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WEAKLY PARTITIVE FAMILIES ON INFINITE SETS

PIERRE ILLE AND ROBERT E. WOODROW

ABSTRACT. Given a finite or infinite set S and a positive integer k,
a binary structure B of base S and of rank k is a function (S x S) \
{(z,z) : ©€ S} — {0,...,k—1}. A subset X of S is an interval of B
if for a,b € X and z € S\ X, B(a,z) = B(b,z) and B(z,a) = B(z,b).
The family of intervals of B satisfies the following: &, B and {z}, where
x € B, are intervals of B; for every family F of intervals of B, the
intersection of all the elements of F is an interval of B; given intervals
X and Y of B, if X NY # &, then X UY is an interval of B; given
intervals X and Y of B, if X \Y # @, then Y \ X is an interval of
B; for every up-directed family F of intervals of B, the union of all the
elements of F is an interval of B. Given a set S, a family of subsets of
S is weakly partitive if it satisfies the properties above. After suitably
characterizing the elements of a weakly partitive family, we propose a
new approach to establish the following [6]: given a weakly partitive
family Z on a set S, there is a binary structure of base S and of rank
< 3 whose intervals are exactly the elements of Z.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a (finite or infinite) set .S and a positive integer k, a binary structure
is a function B : (S x S)\ {(z,2) : v € S} — {0,...,k —1}. The set
S is called the base of B. It is denoted by B. The integer k is called the
rank of B. It is denoted by rk(B). With each subset X of B associate
the binary substructure B[X| of B induced by X defined on B[X]| = X by
B[X] = Bj(xxx)\{(z,2) : zex}- Notice that rk(B[X]) = rk(B). With each
binary structure B associate its dual B* defined on B* = B by B*(z,y) =
B(y,z) for any x # y € B. Notice that rk(B*) = rk(B).

A directed graph D = (V(D), A(D)) is defined by its vertex set V(D)
and by its arc set A(D), where an arc of D is an ordered pair of distinct
vertices of D. A connected component of a directed graph D is a subset X
of V(D) satisfying: for any v € X and y € V(D) \ X, (z,y) € A(D) and
(y,x) € A(D); for any x # 2’ € X, there are x = xg,...,2, = 2’ € X
such that (z;,x;iy1) € A(D) or (wiy1,2;) € A(D) for 0 < i <n-—-1. A
directed graph is comnected if it possesses a unique connected component.
A directed graph D may be identified with the binary structure Bp defined
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by Bp = V(D), tk(Bp) = 2 and (Bp) '({1}) = A(D). So given a directed
graph D, we denote by D[X] the directed subgraph of D induced by X C
V(D). The dual of D is the directed graph D* defined by V(D*) = V(D)
and A(D) = {(z,y) : (y,) € A(D)}.

A partial order O is a directed graph satisfying: for any z,y,z € V(0), if
(z,y) € A(O) and (y,z) € A(O), then (z,z) € A(O). Given a partial order
O, x < y modulo O means (z,y) € A(O), where z,y € V(0). A partial
order O is a total order if for any z # y € V(0O), either x < y modulo O or
y < x modulo O. Lastly, a partial order O is a tree if it is connected and if
for each = € V(0), O{y € V(O) : < y modulo O}] is a total order. Given
a tree 7, a branch of T is a maximal subset under inclusion of V(7) which
induces a total order. We will use the following property of a branch b of a
tree 7: for every x € b, {y € V(7) : < y modulo 7} C b.

A binary structure B is constant if there is i € {0,...,rk(B) — 1} such
that B(xz,y) = i for any x # y € B. Given a binary structure B and
i # 7 € {0,...,vk(B) — 1}, B is totally ordered by {i,j} if the directed
graph (B, B~'({i})) is a total order, the dual of which is (B, B~'({j})).
More simply, a binary structure B is totally ordered if it is totally ordered
by some unordered pair included in {0,...,rk(B) — 1}.

We use the following notation. Given sets X and Y, X C Y means that X
is a subset of Y whereas X C Y means that X is a proper subset of Y. Now,
consider a binary structure B. Given X C B and u € B\ X, B(u,X) =1,
where ¢ € {0,...,rk(B)— 1}, means that B(u,x) =i for every x € B. Given
X,Y C Bsuch that XNY =@, B(X,Y) =i, wherei € {0,...,tk(B) — 1},
means that B(z,Y) =i for every z € X.

Given a binary structure B, a subset X of B is an interval ([3, Subsec-
tion 9.8] and [7]) or an autonomous subset [9] or a homogeneous subset [4, 10]
or a clan [2, Subsection 3.2] of B if for any a,b € X and x € B\ X, we have
B(a,z) = B(b,x) and B(x,a) = B(xz,b). We denote by Z(B) the family
of the intervals of B. The following properties of the intervals of a binary
structure are well known (see, for example, [2, Subsection 3.3]). Given a set
S, recall that a family F of subsets of S is up-directed if for any X, Y € F,
there is Z € F such that X UY C Z.

Proposition 1.1. Given a binary structure B, the assertions below hold.

(Al) @, B and {z}, where x € B, are intervals of B.

(A2) For every family F of intervals of B, the intersection NF of all the
elements of F is an interval of B. In particular, for any X,Y €
I(B), XNY €ZI(B).

(A3) Given X,Y € Z(B), if XNY # &, then X UY € I(B).

(Ad) Given X,Y € I(B), if X \Y # @, then Y \ X € Z(B).

(AB) For every up-directed family F of intervals of B, the union UF of
all the elements of F is an interval of B.

Notice that if B is finite, that is B is finite, then Assertion A5 is always
satisfied since an up-directed family of subsets of a finite set admits a largest
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element under inclusion. Given a set S, a family F of subsets of S satisfying
Assertions Al,...,A5 is said to be weakly partitive. Such a family is also called
siba (semi-independent boolean algebra) [2]. A family F of subsets of S is
partitive [1] if F satisfies Assertions A1, A2, A3, A5 and the following: given
X, Y e Fit X\Y # @, Y\X # @and XNY # &, then (Y\X)U(Y'\X) € F.
For instance, the family of the intervals of a binary structure B is partitive
if B = B*. We examine weakly partitive families in order to establish
the following theorem. It was obtained in [6] through a more complicated
approach; for instance, the notion of strong interval was not utilized. For
the finite case see, for example, [2, Theorem 5.7].

Theorem 1.2. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, there exists a
binary structure B such that B =S, rk(B) <3 and Z(B) =T.

2. DECOMPOSITION OF FINITE BINARY STRUCTURES

Following Assertion Al, @, B and {z}, where z € B, are intervals of B
called trivial. A binary structure all of whose intervals are trivial is inde-
composable [7] or prime [9] or primitive [2]. Otherwise, it is decomposable.
We recall further properties of intervals.

Proposition 2.1. Given a binary structure B, the assertions below hold.

o Given a subset V of B, if X € Z(B), then X NV € Z(B[V]).

e Given X € I(B), we have for everyY C X: Y € Z(B[X]) if and
only if Y € Z(B).

e For any X,Y € Z(B), if we have X NY = &, then there exists
i €{0,...,tk(B) — 1} such that B(X,Y) = 1.

Given a binary structure B, a partition P of B is an interval partition of
B when all the elements of P are intervals of B. Using the last assertion
of Proposition 2.1, for each interval partition P of B, we can define the
quotient B/P of B by P on B/P = P as follows. For any X # Y € P,
(B/P)(X,Y)=B(X,Y).

The following strengthening of the notion of interval is due to Gallai
[4, 10]. It is used to decompose finite directed graphs in an intrinsic and
unique way. Given a binary structure B, an interval X of B is strong if for
every interval Y of B not digjoint from X, we have X CY or Y C X. We
denote by S(B) the family of strong intervals of B. Properties analogous to
those stated in Proposition 1.1 hold for strong intervals.

Proposition 2.2. Given a binary structure B, the assertions below hold.

(Bl) @, B and {z}, where x € B, are strong intervals of B.

(B2) For every family F of strong intervals of B, NF € S(B).

(B3) For every up-directed family F of strong intervals of B, UF € S(B).

(B4) Given X € I(B), we have for every Y C X: Y is a strong interval
of B[X] if and only if Y is a strong interval of B.

(B5) Given X € S(B), we have for every Y C X: Y € S(B[X]) if and
only if Y € S§(B).
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For a proof of Assertion B4, we refer to [2, Lemma 3.11]. We denote the
family of the maximal elements of S(B) \ {@, B} under inclusion by P(B).
In the finite case, P(B) yields the following decomposition theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (Gallai [4, 10], Ille [7]). Given a finite binary structure B,
with |B| > 2, the family P(B) realizes an interval partition of B. Further-
more, the corresponding quotient B/P(B) is constant or totally ordered or
indecomposable, with |P(B)| > 3.

In fact, given a finite binary structure B, all the strong intervals of
B/P(B) are trivial. Thus, the main step in the proof of Theorem 2.3 is
to establish the following

Theorem 2.4. Given a finite binary structure B, all the strong intervals of
B are trivial if and only if B is constant or totally ordered or indecomposable,
with |B| > 3.

For a proof of this theorem see, for example, [8, Theorem 1]. Given
Theorem 2.3, we label the finite binary structures as below: given a finite
binary structure B,

e \(B) =cif B/P(B) is constant;
e \(B)=1iif |P(B)| >3 and B/P(B) is indecomposable;
e \(B) =t if B/P(B) is totally ordered.
Given a finite binary structure B, with |[B| > 2, the family S(B) \ {9}

endowed with inclusion constitutes a tree which is called the decomposition
tree of B.

3. WEAKLY PARTITIVE FAMILIES DEFINED ON FINITE SETS

An analogous study can be done from a weakly partitive family on a finite
set without considering a binary structure.

