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Polish group actions and admissible sets

B. Majcher-Iwanow

Abstract. We define some coding of Borel sets in admissible sets. Using
this we generalize certain results from model theory involving admissible
sets to the case of continuous actions of closed permutation groups on
Polish spaces. In particular we obtain counterparts of Nadel’s theorems
about relationships between Scott sentences and admissible sets.
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0 Introduction

The aim of the paper is to study actions of closed permutation groups on Polish spaces
in admissible sets. Let A be an admissible set. Under some natural assumptions we
can define in A a class of functions that can be considered as 'recipes’ for Borel subsets
of second countable spaces. In Section 1 we describe such a coding and establish its
basic properties.

Section 2 provides another tool of our study. Let G be a closed subgroup of S,
the group of all permutations of the set of natural numbers. For every ordinal oo < wy
we define a-sets, Borel invariants that generalize on the one hand the concept of a
cannonical partition introduced by Becker in [2], on the other - the concept of the
a-characteristic of a sequence in a structure given by Scott (see [1], p. 298). In some
other form these sets are defined and partially studied by Hjorth in [6]. Since they
seem to be interesting on its own rights we examine their properties in detail. We use
them for the analysis of Borel complexity of G-orbits (see Section 2.2).
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The main results of the paper are proved in Section 3. We prove that all Borel
sets naturally involved in Scott analysis can be coded in appropriate admissible sets.
Then we generalize Nadel’s results concerning coding of Scott analysis of countable
structures in admissible sets [12]. We also give a generalization of another model
theoretical result - we characterize in admissible sets orbits that are pieces of the
canonical partition with respect to some “finer’ topology (nice topology [2]).

A detailed description of our results is contained in Section 1.

Notation. A Polish space (group) is a separable, completely metrizable topological
space (group). If a Polish group G continuously acts on a Polish space X, then we
say that X is a Polish G-space. We usually assume that G is considered under a
left-invariant metric. We say that a subset of X is invariant if it is G-invariant.

We consider the group S, of all permutations of the set w of natural numbers and
all its subgroups under the usual left invariant metric d defined by

d(f,g) = 2~ mintkIZ9E)  whenever f # g.

We shall use the letters a, b, ¢, d for finite sets of natural numbers. For a finie set d
of natural numbers let id; be the identity map d — d and V; be the group of all
permutations stabilizing d pointwise, i.e., Vy = {f € S : f(k) = k for every k € d}.
Writing id,, or V,, we treat n as the set of all natural numbers less than n.

Let S_.. denote the set of all bijections between finite substes of w. We shall
use small greek letters 0,0, 7 to denote elements of S.,. For any ¢ € S, let
dom|[o], rng[o] denote the domain and the range of o respectively.

For every 0 € S.o let V, = {f € S : f 2 0}. Then for any f € V, we have
Vo = [Viomio] = Vinglo)f- Thus the family N = {V, : 0 € S} consists of all left
(right) cosets of all subgroups Vj; as above. This is a basis of the topology of S..

Given o € Sco and s C dom/[o], then for any f € V, we have VJ = V), where
V. denotes the conjugate fV,f!.

In our paper we concentrate on Polish G-spaces, where G is a closed subgroup of
S.. For such a group we shall use the relativized version of the above, i.e., V¢ =
{feG:f20}, 8¢ ={fli: f € G and d is a finite set of natural numbers }
(observe that for any subgroup G and any finite set d of natural numbers we have
idg € SC). The family N¢ = {V.¢ : 0 € S¢_} is a basis of the standard topology
of G.

All basic facts concerning Polish G-spaces can be found in [4], [6] and [8].

Since we frequently use Vaught transforms, recall the corresponding definitions.
The Vaught x-transform of a set B C X with respect to an open H C G is the set
B*H ={x e X :{g € H: gr € B} is comeagre in H}, the Vaught A-transform of
B is the set BA = {z € X : {g € H : gv € B} is not meagre in H}. It is known
that for any x € X and g € G, gv € B*¥ < x € B*9 and gz € BAY & x € BAHY,
On the other hand, if B € X2(X), then B2 € ¥2(X) and if B € TI%(X), then
B*H e ¥ (X).

It is worth noting that for any open B C X and any open K < G we have
BAK = KB. Indeed, by continuity of the action for any z € KB and g € K with



gx € B there are open neighbourhoods K; C K and B; C KB of g and x respectively
so that K1B; C B; thus € B2X. Other basic properties of Vaught transforms can
be found in [4] and [8].

It is also assumed in the paper that the reader is already acquainted with the most
basic notions of admissible sets. Any necessary background can be easily provided by
[1] and [5].

We only remind the reader that an admissible set A is a transitive model of KPU, in
the sense of [1]. Such models are considered as two-sorted structures of some language
L with symbols ), €, where one of the sorts corresponds to urelements and usually
forms a relational first-order structure with respect to the symbols of L distinct from
() and €. Here we assume that A satisfies KPU with respect to all formulas of L (A
is admissible with respect to L [12]).

1 Main results, Borel mulitcodes and Codability

In this section we introduce the main notions of the paper and formulate our main
results.

To discuss Borel sets in an admissible set A, we shall assume that A contains
some countable set (possibly as a set of urelements). We will say that w is realizable
in an admissible set A if the set contains a copy of the structure (w, <) as an element
(observe that w is realizable in any admissible set satisfying Infinity Axiom). If w
is realizable in an admissible set A, then by A-separation A contains also a copy of
the set [w]<“ of all finite sets of natural numbers, a copy of S, and, since C is a
Ag-predicate, copies of the posets ([w]<¥, C) and (S<oo, C). Since it does not cause
any misunderstanding, we shall write w and S-,, even if we work not with the sets
themselves but with their copies.

We start with the definition of Borel multicodes, i.e. the functions that can serve
as receipes for Borel sets. Borel multicodes are not uniquely assigned to Borel sets,
although every Borel multicode (with respect to a countable ordinal) uniquely defines
some Borel set.

Definition 1 Let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable in it. We define in
A two binary predicates By, and By by simultaneous induction on the ordinal o > 0.
We put

Byx.(1,u) iff wis a function N dom[u] = w A rnglu] C {0,1};

Brn(a, u) iff w=(0,u)A Bx(a,u);

a > 1A Bs(a,u) iff uisa function A (a is a limit ordinal = dom[u] = ) A
A (a is the successor ordinal = domlu] = w) A
A (Vi € rglu])(36 < 0)(Bu(f, ') v Bs(6,))

If a is a non-zero ordinal then every u such that Bs(a,u) is called an a-multicode
while every u such that Br(a,u) is called a co-a-multicode.

We use some standard tricks of the general theory of definability in admissible
sets (see [1]) to show that the relations above are ¥-definable. Consider the ternary



predicate
B(e,a,u) iff (¢=0A Bs(a,u)) V (¢ =1A Bp(a,u)).

We see that the predicate B(c, «, u) is defined in A by a B-positive >-formula. Thus
by the second recursion theorem (Section 5.2 of [1]) B is a Y-relation definable in A.
Since By(a,u) is equivalent to B(0, o, u) and Br(«, u) is equivalent to B(1, a, u), the
predicates By, and By are also X-predicates definable in A.

Now let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable in it. Let X be an
arbitrary second countable space and {A; : i € w} be its basis. To every u such that
for some countable ordinal o € A we have A = By(«,u)V Br(a, u), we assign a Borel
subset B, of X in the following manner:

if Bs(1,u) then B, = J{A.:u(n)=1};
if Bp(a,u) then B, = X \ By, where u = (0,u);
if a>1AByg(a,u) then B, =J{Bw :u € rnglu]}.

The assignment sends Borel multicodes u satisfying By (a,u) to the class ¥2(X). It
is not one-to-one, in particular B, = B,,, whenever By(a,u), Bx(«a,v) and rnglu] =
rng|v].

Definition 2 Let A be an admissible set. Let X be a second countable space with a
basis {A; : i € w} and B C X be a Borel set. If there are u € A and a countable

ordinal o € Ord(A) such that A = Bx(o,u)( or A = Bu(a,u)) and B = B, then
we say that B is constructible in A by u.

Observe that the empty set, the whole space X and every basic open set A,
are constructible by 1-multicodes in any admissible set A realizing w. The functions
meg, mex, me; : w — {0, 1} below are the corresponding 1-multicodes

mey = (0,0,0,...); mex =(1,1,1,...); me =1(0,0,...,0,1,0,0,...).
—_———
(1-1)—times

We will use this notation below.

Lemma 4 contains the most obvious properties of constructibility. In particular it
states that this notion is preserved under some natural operations which we shall use
below. Appropriate descriptions are given in the following definition. By the second
recursion theorem the predicate )y defined below is a Y-predicate.

Definition 3 Let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable in A. We define in
A a ternary predicate QQ\, by the following formula.

Qv(u,w,v) < (Qo A Q1 A Q2)(u, w,v) where

Qo(u,w,v) = u,w,v are functions,
Q1(u,w,v) = (Ja)(« is a limit ordinal A dom[u] = a A dom[w] = a A dom[v] = «);
Q2(u,w,v) = (VB < a)(Vn € w)((ﬁ =0V (8 is a limit ordinal ) =

= (v(ﬁ—|—2n):u(ﬁ—l—n)/\v(5+2n—l—1):w(ﬁ+n))>.



It is easy to see that the predicate )y defines an operation on the class of all pairs
of functions with common domain a limit ordinal. We shall also use the following
notation. For any u,w,v such that Q. (u,w,v) we shall write \/(u,w) = v. If v’ =
(0,u), w' = (0,w) then we put A(v',w") = (0, V(u,w)).

It is worth noting that if «v is an ordinal and w, w are c-multicodes then \/(u, w) is
also an a-multicode. If u, w are co-a-multicodes then A (u, w) is also a co-a-multicode.

Lemma 4 Let A be an admissible set and o, 5 € Ord(A). Let X be a second count-
able space with a basis {A; : 1 € w} and B,C C X be Borel sets.

