable order Fraissé expansions of the class
Ko = Vr of all finite-dimensional vector spaces over a fixed finite field F'. It turns out
that if card(F') = ¢, then there are exactly 4(¢ — 2)! many such classes described as
follows:

Let F be a finite field of cardinality ¢, F* = F'\ {0} its multiplicative group of non-0
elements. For each ordering < on F', where 0 < ™, let <’ be the ordering of F' such
that <’ |F* = < |F* but F* <’ 0. (Here 0 is the “zero” of the field F).

For each such <, let Ki(<) be the class of all (Vi, <), where V| is a finite-
dimensional vector space over F, and < is an anti-lexicographical ordering on Vj
induced from an ordered basis of 1}, by using < for ordering F. If we denote by
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0 the “zero” of Vj, clearly 0 < V4 \ {0}. Let also K2(<) be the class of all (Vy, <’) such
that for some < with (V, <) € Ki(<), < |Vo \ {0} = <" |Vp \ {0} but V4 \ {0} <" 0.
Then K;(<), Ko(=<) are simply bi-definable, so they have the Ramsey and ordering
properties. For each <’ as before, define £1(<’) to be the class of all (V o, <) such that
< is an anti-lexicographical ordering of V, induced from an ordered basis of V; by using
<’ for ordering F'. Note now that V4 \ {0} < 0. Define, similarly to the above, L£o(<").
Then

L1(<)" = Ka((<)"), Lo(<)" = Ka (<)),

and so L£1(<'), L2(<’) also have the Ramsey and ordering properties. Now using an
order canonization theorem based on the Ramsey theorem for vector spaces due to
Graham-Leeb-Rothschild [B2] we can show that every reasonable Fraissé order expan-
sion of ICy satisfying the Ramsey and ordering properties is one of

K1(<), IC2(<), £1(</), £2(</).

However these 4(q — 1)! classes are not distinct.

Consider the action of F* on F' by multiplication and the induced action of F™* on
the set of linear orderings on F with 0 < F*. This action is free, so there are exactly
((‘(’1__11))! = (¢—2)! orbits. Let ~ be the equivalence relation induced by this action. Then
one can see that

IC1(<1) = IC1(<2)

iff <;~<s, and so we get exactly (¢ — 2)! distinct classes of the form KC;(<). Similarly
we get exactly (¢ — 2)! classes of each of the forms Ky(<), £1(<’), L2(<’). One can
finally show that the four collections

{Ki(<) ) AK(<) AL ] {La(<)}

are pairwise disjoint, so we get exactly 4(¢ — 2)! many distinct classes.

In connection with these classification problems, it is worth pointing out that, in
the context of 9.2 again, when the signature Ly is relational and finite, there are only
finitely many reasonable Fraissé order classes that expand a given class in Ly and satisfy
both the Ramsey and ordering properties. In fact, more generally, using the concept
of type introduced before 9.4, it is easy to see that this is even true when there are
only finitely many types. Indeed, in the notation of the proof of 9.2, note that <{ is
completely determined (up to an action by an element of Aut(Fy)) by the set

T(<p) = {tpr(a,b) : a < b},
where
F = (Fy, <o)

(i.e., the set of all types of pairs on which <{ agrees with <;). But there are only

finitely many possibilities for T'(<{), so there are only finitely many possibilities for
F' = (F,, <{) and thus for K' = Age(F").



54 A. S. KECHRIS, V. G. PESTOV, AND S. TODORCEVIC

We finally show that among all possible Ramsey expansions K of a Fraissé class
Ko, the ones that also have the ordering property, satisfy an important minimality

property.

Theorem 9.5. Let Ky be a Fraissé class in a signature Ly, let L = Lo U {<} and let
IC, K" be reasonable Fraissé order classes in L that are expansions of Kq. If IC satisfies
the Ramsey property and K' satisfies both the Ramsey and ordering properties, then
K' C K up to simple bi-definability, i.e., there is a reasonable Fraissé order class K"
in L which is an expansion of Ko such that K" C IC and K" is simply bi-definable with
K.

Proof. Using the notation of the proof of D2, we have, by 7.5, that the Gy-space Xk is
isomorphic to a minimal subflow X of Xi. Let 7 : Xx» — X be an isomorphism and
let 7(<{) ==<(€ X. Then

Aut({Fo, <p)) = Aut((Fo, <0)),

so that there is a simple formula ¢” that defines < in (F, <{) and a simple formula
¢ that defines <{, in (Fg, <{). From this it easily follows that (F, <{) is ultrahomo-
geneous. Let K" = Age((F, <j)). Then K" C K is a reasonable Fraissé order class in
L, which is an expansion of Ky. As in the proof of 9.2, it is simply bi-definable with
K. =

Thus the expansions of a given K, that have both the Ramsey and ordering prop-
erties are the smallest, up to simple bi-definability, expansions that have the Ramsey
property. The preceding argument also suggests an approach to showing that, if there
is an expansion K with the Ramsey property, then there is one with both Ramsey
and ordering properties: Simply pick <’€ Xy such that Gy- <’ is minimal and let
K' = Age((Fo,<’)). Then try to show that K’ has both the Ramsey and ordering
properties. We will see in the next section that this approach indeed works.

10. RAMSEY DEGREES

Consider the class of finite graphs GR. Although this class does not satisfy the
Ramsey property, there is still an important Ramsey-type result that holds for finite
graphs: For each finite graph Ay € GR, there is a finite number ¢ such that for all
Ay < By € GR, there is Cy > By in GR with the following property: For any coloring

c: <io) — {1,...,k} (of any number of colors), there is By € <go) such that
0 0

B -
c takes at most ¢t colors on ( AO)’ Moreover, one can explicitly compute the least
0

number ¢ with that property.