3.1. Preliminaries. To commence, we recall the following result (see, for
example, [6, Lemma 2.3])

Lemma 3.1. Given a family T of subsets of a set S, if T satisfies Asser-
tions A1-A4, then the following are equivalent.

(A5) For every up-directed family F CZ, UF € T.

(A6) ForeveryV C S,V €T ifand only if for anyu,v € V andx € S\V,
there exists X € I such that u,v € X and z ¢ X.

(A7) Given F C I, UF € T provided that for any x # y € UF, there is
a sequence x = Xg,...,Tn =Yy € S and a sequence X1,...,X, € F
such that x;—_1,x; € X; for 1 <i<n.

We need the following notation. Given a set S, consider a family F of
subsets of S. For each V C 5, set
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Frv ={UNV : UeF},
Frev={UeF : UcCV},
Frev={UeF : UcV},

and

f/;V:{UE.F : U:_)V}

For example, given a weakly partitive family Z, it follows from Assertion A2
that Z)nx = Z,cx for every X € T.

Lemma 3.2. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. For each
V. C S, Zny is a weakly partitive family on V.

Proof. Obviously, F/ny satisfies Assertion Al.

For Assertion A2, consider 7 C Z)ny. For each Y € F, denote by Gy
the family of X € 7 such that Y = X NV. Set § = UyerGy. As T
satisfies Assertion A2, we have NG € Z. Therefore, NF € )~y because
NF=(NG)NV.

For Assertion A3, consider Y,Y’ € Z such that Y NY’ # &. There
exist X, X’ € Zsuchthat Y = XNV and Y/ = X' N V. We clearly have
X NX'# @ so that X U X’ € T because Z satisfies Assertion A3. Thus,
YUY €Ly since YUY =(XNV)U(X'NnV)=(XUX)nV.

For Assertion A4, consider Y)Y’ € 7 such that Y \ Y’ # &. There exist
X, X' €Zsuchthat Y = XNVand Y = X' NV. We have X \ X' # &
since Y\ Y = (X \ X')NV. As 7 satisfies Assertion A4, X'\ X € T.
Consequently, Y'\'Y' € Z/qy because Y'\ Y = (X' \ X)NV.

By the previous lemma, to show that Z,~y satisfies Assertion A5, it suf-
fices to prove that it satisfies Assertion A7. So consider F C Iy verifying
the following. For any u # v € UF, there is a sequence u = ug, ..., U, =
v € V and a sequence Y7,...,Y, € F such that u;_1,u; € Y; for 1 <i < n.
Moreover, assume that the elements of F are non-empty. As for Asser-
tion A2, set G = UyerGy. Consider z # 2’ € UG. There are Y, Y’ € F such
that z € UGy and 2’ € UGys. Thus, there are X € Gy and X' € Gy
such that x € X and 2’ € X'. As X € Gy and X’ € Gys, we have
Y=XNVandY =X'NV. Since Y # @ and Y’ # &, consider u € Y

and ' € Y’. There exist a sequence u = uy,...,u, = v’ € V and a se-
quence Yo,...,Y, € F such that u;_1,u; € Y; for 2 < i < n. Now consider
the sequence r = ug,u = uy,...,u, = v, u,r1 = ' € S and the sequence

X1 =X, Xo9,...,Xpn, Xnt1 = X' € G, where X; € Gy, for 2 < i <n. They
verify u;—1,u; € X; for 1 <i <n+1. Consequently, UG € T since Z satisfies
Assertion AT7. Finally, UF € Z)qy because UF = (UG) N V. O

As for the strong intervals, we introduce the strong elements of a weakly
partitive family in the following way. Given a weakly partitive family Z,
an element X of 7 is strong provided that for every Y € Z, we have: if
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XNY # @, then X CY or Y C X. We denote by S(Z) the family of strong
elements of Z. Properties analogous to those stated in Proposition 2.2 hold
for strong elements of a weakly partitive family.

Proposition 3.3. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, the asser-
tions below hold.

(B1) @, S and {x}, where x € S, are strong elements of I.

) For every F C S(Z), NF € S(T).

3) For every up-directed family F of elements of S(Z), UF € S(Z).
4) For every X € T, S(I/QX) \{X} = S(I)/QX \ {X}.
)

Proof. Clearly, @,S € S(Z) and {z} € S(Z) for every z € S.

For Assertion B2, consider F C S(Z). Let Y € 7 such that YN(NF) # .
For every X € F, we have X NY # @ so that X C Y or Y C X because
X € §(Z). If there is X € F such that X C Y, then NF C Y. Otherwise,
Y C X for every X € F and hence Y C NF.

For Assertion B3, consider an up-directed family F of elements of S(Z).
Let Y € 7 such that Y N (UF) # @. Set G ={X € F: XNY # o}
Obviously, G # @ because Y N (UF) # @. For every X € G, we have X C Y
or Y C X because X € S(Z). If there is X € G such that Y C X, then
Y C UF. Otherwise, X C Y for every X € G. Consider X € G. For
every X' € F, there exists X” € F such that X U X’ C X”. We have
X" € G because X € G. Therefore X” CY and thus X’ C Y. Consequently
UFCY.

For Assertion B4, we first verify that S(Z),cx \ {X} € S(Z/cx) \ {X}.
Let Y € S(Z)/cx \ {X}. Consider Z € Z)cx such that Y NZ # . As
Y € S(Z) and Z € Z, we have Y C Z or Z C Y. Second, we establish
that S(Z/cx) \ {X} € S(T)/cx \ {X}. Let Y € S(T)cx) \ {X}. Observe
that Y € Z because Y € Z,cx. Now consider Z € 7 such that Y N Z # @.
Clearly, ZNX € I)cx and (ZNX)NY # @ because (ZNX)NY =Y NZ. As
Y € S(Z)cx), we have either Y C ZNX or ZNX C Y. In the first instance,
we have Y C Z. Therefore, assume that Z N X C Y. For a contradiction,
suppose that Z\ X # @. Then X \ Z € Z)cx. Since ZN X C Y, we have
(X\2)NY #2. AsY € S(T)cx) \{X}, weget Y CX\Zor X\ZCY.
In the first instance, Y N Z would be empty. In the second, Y would equal
X because ZNX C Y. Consequently Z\ X = @. We obtain Z C Y because
ZNXcCY.

Assertion B5 is an immediate consequence of Assertion B4 because X €
S(Z/QX)QS(I)/QX. O

Given a set S, consider a family F of subsets of S. A partition of S, all
the elements of which belong to F, is called an F-partition. Given such a
partition P, the quotient /P of F by P is the family of the subsets @ of
P such that UQ € F.
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Lemma 3.4. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. For
each I-partition P, the quotient /P is a weakly partitive family on P.

Proof. The quotient Z/P satisfies Assertion Al because Ug = @, UP = §
and U{X} = X for every X € P.

For Assertion A2, consider Q C Z/P. We easily verify that U(NQ) =
N{U@ : Q € Q}. As T satisfies Assertion A2 and as UQ € Z for every
Q € Q, we have N{UQ : @ € Q} € Z and hence NQ € Z/P.

For Assertion A3, consider @, R € Z/P such that Q@ N R # @. By the
definition of Z/ P, we have UQ, UR € Z. Obviously, (UQ)N(UR) = U(QNR).
Therefore, (UQ) N (UR) # @ and hence (UQ) U (UR) € 7 because Z satisfies
Assertion A3. As (UQ) U (UR) = U(Q U R), we obtain that Q UR € Z/P.

For Assertion A4, consider @, R € Z/P such that Q \ R # &. By the
definition of Z/P, we have UQ,UR € Z. Obviously, U(Q \ R) = (UQ) \
(UR). Therefore, (UQ) \ (UR) # @ and hence (UR) \ (UQ) € Z because 7
satisfies Assertion A4. Since U(R\ @) = (UR) \ (UQ), we have U(R\ Q) €
so that R\ Q € Z/P.

For Assertion A5, consider an up-directed family Q of elements of Z/P.
Set F = {UQ : Q € Q}. Clearly, F is an up-directed family of elements of
T. As T satisfies Assertion A5, we obtain that UF € Z. We have UQ € /P
because UF = U(UQ). O

Lemma 3.5. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. For
each S(Z)-partition P, we have S(Z/P) = S(Z)/P.

Proof. To begin, we verify that S(Z)/P C S(Z/P). Let Q € S(Z)/P. We
have UQ € S(Z). Consider R € /P such that QNR # &. We have UR € T.
Furthermore, (UQ) N (UR) # @ because (UQ) N (UR) = U(Q N R). Since
U@ € S(Z), we obtain that UQ C UR or UR C UQ, which is equivalent to
Q C Ror RC Q. Tt follows that @Q € S(Z/P).

Conversely, we establish that S(Z/P) C S(Z)/P. Let Q € S(Z/P). We
have to prove that UQ € S(Z). So consider Y € Z such that (UQ)NY # @.
Set R={X € P: XNY # @}. If there is X € P such that Y C X, then
X € Q and hence Y C X C UQ. Otherwise, |[R| > 2. As RC P C §(7),
we have X C Y or Y C X for every X € R. Since |R| > 2, we obtain
that X C Y for every X € R. Therefore Y = UR and hence R € Z/P. As
(UQ)NY # @, we have Q N R # &. Since Q € S(Z/P), we obtain that
Q C Ror R C @, which implies that UQ C UR or UR C UQ. Consequently
uQ € S(7). O

Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a set S. We denote by P(Z) the
family constituted by the maximal elements under inclusion of S(Z)\{@, S}.
Notice that if |S| < 1, then P(Z) = &. There are other cases when S is
infinite. For example, on the set of integers Z, consider the family

I={2,Z}u{{n} : neZ} U{(—o0,n] : ne€Z}.