(1) If « < B and B is constructible in A by some u € A such that A = Bx(a,u)
or A = Br(a,u) then there are w,w' € A such that

A = By(B,w) and A |= Bp(B,w') and B = B,, = By.

(2) If B and C are constructible in A by some a-multicodes u and w respectively
then B U C' is constructible in A by \/(u,w);

(8) If B and C' are constructible in A by some co-a-multicodes u and w respectively
then BN C' is constructible in A by \(u,w).

Proof. Let u € A be an a-multicode or a co-a-multicode. Then the function w
defined by w(n) = u, for every n € w (w(¢) = u, for every ¢ < f3) is a S-multicode
for every successor (resp. limit) ordinal g > a.

For turning u into co-multicodes, note that the function v’ defined by v/(n) = (0, u)
for all n € w (W/'(¢) = (0,u) for every ¢ < [(3) satisfies Bx ([, z) and serves as a (-
multicode for By, for every successor (resp. limit) ordinal # > «. Then w’ can be
taken as (0, u’).

The rest of the lemma is easy. O

We now define some equivalence relation = on the set of multicodes (co-multicodes).

Definition 5 Let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable it. We define in A
a relation = by induction on the ordinal ov > 0:

u=v iff EIa[(Bg(a,u)/\Bz(a,v))/\(a:1:>u:v)/\

(a>1= (Vu' € rnglu])(3 € rng[v]) (v =" )A(VV" € rng[v])(Fu’ € rnglu]) (v’ = "))
v (Bn(a, w) A Br(a, v)) A 27 (u) = Q"d(v)> ]

Since the operations 2", taking the second coordinate, and rng, taking the range,
are X-definable (see Section 1.5 [1]), we see that = is defined by a =-positive -
formula. Thus by the second recursion theorem it is a Y-relation in A. It is clear
that v = v implies B, = B,. The converse implication can fail. On the other hand
in some situations we will be able to obtain some kind of this converse. We will use
it in Section 3 in the proof of our main results.

Now we are almost ready to discuss G-actions in admissible sets. We only have
to define some coding of information about an action in admissible sets.



Definition 6 Let G < S, be a closed subgroup and (X, T) be a Polish G-space with
a basis {A; : 1l € w}. Let A be an admissible set. We say that x € X is codable (with
respect to G) in A if w is realizable in A and the function

0 if o¢ Sy

Fi: S & A defined by Fl(a):{{l;vaﬂAl#@} if oS¢

1s an element of A.

This condition corresponds to the standard assumption of [12] that M € A where
M is an element of the S,-space of L-structures in the case of the logic action of
Seo- In Section 3.2 we give a general straightforward construction which assigns an
admissible set A, to any element = € X such that x is codable in A.

Remark. It is worth noting that in the definition we can demand only that F} is
Y-definable in A; then F} is an element of A by Y-replacement (Theorem 1.4.6 from
[1]). Using A-separation (see [1], Theorems 1.4.5) we see that if = is codable in A
then the set S¢ = {0 :0 € S_w, Fi(0) # 0} is an element of A.

In the situation when x is codable in A we will usually assume that the relation

Imp(c,l,k) & (ce W ALkcewA Ay CVEA)

is 2-definable in A. This assumption is not very restrictive. For example when X is
the space of all L-structures on w and G' = Sy, acts on X, by the logic action (see [4]),
take any structure M on w with an appropriate coding of finite sets (for example the
standard model of arithmetic). Then A = Hyp(M, Imp(c,l, k)), the admissible set
above the structure (M, Imp(c,l, k)) has Imp A¢-definable (when M = (w,+,-) we
do not even need to add I'mp, because it is X-definable in the structure). In Section
3.2 we give some additional examples.
The following theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 7 Let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable in it. Let G < So
be a closed group, X be a Polish G-space with a basis {A; : i > 0} and Imp be
Y-definable on A.

(1) Let x € X be X-codable in A. Then for every y € X, if x,y are in the same
invariant Borel subsets of X which are constructible in A then for every a < o(A)
they are in the same invariant X0 -subsets of X .

(2) If z,y are X-codable in A and they belong to the same invariant Borel sets
which are constructible in A then they are in the same G-orbit.

It is based on Theorem 27, which will be proved in Section 3. In fact the method
is presented in Section 2, where for every ordinal o < w; we define a-sets B,(z,0),
Borel invariants that generalize on the one hand the concept of a canonical partition
introduced by Becker, on the other - the concept of an a-characteristic of a structure
given by Scott. a-Sets appear in [6] in a slightly different form. Since they seem to be
interesting for its own rights we examine their properties in detail. Then we use them
for the analysis of Borel complexity of G-orbits. As a result we are able to improve



several places of Section 6.1 of [6]. We also find a simplification of some theorem from
[4] on Borel orbit equivalence relations in the case of actions of closed permutation
groups.

It is worth noting that our results are not so straightforward in the direction
determined by Nadel. Since we do not use standard tools from logic, we even cannot
formulate them in a sufficiently close form. Instead of formulas (and of structures ¢,
used by Hjorth in [6]) we develope coding of a-sets B, (z,0) in admissible sets (see
Theorem 27). As a result some fragments of Nadel’s strategy look very different in
our approach. In fact we completely avoid model theory in notation and proofs.

Theorem 7 suggests that under some additional assumptions the orbit Gz becomes
the intersection of all G-invariant Borel sets containing x and codable in A. In Section
3 we confirm this intuition in the situation as follows. Let ((X,7), G) be a Polish G-
space with a countable basis A consisting of clopen sets. Along with the topology 7
we shall consider another topology on X. The following definition comes from [3].

Definition 8 A topology t on X is nice for the G-space ({(X,T),G) if the following
conditions are satisfied.
(a) t is a Polish topology, t is finer than T and the G-action remains continuous with
respect to t.
(b) There exists a basis B for t such that:
(i) B is countable;
(ZZ) fOT all B, By € B, BN By e B,’
(iii) for all B € B, X \ B € B;
(iv) for all B € B and uw € N9, B* € B;
(v) for any B € B there exists an open subgroup H < G such that B is invariant
under the corresponding H-action.
A basis satisfying condition (b) is called a nice basis.

It is noticed in [3] that any nice basis also satisfies property (b)(iv) of the definition
above for A-transforms. It is also clear that any nice basis is invariant in the sense
that for every g € G and B € B we have gB € B (see [10]).

In Section 3 we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 9 Let G be a closed subgroup of Ss., X be a Polish G-space, t be a nice

topology for X and B be its nice basis. Let x € X and let C' be the piece of the

canonical partition with respect to B containing x (see [2]). Let A be an admissible

set such that x is codable in A with respect to B. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) C = Gz;

(ii) C' can not be partitioned into two invariant Borel sets constructible in A.

It is curious that this statement is related to some fact from model theory, which
was found by Morozov in [11]. Our proof is based on some arguments from [10]
together with the main tools of our paper.



2 Sets arising in Polish group actions

In this section we develope the generalized Scott analysis which was initiated in [6].
We suggest a slightly different approach, more suitable for the main tasks of the paper.
We replace the main tool of Hjorth’s work (hereditarily countable structures ¢, (z, V;,)
corresponding to Scott sentences) by some invariants B,(z,0), z € X, 0 € S,
which are Borel subsets of the space. They may be also used as counterparts of Scott
sentences.

Actually these sets already appear in [6], where they are defined in a different way
1. 'We formulate another, more canonical definition. It seems to be more convenient
for many purposes. It enables us to describe Borel complexity of the sets B,(z,0)
and compare it with Borel complexity of the orbit Gz. Finally they are more suitable
for proofs of our main results mentioned in the previous section.

On the one hand this section can be considered as an improvement, completion
and systematization of the material scattered in Section 6.1 of [6]. On the other
hand it contains a couple of new results (e.g. Propositions 18 and 19) and a natural
example, which illustrates the introduced objects.

The section is divided into two subsections. In the first one we define sets B, (x, o)
and describe the main properties of them. Lemma 14 is the key lemma which we use
for the main results of the paper. On the other hand we study a-sets B, (x, o) slightly
further in order to present this material in a complete form. Propositions 15, 17 and
19 somehow summarize our study. Proposition 20 (related to some results from [4])
is a straightforward application of our approach.

In the second subsection we define a counterpart of the Scott rank and compare
it with the Borel rank of the orbit.

2.1 Borel partitions

Let G be a closed subgroup of S,, and X be a Polish G-space with a countable basis
A ={A; : i € w}. We always assume throughout the paper that every basic open
set is invariant with respect to some basic clopen group H < G (it follows from the
continuity of the action that such a basis exists).

By Proposition 2.C.2 of [3] there exists a unique partition of X, X = (J{Y;:t € T'}
into invariant G sets Y; such that every orbit of Y; is dense in Y;. To construct this
partition we define for any t € 2" the set

Y= ((HGA; - t(G) = 1) 0 (X \ G4, - t(j) = 0})

and take T'= {t € 2V : Y, # (}.

In this section we generalize this notion and define for every ordinal 0 < a < wy
some canonical partition of X approximating the original orbit partition. In fact we
define such partitions not only for the whole group G, but simultaneously for every
basic clopen subgroup V., where d is a finite subset of w. We call the classes of the
partition a-sets and study their properties in detail.

when G = S it can be shown, that B, (x,id,) = {y : ¢u(®, V) = ¢y, Va)} for a > w



Definition 10 Let G < S, be a closed subgroup and (X, T) be a Polish G-space with
a basis {4, : 1 € w}. For every v € X and o € SC with rng|o] = ¢ and dom[c] = d
we define a Borel set B, (x,0) by simultaneous induction on the ordinal c.

Bi(z,0)  =({VEA :VExn A £ DN H{X\VEA V2N A =0};
Bun(t,0) = () (UBals,0") : o € 5%,,0" 2 0, domlo’] = b}
b2d
N N (U{Balz,0") : 0’ € S¢_, 0" D o,rnglo’] = a};
alc
By(xz,0) = ) Bal(z,0), for X limit .
a<A

Although the definition of a 1-set coincides with the definition of a piece of the
canonical partition, it is not quite evident that the whole definition can be considered
as a generalization of the definition of the canonical partition. This will be clearer
when we describe some properties of the sets B,(x,0). These properties will be
applied in the main results of the paper.