Such results for graphs and other classes of finite structures have existed implicitly
or explicitly, in the literature for some time now (see, e.g., Nesettil-Rodl [56], [68],
Abramson-Harrington [L], and Fouché [24], [21], [22], [23]). We will present here a
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version of this theory in the general context of our paper and notice some interesting
connections with the results in Section 9 leading, in particular, to the proof of the
result mentioned at the end of Sections 7 and 9.
Throughout this section, Ko will be a Fraissé class in a signature Lo, and K a
hereditary order class in L = Lo U {<} with Ky = K|L, i.e., K is an expansion of K.
For A(] c IC(), let

X& = {<:< is alinear ordering on Ay and (A, <) € K}.

Thus X ,é‘o # () by assumption and, since K is closed under isomorphism, Aut(A,) acts
on X2 in the obvious way. If <€ X2°, we call its orbit under this action the (Ao —/k-)
pattern of <. Thus the pattern of < is the set of all <’ such that (Ao, <') = (Ao, <).
Put also

tic(Ag) = the cardinality of the set of Ay — IC — patterns
— card(X2°/Aut(Ay))
. Card(X,?O)
" card(Aut(Aop))’

since clearly Aut(Ag) acts freely on X ,‘é‘), and thus every orbit has the same cardinality
as Aut(Ay).
Finally, for Ag < By < C| in Ky, let

Co — (Bo)i¥
mean that for every coloring c : A )~ {1,...,k} there is Bj € B such that ¢
0 0

!
on (io) takes at most ¢ values. Thus
0

Co — (Bo)f & Co — (Bo)i.
Also for Ag < By € Ky, and (By, <p,) € K, let

tic(Ao, Bo,<B,) = the number of Ay — K — patterns of
<€ X such that (Ay, <) < (Bo, <g,)-
Clearly tx(Ao, Bo, <p,) < txr(Ap), for any hereditary class ' C K with K'|Ly =
’CQ, <Bo, <Bo> - K.
Proposition 10.1. If K has the Ramsey property, then for Ay < By in Ky, and
(Bo,<B,) € K,k > 2, there is Cy > Bg in Ky with

Co — (Bo)

ktxc(Ao,Bo,<B,)’

and thus also

A
Co — (BO>k,§,<,(AO)v

for any hereditary class K' C K which is an expansion of Kg.
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Proof. Put t = tx(Ao, Bo,<p,). Choose representatives <i,...,<; for the Ay —
K—patterns realized by < with (A, <) < (Bo,<p,). We will define inductively
(D;,<p,) € K,0<1i<t as follows:

Let (Dy, <p,) = (Bo, <p,). Then for i > 1, let (D;, <p,) € K be such that

(Dy,<p.) = (Dict <p, ).

Take now Cy = D,. We claim that this works:
Let ¢ : (CO) — {1,...,k} be a coloring. Then let

Ao
o <<&;’<<’i§>) (L. k)
be defined by
cr: ((Ap, <)) = c(Ap),
where (Aj, <) = (A}, <p, |4y = (A¢,<;). There is a copy (D) i,
<p, ,) of (D;1,<p,_,) in (Dy,<p) and a color 1 < k; < k such that the c;-color

of any copy of (Ag, <;) in (D}_;,<p:_ ) is equal to k;. Iterate now this process start-

/
ing with (D;_,,<p:_ ) and the coloring ¢;_; : <<1<jzl’<<Dt>1>) — {1,...,k}, given
B 05 St—1

by ¢;_1({Aj, <)) = c(Ag), where
(Ap, <) = (A, <p;_, |40) = (Ao, <i-1),

to find a copy (D} 5, <p:_,) of (D;_3, <p,_,) in (D;_;, <p;_ ), and thus in the struc-
ture (D, <p,), and a color 1 < k;,_; < k such that the ¢;_j-color of any copy of
(Ao, <;1) in (D;_,, <p,_,) is equal to k;_1, etc. After t steps, we get a copy of
(Dy, <p,) = (Bo,<B,) in (D', <p;) and a color 1 < ky < k that works for copies of

/

(A, <1). Call this copy (Bj, <g;). Then clearly ¢ on <B0) takes at most the values

Ao
!/
{1,..., k¢}, because if Ay € (ﬁg) and the pattern of <, |4 =<g |4 is <;, then
/ / <D;7 <D;>
i< 14y € ().
so ¢;((Ay, <)) = c(Ap) = k. =

Actually the preceding proof also establishes the following.

Proposition 10.1/ If K has the Ramsey property, then for Ay < By in Ko, k > 2,
there is Cy > By and a linear ordering < on Cy with the property that (Cy, <) € K
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and for any coloring c : (io) — {1,...,k}, there is By € (go) so that the color
0 0

/

c(Ay), for Aj € (io) , depends only on the pattern of < |Aj}.
0

If now K has also the ordering property, the number ¢x(Ay) is best possible.

Proposition 10.2. If IC has the Ramsey and ordering properties, then for any Ay €
Ko, there is By > Aqg in Ky such that for all Cy > Bg in Ky there is a coloring

c: (io) — {1,...,tc(Ag)}, such that for any Bg € (go) , ¢ takes all the values
0 0

B/
1,...,t1c(A0) on (Ag)

Proof. Let, by the ordering property, By € Ky be such that for any ordering < on Ay,
and any ordering <" on By with (Ag, <), (B, <) € K we have (Ag, <) < (By, <').

0, <’"|Ap realizes all possible

Another way of saying this is that as Aj varies over A
0

patterns.
Let now C € Ky, Cy > By, and <¢,, a linear ordering on Cj, be such that

<C0, <Co> e K.