We easily verify that 7 is a weakly partitive family on Z and that S(Z) = 7.
Therefore P(Z) = @. So we say that a weakly partitive family Z is a limit
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if P(Z) = @. For convenience, given a weakly partitive family Z, we denote
by L(Z) the family of X € S(Z) such that Z,cx is a limit.

The next lemma is known when the weakly partitive family considered
is the family of the intervals of a binary structure (see, for example, [5,

Theorem 4.2]).

Lemma 3.6. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. If T is not
a limit, then P(Z) realizes an S(I)-partition of S. Moreover, for every
X € S(T)\ {S}, there is Y € P(I) such that X CY.

Proof. The elements of P(Z) are pairwise disjoint. Indeed, consider Y, Z €
P(Z) such that Y NZ # @. AsY,Z € S(Z), we have Y C Z or Z C Y.
Since Y and Z are maximal elements under inclusion of S(7) \ {&, S}, we
have Y = Z. Therefore, it suffices to verify that UP(Z) = S when P(Z) #
@. Let X € P(Z). For each z € S\ X, denote by F, the family of the
strong elements of Z which are distinct from S and which contain x. Notice
that F, # @ because {z} € F,. Consider z € S\ X. Since F, C S(7)
and since z € NF,, F, is a total order under inclusion. By Assertion B3
of Proposition 3.3, we have UF, € S(Z). Furthermore X N (UF,) = .
Otherwise, there is Y, € F, such that X NY, # @. As X € §(Z) and as
x € Yz \ X, we obtain that X C Y, which is not possible because X € P(Z)
and Y; € S(Z7)\ {9, S}. In particular, we proved that UF, € S(Z) \ {&, S}.
To conclude, it is sufficient to show that P(Z)\ {X} ={UF, : x € S\ X}.
First, consider Y € P(Z) \ {X}. Given y € Y, we have Y € F, and hence
Y C UF,. Since UF, € S(Z)\{@, S}, we obtain Y = UF,. Second, consider
xre S\ X and Y € §SZ)\ {@,5} such that UF, C Y. Clearly, Y € F,
and hence Y = UF,. Thus UF, € P(Z). Consequently, P(Z) is an S(Z)-
partition of S. Lastly, consider X € S(Z) \ {S}. There is Y € P(Z) such
that Y N X # @. We have either Y C X or X C Y. As Y is a maximal
element under inclusion of S(7) \ {@, S}, we get X C Y. O

To state the analogue of Theorem 2.4 for weakly partitive families, we
introduce the following. Consider a family F of subsets of a set S. The
family F is trivial it F = {@, S} U {{z} : = € S}. It is said to be complete
if 7 = 25. Given a total order T such that V(T) = S, F is totally ordered
by {T,T*} if F coincides with the family of the intervals of T' (or of T*).
Notice that such a total order is unique up to duality. So we simply say
that F is totally ordered when such a total order T exists. As consequence
of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, we obtain

Corollary 3.7. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. If T is not
a limit, then S(Z/P(I)) is trivial.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, P(Z) is an S(Z)-partition of S. It follows from
Lemma 3.5 that S(Z/P(Z)) = S(Z)/P(Z). Now consider @ € S(Z)/P(Z)
such that |Q] > 2. We have to show that Q = P(Z). Since Q € S(Z)/P(I),
we have UQ € S(7). Given X € @, we have X C UQ because |Q] > 2. As
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X is a maximal element under inclusion of S(Z)\ {@, S}, we obtain UQ = S
or, equivalently, Q = P(Z). O

To study a weakly partitive family, we will demonstrate the following
result. It constitutes the main part of our study.

Theorem 3.8. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, S(Z) is
trivial if and only if T is trivial or complete or totally ordered.

3.2. Theorem 3.8 in the finite case. Theorem 3.8 is known in the finite
case. For instance, it is easy to adapt the proof of [2, Theorem 5.3] or of [8,
Theorem 1]. Theorem 3.8 allows a description of the elements of a weakly
partitive family as follows.

Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a finite set S, with |S| > 2. We
will localize and decompose the elements of Z according to the tree consti-
tuted by the non-empty strong elements of Z. Since S is finite, the family 7
is not a limit. By Lemma 3.6, P(Z) realizes an S(Z)-partition of S such that
S(Z/P(T)) = S(Z)/P(Z) by Lemma 3.5. Furthermore, by Corollary 3.7, the
family S(Z/P(Z)) of the strong elements of the corresponding quotient is
trivial. Consequently, it follows from Theorem 3.8 that Z/P(Z) is trivial or
complete or totally ordered. In the last instance, there is a total order T'(7)
defined on P(Z) such that Z/P(Z) is totally ordered by {T'(Z),T(Z)*}. For
convenience, we label 7 as

o \Z)=cif Z/P(T) is complete;
o \(Z) =iif [P(Z)| > 3 and Z/P(Z) is trivial;
e \(Z)=tif Z/P(Z) is totally ordered.

For each X € S(7), with |X| > 2, we carry out the same study to obtain
with the corresponding labeling A\(Z,cx) that (Z;cx)/P(Z,cx) is trivial or
complete or totally ordered.

For each non-empty subset V' of S, the family S(Z),5y endowed with
inclusion is a total order. Its smallest element N(S(Z) 5y ) belongs to S(T)
by Assertion B2 of Proposition 3.3. It is denoted by 7 or simply V.

Finally, every X € Z, with |X| > 2, is decomposed as follows. Clearly,
X €I,%. Denote by Qx the family of Y € P(I/gy) such that YN X # &.
It follows from the definition of X that |Qx| > 2. As P(Z,cx) € S(Z,cx),
we obtain that X = UQx and hence Qx € (Z,cx)/P(Z,cx). In addition,
it follows from the definition of A(Z,%) that Qx = P(Z,x) if M(Z,x) =1
and that Qx is an interval of T(Z, %) if M(Z,x) =t

Conversely, consider a subset V' of S, with |[V| > 2, such that there
is Qy C P(I/cv) satisfying V' = UQy. Furthermore, assume that Qy =
P(Z,cv) if MZ ) = iand that Qy is an interval of T(Z ) if A(Z ) = t.
Whatever A\(Z /gv)v we obtain that Qv € (Z,cy)/P(Z,cy). Consequently,
V =UQv €1,y and hence V € 7.

We summarize the previous discussion in the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.9. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a finite set S, with
|S| > 2. For every V.C S, we have V' € T if and only if either |V| < 1 or
|V| > 2 and there is Qy C P(I/gv) such that V = UQyv and satisfying

o if MZ)cyy) =i, then Qv = P(Z,cy);
o if A(I/QV) =1, then Qv is an interval of T(I/QV)-

Consequently, the elements of a weakly partitive family Z on a finite set
S, with |S| > 2, are decomposed into a union of elements of S(Z)\ {@}. The
family S(Z) \ {@} endowed with inclusion is a tree called the decomposition
tree of Z and denoted by D(Z).

3.3. The zigzag. Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a set S. Given
a#beSandc#deS, (a,b) V1 (c,d) signifies that one of the following
holds

e o = c and there is X € 7 such that b,d € X and a € S\ X;
e b =d and there is X € Z such that a,c € X and b e 5\ X.

Notice that (a,b) Vz (a,b) and that (a,b) Vz (¢,d) if and only if (¢, d) V1
(a,b).

Given a € S and b, V', b" € S\ {a}, if (a,b) V7 (a,V’) and (a,b’) V7 (a,b”),
then there are X, X’ € Z such that b,b' € X, a € S\ X, V,b" € X' and
a€S\X'. Ast € XNX', XUX' € T by Assertion A3. Since b,b” € XUX'
and a € S\ (X UX’), we get (a,b) V1 (a,b”). Thus, when we consider the
transitive closure of V7, we can return to a sequence where pivots alternate.
So a sequence (ag,bg), ..., (an,by,) of ordered pairs of distinct elements of
S is called a zigzag modulo Z between (ag,bo) and (ap,by) if (ai,b;) VI
(ajt1,bi+1)for 0 <i <mn—1. A subset of S is a support of this zigzag modulo
7 if it contains ag, by, ..., an,by. Given a #b € S and c #d € S, (a,b) «~~71
(¢, d) means that there is a zigzag modulo Z between (a, b) and (¢, d). Clearly,
«~s7 constitutes an equivalence relation on (S x S)\ {(z,z) : = € S}. For
a # b e S, [(a,b)]7 denotes the equivalence class of (a,b) modulo «~7.
Given a # b € S and ¢ # d € S, notice that (a,b) «~7 (c¢,d) if and only if
(b,a) ~~1 (d,c). When S is finite, we obtain the following characterization
of the equivalence classes of «~7.

Proposition 3.10. Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a finite set S,
with |S| > 2. Given a # b € S, the equivalence class [(a,b)]z satisfies
one of the following, where for x € {a,b}, {a,b}, denotes the element of
P(I/CW) which contains x.

o If )‘(I/Q{a,b}) =i, then [(a,b)]z = W@ X mb'
o If )\(I/g{a,b}) = c, then

[(a,b)]z = {(z,y) € {a,b} x {a,b} : {a,b}, # {a,b},}.
o If )\(I/g{a,b}) =t, then

[(a,b)lz = {

—~

z,y) € {a,b} x {a,b}: {a,b}, < {a, b}y modulo Ty, 1},
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where Tyqpy is either T(I/CW) or (T(I/CW))* chosen so that
{a,b}, < {a,b}, modulo Ty, .