Lemma 11 Let z,y € X, 0 € S¢_, dom[o] = d and rnglo] = c¢. Then for any

feq, eSS  and ordinals o, 8 > 0 the following statements are true.
<o
(a) If B < a, then Bg(z,0) 2 By(z,0);
(b) Bo(fx,0) = Bo(x,0f), where o f denotes the map o f|f-1q,
in particular By (z,0) = Bo(fx,0), for every f € VE;
(¢c) fBo(x,0) = By(z, fo), in particular By (z,0) = By(x, fo), for every f € V&,
(d) VEz C B,(x,0) and By(x,0) is V.C-invariant;
(e) Bosi(z,0) = () VEBy(z,0') N N N (U{9Ba(z,0"): 0" €SS0’ Do,

o' Do alc geVel
rnglo’] = ay});

(f) If 6 D o then B,(z,9) C By(z,0);

(9) If y € By(z,0) then B,(y,id.) = Ba(z,0);

(h) If rng[d] = ¢ then either By (x,0) = Bu(y,0) or By(z,0) N By(y,d) = 0.

Proof. Statement of (a) follows directly from the definition.
In the proof of (b) - (h) we shall frequently use the following claim, which can be
derived by easy straightforward arguments.

Claim. Under the assumptions of the lemma we have:

1. {{fo':0"€S% _,0' Do,rnglo’| =a}l:aDc} =

<o0?

={{o' 10" €820 2 fo,rnglo’] = b} : b 2 fle]};
2. {{fo':0' € S%,,0' Do,domlo’] =a}:aDd} =
={{o':0' € S%_,0’ D fo,dom|c’] = b} : b D d};

3. If f € VC then {{fo': 0’ € S¢_,0' D o,dom[o’] =a}:aDd} =
={{o’:0' € S¢_,0' D o,domld’] =b}:bDd};

<00?



4. {{o'f:0' €8¢ 0 Do,rnglo’l=a}:aDc}=

<o0?

={{o’:0"€SC ,0' Daf,rnglc’] =b}:bDc}
5. {{c'f:0' €S5S¢, ,0 Do,domlo’] =a}:aDd} =
={{o":0' € 8%, 0 20f dom[o] = b} : b2 fd]};

6. If f € VE then {{0'f:0' €SS, ,0' Do,domlo’] =a}:a2Dd}=
={{0':0' € S%¢ _,0' Do,dom|d’| =b} : b D d};

<00
7. For each o’ € S¢__ such that o/ 2 o and dom[o’] = b we have {go’ : g € V.I} =
{6 € 8¢ :6 Do, dom[d] = b}.

Now we return to the proof of the lemma.

(b) We proceed by induction on a > 0. By the equality VUGfx = VCfx, the
stetement of (b) holds for &« = 1. Using the inductive assumption at the successor
step we get

Ba—l-l(fxv U) =
NU{Bala.0'f) : o € 52,0 2 0, domlo’) = b}
bDd
N ﬂ U{Ba(:c,a’f) o= wa,a’ D o, rnglo’] = a}.
alc

Then we apply points 4 and 5 of the claim to get the required equality Byi1(fz,0) =
Bos1(z,0f). This completes the successor step. The limit step is obvious.

(c) By an obvious inductive argument we see that fB,(x,0) = Ba(fz, fof™).
By (b) we obtain B,(fz, fof™') = Ba(z, fo). These equalities obviously imply the
statement.

(d) To prove the first part we use induction on «. The inclusion trivially holds
for a = 1. The limit step is immediate. Then we can easily settle the successor step,
since for every b O d and a 2O ¢ we have

Ve = U{Vﬁ 0’ D o,dom|o’] = b} = U{Vﬁ 0’ Do, rnglo’] = a}.
The second part of (d) follows directly from (c).
(e) By induction, using point (c) of the lemma and points 1, 3 of the claim.

(f) We proceed inductively. First we shall consider case a = 1. If A; is a basic
open set such that A, NV # 0, then V2 C VY C VYA, Since VEA; is open
and the action is continuous, there is a basic open set Ay, such that V%2 N A, # ()
and V;gg[cﬂAk C VEA,. This in particular implies that B;(z,d) C V.CA;.

On the other hand suppose that A; is a basic open set such that 4; N V.%z = 0.

Since V.S is V% invariant, we get VA, N V.Ex = (). We present V¢ A; as the union

10



U{Vrﬁgngl : g € V&) and note that for every g € V.¢, we have VxNgA; = (). Thus
we have ({X\V,S 54k : ViznA, =0} C X\V,7A; and then By(z,d) € X \V,5A;.
This yields By(x,0) C By(z,0).

For the successor step assume that the inclusion B, (x,d") C B,(z,c") holds when-
ever &' D o’. Forany b D d we put b = b U dom/[6]. Using the inductive assumption
we get

J{Ba(x,8) : 6" € SE.,6' 26, dom[§'] = b} C
C U{Ba(z,a’) o' € 8¢, Do, domlo’] = b} C
C U{Ba(x,a') 10’ €SS, Do, domlo’] = b}.

Similarly, if @ O ¢ and @ = a U rng[d] then we have
{Ba(z,8") : 6" € SE,8 26, rngld] = a} €

C | J{Ba(z,0") 1 0’ € S¢,. 0" 2 0, rnglo’] = a}.

Hence we conclude that Byy1(z,0) C Bayi(z, 0).
The limit step is immediate.

(g) We proceed by induction. For v = 1 the equality follows directly from the
definition. The limit step is immediate. For the successor step, assume that the
equality B,(z,0") = Ba(z,id,) holds whenever z € B,(z,0’) and rng[o’] = a. Now
take an arbitrary y € B,y1(x,0). By (e) we get

Boii(z,0) = {VEBa(z,0') 1 0" € SE, o/ 2o}

N ﬂ ﬂ (U{gBa(:L’,U/) 10’ € 8¢, o' Do, rnglo’] = a}).

adc geVG

We see that for every o/ € SC¢_ with ¢/ D o there is some f' € V¢ such that
f'y € Bo(z,0") and thus B, (z,0") = Ba(y, idrngef') (apply the inductive assumption
and (c)). Since f’ € V¢ and 0’ 2 o then idynglon) [ 2 ide and rnglid, g f'] = rnglo’].
Hence the following is true

(Vo' 2 0)(30' 2 id.)(Ba(x,0') = Ba(y,d') A rnglo’] = rng[d']).

On the other hand take an arbitrary ¢’ D id.. Put a = rng[§'] and take any g € V.¢
such that g D ¢’. Then by (f) there is some ¢’ O o such that rng[o’] = a and gy €
B, (z,0’). By the inductive assumption, the latter implies B, (x,0") = B,(gy,id,).
Then by (c) we get By (x,0") = Ba(y,id.g) = Ba(y, ).

We have proved that if y € B,.1(x,0) then the equality
{Bu(z,0"): 0" € S¢

<o0?

o' Do, rng[o’] = a} = {B.(y,08") : 8’ € S¢

<o0?

11
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is true for every a O c. This implies

ﬂ(U{Ba(x,a') 10’ € S8 0 Do,rnglo’] =a} =

alc

= NUBu.8) 0 € €., 2 idyrmglo’) = a}

alc

and
(WVEBa(x,0') 0’ € S, 0" D0} = {VEBaly, ') : 6’ € S, 0' D id,}
which by (e) gives the required equality.
(h) follows directly from (g). O

We are now ready to prove that the partition of X into a-sets can be defined by
the same scheme as the canonical partition (thus can be considered as a generalization
of the latter).

Proposition 12 Let A be a basis for X, x € X, 0 € S¢_, rnglo] = ¢ and o > 0 be
an ordinal.
(a) Let B, = {B,(y,9) : y € X,6 € S¢_}. Then we have

Boga(x,0) = (VB : B € Ba, VFz 0 B # 03N

N({X\VEB: BeB,, Viz n B=0}.
(b) Let B = {B,(y,0) :y € X,6 € S¢_,v < a}UA. Then we have

<o0?

Bo(z,0) = {VIB: B € Beo, VP2 N B#0}N
N(UX\VEB: Be B, Viz n B=0}.

Proof. (a) The inclusion O easily follows from the definition and the lemma
above. We have to work a little more with its converse. Let B € B, be such that
VS2 N B # (). Then , by the lemma above, there is some o/ € S¢_ such that ¢/ 2 o
and B,(r,0") C B. Hence we have V.9 B,(x,0’) C V.¢B, which yields B,y(z,0) C
VEB.

On the other hand let B € B, be such that VS N B = (). Then , by the lemma
above, there is some a D ¢ such that B,(z,0') N B = 0, for every ¢/ € S¢_ with
o' O o and rnglo’] = a. Therefore

ﬂ U{Ba(x, o'):0' € S¢ 0" Do,rnglo’] =a} NVEB =),

alc

which yields Byyi(7,0) € X \ VEB.
(b) follows from (a) and the properties of a-sets collected in Lemma 11. O

Proposition 12 (b) yields the folowing statement.

12



Proposition 13 Let x,y € X, a > 1 be an ordinal and ¢ C w be a finite set. Then
for every 0,6 € S¢ with common range ¢ the following are equivalent:
(1) Ba(x,0) = Ba(y,);
(ii) For every finite a O ¢ and every ¢ < a we have
{B¢(z,0") : 0’ D o,rnglo’| = a} = {Bc(y,d") : §' 2 d,rngld’'] = a};
(iii) For every natural n O ¢ and every ( < o we have
{B¢(z,0") : 0’ D o,rnglo’| =n} = {B(y,d") : 6’ 2 9,rng[d’] = n}.