Define ¢ : <iz) — {1,...,tc(Ao} by enumerating the set of patterns as pi, ..., pyc(ay)

and letting, for Aj € (io) ,c(Ag) = 1, where the pattern of (Ajf, <¢g, |Aj) is p;. Then,
0
by the above, if B, € B. ) clearly ¢ takes all values 1,... tx(Ap) on A ) -
0 0

Corollary 10.3. IfK has the Ramsey and ordering properties, then for Ay € Ko, txc(Ao)
1s the least number t such that for any Ag < By in Ko, k > 2, there is Cy > By in Ky
with Co — (Bo). =

In particular, this shows that tx(Ag) and card(X&) are independent of K, as long
as KC has the Ramsey and ordering properties. So one has a uniqueness property of
expansions of Ky that have both the Ramsey and ordering properties. Theorem D2
provides a much stronger uniqueness property, which immediately implies this.

Also if IC has the Ramsey property and K’ has both the Ramsey and ordering prop-
erties, then t(Ag) < tx(Ay) and card(X2°) < card(X2°). Of course Theorem D75
provides a stronger minimality property of such K. In particular, if it happens, as in
many examples that we have seen before, that I = Ky * LO has both the Ramsey
and ordering properties, then clearly K is also the unique expansion of Ky that has the
Ramsey property.
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For each class Ky and Ag € Ky, let t(Ag, Ko) be the least t, if it exists, such that for
any Ay < By in Ky, k > 2, there is Cy > By in Ky with

CO — (B(Dﬁ?

Otherwise, let t(Ag, KCy) = oo. Following Fouché [21], call t(Ag, ko) the Ramsey degree
of Ay (in Ky). We have seen that if Ky admits an expansion K with the Ramsey and
ordering properties, then (Ao, Ko) = tx(Aop).

For example, if o = GR, then t(Ag, Ky) = %. For instance, if Ay = K,,,
the complete graph on n vertices, or Ay = the complement of K,,, then t(Ag, o) = 1,
i.e., Ay satisfies Ramsey’s Theorem, and moreover the K, and their complements
are the only graphs that have this property (see Nesettil-Rodl [5G, [68]). For other
calculations of this sort, see [20],[21],[22],[23].

Notice also that txc(Ag) = 1 for all Ay € Ky iff K is order forgetful (see 5.5).

Actually the preceding results admit appropriate converses. First, for Proposition
10.1 we have:

Proposition 10.4. Suppose K is reasonable and has the ordering property and for any
AO < BO m ]C(],]{Z > 2, there s C(] > BO m ICO with
A

Co— (Bo)k,g/c(Ao)'
Then IC has the Ramsey property. In particular, any reasonable K with the ordering
property, that is contained in an expansion of Ko with the Ramsey property, also has
the Ramsey property.
Proof. Suppose (Ag, <), (Bg, <') € K are given with

<A0a -<> S <BOa -</>
We need to find (Cy, <") > (B, <’) in K such that

A )
(Co, <") = ((Bo, <)))s™ .

First, by the ordering property, we can find B; € K such that for any ordering <
on By and any ordering <; on By with (By, <o), (B1, <1) € K, we have (B, <o) <
(B1, <1). Since K is reasonable, this implies that for any ordering <y on Ay and any
ordering <; on B; we also have (Ag, <o) < (B, <1).

By hypothesis, there is Cy > B; in Ky such that

A
Cyo— (Bl)t,CO(Ao)+l,t/<(A())'

Fix an ordering <" on C with (Cy, <") € K. We claim that (Cy, <") works. Clearly,
<BO> '<,> < <CO> '<”>'
Consider now a coloring

() - om
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Use this to define a coloring
C
¢ () = 0 U o),

where pi,..., Py (a,) enumerate the Ay — K—patterns, as follows: Let Aj € (CO).

A
Then

d(Ap) = the pattern of <" |Aj,if this pattern is different from that of
<, or if ¢((Ag, <" |4})) =1,
= 0, otherwise

/
Let now B € (go) be such that ¢ takes at most tx(Ag) values on (ﬁl) Since
1 0

/
any pattern is realized among the <” |Aj, where Aj € <§1>, it follows that c is
0

<B17 = ‘Bl>>> . Since

constant on
< <A0> —<>

<BOa '</> < <B€la '<” |Bi>>

we are done.
The last assertion follows by also using 10.1. .

To formulate a converse to Corollary 10.3, let us first define a local version of the
ordering property.

We say that KC satisfies the ordering property at Ag € Ky, if there is By > Ay in
IC such that for every orderings <, <" on Ay, By, resp., with (A, <), (B, <) € K,
we have (Ay, <) < (By, <'). Thus K has the ordering property iff K has the ordering
property at each Ay € K.

We now have the following converse to Corollary 10:3.

Proposition 10.5. Assume KC has the Ramsey property. Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(i) IKC has the ordering property at Ay € K.

(it) t( Ao, Ko) = tx(Ao).

Proof. (i) = (ii): As in the proof of Proposition 10.3.

(ii) = (i): Assume (i) fails, so that for every By > A in Ky there are <, <’
with <A0,‘<> c IC, <B0,'</> € K but <A0,-<> ﬁ <B0,-</>. Let t = t]c(A(]) Then
tic(Ag, By, <") <t —1, so we are done by 10.1. -

Corollary 10.6. If KC has the Ramsey property, then the following are equivalent:
(i) IKC has the ordering property.
(ii) For every Ay € K,t(Ao, Ko) = tic(Ao). =
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We apply these facts to prove the result mentioned in the last paragraph of Section
9.