Proof. Let ¢ # d € S such that (a,b) V7 (¢,d). For instance, assume that
a = c. Then, there is X € T such that b,d € X and a € S\ X. As {a,b} €
S(Z) and as b € X N{a,b} and a € {a,b} \ X, we have X C {a,b} so that
d € {a,b} and {a,d} C {a,b}. By interchanging (a,b) and (a,d), we obtain
{a,b} C {a,d} and hence {a,b} = {a,d}. In particular, {a,b}, # {a,b},.
Furthermore, observe that if {a,b}, # {a,b},, then {a,b}, U{a,b}, C X
because Wb and {a, b}, are strong elements of 7 intersected by X. Since
X C {a,b}, we have X = {a,b}. Consequently, if {a,b}, # {a,b},, then
)\(I/QW) # 1 and there is Qx C P(I/QW)’ with |Qx| > 2, such that
X =UQx. Now we distinguish the three cases below.

CASE 1: )\(I/Cm) =i
By the preceding observation, we have {a,b}, = {a,b};. Therefore

(a,d) € {a,b}, x {a,b},. Now consider any zigzag (ao,bo) = (a,b), ...,
(an, by) modulo Z. We similarly obtain by induction on 0 < i < n that
(ai, b;) € {a,b}, x {a,b},. Consequently [(a,b)]7 C {a,b}, x {a,b},. The
opposite inclusion is clear.
CASE 2: )‘(I/QW) =t.

By the preceding observation, if {a,b}, # {a,b},, then there is Qx C
P(I/CW)’ with |@Qx| > 2, such that X = UQx. By Theorem 3.9,
Qx is an interval of Ty,,. Since {a,b},,{a,b}; € Qx and {a,b}, €
P(I/QW) \ @x and since {a,b}, < {a,b}, modulo Ty,s), we have

{a,b}, < {a,b}; modulo Ty,. By using an induction as in the first
case, we obtain that [(a,b)]z C {(z,y) € {a,b} x {a,b} : {a,b}, <

{a, b}, modulo T, 4y }. The opposite inclusion is easily verified.
CASE 3: )‘(I/QW) =c.

For any z # y € {a,b} such that {a,b}, # {a,b} , we clearly have
(a,b) e~z (x,y). Then, the conclusion follows from the previous obser-
vation.

O

Lemma 3.11. Consider a weakly partitive family I on a set S. Given V C
S, for any (a,b), (c,d) € (V x V) \{(z,2) : @ € V}, if (a,5) =z, (c,d),
then (a,b) «~1 (c,d).

Proof. Tt suffices to verify that for any (a,b), (¢,d) € (V xV)\{(z,z) : z €
V}, it (a,0) Vg, (c,d), then (a,b) Vz (¢,d). For instance, assume that
a = c¢. Then, there exists X € Z such that b,d € XNV and a € V\ (X NV).
Obviously, b,d € X and a € S\ X. Thus (a,b) V7 (¢, d). O
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Lemma 3.12. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. For any
(a,b),(c,d) € (SxS)\{(z,2) : €8}, if(a,b) ez (c,d) and if V C S is
a support of a zigzag modulo T between (a,b) and (c,d), then (a,b) Ty
(c,d).

Proof. 1t suffices to verify that for any (a,b), (¢,d) € (S x S)\ {(z,z) : z €
S}, if (a,b) V1 (c,d) and if a subset V of S contains a,b,c and d, then
(a,b) VI (¢,d). For instance, assume that a = ¢. Then, there exists
X € 7 such that b,d € X and a € S\ X. Obviously, b,d € X NV and
a € V\(XNV). Thus (a,b) Vg, (¢, d). O

Corollary 3.13. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. For any
distinct elements a, b and c of S, if (a,c) «~71 (b,c), then (a,c) Vz (b, c).

Proof. Since (a,c) «~71 (b, c), there is a finite support F' of a zigzag modulo
7 between (a, c) and (b, c). By Lemma 3.2, )~ is a weakly partitive family
on I and (a,¢) e~z . (b, c) by Lemma 3.12. We distinguish the three cases
below according to Proposition 3.10. For convenience, denote Z,nr by J

and then denote {a,c}j by X. So X € S§(J). Furthermore, for u € X,
denote by X, the element of P(J,cx) containing u. Given u € X, we have
X, € S(j/gx). Thus X, € J)cx and hence X, € J.

By Proposition 3.10, [(a,c)]s = X4 x X.. Thus b € X, and hence
(a,c) V7 (b,c) because a,b € X, and ¢ € F'\ X,.

CASE 2: )\(j/gx) = C.
We have [(a,c¢)]7 = {(u,v) € X x X : X,, # X,,}. We obtain that X, #
X, and X, # Xp. Moreover, as A(J/cx) = ¢, we have X, U X}, € J/cx-
Therefore X, U Xy € J, with a,b € X, U X}, and c € F'\ (X, U Xp).

CASE 3: )\(j/gx) =t.
Let Tx = T(j/gX) or (T(j/gx))* such that X, < X, modulo T.
We obtain that X, < X, modulo T'x as well. For example, assume that
X, < X modulo Tx and denote by [X,, Xp] the intersection of all the
intervals of T'x which contain X, and Xj. Clearly, [X,, X3] is an interval
of Tx and hence U[X,, Xp] € J/cx. Once again, we get U[X,, X] € T,
with a,b € U[X,, Xp] and ¢ € F\ (U[X,, Xp))-
In the three cases above, we obtain (a,c)V 7 (b, c), that is, (a,c)Vz, . (b, c).
As observed in the proof of Lemma 3.11, we get (a,c) Vz (b, c). O

4. THEOREM 3.8 IN THE INFINITE CASE

We commence with some results on weakly partitive families defined on
infinite sets.

Lemma 4.1. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, if X1,..., X,
are pairwise disjoint elements of I, where n > 2, then X1 U---UX,, €
S(T)\ L(T).
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Proof. We already observed that X; U---U X,, € S(Z). Choose a; € X3,...,
an € X,. We have {aj,...,a,} € S(Z) as well. Clearly, {a1,...,a,}
CXjU-—-UX,. As{as,...,an}NX1 #9,...,{a1,...,a,} N X,, # @ and
the X, are pairwise disjoint, we obtain that X; U--- U X,, C {a1,...,a,}.
Therefore {aj,...,a,} = X;U---UX,. Denote by F the family of the
elements of S(I)/Cm which contains a;. Since {a;} € F, F # @.
As F C S(7), we obtain that F endowed with inclusion is a total order
so that UF € S(Z) by Assertion B3 of Proposition 3.3. Furthermore,

UF C {a1,...,an} because F C S(Z)
have {a1,...,a,} \ X # @ because X C {ay,...,a,}. It follows that
{ai,...,an} \ UF # @ and hence UF C {ai,...,an}. By Assertion B5
of Proposition 3.3, we have S(T )/C{a1 i =S T }) In partic-
ular, UF € S(T T
that UF Cc Y C {al,...,an}. As a; € YV and as Y ¢ f we obtain
that Y = {ai,...,a,}. Consequently, UF € P(T o }) and hence
7z JCTaran} is not a limit. ]
CH{ai,an}

ST} For every X € F, we

an }) Lastly, consider Y € S(Z Il }) such

Corollary 4.2. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, with |S| > 2,
the next assertions are equivalent.

(1) Z is a limit.

(2) S(I)\{S} is up-directed.

(3) (S(Z)\ L(Z))\{S} is up-directed and U((S(Z) \ L(Z))\{S}) =

Proof. Assume that 7 is a limit and consider X, Y € S(Z)\{S}. f XNY # &,
then one of these contains the other. If XNY = &, it follows from Lemma 4.1
that X UY is not a limit. Therefore X UY € S(Z)\{S}. Consequently,

S(Z)\{S} is up-directed. Conversely, assume that S(Z)\{S} is up-directed
and consider X € S(Z)\{9,S}. Given z € S\ X, as {z} € S(Z)\ {5},
there exists Y € S(Z)\{S} such that X U {z} C Y and hence X C Y.
Consequently P(7) = @.

Assume that 7 is a limit or equivalently that S(Z)\{S} is up-directed. We
have U(S(Z)\{S}) = S because {z} € S(Z)\{S} for each z € S. Therefore, to
establish that (S(Z)\L(Z))\{S} is up-directed and U((S(Z)\L(Z)\{S}) =
it is sufficient to establish that for every X € S(Z)\{S}, there is Y €
(S(Z) \ L(Z))\{S} such that X C Y. In fact, by the previous lemma,
for every x € S\ X, we have X U{z} € S(Z) \ £L(Z). Since S € L(I),
X U{z} # S. Conversely, assume that (S(Z)\ £L(Z))\{S} is up-directed and
U((S(Z) \ L(Z))\{S}) = S. Consider X € S(Z)\{2,S}. For x € X and
y € S\ X, there are Y)Y’ € (S(Z) \ £(Z))\{S} such that x € Y and y € Y’
because U((S(Z) \ L(Z))\{S}) = S. As (S(Z) \ L(Z))\{S} is up-directed,
there exists Z € (S(Z) \ £(Z))\{S} such that YUY’ C Z. Sincex € XN Z
and y € Z \ X, we obtain that X C Z. Therefore P(Z) = @. O

Corollary 4.2 is also formulated as
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Corollary 4.3. Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a set S. For every
X € 8(Z), with | X| > 2, the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) X € L(Z).

(2) S(Z)/cx is up-directed.

(3) (S(Z)\ ,C(I))/CX is up-directed and U((S(Z) \E(Z))/CX) =X.
Consequently, if X € L(I), then U(S(Z),cx) = U((ST)\ L(Z))/cx) = X.