Proof. By Proposition 12, (i) is equivalent to the equality
{B€B.oy: BNVEr# Wy ={B€B.o: BNVy#0}

(i) = (ii) Fix arbitrary ( < o and a O ¢. Then take any ¢’ O o with rng[o’] = a.
Since Be(x,0') N VEx # (), we see that Be(x,0’) N VEy # (). Hence by Lemma 11
(g), there is some &' D ¢ with rng[0’] = a such that B.(x,0’) = B¢(y,0’). Therefore
{Be(z,0") : o' € S¢,0" D o,rnglo’] = a} C {Bc(y,d') : & € S¢,rngld'] = a}. In
the same way we derive the converse inclusion.

(ii)=(i) Take any B € B, such that BNV, # (. There are ( < a and ¢’ C o
such that B¢(z,0’) C B. Since we can find 6’ D § (with rng[d'] = rng[d]) such that
Be(x,0") = Be(y, '), we see that BN V_y # (. This proves {B € B., : BNV z #
0} C{B e B.,: BNVfy #(0}. Similarly we obtain the converse inclusion.

(ii) = (iii) is obvious.

To prove (iii) = (ii) suppose that (ii) does not hold. Then there are some finite
set a O ¢ and ordinal ( < « such that
{Bi(z,0") : 0’ € SE

<o0?

o' 2 a,rnglo’] = a} #{B(y,0) : §' € S, 8 2 6,rng['] = a}.

<00
Take any natural n O a. By Lemma 11 (f), (h), we have

{Bi(z,0") : 0’ D o,rnglo’] =n} # {B(y,0") : &' D6, rngld’] = n},
hence (iii) does not hold. O

The lemma below shall play the key role in the proof of the main result of the
paper. It states that a-sets are in some sense minimal with respect to a.

Lemma 14 Letx € X, 0 € S¢_, ¢ = rng[o] and o > 0 be an ordinal. Then for any

<00’

VE invariant A € X% UTI?  we have VEx C A iff Ba(x,0) C A.
Proof. To prove (=) we proceed inductively.
Consider case a = 1. If U is a V.%-invariant open set containing V.%z, then there

is a basic open set A;, C U intersecting V.%z. Then V.¥ A, C U and so

UD(WVEA : ANVET # 0} 2 Bi(z,0).

13



If F is an V%-invariant closed set containing V.9, then
FD ﬂ{X\VCGAl cFNA=0}2 ﬂ{X\VCGAl Ve A =0} D Bi(z,0).

The rest of the proof is based on the following statements.
Claim Let a be an ordinal, ¢ € [w]<* and A C X be a V.%-invariant set.
(1) If A € ¥%(X) then A can be presented as a union A = [JD; such that

{D;: i <w}C U IYX) and for every i < w there is a; 2 ¢ such that D; is V.-
(<a
invariant. Moreover, if « is limit then each D;, i < w , can be taken V.%-invariant.
(2) If A € I9(X) is a VC-invariant set then A can be presented as an intersection
A =D such that {D; : i <w} C §L<J ¥2(X) and for every i < w there is a; 2 ¢
such that D; is Vf—invariant. Moreover, if « is limit then each D;, i < w , can be
taken V. -invariant.
Proof of Claim. (1) There is a countable family {A; : i € w} C 59 ITY(X) such
that A = |J A;. Since A is V% invariant we have

A=ANE = U(U{A;kw : W C V¥ is basic, open}) =

—JUAHAT - (5 € SE0) A (6 2 ide) A (doms] = a)}).

i aJc
It follows from the properties of Vaught transforms that if A; € TI and doml[d] = a

* G . . .
then A7 is a VC-invariant Ig-set. It completes the first part.
Now, it is clear that if A; € II{ then the set

AN = JUHAT 6 € $%0) A (6 2 id) A (domld] = a)})

alc

is a VO invariant X¢yi-set. Thus it is also a V. -invariant Il¢,o-set. Then A is a

countable union of V,%-invariant elements of the union (J II2,,(X), which proves the
(<a
additional statement for limit a.

(2) There is a countable family {4; : i € w} C §L<J Y2(X) such that A = ﬂA,
Since A is V% invariant, we have

A=AV = ﬂ(ﬂ{AiAW : W C V% is basic, open}) =

= N4 - (6 € 590 A (5 2 ide) A (dom[s] = a)}).

i aJc
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Applying standard properties of Vaught transform again, we see that if A; € Zg and

G
dom/[d] = a. Hence AZ-AV“ is a V.¢-invariant ¥-set. It completes the first part.
Now, if A; € X3 then the set

A = (A (5 € 590) A (6 2 ide) A (dom[s] = a)})

alc

is a VS invariant I1¢,;-set, thus it is also a V.%-invariant ¥¢,o-set. Then A is a count-

able intersection of V,%-invariant elements of the union |J Xg,,(X), which proves the
(<a
additional statement for limit a.

We continue the proof of Lemma.
To go through the successor step take an arbitrary « and assume that the state-
ment holds for every a € [w]<*, ¢’ € S¢_ with a = rng[o’] and every V.%-invariant

set D € X0 UTIY containing VSz. Let A € X2, ,(X) UIIY ,(X) be an arbitrary
VS invariant set containing V.%z. We shall consider two cases.

1°Aex?, .
By Claim, A can be presented as a union A = | J D;, where for every i < w there

is a; 2 c such that D; is a V;?—invariant I10-set.

Fix an arbitrary g € VUG. Since VUG:c C A, there are i € w and a; O ¢ such that
gr € D; and D; is Va?—invariant. Put o’ =id,,g. Then we have o’ D o, rnglo’] = a;
and V.Sz C D;. Using the inductive assumption we conclude that B, (z,0’) C D; C A.
Since A is V% invariant we obtain B,,i(z,0) C VEB,(z,0') C A.

2° A € II?, ;. By Claim, A can be presented as a union A = () D;, where for every

K3
i < w there is a; 2 ¢ such that D; is a V,-invariant X2 -set.

Fix arbitrary ¢« € w and a; 2 ¢ such that D; is V;f—invariant. We have
U{sz (0 Do) A (rng[o’] = a;)} = VEx C D;.

Thus for every o’ € S¢ with ¢’ O o and rng[o’] = a; we have V.Sx C D;. Since D; is
a VC-invariant X0-set, by the inductive assumption we conclude that By(z,0’) C D;.
Therefore

U{Ba(x,a') (0" € S )N (o' 2 0) A (rng[e’] = a)} C D;.

By Definition 10 this completes the successor step.
By Claim we can also easily go through the limit step.
The backward direction is just Lemma 11 (d). O

The next result provides another necessary and sufficient condition for the equality
of a-sets. It improves the result from [6], where some counterpart of (i) = (ii) is
proved.
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Proposition 15 Let z,y € X, 0,0 € S¢_ and rng[o] = rng[d] = c. Then for every
ordinal o > 0 the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) Ba(w,0) = Ba(y,9);
(ii) For every V.C-invariant set A € ¥2(X) UTI%(X) we have
VEr C A iff VEy C A.
Moreover for every ordinal o > 0 we have B,(z,0) = ({A € X%(X) UIY(X) :
A is VG -invariant, VSz C A}.
In particular By (z,0) is a 112, -set for every successor ordinal o, and a I19-set
for every limit ordinal c.

Proof. (i) = (i1) follows from Lemma 11(d) and Lemma 14.

To prove (#i) = (i) we use induction on o > 0. The case @ = 1 and the limit
step are easy. To go through the successor step, take an arbitrary a and assume
that for every o, ¢ with rnglo’] = rng[d'] = a if Ba(x,0") # Ba(y,d’) then we can
separate V.Sz from VSy by some V.%-invariant set A € % UTI2. Then suppose that
Bos1(z,0) # Bas1(y,d). By Proposition 13 there is some a D ¢ such that one of the
following cases holds

1° For some ¢’ O o with rng[o’] = a and every ¢’ O ¢ with rng[d’] = a we
have B, (z,0") # Bu(y,d);
2° For some ¢’ 2 0 with rng[0’] = a and every ¢’ O o with rng[o’] = a we
have B, (z,0") # Ba(y, ).

Since the cases are symmetric we consider only the first one. By the inductive as-
sumption, for every &' D § with rng[§'] = a there is some V. -invariant set Ay €
YO(X)UTI(X) such that VGx C Ay while VFy is disjoint from Ags. Then for every
o' O o with rnglo’] = a we have

Via C({As 1 (8" € SE) A (6 20) A(rng[d] = a)}

while the set Vy = U{VFy : & 2 d Arng[d’] = a} is disjoint from ({As : &' D
I Arng[d'] = a}.

Put A = ﬂ{AZ,VCG 0’ D 0Arng[d'] = a}. Then A € I8, (X), VFx = (VGz)VE C
A and VEy is disjoint from A.

The second part of the statement is a direct consequence of the previous one and
Lemma 14. O

As an immediate consequence of this proposition and Lemma 11(h) we obtain the
following statement.

Corollary 16 Let o € S and rnglo] = c.

(a) For every successor ordinal v the family {B,(x,0) : x € X} is a partition of
X into VE-invariant 119, , -sets.

(b) For every limit ordinal « the family {B,(z,0) : © € X} is a partition of X
into V.8 -invariant 112 -sets.
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Every piece of the canonical partition as a Gs-subset of X, is a Polish space with
the topology inhertited from the original Polish topology on X. We generalize this
fact and show that every a-set is a Polish space with respect to some finer topology
generated by ’ealier’ S-sets. From now on we shall use the following notation for every
ordinal f:

B =A
B% = {Bs(z,0):0€ 8¢ } for 5>0
Zs=U{B: v < B}
Proposition 17 Let A be a countable basis of X, v € X and 0 < a < wy be an
ordinal. The set B, (x,0) with the (relative) topology generated by the family B, as
basic open sets is a Polish G-space.

Proof. As we have already mentioned, Bj(z,() is a Gs subset of X, thus is a
Polish space with respect to the (relative) topology generated by A. Therefore we
will deal below only with « > 1. We shall use the following result by Sami (see [13],
Lemma 4.2).