Theorem 10.7. Let Ky be a Fraissé class in a signature Lo, and assume that IC is
a reasonable Fraissé order class in L = Ly U {<} which is an expansion of Ky and
satisfies the Ramsey property. Then there is a reasonable Fraissé order class K' C K,
which is an expansion of Ky, and satisfies both the Ramsey and ordering properties.

Proof. We will use the notation of the proof of 9.34. Let X’ C Xy be a minimal
Go-subflow of the Go-flow Xy, and let <€ X', so that X' = Go- <'. Let K' =
Age((Fy, <)) € K. We will show that this works. Clearly K'|Ly = Ko, i.e., K’ is an
expansion of Iy, and K’ is hereditary and satisfies JEP. It is also easy to see that K’ is
reasonable. Note that X' = Xy, = {<:< is a linear ordering on Fj and for every finite
B, C Fy,(By, < |By) € K'}. It follows then from the proof of 74, (i) = (ii), that K’
satisfies the ordering property. Thus to verify that X' has the Ramsey property it is
enough, by 10:4, to check that for any Ay < By in Ko, k > 2, there is Cy > By in K,
with Cy — (BO);:?’C/ (A,)- This follows from 10.L. Finally, from Section 3 (second to
last paragraph) it follows that £’ has the amalgamation property, and this completes
the proof. -

We can also use similar ideas to prove the converse of 7.5 (ii).

Theorem 10.8. Let L O {<} be a signature, Ly = L\ {<},K a reasonable Fraissé
order class in L, and let Ko = K|Ly and F = Flim(K), Fy = Flim(Ky) = F|Ly. Let
Go = Aut(Fy),G = Aut(F') and let Xx be the set of linear orderings on F(= Fp)
which are K-admissible. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) KC has the Ramsey and ordering properties.

(11) Xi is the universal minimal flow of Gy.
Proof. (i) = (ii) is 7.5 (ii).

(ii) = (i): Since X is a minimal flow, K has the ordering property by 7.4. So it is
enough to verify the hypothesis of 10.4. By the usual ultrafilter argument, as in the

proof of 4.5, it is enough to show for given Ag < By in K,k > 2, and ¢ : (ZO) —
0

) obtains at most t(Ap)
F

many values. To see this, consider the Go-flow {1,... k} (AO), where Gy acts on
this space in the usual way: g -v(Ay) = v(97'(A})). Let X = Gy -c. Then there
is a homomorphism 7 : Xx — X. Put n(<o) = ¢y, where F = (F(, <(). Since G
stabilizes <, G also stabilizes ¢o. {From this it easily follows that the color ¢y(Ay) for

/

{1,...,k}, that there is By € Fo such that ¢ on By
BO AO

any A € (iz) depends only on the pattern of < |Aj, thus ¢y takes at most tx(Ao)
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F, By _ |(By
A(] = A(] .

By
B .
Let By = g~*(Bj). Then ¢ on AO obtains at most tx(Ag) many values and we are
0

done. -

values. Fix now By € ( ) Then there is g € Gy such that ¢g- ¢

There are some natural questions that are suggested by the preceding facts. First,
recall the question that we raised in Section 7 of understanding when K has an ex-
pansion K with the Ramsey property. A necessary condition for the existence of such
a K is that t(Ag, Ko) < oo, for all Ay € Ky. Is that actually a necessary and sufficient
condition? We should point out that we do not know an example of a Ky for which
there is an Ay € Ky with (Ao, Ky) = 0o, although one should surely exist.

Second, in the context of 10:8, le us say that a Go-flow is universal if it can be
mapped homomorphically to any other Gy-flow. Thus the universal minimal flow of
Gy is a minimal and universal Go-flow. We have seen in 7.4 that Xy is a minimal
Go-flow iff IC has the ordering property. Can we strengthen 10.8 by showing that X
is a universal Gy-flow iff IC has the Ramsey property?

Finally, recall that if ICy has an expansion K with the Ramsey and ordering proper-
ties, then the automorphism group Gy = Aut(Fy), where Fy = Flim(Ky), has univer-
sal minimal flow Xy, which is the inverse limit of the family { X}, where A, varies
over finite substructures of Fy ordered under inclusion. Thus if X is finite, say of
cardinality n, then clearly card(X{°) < n, so, in particular, card(Aut(Ag)) < n.
It is easy to find examples where card(Xx) = 1, i.e.,, Gy is extremely amenable.
Take, for instance, Ky to be a Fraissé order class with the Ramsey and ordering
properties in a language Ly 2 {<} and let K consist of all structures of the form
A = (Ay, <), with <'=<4°. However, we do not know examples of Ky, K as above
with 2 < card(Xx) < co. Also note that if IC is closed under products, then Xy cannot
be finite, as sup 4, ¢, card(Aut(Ag)) = oo.

11. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND PROBLEMS

(A) One of the two main ingredients in our proofs of extreme amenability of au-
tomorphism groups are the results of the corresponding structural Ramsey theory. It
is therefore natural to pose the following problem a solution of which could enhance
the already existing tradition of using the methods of topological dynamics to prove
results of Ramsey theory.

Problem 11.1. Find alternate proofs (that use the methods of topological dynamics
itself as well as the intrinsic geometry of the acting groups) that the automorphism
groups of any of the following structures are extremely amenable:

(i) The rationals with the usual ordering.

(ii) The random ordered graph.

(iii) The random K,-tree ordered graph, (n = 3,4,...).
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(iv) The random .A-free ordered hypergraph of type Lg, for any class A of irreducible
finite hypergraphs of type L.

(v) The ordered rational Urysohn space.