Proof. By applying the previous corollary to Z,c x, we obtain that the fol-
lowing assertions are equivalent.
e T)cx is a limit, that is, X € £(T).
e S(Z)cx)\{X} is up-directed.
o (S(Z/cx)\L(Z)cx))\{ X} is up-directed and U((S(Z/cx )\ L(Z/cx))\
{X}) =X,

As X € S§(2), it follows from Assertion B5 of Proposition 3.3 that S(Z,c x)
= S(T)/cx- Thus S(Z/cx)\{X} = S(T)/cx. Furthermore, by definition,
L(Z;cx) is the family of Y C X such that Y € S(Z,cx) and (Z,cx)/cy
is a limit. Since S(Z,cx) = S(Z),cx and since (Z)cx)/cy = Z/cy, we
obtain that £(Z,cx) = L(Z),cx. Therefore (S(Z,cx) \ L(Z)cx))\{X} =
(ST \ L) jex. :

Proposition 4.4. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, T is not
a limit and Z/P(Z) is non-trivial if and only if there exists a non-empty
proper subset C' of S such that {C,S \ C} is an Z-partition and not an
S(Z)-partition.

Proof. Assume that Z is a non-limit and Z/P(Z) is non-trivial. Consider
Q € Z/P(Z) such that |Q| > 2 and Q # P(Z). Let X € P(Z)\Q and denote
by Q the family of R € Z/P(Z) such that Q C Rand X ¢ R. By Lemmas 3.1
and 3.4, Z/P(Z) satisfies Assertion A7 so that UQ € Z/P(Z). Now let R
be the family of R € Z/P(Z) such that (UQ)N R = @ and X € R. By
Assertion A7, UR € Z/P(Z). Since @ C UQ and X ¢ UQ, UQ is not strong
by Corollary 3.7. Therefore, there is Q' € Z/P(Z) such that Q' N(UQ) # &,
Q' \ (UQ) # @ and (UQ) \ Q' # @. We obtain that Q' U (UQ) € Z/P(Z)
and UQ C Q" U (UQ). Thus Q' U (UQ) ¢ Q and hence X € Q" \ (UQ).
As (UQ)\ Q' # @, we have Q' \ (UQ) € Z. Therefore Q' \ (UQ) € R and
@ C (UQ)U (UR). Since Q' U (UQ) € T and X € Q' U (UQ), we get (Q'U
(UQ))U(UR) € Z, that is, (UQ)U(UR) € Z. Suppose for a contradiction that
(UQ)U(UR) # P(I). As previously for UQ, there is Q' € Z/P(Z) such that
Q'N((UQU(UR)) # @, @'\ ((UQ)U(UR)) # @ and ((UQU(UR))\Q' # 2.
We have Q'N(UR) # @; otherwise Q'U(UQ) € Z/P(Z), with UQ C Q'U(UQ)
and X ¢ Q'U(UQ). Similarly, we have Q'N(UQ) # &; otherwise Q'U(UR) €
Z/P(Z), with UR C Q' U (UR) and (UQ) N (Q' U (UR)) = @. But, since
(UQ)U(UR)\ Q' # @, we get (UR)\ Q' # @ or (UQ)\ Q' # @. In the first
instance, Q" \ (UR) € Z/P(Z). As Q' N (UQ) # @, (Q"\ (UR)) N (UQ) # &;
which leads to the following contradiction: (@' \ (UR))U (UQ) € Z/P(I),



68 PIERRE ILLE AND ROBERT E. WOODROW

with UQ C (Q"\ (UR))U (UQ) and X ¢ (Q"\ (UR)) U (UQ). In the second
instance, we also obtain a contradiction in a similar way. Consequently
(UQ) U (UR) = P(Z). Finally, U(UQ) and U(UR) are non-empty elements
of Z such that (U(UQ))U(U(UR)) = S. Furthermore, since |Q| > 2, we have
|UQ| > 2. AsUQ € T/P(Z) and UQ # P(Z), we obtain that A(Z/P(Z)) # i.
Consider Y # Z € UQ. Firstly, if A(Z/P(Z)) = ¢, then X UY € Z such that
X C(XUY)\(UUQ)),Y C(XUY)N(UUQ)) and Z C (U(UQ))\ (X UY).
Secondly, if A\(Z/P(Z)) = t, then assume that ¥ < Z modulo T(Z/P(7)).
As UQ € T/P(Z), UQ is an interval of T(Z/P(Z)) and hence either X <
Y < Zmodulo T(Z/P(Z)) or Y < Z < X modulo T(Z/P(Z)). For example,
assume that the first instance holds. Denote by [ X, Y] the intersection of the
elements of (Z/P(Z)) ;5{x,y}- By Assertion A2, [X,Y] € Z/P(Z). Moreover,
X CX, Y]\ (UUQ)),Y CX,Y]N(UUQ)) and Z C (UUQ))\ [X,Y]. In
both cases, we conclude that U(UQ) & S(Z).

Conversely, assume that there exists a non-empty proper subset C of
S such that {C,S \ C} is an Z-partition and not an S(Z)-partition. By
Lemma 4.1 applied to C and S\ C, CU (S \ C) = S is not a limit, that is,
7 is not a limit. Without loss of generality, assume that C' ¢ S(Z). There is
Y € Z such that CNY # @, C\Y # @ and Y\C # &. Furthermore, for each
Z € P(I), either ZNC =@ or Z C C. Thus C = U(P(Z),cc). Therefore
P(I)/cc # P(Z) and P(I),cc € Z/P(Z). Lastly, there are Z,Z" € P(I)
such that ZN(CNY) # @ and Z'N(C\Y) # @. Suppose for a contradiction
that Z = Z'. Since ZC CNY or CNY C Z and since ZN(C\Y) # &, we
have CNY C Z. Moreover, as Y\C # &, we get C\Y € Z. Since C\Y C Z
or ZC C\Y,andsince ZN(CNY) # &, we obtain that C'\' Y C Z. Thus
C C Z. As previously observed, either ZNC = @ or Z C C. It would follow
that C = Z, which contradicts C' & S(Z). Consequently, Z # Z’ and, by
the previous observation, Z C C' and Z' C C. Tt follows that |P(Z),cc| > 2
and hence Z/P(Z) is not trivial. O

Proposition 4.4 leads us to the following definition. Given a weakly par-
titive family Z on a set S, X C Sisa cutof Zif X € Z and S\ X € Z. For
convenience, the family of the cuts of Z is denoted by C(Z). We introduce
the following equivalence relation on S. Given z,y € S, x ~¢(7) y if for each
C € C(Z), either z,y € C or x,y € S\ C.

Proposition 4.5. Given a weakly partitive family T on a set S, each equiv-
alence class of ~¢(z) is a strong element of I.

Proof. Let E be an equivalence class of ~¢(z). Given e € F, since E is the
intersection of the cuts containing e, E € Z. For a contradiction, suppose
that there exists X € 7 such that there are a € EN X, b € F\ X and
x € X\ E. As a and z are not equivalent modulo ~c(z), there exists
C € C(Z) such that z € C and a € S\ C. We have ENC = & because
E is an equivalence class of ~¢(7). To obtain a contradiction, it suffices
to prove that C' U X € C(Z) because we would then have a € C' U X and
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be S\ (CUX). Wehave CNX # @ and X \ (S\ C) # & because
zreCNX. ThusCUX €T and (S\C)\ X =5\ (CUX) €Z. Therefore
(S\OH)\X =S\ (CUX)eT O

Lemma 4.6. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S, with |S| > 2,
such that T is not trivial and S(Z) is trivial. Let a # b € S. For any
x#y €S, we have (z,y) «~71 (a,b) or (y,x) «~1 (a,b).

Proof. Since |S| > 2 and §(Z) is trivial, we have P(Z) = {{z} : x € S}, and
hence Z is not a limit. Therefore, Z/P(Z) is not trivial because Z is not.
By Proposition 4.4, there exists C' € C(Z) such that C # @ and C # S.
Consequently, for every equivalence class E of ~¢(7), E # S. Furthermore,
by Proposition 4.5, E is a strong element of Z. Since S(7) is trivial, |E| = 1.
It follows that there is C' € C(Z) such that a € C and b € S\ C. Similarly, for
any x # y € S, there is D € C(Z) such that z € D andy € S\ D. If z € C
and y € S\ C, then (x,y) «~7 (a,b). Similarly, if y € C and x € S\ C,
then (y,x) «~71 (a,b). So assume that either z,y € C or z,y € S\ C. In
the same way, assume that a,b € D or a,b € S\ D. For instance, assume
that z,y € C and a,b € D. Asb,z € D and y € S\ D, (y,x) V1 (y,b). As
a,y € Cand b € S\ C, (y,b) V1 (a,b). For the other three cases, we proceed
in the same manner by interchanging a and b and by interchanging C' and
S\ C, and similarly for z,y and D, S\ D if necessary. O

Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a set S. Given a #b € S, D,y
denotes the directed graph (5, [(a,b)]7). Given distinct elements aq, ..., a,
of S, where n > 2, recall that the sequence (aq,...,an,ap+1 = a1) is a
circuit of D(, ) of length n when (a1, az),.. ., (an,a1) € [(a,b)]z.

Proposition 4.7. Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S, with
|S| > 2, such that T is not trivial and S(T) is trivial. The following asser-
tions are equivalent.

(1) Z is complete.

(2) «~w7 admits a unique equivalence class.

(3) There are a # b € S such that D,y contains a circuit.

Proof. Obviously, the first assertion implies the second. Conversely, consider
any V C S. By Assertion A6, it suffices to verify that for any a,b € V and
x € S\V, there is X € Z such that a,b € X and z € S\ X, that is,
(a,x) V7 (b,x). Since (a,x) «~7 (b, z), apply Corollary 3.13.