Let (X, t) be a topological space and 1 < ( < wy. Let F be a Borel family
of rank (, i.e. a family of subsets of X which can be decomposed into
subfamilies of two types F = |J{Pr:1 < &< FUU{S: 11 <E <}

satisfying the following conditions: 1. Sy consists of open sets, 2. Pr =
{X\A: Ae S}, for1 <€ <, 3. every element of Se is a union of a
countable subfamily of J{P,:1 <n <¢}, for1 <& <.

If X is a Polish space then the topology generated by a family of intersec-
tions of finite subsets of the union t U F is also Polish.

Consider the family
{VeB, X\V.B: Be B ce€ w]*}U{B, X\ B: B € Bj}
- if a=p+1>1
B<a =
{VeB, X\ V.B: BeBZ,, ce [w|*}if aisa limit ordinal .
Our first task is to show that B‘ia is a Borel family of some countable rank. To prove

this we need some preliminary work.
We define for every 1 < £ < w; the sets Sg and P. First we put:

S1={V.A: A€ A ce [w]}
P —{X\D: DeS)

Sy =P
Po={X\D: DeSy)
53:{ U{VoA: ANVS2 = 0} UULX \ VA ANVE £ 0} -

c € w]™,0€e 8% ,rnglo] =c }

<00’

Py={X\D: De S}
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3
Observe that |J(S; U P;) is a Borel family of rank 4.
i=1

We proceed similarly at each successor stage. Every successor ordinal has one of

following form: £+ 3n+1, £+ 3n+2 or £+ 3n+ 3, where n is a natural number and
¢ =0or ¢ is a limit ordinal. We define

Seran1 = {VeB: B € B, }
Pergnn ={X\V.B: Be€ B}

S§+3n+2 = P§+3n+1
P§+3n+2 = S£+3n+1

Serans ={X\B: B€ B}
P£+3n+3 = B§+n+1

Finally, for every limit & < w; we put:

Se={X\B: BeB}
P = Br.

We claim that for every 1 < ¢ < w; the family J(Se U P) is a Borel family
£<¢
of rank (. It is clear that such a family satisfies conditions 1-2. We have to check

that it also satisfies condition 3. We apply an inductive argument. It is obvious for
¢ =2,3,4. The case of a limit ( is immediate either. For the successor step take an

arbitrary ¢ > 1 and suppose that the family |J (S¢ U P) satisfies condition 3. We
0<€<C
have U (Sg U Pg) = U (Sg U Pg) U SC U PC‘
0<é<(¢+1 0<€<(¢
Consider two cases.

19 ¢ is limit. By Definition 10 we have

P = Bz? = {gong(x,a) c0 € Sgoo}

Sc={X\B: BeB}= {ggC(X\Bg(x,U)) oe sg‘oo}.

By the definition of the sets Se, P; and the assumption that ¢ is limit we see that
Bz, CUPCUSe Hence {X\B: BeBL} C{X\B: Be U S} < UPZe
€< €< €<¢ €<¢
Therefore every element of S; is a countable union of elements of the set |J Py which
34
completes Case 1°.

2° ( is a successor ordinal.

There are unique ordinals v and n such that n is a natural number, v equals 0
or is a limit ordinal and ¢ has one of the following form: v+ 3n+ 1, v +3n + 2 or
v+ 3n + 3. If ¢ takes one of the first two forms, then we are done directly from the
definition.
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If { =~ + 3n + 3 then by Proposition 12 we have

P=B,,. = { N{V.B: Be B, BNVix+0in

ﬂﬂ{X\VCB : BeB BNV =0}: cew]™, 0eS%,  rnglo] = c}
and

BNVE =pu

y4n

Se={X\B: BeB§+n+1}:{U{X/CB: BeB:

U {X\V.B: Be B

L BNV #£0}: ce w0 eSS, rnglo] = c}.

Since {V.B : B € BY,,} = Pysn2 and {X \V.B : B € BJ, |} = Pyi3,41 We
conclude that S¢ consists of countable unions of elements from Prys,11 U Prigno.
This completes Case 2°.

Now let v and k be the unique ordinals such that o = v+ k, k is a natural number
and vy equals 0 or is a limit ordinal. Define

[ y+3(k—1)+1ifk>0

“Ta if k = 0.

We see that BZ, = U{P: : 1 <€ <a}UU{Se: 1 < ¢ < a}. Hence B, is a Borel
family of rank a.

Since Bia is countable, it generates a Polish topology on X. Since B,(x,0) is a
Gs-subset of X with respect to this topology, it is a Polish space with the inherited
topology. As we have already noted BZ , C Bﬁa We now show that every set of the
form B,(x,®) N D, where D € B2, is a union of elements from {B,(z,#) N B: B €
Bz}, i.e. the latter family can be also taken as a basis of the topology. It follows
from the following claim.

Claim. Let ¢ < 8 < «a. Then for every 0 € S¢_ and ¢ € [w]|<¥ the sets
B, (z,0)NV.B¢(x,0) and B,(x,0)\ V.B¢(z, ) are unions of elements from the family
{Ba(z,0)NB: B e B}

Proof of Claim. Take any y € B,(x,0) N V.B¢(x,0). By Proposition 12 we get
Bg(y,id.) C V.B¢(x,0). On the other hand Lemma 11(h) yields B,(y, 0) = B,(z,0).
Then, by Proposition 13 we conclude that there is some B € Bj such that B =
Bgs(y,id.) which proves the first part of the claim.

Similarly, if y € B,(z,0) \ V.B¢(z,0), then on the one hand Bg(y,id.) C X \
V.B¢(z,0), on the other hand B,(y,0) = B,(x,0). Using Proposition 13 again we
conclude that for some B € Bj we have y € BN By(z,0) € Ba(z,0) \ VoB¢(w,0),
which proves the second part.
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Now it suffices to notice that the action a : G X B, (x,0) — Ba(x,0) is continuous
with respect to each argument. Since every element of BZ | is invariant with respect
to a basic open subgroup of G, the action is continuous with respect to the first
coordinate. On the other hand, for every f € G, v < a and § € S¢_ we have
{ye X : fye B,(x,0)} = B,(z, f~'6), which proves continuity with respect to the
second coordinate. O

From now on let ¢ denote the Polish topology on B,(z, () described above. Ob-
serve that in the case when « is a successor ordinal and o = 3 + 1, the topology ¢
is also (relatively) generated by a smaller basis, namely B. It follows directly from
the claim used in the proof above and Corollary 16.

Using Proposition 17 together with Effros Theorem on Gg-orbits we obtain the
following fact.

Proposition 18 Let G be a closed subgroup of S, X be a Polish G-space andx € X.
Let a > 0 be an ordinal.
(a) If Gz € T2, (X)), then the following statements are true:
(i) Gz is non-meager in B,(z,0) with respect to t.
(ii) the map G — Gz g — gx  is open with respect to t.
(iii) Gx = Bay1(z,0).
(b) If « is a limit ordinal and Gz € T%(X), then the following statements are
true:
(iv) Gx = B,(x,0).
(v) the map G — Gz g — gx is open with respect to tZ.

Proof. (a) The proof is based on the following observation.

Claim. Let A C B,(z,0) be an invariant 112, -set. Then A is a Gs-set with
respect to t%.

Proof of Claim. We apply the claim used in the proof of Lemma 14. We present
A as countable intersection A = () D;, such that for every i < w, D; € 3 (X) and it

1<w
is invariant with respect VaG for some finite a; C w. Then we apply the claim again
to each D;. For every i < w, we find a family {D;; : j < w} satisfying the following

conditions:

1.1)@ c LJ I@()(%

{<a

2. D;; is invariant with respect to VaG], for some finite a;; 2 a;;
j<w

We have

A=ANBy(x,0) = () |J(Di N Ba(x,0)).
i<w j<w
By Lemma 14 and Lemma 11(h) we see that for every 4, j < w the set D;;N B, (z,0)

is a union of elements of the family {B N B,(z,0) : B € B%,}, thus it is open with
respect to the topology t%. Therefore A is a G5 set with respect to ¢2.
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Hence we conclude that Gz is a Gs-subset of B, (x, () with respect to the topology.
Then (i) and (ii) follows from Effros theorem. (iii) follows Lemma 14.

(b) Point (iv) follows from Lemma 14, then we obtain (v) from Effros theorem. O

The second statement of the following proposition looks folklore, but we have not
found it in literature.

Proposition 19 Let G be a closed subgroup of Sy, X be a Polish G-space.

(a) Let x € X. If Gz € TI2(X) for some ordinal «, then for every open basic
subgroup V¢ < G we have VEx € T1%(X), and for every open subgroup H < G we
have Hx € TI%_,(X) .

(b) The orbit equivalence relation induced on X by the G-action is Borel if and
only if the orbit equivalence relation induced on X by the action of some of open
subgroup H < G is Borel.

Proof. (a) Let V.¢ be an arbitrary basic open subgroup of G. We have to consider
two cases.
1° @ = B + 1 is a successor ordinal. Then by Proposition 18(ii) there is a family

CC Bﬁﬁ such that

(+) VEz = (| JC) NG,

Thus for some Cy € C we have Cy N V.Cx # 0, which implies Bg(z,id.) € V.CC.
Next, since the set on the right side of the equality (x) must be V.%-invariant, we have
also V.Y = VY (|JC) N Gz. The latter implies Bs(z,id.) NGz C VECoNGr C Vi,
which yields V.%z = Bg(z,id.) N Gz. Then we are done, since Bj C I, (X).
2° « is a limit ordinal. Then by Proposition 18(v) there is a family C C BZ, such
that
(%) Viz = (| Je)nGa.

Exactly as in the case @ = 3+ 1 we obtain V¢ = B,(x,id.) N Gz. Then we are
done, since BZ C II,(X) for every limit a.

The second part of (a) is a direct consequence of the first one.

(b) is a consequence of (a), the fact that every G-orbit is a countable union of
H-orbits and the following theorem of Sami on Borel orbit equivalence relations (see

[13]).