(vi) The Ro-dimensional vector space over a finite field with the canonical ordering.

(vii) The countable atomless Boolean algebra with the canonical ordering.

(B) In connection with the extreme amenability of U(¢;) and the group of isometries
of /5 (see the end of Section 6), we would like to ask whether a new proof of these
results can be found based on Ramsey theory, as was done in Section 6, (E) for the
isometry group of the Urysohn space.

(C) Topological groups G isomorphic to closed subgroups of the infinite symmetric
group Se., or, equivalently, those G whose open subgroups form a nbhd basis at the
identity (groups with small open subgroups) have played a leading role in this article.
One can meaningfully extend to homogeneous spaces of such groups the concept of
Ramsey degree as follows.

For each bounded nonempty set A in a Euclidean space and € > 0, let N(¢, A) be the
covering number, that is, the smallest number of sets of diameter < € that can cover
A. Similarly, for a bounded function f from some set X into a Euclidean space, we
define N (e, f) = N (e, range(f)).

Let G be a topological group and let H be a subgroup. We define the small oscillation
degree n(G, H) of G, H to be the smallest number ¢ such that:

(*) for every finite subset F' of G , € > 0, and bounded left uniformly continuous f
from G/H to some Euclidean space, we can find some h in G with N(e, f'|hF) < t,
where f’ is the lift of f to G.

If no such ¢ exists, we put n(G, H) = co. Put n(G) = n(G, {1}). Note that

n(G. H) < n(G,H') < n(G),

if H' is a subgroup of H.

If H is open in G, then n(G, H)) < t if and only if for every coloring ¢ of G/H with
any finite number of colors and every finite F' included in G, there is an h in G such
that ¢ on hF" takes at most ¢ colors. One can prove that for a group G with small open
subgroups, n(G) = sup{n(G, H) : H is an open subgroup of G}. Consequently, such a
group G is extremely amenable iff n(G) = 1. (In the case of a discrete semigroup G this
was established by Mitchell [49], while in a general case of a group acting on a metric
space the latter equivalence is due to Gromov and Milman [3§], [47], where a suitable
extension of the condition n(G) = 1 was studied under the name of concentration
property.)

Let now K be a Fraissé class, F' its Fraissé limit and G = Aut(F'). For each finite
substructure A of F, let H(A) be the (setwise) stabilizer of the domain of A in the
action of GG on the finite substructures of F'. Then one can see that

n(G,H(A)) =t(A,K) = the Ramsey degree of A (in the class K).
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(D) We have seen that the extreme amenability of the automorphism group of an
ultrahomogeneous ordered countable structure is equivalent to a corresponding finite
Ramsey-theoretic result. This leads us to the following natural problem.

Problem 11.2. In each of the cases (i)—(vii) of Problem 11.1, find the topological dy-
namics analog of a corresponding infinite Ramsey-theoretic result.

But let us first explain what we mean by ’the corresponding infinite Ramsey-theoretic
result’. First of all recall that in the arrow notation the infinite Ramsey theorem can
be stated as,

N — (N)f
for finite numbers £ and [. This is what one calls finite-dimensional Ramsey theorem
for N. There is also an infinite-dimensional Ramsey theorem for N which states

where * signifies some restriction on the colorings such as for example the restriction on
Borel colorings in the well known Galvin-Prikry theorem [25]. Recall that in (i)-(vii)
we really deal with groups of the form Aut(F'), where F' is a Fraissé limit of a countable
Fraissé class K. The corresponding finite-dimensional Ramsey theoretic results deal
with arrow-relations of the form

F— (F);?; and F — (F)#

for A € K. In other words, for A € I, one is interested in the existence and compu-
tation of the big Ramsey degree T(A,K), the minimal integer ¢ such that F — (F)/}
for every positive integer [. Of course one is interested also in analogs of the infinite-
dimensional Ramsey theorem such as, for example, the arrow-relations of the form
F —, (F)[, but at this stage in our knowledge even the theory of arrow-relations of
the form F — (F)ﬁ is far from being fully developed. The theory, however, does have
substantial results of this form. We mention one quite old but not so widely known
result due to D. Devlin [IT] (see also Todorcevic [77]) that deals with the class LO of
all finite linear orderings. More precisely, Devlin’s theorem says that for every positive
integer k there is a positive integer ¢ such that

for all positive integers [, and that the minimal integer t satisfying this arrow-relation
for all [ is equal to the (2k + 1)st tangent number Toy,1 given by the formula tanz =
Yoo o Tn2"/nl. Thus if Ay denotes a linearly ordered set of size k then the sequence
ty = T(Ag, LO) is a well studied sequence of numbers which starts as t; = 1,y =
2,t3 = 16,t, = 272,... (see Knuth-Buckholtz [41]). We note that the existence of
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T(Ag, LO) was known to R. Laver (see Erdos-Hajnal [17]) before Devlin’s work and
that the existence follows also rather directly from results of K. Milliken [45] on which
Devlin’s work was based. For results about other Fraissé structures such as for example
the random graph the reader is referred to Pouzet-Sauer [69] and Sauer [75].

One can ask similar questions for other kinds of extremely amenable topological
groups not directly covered by the list 11.T (i)—(vii). A particularly important example
is the unitary group U(¢y) of the Hilbert space equipped with the strong operator
topology. The result by Gromov and Milman [38] that the unitary group U(¢s) is
extremely amenable implies the following property: If f is a uniformly continuous
function on the unit sphere S* of /5 with values in some R", then for every € > 0
and every compact subset K of S there is u € U({;) such that the oscillation of f
on u(K) is < e. (See Milman and Schechtman [4§], Milman [47] or Gromov [37].)
The exact infinite-dimensional analog of the above property of spheres is impossible as
demonstrated by Odell and Schlumprecht [62] in their solution of the famous distortion
problem for /5: there exists a bounded uniformly continuous f on S such that f has
oscillation 1 in every unit sphere of an infinite-dimensional subspace of /5.