Clearly, if «~7 admits a unique equivalence class, then D, contains
the circuit (a,b,a) for any a # b € S. Conversely, assume that D,
contains a circuit (ai,...,an,an+1 = a1). Consider a finite set F' which
is a support of a zigzag modulo Z between (a;,a;1+1) and (a1, a;42) for
1 <i<n-1. By Lemma 3.12, (a;,a;+1) ST (ajt1,ai42) for 1 < i <

n — 1. For convenience, denote Z)~p by J and then denote {al,az}j by
X; then X € §(J). Furthermore, for v € X, denote by X, the element
of P(J/cx) containing u. We have X, € S(J/cx). Thus X, € J/cx and
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hence X, € J. By Proposition 3.10, a1,...,a, € X and X,, # X,,,, for
1 <4 < n—1 Suppose for a first contradiction that \(J,cx) = i. By
Proposition 3.10, we then have X,, x X,, = X4, X Xg,, which implies that
X4, = Xa,- Suppose for a second contradiction that A\(J/cx) = t. Let
Tx =T(J/cx) or (T(J)cx))” selected so that X,, < X, modulo Tx. By
Proposition 3.10, we obtain

Xogy < Xgp < <X, <X = X4, modulo T.

an+1
Consequently A\(J/cx) = ¢. For any u,v € X, we have X,UX, € J/)cx and
hence X, UX, € J. Therefore, we have (a1, a2) V7 (a3, as) because ai, a3 €
Xoy U Xy and ag € F\ (X, U Xg,). If as € X, then (a3, a2) V7 (a1, a2)
because aj,a3 € X, and as € F \ X,,. If a3 € X,,, then (as,a2) Vs
(as,a1) because aj,as € X4y U X, and ag € F'\ (X4, U X,,). Furthermore,
(as,a1) V7 (ag2,a1) because ag,a3 € X4, U Xgy and a1 € F\ (Xg, U Xog)-
Consequently, we get (a1,a2) «~ 7 (az,a1), that is, (a1, a2) e~z . (a2, a1).
By Lemma 3.11, we have (a1, as) «~7 (ag2,a1). It follows from Lemma 4.6
that «~7 admits a unique equivalence class. O

Proof of Theorem 3.8 in the infinite case. Let T be a weakly partitive fam-
ily on an infinite set S. Obviously, if Z is complete, trivial or totally ordered,
then S(Z) is trivial. Conversely, we will prove the following: if Z is not triv-
ial and if S(Z) is trivial, then Z is complete or totally ordered. Consider
a #b € 5. By Proposition 4.7, if D,y contains a circuit, then 7 is com-
plete. Otherwise, it follows from Lemma 4.6 that D, is a total order. Let
I be an interval of D, ). By Assertion A6, to prove that I € Z, it suffices to
verify that for any u,v € I and € S'\ I, there is X € 7 such that u,v € X
and z € S\ X, that is, (u, ) Vz (v, 2). As I is an interval of D, ), we obtain
that (u,z) e~z (v,x), and we conclude by Corollary 3.13. Conversely, let
X €Z. Consider any u,v € X and z € S\ X. We have (u,z) V7 (v, x), and
hence either u < z and v <  modulo D, ) when (u,x) € [(a,b)]z, or & < u
and x < v modulo D43 when (z,u) € [(a,b)]z. Consequently, Z is totally
ordered by {Dqp), (D(a,))*}- O

Given a weakly partitive family Z on an infinite set S, we define A(Z) as
in the finite case when Z is not a limit. Furthermore, when \(Z) = t, T(Z)
still denotes the unique total order up to duality defined on P(Z) such that
7 is totally ordered by {T'(Z), (T(Z))*}.

In the infinite case, Theorem 3.9 becomes

Theorem 4.8. Consider a weakly partitive family T on an infinite set S.
For every V C S, we have V € T if and only if one of the following holds:
V=g;

V = {z}, where x € S;

V|>2,VeL(Z)andV =V;

V| > 2, Ve S@)\L®Z) and there is Qv C P(Z,cy) such that
V =UQv, and furthermore
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— if MZ,cy) =1, then Qv = P(Z)c);
— if )\(I/QV) =t, then Qv is an interval of T(I/gv)-

Proof. To begin, consider X € T such that [X| > 2. First, assume that
X € L(I). By Corollary 4.3, S(I),x is up-directed. Given a € X, for
every Y € S(I) %, there is Z € S(Z),-x such that Y U{a} C Z. As
Z € 8(T), with a € X N Z, we get either X C Z or Z C X. Since Z C X,
we have Z C X and hence Y C X. Therefore U(S(I)/CY) C X. As
{z} € §(2) Jcx for each x € X, we obtain that X = X. Secondly, assume
that X € S(Z)\ L(Z). Denote by Qx the family of Y € P(I/QY) such that
YNX # @. Given Y € Qx, since Y € Sg/gf) and since X € I,
we have either X CY orY C X. AsY C X, we get Y C X. Therefore
Qx| =2, X =UQx and hence Qx € (Z,c%)/P(Z)cx)-

Conversely, consider V' C S such |[V| > 2. Obviously, if V = V, then
V € Z. So assume that the last assertion holds. We obtain that Qy €
(I/CV)/P(I/CV)' Thus V' =UQv € I,y and hence V € T. O

Given a weakly partitive family Z on an infinite set S, it follows from this
theorem that the elements of Z are decomposed into a union of elements of

DI)= |J {X}UuPZcx).
XeS(D\L(T)

Clearly, D(Z) endowed with inclusion constitutes a tree, called the de-
composition tree of Z. The following corollary of Theorem 4.8 ends this
section.

Corollary 4.9. Given weakly partitive families T and J on the same in-
finite set S, we have T = J if and only if S(Z)\ L(Z) = S(T) \ L(T)
and for each X € S(I)\ L(Z), P(Z)cx) = P(Jjcx), MZjcx) = MTjcx)
and {T( Z;cx),(T(Z;cx))*y = {T(T)cx), (T(Tjcx))*} when NZjcx) =
A(j/gx) = t.

Proof. Consider I € 7 such that |I| > 2. First, assume that T e L(T).
By Theorem 4.8 applied to Z, we have [ = 7" and hence I € L(T). It
follows from Corollary 4.3, applied to I € L(Z), that (S(Z) \ £(Z))/cr is
up-directed and U((S(Z) \ L(Z))/c1) = 1. As S(I)\ L(Z) = S(T) \ L(T),
we have (S(Z)\ L(Z))/cr = (S(T)\ £(J)) cr and hence (S(T) \ £(T)) jcr
is up-directed. By Assertion A5, U((S(Z) \ £(Z))/c1) = I belongs to J.
Secondly, assume that T e S(Z)\ L(Z). So we have T e S(I)\ L(T) and

P(I/gjf) = P(j/gjf)- By Theorem 4.8 applied to Z, there is Q@ C P(I/QTI)

such that I = UQ;. By definition of TI, |Qr| > 2. Recall that P(J

/gTI) is

. . . . —T
constituted by the maximal elements under inclusion of S(J f gfz) \{@,I}.
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=T =T =7 =TI
Moreover S(j/gjl) \{o,I"} = 8(~7)/ng \{@,I"}. Consequently I =1".
To obtain that I € 7, it suffices to apply the preceding theorem to J
by using the facts that A(I/gjj) = A(j/gij) and that Q7 is an interval
of T(I/QTJ), and hence of T(j/gjj) when )\(I/QTJ) = )\(\Y/QTJ) =t It
follows that Z C J. The opposite inclusion is obtained by interchanging 7
and J in what precedes. O

Theorem 4.8 also allows the extension of Proposition 3.10 to the infinite
case.

5. THEOREM 1.2 IN THE INFINITE CASE

We say that a binary structure B is a limit if P(B) = @. For convenience,
denote by £(B) the family of the strong intervals X of B such that B[X] is
a limit.

Observation 5.1. Consider a binary structure B. Clearly, S(B) = S(Z(B)).
Let X € S(B). By Assertion B5 of Proposition 2.2, we have S(B[X]) =
S(B)/cx- As S(B) = S(I(B)), we get S(B)/cx = S(Z(B))/cx- But, by
Assertion B5 of Proposition 2.2, we have S(Z(B)),cx = S(Z(B),cx). It
follows that for each X € S(B), P(B[X]) = P(Z(B),cx). Thus L(B) =
L(Z(B)). Lastly, let X € S(B) \ L(B). For every Q C P(B[X]), it is easy
to verify that Q is an interval of the quotient B[X]|/P(B[X]) if and only if
UQ is an interval of B[ X]. In other words,

Z(B[X]/P(B|X])) = Z(B[X])/ P(B[X]).

By Proposition 2.1, T(B[X]) = I(B) cx. As P(B[X]) = P(Z(B),cx), we
obtain that Z(B[X]/P(B[X])) = (Z(B)cx)/P(Z(B)/cx). Therefore, we
clearly have that B[X]/P(B[X]) is:

e indecomposable if and only if (Z(B),cx)/P(Z(B)/cx) is trivial;

e constant if and only if (Z(B),cx)/P(Z(B),cx) is complete;

e totally ordered if and only if (Z(B),cx)/P(Z(B),cx) is totally or-

dered.

Consequently \(B[X]) = MZ(B)/cx)-

We utilize the following to demonstrate Theorem 1.2 in the infinite case.