Let G be a Polish group and X be a Polish G-space. The orbit equivalence
relation induced on X by the G-action is Borel if and only if there is a
countable ordinal « such that every G-orbit is a TI2-subset of X.

We now show that Proposition 19 simplifies the proof of Theorem 7.1.1 of Becker
and Kechris from [4] in the particular case of actions of closed subgroups of S, (in
[4] it is assumed that G is Polish). In fact S.Solecki suggested that such applications
are possible.
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Proposition 20 (Becker, Kechris - special case) Let G be a closed subgroup of Seo
and X be a Borel G-space. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) The orbit equivalence relation is Borel.

(ii) The map 7 : v — G, from X to the Effros space of closed subsets F(G) is
Borel.

Proof. Note that since the action is continuous, all stabilizers of G are closed. For
(ii)= (i) see [4]. To prove the converse we can assume that X is a Polish G-space.
Each basic open set in F(G) has the form U, = {K € F(G) : KNVY # 0}, where
o € S¢. Take an arbitrary o € S and fix some g € V. Then V¢ = V%, where
¢ = rnglo]. Let E, denote the orbit equivalence relation induced by V.. We have
U] ={r e X:G,NVE 40D} ={x e X : (v,97) € E.} = nx[{(z,97) : v €
X} NE.]. By Proposition 19, E, is Borel. Then we are done since the projection mx
is one-to-one on the set {(z,gx):x € X} NE.. O

2.2 Ranks of orbits

Now we shall define for every z € X some cardinal invariant connected with a-sets.
The definition is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 21 For every x € X there is some v < wy such that for all 0,6 € SC_ with
rnglo] = rngld] we have

(Ba < wi)(Ba(w,0) # Ba(r,0)) = (By(x,0) # B,(x,0)).

Proof. Let d C w be an arbitrary finite set. For every pair {o,§} C S¢_ with the
same range d consider the set {a < wy : By(z,0) # By(x,0)}. Let 7,4 be its infimum
in case the set is nonempty or 0 otherwise. Let 74 = sup{7,s : {0,0} C S, rnglo] =
rng[d] = d}. It is a countable ordinal, since the set {{o,d} : rng[o] = rng[d] = d}
is countable. Finally let v = sup{v4 : d € [w]<*}. It is also a countable ordinal as a
supremum of a countable set of countable ordinals. Obviously the ordinal + has the

required property. O

Definition 22 For every x € X let ¥9(z) be the least ordinal v satisfying the state-
ment of Lemma 21.

By Lemmas 14 and 11 every orbit is an a-set. In the theorem below we show that
every Gz is a (79(z) + 2)-set.

Theorem 23 For every © € X we have B.c(;)o(7,0) = Gz.

Proof. Let y € Byc(y)+2(x,0). Then by Lemma 11 (h) we have B,c(,)42(x,0) =
B, ¢ (z)4+2(y,0). The rest of the proof is based on two claims.

Claim 1. Let ¢, 8 be ordinals such that v¢(x) < (+1 < 8 and Bg(z,0) = Bs(y, 0).
Let 0,0 € S have common range a. Then the equality B¢(z,0) = B¢(y, d) implies

BC+1($a U) = BC+1(ya 5)
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Proof of Claim 1. By Proposition 13 there is some o’ such that B.(z,0') =
Be41(y,0). Then by Lemma 11(a), (i) we have also B¢(x,0") = B¢(y,0) and B(z,0) =
Be(z,0"). Since ¢ > 7Y, we have B¢y i(x,0) = Bey1(z,0'), which proves the required
equality.

Claim 2. If B, c(y12(x,0) = Byo(4)1+2(y,0) then Bg(z,0) = Bg(y, 0) for every 3.

Proof of Claim 2. It is trivially true for 8 < 4% 4 2. We use induction to prove it
for ordinals 8 > 7¢ + 2.

The limit step is immediate. To go through the successor step suppose that
Bg(x,0) = Bg(y,0), for some 8 > 7% + 2. Take an arbitrary a« C w. Then by
Proposition 13, for every ¢ <  we have {B/(z,0) : rnglo] = a} = {B:(y,9) :
rng[d] = a}. This equality remains true for ( = 3. Indeed, it is obvious for a
limit 8 and follows from Claim 1 for a successor 3. By Proposition 13 again we get

BB_H(ZL', @) = Bﬁ-l-l(ya ®)

We come back to the proof of the theorem. From the fact that G-orbits are Borel
sets, we conclude by Lemma 14, that there is an ordinal 8 such that Gx = Bs(z, )
and Gy = Bg(y,0). Since B,c(y)12(2,0) = Big(z)42(y, V), we are done by Claim 2. O

As a corollary of the theorem we obtain the following statement.

Corollary 24 For every x € X and o € SC_, we have B¢ (y)42(x,0) = V.

o

Proof. We derive it from the definition of ¥ and Lemma 11 (d), (f). O

The following lemma gives a characterization of v¢ in terms of Borel complexity.
It is a direct consequence of Proposition 15 (together with the idea that appropriate
Vaught transforms make a set invariant).

Lemma 25 For every x € X, v%(x) is the least ordinal o with the property that

for every 0,01 € SC with rng[o] = rnglo1] if VEx # V.Sx then there
is a Borel set of rank a containing one of the set V.Sx, Vgc_f:c and disjoint
from the other.

The next proposition establishes relations between the Borel rank of the G-orbit
of # and the number v (z). The left inequality is a direct consequence of Lemma 25

and Proposition 19, the right inequality follows from Theorem 23 and Corollary 16.

Proposition 26 Let v € X and )\ be the multiplicative Borel rank of the orbit Gx
(i.e. X\=min{(: Gz € II{}). Then

¥ () <X <A8(z) + 3.

In particular if X is a limit ordinal, then it is equal to v&(x).
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The left inequality improves the analogous inequality obtained by Hjorth, who in
fact proved that v%(x) < X + 1.

Proposition 26 shows that the number v¢(x) and the Borel rank of the orbit Gz
can not differ very much. Nevertheless we will show below that they can be different.
The corresponding example uses Lemma 25.

Example. Consider the conjugacy action of S, on itself. It is shown in Theorem
1.8 of [9] that any conjugacy class of S, belongs to IT3 and there are conjugacy classes
of Borel rank 3. Let us prove that ~,(f) = 1 for every f € S.. Accordingly to Lemma
25, it suffices to show that for any pair of conjugates f and ¢ and any finite set ¢
of natural numbers if V¢f NV g = @ then we can separate V.Cf from V% by an
open or a closed subset of S, (in terms of that theorem f = v and g = v for some
v,h,h1 € Sy with h € V& and h; € Vocf). We start with the following claim.

Claim. Let f,g € S be two conjugates and ¢ € [w]<“. Then V.¢f and V.%g are
disjoint if and only if there are k € ¢ and m € Z such that

(Frk)ec v gnkyec) A F k) # g" (k).

Proof. Tt is well-known that f and g are conjugate if and only if their cycle types
are the same. We have to consider only nonempty sets c¢. Let ¢ = {ko, k1, ... ks}.

The proof of (<) is easy. To prove the converse, assume that for all k£ € ¢ and
m € Z, f™k)ec Vv g"(k)ec implies f(k) = ¢g™(k). We are going to define
some h € V¢ so that f" = g.

We proceed as follows. For every j < s and every m € Z we put

ho(fm(l{?])> = gm(l{?]) ( in particular ho(kj) = ]{fj)
It follows from the assumptions that hg is a well-defined bijection
ho : {f™(k;): j<s, meZt—{g™(k;): j<s, meZ}

such that
(flggmny): g<s, mezy)"™ = gligniy): j<s, mezy-
Now using the fact that f and g have the same cycle types, we see that hy can be

extended to a permutation h € Sy, so that f* =g. O

We can now finish the proof of the main statement. By the claim we find k,[ € ¢
and m € w such that

(£ =1 v g™ (k) =1) A F7(K) # g" (k).
Without loss of generality we may assume that f™(k) =1 A ¢g™(k) # 1. Let Al be

the set of all bijections
. ( k a ag ... Qm—9 Am—1 )
0 = )
ay g A3 ... Qe l

where {a1,as,...,an 1} Cw.
Then the set AL = (J{VC: o € AL} is open, it contains V. f and is disjoint from
Vg, O
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3 «a-Sets and admissible sets

Section 3.1 contains the main results of the paper. In Section 3.2 we give some
straightforward construction of admissible sets which satisfy all our assumptions.

3.1 Main results

The main notions of this section (codability and constructibility in an admissible set)
were defined in Section 1. The following theorem allows us to code a-sets B,(x, o) in
admissible sets. Here we use terms which appear in Definitions 1 - 6 and Lemma 4.

Theorem 27 Let A be an admissible set. Let G < Sy be a closed subgroup and X
be a Polish G-space with a basis {A; : i € w}. Suppose that x is codable in A and the
relation

Imp(c,l,k) < (ce€w]ALkcwAn A, CVEA)

is L-definable in A. Then for every o € S and every countable o € A the set
By (z,0) is constructible in A. Moreover there is a 3-definable in A binary function
ug(cv, o) which finds a co-a-multicode for B, (z,0).

Proof. We start with some preliminary remarks. First for every ¢ € [w]<¥ and
| € w we define in A a function

impeeyy :w —{0,1} by impey(k) =1 iff A | Imp(c, 1 k).

Then since Imp is a Y-relation in A, we have (by X-replacement):
- z'mp(ql) eA A ’: Bg(l,imp(al)) and Bimp(c,l) = VCGAl;
- (O,imp(c,l))) c A 3 A ): Bn(l, (O,imp(c,l))) and B(Ovimp(c,l)) = X \ V;GAZ.
As we noted in Section 1, the condition that z is ¥-codable in A implies that ([w]<“, C

), (S¢.,C) € A. We fix in A some bijective enumerations

pw— W] and p:w — S

Let o and « be as in the formulation and let d, ¢ denote the domain and the range
of o respectively. Let F} be a Y-function which codes x in A.