(E) It seems that the above phenomena can be described within the following frame-
work. Recall that the left uniformity, U (G), of a topological group G has as basic
entourages of the diagonal the sets

Vi ={(z,y) eGxG: 27y eV},

where V' is a neighborhood of identity in GG. In particular, every topological group
admits the completion with regard to the left uniformity, also known as the Weil com-
pletion. (See, e.g., Chapter 10 in [73].) For example, in the case where G is a metrizable
group, the left completion of G is just the metric completion of (G, d), where d is any
left-invariant compatible metric. We will denote the left completion by GL. While in
many cases — for instance, when G is locally compact, or abelian, or has small invari-
ant neighborhoods — the left completion GL is again a topological group, in general
it is not the case (Dieudonné [13]), and the left completion of a topological group is
only a topological semigroup (with jointly continuous multiplication), see Proposition
10:3(a) in (73,

For example, the left completion of the unitary group U(¢;) with the strong opera-
tor topology can be identified with the semigroup of all linear isometries from /5 to its
subspaces, with the composition of maps as the semigroup operation and the strong

—

operator topology. The semigroup Aut({Q, <>)L is formed by all order-preserving in-
jections from Q to itself, equipped with the composition operation and the topology of
pointwise convergence on QQ viewed as discrete.

If H is a subgroup of G, then the left uniform structure on G/H is, by definition,
the finest uniform structure making the factor-map 7: G — G/ H uniformly continuous
with regard to UL (G).
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Here are two examples. Fix a point & in the unit sphere S of the Hilbert space £,
(‘north pole’), and denote by H = Stg, the isotropy subgroup of ¢:

Ste = {u € U(lz): u(§) = &}
This is a closed subgroup, isomorphic to U(¢y) itself. There is a natural identification
U(gg)/stg > USQ — u(f) € S,

as topological G-spaces. The left uniform structure on S® viewed as a factor-space of
the unitary group is the norm uniformity. In other words, basic entourages of diagonal
in UL (S*) are of the form

Ve={(& Q) lE =<l < e}

Similarly, fix any finite set F© C Q, and denote by Stp the isotropy subgroup of
F, that is, the set of all bijections 7 € Aut((Q, <)) that leave F' (and therefore each
element of F) fixed. This is an open subgroup of Aut({(Q, <)). The factor-space
Aut(Q, <)/Stp can be identified with the set [Q]™ of all n-subsets of Q, where n = |F,
under the correspondence

Aut({(Q, <))/Stg > 7Stp — 7(F) € [Q]".
The left uniformity on the factor-space Aut({(Q, <))/Str = [Q]™ is discrete.

If f is a real-valued function on a set X, the oscillation of f is
Osc(f) = sup |f(z) — f(y)l.
z,yeX

The following definition is modeled on a classical concept from geometric functional
analysis, first introduced by Milman [46] in the language of non-emptiness of the spec-
trum &(f) of a function f.

Let f: G — R be a left uniformly continuous function on a topological group G.
Say that f is oscillation stable if for every € > 0 and every right ideal Z of GF there is
a right ideal J C 7 with the property

Osc(f | J) <e.

Here we have denoted by the same letter f the (unique) extension of f by continuity
over the left completion G~.

If H is a subgroup of a topological group G, we say that a left uniformly continuous
function f: G/H — R is oscillation stable if the composition f = f o7 with the
factor-map m: G — G/H is oscillation stable.

Say that the pair G, H, where H is a topological subgroup of a topological group G,
is oscillation stable if every bounded left uniformly continuous function f: G/H — R
is oscillation stable. One can show that a pair G, H is oscillation stable if and only if
for every bounded left uniformly continuous function f: G/H — R and every € > 0
there is a right ideal Z of G* such that Osc (f | Z) < e.

If G =U({y) and H = Stg, then a function f on the unit sphere S™ =2 U({y) /St is
oscillation stable in the sense of our definition if and only if it is oscillation stable in the
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classical sense, see e.g. Definition 13.1in [§]. The result by Odell and Schlumprecht [62]
that the infinite-dimensional Hilbert space has the distortion property is equivalent, in
our language, to saying that the pair U({s), St¢ is not oscillation stable for some (any)
£ €S>,

Also, it follows from Devlin’s theorem that the pair Aut((Q, <)), Str is oscillation
stable if and only if |F| = 1.

One question that remains unanswered, is: does there exist a non-trivial oscillation
stable topological group, that is, a topological group G # {e} for which the pair G, {e}
is oscillation stable?!

Oscillation stability for topological groups is a strictly stronger concept than ex-
treme amenability, as, for instance, both topological groups U({s) and Aut({Q, <)) are
extremely amenable but not oscillation stable.

(F) For topological groups with small open neighborhoods one is able to capture the
quantitative, as well as qualitative, content of results from Ramsey theory similar to
Devlin’s theorem considered above in (C).

Let G be a topological group, H be a subgroup. Define the big oscillation degree
N(G, H) of G to be the smallest ¢ such that:

(**) for any bounded left uniformly continuous function f from G/H to some Eu-
clidean space and any € > 0, there is a right ideal Z in the left completion GL of G
such that (denoting also by f the extension of the lift of f to G* ) N(e, f|T) < t.

If no such t exists, we say again that N(G) is infinite. We have n(G, H) < N(G, H) <
N(G) (= NG, {1}).