Let O be a partial order. A bicoloring of O is a function ¢ : V(0O) —
{0,1}. A subset X of V(O) is monochromatic if there is ¢ € {0,1} such
that € (z) = ¢ for every x € X. With each bicoloring ¢ of O associate its
complement € defined by € (x) = 1 — % (z) for each z € V(O). A bicoloring
% of O is dense provided that for any = # y € V(0), if x < y modulo O
and if ¢ (x) = € (y), then there is z € V(O) such that * < z < y modulo O
and %(z) # € (x). For a total order T, we then have: a bicoloring € of T'
is dense if the only monochromatic intervals of T are the empty set and the
singletons.
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Proposition 5.2 ([6]). (Axiom of Choice) Every total order admits a dense
bicoloring.

This result easily extends to trees.
Corollary 5.3. (Axiom of Choice) Every tree admits a dense bicoloring.

Proof. Consider a tree 7. Using the Axiom of Choice, there exists an ordinal
a and an ordinal sequence (bg)g<q of all the branches of 7. We will define
by transfinite induction a sequence (é3)s<q of bicolorings such that €3 is
a dense bicoloring of 7[Us<pbs] for f < « and €, is a restriction of €3
for v < # < a. Once again, we use the Axiom of Choice as follows. For
each # < «, associate a dense bicoloring % of T[bg|. Set €y = Zy. Now,
given 0 < < «, assume that the bicolorings (¢,),<s are well defined.
The bicolorings (¢5),<g admit a common extension, denoted by U,3%,,
which is a dense bicoloring of 7[Uy<gb,]. If bg C U,<gb,, then set €5 =
Uy <3%,. Now assume that bz \ (Uy<gby) # &. As 7 is connected, consider
a shortest sequence o, ..., x, of vertices of 7 satisfying zg € U,<gby, =, €
b \ (Uy<pby), and for 0 <i < n — 1, either (z;,xi41) € A(T) or (wijt1,2;) €
A(7). For a contradiction, suppose that n > 2. Let 0 <4 < n—2. Since n is
the smallest for such a sequence, we have (z;, x;12) € A(T). As 7 is a tree, we
get z; < x;41 and x40 < x;41 modulo 7. It follows that n = 2 and z¢ < x1
and z2 < w1 modulo 7. But, since 9 € Uy<gby, we have x1 € U,<gb,.
So we could have considered the sequence (1, z2) instead of (xg,x1,x2).
Consequently n = 1. As previously observed, if g < x1 modulo 7, then x1 €
Uy<gby. Thus z1 < zg and hence zg € bg N (Uy<gb,). For x € bgN (Uy<zby)
and y € V(7), if z < y modulo 7, then y € bg N (Uy<gb,). Therefore,
for € bg N (Uy<pby) and y € bg \ (Uy<pby), we have y < x modulo 7. If
7[bg\ (Uy<gby)] does not possess a biggest element or if 7[bgMN(Uy<gb)] does
not possess a smallest element, then choose for 63 the common extension of
Uy<@y and of g\ (U, 4b,))- S0 assume that 7[bs \ (Uy<pby)] admits a
biggest element denoted by M and 7[bgN(Uy<gby)] admits a smallest element
denoted by m. If (Uy<g@,)(m) # Zg|(bs\(U,<by)) (M), then we choose for
¢ the common extension of Uy<g@, and of Zg|,\ (U, 4b,)) as well. If
(Uy<p@y)(m) = D|(b5\(U, < 5by)) (M), then € is the common extension of
Uy<g%y and of %I(b 5\(U,<5b,))- 10 this manner, we complete the definition
of the required sequence of bicolorings (63)s<q. Their common extension
UB<a €3 realizes a dense bicoloring of 7. ]

The following is deduced from Proposition 5.2 as well.

Corollary 5.4. (Axiom of Choice) For every set S, there exists a binary
structure B such that B =S, rk(B) = 3 and B is indecomposable.

Proof. By the Ultrafilter Axiom, there exists a total order T defined on
V(T) = S. By Proposition 5.2, T" admits a dense coloring . Define B
as follows. Given x # y € S, B(xz,y) = 0 if x < y modulo T and if
€ (r) =% (y); B(x,y) =1if v < y modulo T and if ¢ (x) # € (y); otherwise,
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B(xz,y) = 2. For every proper subset X of S, we have X is an interval of B
if and only if X is a monochromatic interval of T. Since ¥ is dense, B does
not have a non-trivial interval. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2 in the general case. (Using the Axiom of Choice)

Consider a weakly partitive family Z on a set .S, with |S| > 2. The family
S(Z) \ L(Z) endowed with inclusion constitutes a tree. By Corollary 5.3, it
admits a dense bicoloring €. Let X € S(Z)\ L(Z). We associate with X the
binary structure Bx defined on P(Z /C x) by distinguishing the three cases
below.

Case 1: M(Z)cx) =c.
The binary structure By is constant, and is defined by: for any Y #
CASE 2: \M(Z)cx) = 1.
Using the preceding corollary, we choose for Bx an indecomposable bi-
nary structure defined on P(Z,cx) of rank 3.

CASE 3: \M(Z)cx) =t.
There is a total order T'(Z,c x) such that (Z,cx)/P(Z,cx) is totally or-
dered by {T(Z,cx), (T'(Z/cx))*}- Recall that T(Z,c x) is identified with
the binary structure Br(z e x) of rank 2 defined on P(Z,cx). We define
Bx as follows: forany Y # Z € P(Z,cx), Bx(Y, Z) = BT(I/CX)(Y> Z)+
% (X). Thus, By is totally ordered by {0,1} if €(X) = 0 and by {1,2}
it ¢(X) =

Now we define a binary structure B of rank 3 on S as follows. Let a #
besS. By Lemma 4.1 applied to {a} and {b}, {a, b}I € S(Z)\ L(Z). For

x € {a,b} b} denote by {a, b}I the element of P(Z

7) which contains z.

/<Tabt’
Lastly, set B(a,b) = { % ({a b}a, {a,b} b}b) To prove that Z(B) = Z, we

establish the next claims. The first one follows directly from the definition
of Bx, where X € S(Z) \ L(Z), and of B.

Claim 5.5. Let X € S(T) \ L(Z).

® I(Bx) = (Z)cx)/P(Z/cx)-
o For every I € Z(B[X]), we have

(Y € P(T)cx): YNI+#a}eI(By)
e For every Q € I(Bx), UQ € Z(B[X]).

Claim 5.6. S(Z)\ L(Z) C Z(B) and for every X € S(Z) \ L(Z), we have
P(Z;cx) € I(B).

Proof. leen X € S(T)\L(T), consider a,b € X and x € S\ X. Clearly, X C
{a,b,x} b,x} , and {a,b J:}I S(Z)\ L(Z) by Lemma 4.1. By Assertion B5 of

Proposition 3.3, X € S(I/sz) \{{a,b, a:}I} It follows from Lemma 3.6
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applied to Z Tt that there is Y € P(Z JCTabal” )

As a,b € Y and Y C {a,b,m}z, we have x € Y. Thus, there is Z €

such that X C Y.

P(I/CWI) \ {Y'} such that x € Z. We also deduced that {a,x}z =
{b, x}I = {a, b,x}I. So we have

B(a,z) = B(mz)(Y, Z) = B(b,x)
and

B(z,a) = B(WI)(Z’Y) = B(z,b).

Consequently X € Z(B).

Given X € S(Z) \ L(Z), consider Y € P(Z,cx). Since X € Z(B), it
follows from Proposition 2.1 that it suffices to verify that Y is an interval of
B[X]. So consider a,b €Y and x € X \Y. As Y is a maximal element under
inclusion of S(Z,c x)\{9, X} and as S(Z,c x) = S(Z) /cx by Assertion B5 of

Proposition 3.3, we have {a, x}I = {b, :II}I = X. Denote by Z the element of
P(Z)cx)\{Y'} which contains z. We get B(a,r) = Bx(Y,Z) = B(b,z) and
B(z,a) = Bx(Z,Y) = B(x,b). Consequently Y is an interval of B[X]. O

Claim 5.7. Let X € S(Z) \ L(Z). Given an interval I of B[X], denote by
Q1 the family of Y € P(Z)cx) such that Y N1 # @. If |Qr| > 2, then
I =uQ.

Proof. By contradiction.
Suppose that there is Y € Qr such that Y\ I # &. Consider Z € Q;\{Y'}

and elements a € INY,beINZ and y € Y \ I. Clearly, {y, b}I = X and
hence B(y,b) = Bx (Y, Z) and B(b,y) = Bx(Z,Y’). Moreover, by Claim 5.5,
Qr is an interval of By. Thus, if Qr # P(Z,cx), then A(Z,cx) # i. So
assume that Q; = P(Z/cx). By Claim 5.6, Y is an interval of B[X]. Since
Y'\I # @, we have I'\Y is an interval of B[X]. By Claim 5.5, P(Z;cx)\{Y'}
is an interval of Bx and hence A\(Z,cx) # i as well.

Clearly, {a,y}I C Y and, by Lemma 4.1, {a, y}I € S(Z)\ L(Z). We will
prove that for every U € S(Z)\ L(Z), if {a,y}I CUC X, then \(Z)cy) # i.
By Lemma 3.6, U C Y. For every u € U, denote by U, the element of
P(Zcy) which contains u. We have U, € {Y' € P(Z,cy) : Y' NI # o}
By Claim 5.6, U is an interval of B and hence UNI is an interval of B[U]. By
Claim 5.5 applied to U, {Y' € P(Z,cy): Y' NI # @} is an interval of By.
Thus, if [{Y' € P(Z,cy): YNNI # @} >2andif {Y' € P(Z)cy): YNNI #
@} # P(Z)cy), then A(Z,cy) # 1. By distinguishing the two cases below,
we will show that we always have A\(Z,cy7) # i. First, assume that [{Y' €
P(Zjcy): Y'NT# @} =1, that is, {Y' € P(T)cy): Y'NI# @} = {U.}.
By Claim 5.6, U, is an interval of B and hence I UU, is an interval of B[X].
Since b € (IUU,) \ U, we obtain that U \ (I UU,) = U \ U, is an interval of
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B[U]. Tt follows from Claim 5.5 that P(Z,cy) \ {Ua} is an interval of By.
Therefore A(Z;cyy) # i. Second, assume that {Y' € P(Z,cy) @ Y' NI #
@} = P(Z)cy). As previously observed, U N[ is an interval of B[U]. Since
y € Uy \ (UNI), we obtain that (U NI)\ U, is an interval of B[U]. By
Claim 5.5, P(Z,cyy) \ {Uy} is an interval of By and hence AN(Z,cy) # 1.