By the definition of a-sets (see Definition 10), the set B = B,(x,0) can be natu-
rally considered as an intersection of a pair of sets C'and D (when « is limit we put
C=D) of the form C' = () C; and D = (] D;. To define a multicode for B we view

iel i€l
C and D as
C=Xx\{Jx\¢) andD=x\|JX\ D).
i€l iel
Assuming that some co-multicodes for all C; and D;, 1 € w, are already known, we will

find in A appropriate multicodes w and v for |J (X \ C;) and |J (X \ D;) respectively.
il il

It is worth noting that these multicodes will correspond to ordinals appearing in

Corollary 16 as levels of Borel hierarchy. Then the co-multicode u = A ((0,w), (0,v))

will correspond to C' N D.
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Now we are ready to go into the details. We define in A binary functions w,(«, o)
and v, (o, o) to the set of multicodes and a function wu,(a,c) ? to the set of co-
multicodes by a formula depending on variables «, o, u, v, w (realizing a simultaneous
induction on ordinals «/) as follows:

(%) (we(a,0) =w A ve(a,0) =v ANug(a,0) = u)
iff
(w, v are functions) A (u = /\((O,w), (0,v))) A (@1 VO,V @3),

where the formulas ©;, for ¢ = 1,2, 3, are defined as follows.
©; describes coding of 1-sets:

0, = (a=1)A (dom[w] = dom[v] = w) A (VI € w) <w(l) and v([) are as follows:
(le Fi(o) = w(l) = (0,impey)) A (I & Fi(o) = w(l) = mey) A
(1€ Fi(0) = v(l) = impeeyy) A (L € Fi(o) = v(l) = mc@)).

Accordingly to this definition w(l) is a co-1-multicode of X \ V.¢ A; in the case
VErn Ay # 0. Otherwise w(l) is a 1-multicode for (). Eventually, w is a 2-multicode
for the set (J{X \ V& A;: VEx N A; # 0}. On the other hand v is a 2-multicode for
the set (J{V.¢ A : VExn A = 0}.

The formula O, tells us how to code a-sets at the successor step. In this formula
(see below) w(l) is a co-multicode for the set X \|J{Bs(z,0’) : ¢’ 2 aAdom[o’] = p(l)}
if p(1) 2 dom[o]}. Otherwise w(l) is a multicode for (). Eventually, w is a multicode

for | (X \U{Bs(z,0") : 0 D o A dom|o'] = b}).

b2dom|o]

On the other hand v(l) is a co-multicode for X \ | J{Bs(z,0’) : 0/ D o0 Arnglo’] =
p(D)} in the case p(l) D rng[o]. Otherwise v(l) is a multicode for (). Eventually, v is

a multicode for | J (X \U{Bs(z,0') : ' D o Arnglo’] = a}).

a2rng[o]
6, = (I <a) [(a = B+ 1) A (dom|w] = dom[v] = w)A
AV € w) (w(l) and v(l) are defined as follows:
(p(l) 2 d = w(l) =mcy) A (p(l) 2 d = (Fwp)(w(l) = (0, wp)A
(w; is a function with dom[w;] = w) A (V5 € w)((u(j) 2 o A dom[u(j)] = p(1)
= w(j) = uz(B, 1(7))) A () 2 oV dom[u(5)] # p(1)) = wi(j) = mcy))))A

(p(1) 2 ¢ = v(1) = meg) A (pll) 2 ¢ = (Fep)(v(1) = (0, v)A
(v] is a function with dom|v]] = w) A (V] € w)((u(j) 2 o Arng[u(s)] = p(l)
= 01(j) = a8 1)) A (85) 2 7V rglu(i)] # p(0)) = vi(5) = mew))))) |.

Finally, formula ©3 settles the coding of a-sets for limit ordinals.

2which in fact appears in the formulation of the theorem
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©3 = (ais a limit ordinal) A(w = v) A (dom|[w] = a) A (V8 < «) (w p) =
(0,w'(B)) where w'(f) is a function defined on w such that w'(8)(n)
uz (B, 0) for every n € w).

Thus w(B), for every 5 < «, is a co-multicode for X \ Bs(z,0) and w is a multicode
for the union | J{X \ Bs(z,0) : f < a}.

Again we shall use the second recursion theorem (Section 5.4 of [1]) to see that
(%) defines a ¥-relation in A. Using induction and Y-collection principle we conclude
that for every a € A and o € SY_ the relation uniquely defines a co-multicode
ug(a, o) € A such that B,(x,0) = By, (ae). O

We have to prove the following technical lemma. We apply the relation = defined
in Section 1 (Definition 5).

Lemma 28 Let G < Sy be a closed subgroup and X be a Polish G-space with a basis
{A; i € w}. Let A be an admissible set such that Imp is ¥-definable in A and x,y
are codable in A. Let u,, u, denote the X-functions defined in the proof of Theorem
27. Then for every 0,0 € SC._ with rng[o] = rng[d] and every countable ordinal
a € A we have

By(z,0) = Ba(y,0) = uz(a,0) =uy(a,d).

Proof. We preserve the notation of the proof of Theorem 27. The proof is by
induction on «. Assume that

(%) rnglo] = rng[d] and B, (x,0) = Ba(y, d).

If &« = 1 then we apply the formula ©; from the proof of Theorem 27. Since By (z,0) =
Bi(y,0), then for every [ € w, A; intersects one of the sets V,x, Vsy if and only if
it also intersects the other. Hence we have w,(1,0) = wy(1,6), v.(1,0) = v,(1,9).
Thus u,(1,0) = uy(1,0).

For the sucessor step suppose that o = + 1 and the implication
Bs(z,0") = Bs(y,d") = u.(B,0") =uy(5,9).

holds whenever rng(o’] = rng[d’]. We claim that w,(a, o) = wy(«,d) and v,(a,0) =
vy(a, 9).

By Proposition 13 the condition (%) implies that for every a O ¢ we have

{Bs(z,0") : 0’ D o,rnglo’] = a} = {Bs(y,d') : 8’ D 6,rng[d'] = a}.
Thus by the inductive assumption for every [ € w such that p(l) 2 rnglo] the sets
= p(l)

{u.(8,0") : 0/ D o,rnglo’] = p(l)} and {u,(B8,0") : 6" 2 9,rng[d] } represent
the same =-classes. Hence v,(a,0) = v,(e,0).
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On the other hand for every b O dom|o| there are 0y D o and §; D 0 with
dom[oy] = b and B,(z,01) = B,(y,d1). Then applying Lemma 11(c) (and the claim
from its proof) we find by O dom/[d] (as dom[d,]) such that

{Bs(z,0") : 0’ 2 o,dom[c’] = b} = {Bs(y,d) : &' 2 6, dom[d’] = by }.

By a similar argument we see that for every by O domld] there is b O domlo]| such
that

{Bs(z,0") : 0’ 2 o,dom[c’] = b} = {Bs(y,d) : &' 2 6, dom[d'] = b }.

Thus for every [ € w such that p(l) O dom[o] we can find l; € w (and vice-versa for
every l; € w with p(l;) 2O dom[d] there is | € w with p(I) D dom[o]) such that the sets
{u.(8,0") : 0’ D o,dom|o’] = p(I)} and {u,(B,9") : &' D 0, dom|[d’] = p(l1)} represent
the same =-classes. Therefore w,(a,0) = wy(e,d). By the formula ©, this finally
yields u, (o, 0) =y (e, 0).

For the limit step suppose that o € A is a limit ordinal and the implication
BB(ZL',O’) :Bﬁ(y>5) = uf(ﬁaa) Euy(ﬁ,d)

holds for every < «. Then (x) implies that for every f < o we have Bg(z,0) =
Bg(y,0), which by the inductive assumption gives u,(53,0) = u,(53,0). Then we are
done by the formula ©3. O

We shall now prove our main results (which were formulated in Section 1).

Proof of Theorem 7. Let A be an admissible set such that w is realizable in it. Let
G < Sy be a closed group, X be a Polish G-space with a basis {4; : i > 0} and I'mp
be Y-definable on A. We want to prove the following statements:

(1) Let x € X be ¥-codable in A. Then for everyy € X, if x,y are in the
same tnvariant Borel subsets of X which are constructible in A then for
every a < o(A) they are in the same invariant X0 -subsets of X .

(2) If x,y are ¥-codable in A and they belong to the same invariant Borel
sets which are constructible in A then they are in the same G-orbit.

Part (1) is a direct consequence of Theorem 27 and Lemma 14.

(2) We shall use the back-and-forth arguments together with Y-reflection in A.
We are going to construct a set I' of triples (n;, 0;, A;) with the following properties
for every i € w:

(a) n; Ew, 0; € Sfoo, rnglog] = ne; and

dom[ogit1] = noiy1 (e rng[a;iil] = Noit1);

(b) Ay; is a V,gi-invariant basic open set containing vy,

Agiy1 is a Vncjiﬂ—invariant basic open set cgntaining x;

() nigr > Ny, iy 2 0y, diam(Aipy) < 270D

Y
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(d) Agivo € Ay, and Agiq C Agiy,
Agiy1 CVE Ay and Agiyry CVE | Agiiy;
T2

- 02i+1

(e) BQ(I, ai) = Ba(y, idr’ng[aﬂ)
for every av < o(A).

We put ng =0, oo = () and let Ag be any G-invariant basic open set containing .

Suppose that we have already constructed all the triples (ny, ok, Ay ), for k < 2i. In
particular we have B, (z, 09;) = Ba(y, idyng(o,,) for every o € o(A). Then by Lemma
11 (c) we also have B, (2, idgom[oy]) = Baly,05;"'), for every a € o(A).

Applying assumptions of the induction (in particular By(x, 02;) = B1(Y, idrngos]))
we see that Véi_l As; 1s an Vdcjm[m}—invariant set containing x. Let Ag;q C Vg_lAgi be
any basic neighbourhood of = such that diam(Ag41) < 2~ *V. Then we define ng; 41
to be any natural number greater then ng; and covering dom[oy;| such that Ag;q is
VnGQiH-invariant.