If H is a subgroup of G, then the condition N(G,H) = 1 is equivalent to the
oscillation stability of G, H, and it turns out that a group G with small open subgroups
is oscillation stable iff N(G, H) = 1, for all open subgroups H of G.

Let G be a non-trivial group with small open subgroups. Any such G is the auto-
morphism group of a Fraissé structure F'. It turns out now that if the signature of F’
is relational and finite (or even more generally if there are only finitely many, up to
isomorphism, 2-generated structures in K), then G is not oscillation stable. On the
other hand, we have that in general for any IC,F,and G as above and A in IC,

N(G, H(A)) = T(A,K).

Thus, if I is the class of finite linear orderings and if A, is a finite linear ordering of
size n, then applying Devlin’s theorem we get that N(G, H(A,)) is equal to the nth
odd tangent number t,.

Addendum. We have recently received the preprint Nesetfil [53], which discusses
many concepts and results of structural Ramsey theory relevant to our paper. In
particular, some new examples of classes with the Ramsey property are presented
concerning posets, directed graphs, etc. One very interesting case is the class of all

'Recently Hjorth informed the authors that he can prove that no non-trivial Polish group is oscil-
lation stable.
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structures (A, C, <), where (A, ) is a finite poset and < is a linear extension of
(see Nesettil-Rodl [59], Fouché [2U]). The Fraissé limit of this class is of the form
F = (Fy,Co, <o), where (Fy, o) is the random poset (i.e., the Fraissé limit of the
class of finite posets) and < is an appropriate linear extension of Cy. In particular, it
follows from our results here that Aut(F) is extremely amenable and that the universal
minimal flow of the automorphism group of the random poset Fy = (Fp, o) is the
space of all linear extensions of .

The proof of the result announced in Nesetfil [b2] is contained in the recent preprint
Nesetfil [64]. Finally, Nguyen Van The [61] has shown that the class of finite convexly
ordered ultrametric spaces (where an ordered metric space is convexly ordered if each
metric ball is an interval) has the Ramsey and ordering properties and uses this to
compute the universal minimal flow of the isometry group of the Baire space.

APPENDIX 1. A NEW PROOF OF VEECH’S THEOREM

Veech’s theorem (Theorem 2.2.1 in [83]) is an important result of abstract topological
dynamics, asserting that every locally compact group acts freely on a suitable compact
space. Alternative proofs of this result can be found in [2] (in the second countable
case) and in [71]. The latter author notes that his proof is ‘really the same,” but it
emphasizes different features of the original idea. The same applies to our proposed
proof, which is, we hope, more accessible.

Lemma A1.1. Let G be a locally compact group, and let g € G, g # e. There
exists a right invariant continuous pseudometric d on G, bounded by 1 and such that
0 < d(e,g) <1 and the closure of the open ball of unit radius is compact.

Proof. Let v be a left-invariant Haar measure on G. For a f € L?*(G,v) and h € H,
define " f € L*(G,v) via "f(x) := f(h~'z).

Case 1: g?> # e. Choose a symmetric compact neighborhood of the identity, V, in
G, with the property g, g*> ¢ V2, and a function f € L*(G,v) supported on V and such
that the L%-norm || f|| = 1. Let ¢ = f + 97" f. Clearly, ||| = v/2. For each z,y € G,
define

pley) =I""¢— "ol =lo— ¢l

This p is a right-invariant continuous pseudometric on G, bounded by 2v/2. If translates
of ¢ by z71 and by y~! are orthogonal, then p(z,y) = 2. It follows that, if h € G
and p(e,h) < 2, then (V U g V)N (A~'V UK 1gV) # 0. This is equivalent to
h e V2UgV2UV2gUgV?g, and so the open ball Oy(e) of radius 2 has compact closure.
Also, p(e,g) = ||f — 9" f|| = V2, because the supports of f and 9" f are disjoint. The
required pseudometric d is now defined by

(e, y) = 3 min{p(z, ). 2}
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Case 2: g> = e. Let V be a compact symmetric neighborhood of identity with
g ¢ V2. Let f be of L®>norm one and supported on V, and let ¢ = f + 2 - 9f.
Define the right-invariant continuous pseudometric p via p(z,y) := ||* ¢ — ¥ ¢| =
|l — ym71¢||. Similarly to Case 1, the closure of the open ball of radius v/10 is compact.
Finally, set

1

Vil min{p(z, y), V10}.

d(z,y) =

_|

Veech’s Theorem. FEvery locally compact group G acts freely on the greatest ambit

S(G).

Proof. Let G be a locally compact group. Let g € G and g # e. We will show that ¢
has no fixed points in the greatest ambit of G.

(A) Choose a a pseudometric d on G as in Lemma A1.1.
(B) Choose an € > 0 satisfying

(11.1) 9e < d(e,g) <1—4e.

By Zorn’s lemma, there exists a maximal subset A C G with the property that when-
ever a,b € A and a # b, one has O.(a) N O.(b) # (). Such an A is a 2e-net in G.

(C) Define a graph, I, whose vertex set is A and such that two vertices, a,b € A,
are adjacent if and only if @ # b and ab~! € K2.

Let s¢ denote the cardinality of an arbitrary finite family, 7, of open balls of radius
¢ covering the compact set K2. Any family § of pairwise disjoint open balls of radius &
with centers in K? has cardinality not exceeding s, because every mapping assigning
to every B € 0 a ball B’ in the family v containing the center of B is an injection. If
a,bi,...,b, € Aand a is adjacent to each b;, then b;a=! € K? for all i and the e-balls
centered at b;a™', i =1,2,... ,n, are pairwise disjoint (the metric d is right-invariant).
It follows that n < sc and I' has a finite degree < .