We claim that there is some o941 € S with 09;41 D 09; and dom[o9;11] = naiy1
such that B, (,idp,,,,) = Ba(y,04,) for every a < o(A). In other words we are

looking for some & € SY__ such that

(%) 6 D 03, Tng[d] = ngip1 and By (x,idn,,,,) = Ba(y,d), for every a € o(A).

Suppose there is no ¢ satisfying (x). Then to every § € S¢_, satisfying ¢ 2 0y and

rng[d] = ngi41, we can assign some ordinal 35 € A so that Bg,(x,id,,,,,) # Bs,(y,0).
By Lemma 28 the latter inequality is equivalent to the relation w,(fs,idn,,,,) #
uy(SBs,0). By Definition 5 (and the discussion after this definition) and Theorem 27
this relation can be expressed in A by a Y-formula. Since the set {§ € S¢_: 4 D
o~ rng[d] = ngiy1} is an element of A, then by Y-reflection in A (Section 1.4 of [1]),
there is an ordinal 8 € A such that u,(B,id,,,,,) # u,(B,0) for every § D o5;' with
rngld] = ngir1. Therefore by the definition of the functions u, and u, (in the proof of
Theorem 27) we have u, (8 + 1, idgom(os]) Z Uy (8 + 1,05"). This by Lemma 28 yields
Bai1(2, idaomfoy)) 7 Bp+1(y, 05;") which contradicts the assumptions.

Then we take any ¢ satisfying (x) and put oq;,; = 6~1. At even steps we use the
symmetric procedure.

Using the method just described we define a sequence {o; : i < w} of elements of
S¢... Since G is closed, by (b) and (c) there is f € G such that (V. = {f} and

f!lﬁ' € ﬂ VUC;JrlA?i-l-l'
Moreover by (a)-(d) we have VUCQ;MA%H C V(fiA%H C VaniAgi = Ay;. Therefore

{y} = ﬂAQZ = ﬂ ngiJrlAziJ"l = {fl‘} Thus Yy = fl‘ O

This theorem has a corollary in the style of Nadel’s work [12] (see also [1], Corollary
7.7.4). It connects ranks considered in Section 2.2 with o(A), the ordinal of A.

Proposition 29 Under the assumptions of this section (of Theorem 27) v%(x) <
o(A). Moreover if v¢(x) < o(A) then Gx is constructible in A (thus the Borel rank
of Gz is < o(A)).
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Proof. We apply the characterization of v%(z) from Lemma 25. Take any o, €
S¢. with rnglo] = rng[d] = ¢ such that VEz N V2 = 0. It suffices to show that
VEr and VI can be separated by a Borel set constructible in A (its Borel rank is
< o(A).

First observe that if x is codable in A with respect to GG, then it is also codable
in A with respect to any basic open subgroup V.¢. Indeed, let I} : S.o, — A be a
function coding x in A. Since S¢ = {0 € S¢_ : (Vn € cNdom[o])(c(n) = n)} is
an element of A, we can define in A a function coding x with respect to V.¢ by the
following formula ;

0 it o&5S;
Cilo) = { F(o) i o€ SC.

It is clear that C; is an element of A.

In the following claim we consider elements of G as functions w — w with respect
to the chosen realization of w in A.

Claim. Let x be codable in A. Then the set {g € G : g € A} is dense in G.
Moreover, if g € G is an element of A, then gx is codable in A.

Proof of Claim. If x is codable in A then S¢__ is an element of A. We define on

<00
S¢_ a partial ordering < by the following formula

oc<biffo=08V (dom[a] = dom[5] A (3n € dom|o])(a(n) < 5(n)A

(Vk € dom[o])(k < n — o(k) = 6(k))).

Since this is a Ag-formula, we see that < is an element of A. Moreover for every n
the restriction of the ordering < to the set {o € S¢_ : dom|o] = n} becomes a
lexicographical well-order.

Now, take any o € S¢_. We have to find g € G such that 0 C g and g € A. We
define two increasing sequences: (k,) of elements of w and (o,,) of elements of S¢_
by the following scheme:

Ogp =0
ko = min{l : rnglog] C I}

a{,}H =min<{d € SC_ : kop+2n+1=dom[§] A oyt C 6}
]{72”+1 = mm{l . dOm[02n+1] Q l}

Oontra = min<{d € SC_ 1 koni1+2n+2 =dom[§] A 09,11 C I}
konto = min{l : rngl[oa,+2] C l}.
We see that ¢ = | Jo, is a permutation. Since G is closed, g belongs to G. On the

other hand the definition of the functions g and n — o, n € w, can be formalized by
a Y-formula (by the second recursion theorem). Since w € A, by Y-replacement we
have that both the sequence (0,) and g are elements of A.
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Finally, if g € G and g € A, then the operation S¢_ — S¢_: o — og defined
by the Ag-formula

og is a finite partial function and (Vn € dom[og])(g(n) € dom[o] Aog(n) = o((g(n)))

is an element A.
Hence the function F} coding gz can be defined as an element of A by the following

formula. ’ ’ 2 56
g _ 1 9 <oo
Flo) = { Fi(og) if o0e€S5%,.

Now we return to the main statement. By the claim there are g € V¢ and f € V¢
such that gz and fz are codable in A with respect to V.. Then by Theorem 7(2)
(applied to V&) we see that V.Sgx = VY and V.Y fz = VEx can be separated by
Borel set constructible in A.

To obtain the second part of the proposition note that by Theorem 23 we see that
Gz is of the form B, (z, () for some o € A. By Theorem 27 this set is constructible
in A. O

Theorem 7 suggests that in some situations we may expect that Gz is just the
intersection of all G-invariant Borel sets containing = and constructible in A. We now
show that under some additional assumption this is really true. This is the content
of Theorem 9:

Theorem 30 Let G be a closed subgroup of So, X be a Polish G-space, t be a nice
topology for X and B be its nice basis. Let x € X and let A be an admissible set such
that x is codable in A with respect to B. Then the piece C of the canonical partition
with respect to B with x € C coincides with the orbit Gz if and only if C' is the
intersection of all invariant Borel sets containing x and constructible in A.

Proof. Since C'is invariant and Borel, the necessity is obvious. To prove sufficiency
we shall use the notion of a type introduced in [10].

Let H be an open subgroup of G and X, be an invariant Gj-subset of X
with respect to the t-topology.

(1)A family F C B is called an H-type in X, if it is maximal with respect
to the following conditions:

(a) B is H-invariant, for any B € F;

(b) Xo NN F # 0.

(2) An H-type F is called principal if there is Bx € F such that BrnX, C
BN Xy, for every B € F. We will say that Bz defines H.

In paper [10] we prove the following characterization of G-orbits in terms of types
(Theorem 10).
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Consider the canonical partition with respect to the topology ¢. A piece
X of the canonical partition is a G-orbit if and only if for any basic clopen
subgroup H < G any H-type of X is principal.

Assuming (ii) we will show that every H-type of C' is principal for every clopen
subgroup H < . Suppose the contrary. Then there is some basic clopen H < G and

a non-principal H-type F. Then by Lemma 9 from [10], the set D = ) (g( U @\
geG N\ BEF

B))) is nonempty and invariant. Since C' N[ F # 0, we have also D # C. The Borel

ranks of D and C'\ D with respect to B are < 4 and one of these sets contains z.
This set by Lemma 14 includes By(z, (). Then we get a contradiction, since By(z, )
is constructible in A by Theorem 27. O

In [11] A.Morozov has proved the following theorem:

Let A be a locally countable admissible set (i.e. w < o(A) and A | (Vs #
D(3f :w — s)(f(w) =s)). Let ¢ be an L, ,-sentence for some language
L € A. Then ¢ is w-categorical if and only if ¢ is complete with respect
to all sentences which belong to A.

Note that this theorem is quite similar to our Theorem 9. Indeed, consider the
(logic) Se-space Xy, of all L-structures. Then identifying L, ,-sentences ¢ with the
corresponding Gs-set {x : = |= ¢} we see that sentences from A correspond to Gs-
sets constructible in A. Thus the condition that the set C' of models of ¢ cannot be
divided by such Gjs-sets means that C' is an S.-orbit.

It is worth noting that our proof of Theorem 9 is based on arguments which
originally arose in model theory (see [1] and [7]).

3.2 Example of coding in admissible sets.

Let G be a closed subgoup of Sy, (X, 7) be a Polish G-space and A = {4, : | € w}
be a countable basis of (X, 7).

To each x € X we assign an admissible set A, such that x is codable in A,. We
start with the following two-sorted structure

M, = {(wU Sco; SC, Imp(o,k,1), Sat,(o,k))

defined on the disjoint union of the set w of natural numbers and the set S_., of all
bijections between finite sets of natural numbers with:

G .

1. The unary relation S¢_ for recognizing elements of SC__;

2. the ternary relation I'mp(o, k,1):
(c€SE)N(Lkew) A (Ax CVEA);

3. the binary relation Sat,(o,1) defined by Sat,(o,1) < VExn A, # 0.
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Proposition 31 Let A be an admissible set and x € X. The element x is codable
in A so that Imp(o, k, 1) is definable for the corresponding realization of (w, <) if and
only if A is admissible above M, (i.e. M, € A).

Proof. (=) According to Definition 6, codability of z in A requires that A contains
(w, <) or its isomorphic copy. Then as we have already noted in Section 1, A also
contains some copy of the structure (S_.,, C) . Let F} be the coding function for z.
The predicate S¢ is defined by the formula

SC(0) iff Fy(o) #0,

so by Ag-separation it also becomes an element of A. Finally, the relation Sat, (o, 1)
is also defined by the Ag-fromula

Sat,(o,l) iff [ € Fi(o).
The converse follows by similar arguments. O

Corollary 32 FEvery x € X is codable in A, = Hyp(M,).
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