(D) As a consequence, the vertices of I' can be colored with at most s + 1 colors
in such a way that no two adjacent vertices have the same color. Let A = | [I*, A;,
A; # 0, be such a coloring, where m < » + 1.

(E) For each i = 1,2,... ,m define a function f;: G — R via
fz(llf) = d(l’, Az),
the distance from = € G to A;. This f; is a 1-Lipschitz function, bounded by 1.

(F) Let a,b € A be such that d(a,b) < 1. For some ¢ = 1,2,... ,m, one has a € A;
and, since a and b are adjacent, also b ¢ A;. Moreover, a is the only element of A; at
a distance < 1 from b and thus the nearest neighbor to b in A;. Indeed, assuming that
there is a ¢ € A; with ¢ # a and d(c,b) < 1, one has ba™! € K, ¢b™! € K, and thus

ca™t = cb~'ba! € K?, meaning that ¢ and a are adjacent, in contradiction with the
choice of the coloring.
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Since each function f;, j =1,2,...,m is 1-Lipschitz,
(11.2) mngmf( |fj(a) — f;(b)| = d(a,b) whenever a,b € A and d(a,b) < 1.
]:

(G) Define the mapping f: G — (>°(m), where (*°(m) = R™ with the max norm
I-llcs as f = (f1, f2, .-, fmn). Then (1173) is equivalent to

(11.3) Va,b e A, (d(a,b) <1)=|f(a) — f(b)|lec = d(a,b).

(H) Let € G be arbitrary. There are a,b € A such that d(z,a) < 2¢ and d(gz,b) <
2e. Since d(gx, x) = d(g, e), it follows by the triangle inequality that 5e < d(a,b) < 1,
and Eq. (1123) implies that

1£ (@) = F(B)lloo = d(a,b) > 5e.
By the triangle inequality
1 () = flgz)llee = IIf(a) = F(D)]loo — 4e
> &

(I) The mapping f: G — R™, being right uniformly continuous and bounded, admits
a unique continuous extension, f, over the greatest ambit S(G) of G. By continuity,

Vo e S(G), [[f(x) = f(g-2)l[lec = &> 0.

In particular, the action by g on the greatest ambit is fixed point-free. -

APPENDIX 2. NON-METRIZABILITY OF THE UNIVERSAL MINIMAL FLOW FOR
NON-COMPACT LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS

A subset A of a group G is called (discretely) left syndetic if finitely many left
translates of A cover G. Here is a simple and well-known fact from abstract topological
dynamics.

Lemma A2.1. Let G be a topological group, and let M be a minimal compact G-flow.
Let W C M be a non-empty open subset, and let & € M. Then the set

W::{gEG:g-SEW}
18 discretely left syndetic in G.

Proof. The translates h- W, h € G form an open cover of M, because otherwise there
would be a point ( € M whose G-orbit misses W, in contradiction with the assumed

minimality of M. Choose finitely many elements, hq, ho, ... , h, € G with the property
that h; - W, i = 1,2,... ,n, cover M. It remains to notice that for every h € G,
h-W = hW, and so the left translates h;W, i =1,2,... ,n, cover G. -

Theorem A2.2. The universal minimal flow M(G) of a non-compact locally compact
group G is non-metrizable.
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Proof. Let GG be a locally compact group. Let U be a neighborhood of identity whose
closure is compact. Use Zorn’s lemma to choose a maximal subset X C G with the
property that {Uz: x € X} is a disjoint family.

According to Pym [i71] (the Local Structure Theorem on p. 172), the closure X of X
in the greatest ambit S(G) is homeomorphic to 3X, the Stone-Cech compactification
of the discrete space X. Also, if V is an open subset of G with V C U, then the
subspace V- X is open in S(G) and homeomorphic with V' x X (and consequently with
V x BX) under the map (v,&) — v-& v eV, £ € X. Finally, given any ¢ € S(G), U
and X can be chosen so that ¢ € X.

Denote by M an isomorphic copy of the universal minimal flow M (G) sitting inside
the greatest ambit S(G). Assume from now on that U and X as above are chosen in
such a way that X N M # ). Let also V and V; be open neighborhoods of identity in
G with the property V. C V C V; C Vi C U. Since V - X is open in S(G), it follows
that (V - X) N M is (non-empty and) open in M.

Assume now that M is metrizable, in order to deduce that G is compact.

The closed subspace (V - X) N M of M is also metrizable and compact. The second
coordinate projection, proj,, from Vi - X = V; x 38X to X = 38X is continuous, and
therefore the image K = proj,((V - X) N M) is a compact metrizable subspace of the
extremally disconnected space 3X.

Since an extremally disconnected space does not contain any nontrivial convergent
sequences (see e.g. [10], Exercise 6.2.G.(a) on p. 456), it follows that K is finite.
Consequently, for each x € K the subset (V - k) N M is open in (V - X) N M, and we
conclude that for some v’ € X the set W = (V - ') N M is non-empty and open in
(V- X)N M and therefore in M itself.

Let £ € W = (V- k') N M be arbitrary. By Lemma A2.1, the set

W={geG: g-£cW)}
is discretely left syndetic in GG. For some v € V', one has £ = v - k. The set
Wh={gecG:gv-x €V K}

is bigger than W and therefore also discretely left syndetic. Since the action of G on
the greatest ambit S(G) is free by Veech’s theorem, the condition gv - k" € V - k' is
equivalent to gv € V and, in its turn, implies g € V2. It follows that W* C V2.

The compact set (V)? contains V2 and is therefore discretely left syndetic as well.
Consequently, G is compact. -
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