Now, we will establish that A(Z,_—z) = MZ)cx) and %({a. o7 =
¢(X). For U = X or {a,y}I, we proved that By is either constant or
totally ordered. Thus, given W # W' € P(Z /QU), we have By is con-
stant if and only if By(W,W') = By(W',W). We also have By is to-
tally ordered if and only if By (W, W’) # By(W',W). Furthermore, if By
is constant then € (U) = By(W,W’), and if By is totally ordered, then
¢ (U) = min(By(W,W’), By(W',W)). Consequently, it suffices to find
X'#X"e P(Z)cx)and Y #£Y" € P(I/C@z) such that

{Bx (X', X"),Bx(X", X"} = {BWI(Y/,Y,/),BWI(Y/,,Y/)}.

We already obtained that B(y,b) = Bx(Y, Z) and B(b,y) = Bx(Z,Y).
Since [ is an interval of B[X], B(y,a) = B(y,b) and B(a,y) = B(b,y). But

———7 ———7 7 ——7
B(ya CL) - B@I({a,y}y,{a,y}a) and B(CL, y) - B@I({avy}av{a7y}y)‘
Therefore

{Bx(Y.2), Bx(2.Y)} = {By_s(Ta.u}, {a.us).

Byl {a v},
Finally, to obtain a contradiction, we will show that the bicoloring %
is not dense. In fact, we will verify that for every U € S(Z) \ L(Z), if
Ta,yl’ C U C X, then €(U) = €(X). Let U € S(Z) \ £(Z) be such that
WI C U C X. For every u € U, denote by U, the element of P(Z,cy)

which contains u. By Lemma 3.6, {a,y} C U, = U, and U C Y. Let
u € U\ U,. First, assume that v € I. Since [ is an interval of B[X], we
have B(u,y) = B(b,y) and B(y,u) = B(y,b). Thus

{BU(UW Uy)? BU(UZN Uu)} = {BX(Y7 Z)? BX(Z7 Y)}

Second, assume that w € U \ I. As [ is an interval of B[X], we have
B(u,a) = B(u,b) and B(a,u) = B(b,u). Moreover, since U C Y, we have
B(u,b) = Bx (Y, Z) and B(b,u) = Bx(Z,Y). So

{BU(UM Ua)v BU(UCH Uu)} = {BX(K Z)a BX(Zv Y)}
U

Claim 5.8. S(Z) \ L(Z) C S§(B) and for every X € S(I)\ L(Z), we have
P(Z;cx) € S(B).
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Proof. Let X € S(Z)\ £(Z). By Claim 5.6, X is an interval of B. So
consider an interval Y of B such that Y\ X # g and Y N X # &. We
have to show that X CY. Let a € Y\ X and b € Y N X. By Lemma 4.1,

{a, b}z € S(Z)\ L(Z). Since b € X N{a, b}I, we have either X C {a,b}I
or {a, b}I C X. We get X C {a, b}I because a ¢ X. By Lemma 3.6,
there is 7 € P(I/CWI) such that X C Z,. Asb € Z, and Z, C {a, b}I7

a ¢ Zy. Denote by Z, the element of P(Z / ) which contains a. By

clap)”
Claim 5.6, {a, b}I is an interval of B and hence Y N {a, b}I is an interval

of B[{a, b}I]. Denote by @ the family of elements Z of P(Z / such

Tasr”)
that Z N (Y N {a,b}I) # @. We have |Q| > 2 because Z, # Z, € Q.
It follows from the preceding claim that Y N {a, b}I = UQR. Consequently
xczcvynlab Cv.

Let X € S(Z)\ £(Z). We showed that X € S(B). Thus, it follows
from Assertion B5 of Proposition 2.2 that P(Z,cx) € S(B) if and only if
P(Z;cx) € S(B[X]). But, by Claim 5.7, we have P(Z,cx) C S(B[X]). O

Claim 5.9. 7 C I(B).

Proof. Let X € Z. Firstly, assume that X e L(Z). By Theorem 4.8,
X = X". By Corollary 4.3, (S(T) \ £(T)),cx is up-directed and U((S(Z) \
L(I))/cx) = X. By the previous claim, (S(Z) \ £(Z)),cx € S(B) and
X =U((S(Z)\ £L(T)))cx) € S(B) by Assertion B3 of Proposition 2.2.
Secondly, assume that X'es (Z)\ L(Z). By Theorem 4.8, there is Qx €

(I/gyz)/P(I/ng) such that X = UQx. By Claim 5.5, Qx € I(B(YI)) and
X =UQy € Z(B[X"]). By Claim 5.6, X~ € Z(B) and hence X € Z(B) by
Proposition 2.1. [l

Claim 5.10. Z(B) C 7.

Proof. Let X € Z(B). To begin, assume that X' e L(Z). By Corollary 4.3,
(S(Z)\ E(I))/C—z is up-directed and U((S(Z) \ E(I))/CYI) = X" By

X
Claim 5.8, (S(Z) \ E(I))/CYI C S(B)/CYI. We verify that S(B)/CYI is
up-directed. Indeed, let Y, Z € S(B)/CYI. fYNZ+# @, thenY C Z or

Z C Y. Thus, assume that Y N Z = & and consider y € Y and z € Z. As
(S(T)\ E(I))/Cyf is up-directed and U((S(Z) \E(I))/Cyl') = YI, there is

Ue(S(T)\ ,C(I))/CYI such that y,z € U. By Claim 5.8, U € S(B)/CYI

and hence XUY C U becausey € YNU,z € U\Y,ze€ ZNU andy € U\ Z.
Consequently, S(B) Jcx? is up-directed. By Assertion B3 of Proposition 2.2,

U(S(B),<z) € S(B). Since (S(I)\L(T)) = € S(B)
X' = U((S@)\ L)), ) € U(S(B)

JcxE We obtain that

JcX? /CYI) C X". Therefore X_ € S(B).
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Lastly, we show that X' = X. As U((S(Z) \ E(I))/CYZ) = YI, there is
Up € (S(7) \E(I))/CYI such that Uy N X # &. For each U € (S(Z) \
E(I))/ —1, there exists U’ € (S(Z) \ K(I))/sz such that Uy U U C U’

cX X
because (S(Z) \ £(Z)) P is up-directed. Obviously, U' N X # @. By
Claim 5.8, U’" € S(B)/CYI. Since X € Z(B), we get either X C U’ or

U’ C X. In the first instance, we obtain that X C U’ C YI, which is
impossible because U’ € S(Z). Thus U’ C X and hence U C X. It follows

that X~ = U((S(Z) \ L(T)),x7) € X so that X' =X.
To finish, assume that X e S(Z)\ L(Z). By Claim 5.8, X' e S(B) and

hence X € I(B[XI]) by Proposition 2.1. Denote by Qx the elements Y
of P(I/cyf) such that Y N X # @. By definition of YI, Qx| > 2. By

Claim 5.8, Qx C S(B) so that X = UQx. By Claim 5.5, as UQx € Z(B),
we have Qx € Z(Byr) and Qx € (I/gyz)/P(I/ng) as well. Thus X

UQx GI/QYI. [l

6. ANOTHER PROOF OF THEOREM 3.8 USING THE AXIOM OF CHOICE

We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1 ([6]). Consider a weakly partitive family T on a set S. Assume
that there is a total order T defined on S such that all the intervals of T
belong to Z. Then, either I is complete or T is totally ordered by {T,T*}.

Another proof of Theorem 3.8. Let T be a weakly partitive family on a set
S such that |[S| > 2. As in Section 4, we will prove the following: if 7
is not trivial and if S(Z) is trivial, then Z is complete or totally ordered.
Using Zorn’s lemma, consider a maximal family M under inclusion among
the families of cuts of Z which are total orders under inclusion. As M is
maximal, we have @,.S € M. Furthermore, as seen at the beginning of the
proof of Lemma 4.6, there is C' € C([) such that C # @ and C' # S. Thus
M| >3

Consider C' € M. Denote U(M -¢) by C~. Since M ¢ is a total order
under inclusion, C~ € Z by Assertion A5. We have S\C~™ =n{S\D: D ¢
M cc} belongs to T by Assertion A2. Therefore C~ € C(Z). Clearly,
MU {C~} endowed with inclusion is a total order and, M being maximal
for this property, we get C~ € M. By Assertion A2, C'\ C~ € 7 because
C\C~ =Cn(S\C™). Now we show that C\C~ € §(Z). For a contradiction,
suppose that there is X € 7 such that X N (C\C™) # @, X\ (C\C™) # @
and (C'\ C7)\ X # @. Notice that {S\ D : D € M} is also maximal
under inclusion among the families of cuts of Z which are totally ordered by
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inclusion. Furthermore

U({S\D: DEM}/C(S\C—)):QGEEM: Cc~ CE})
—N{EeM: CCE})=C.

By interchanging M and {S\ D : D € M}, we can assume that X NC~ #
&. By Assertion A2, X NC € 7 and, since (X NC)NC™ = XNC™,
C~U(XNC) €T by Assertion A3. Clearly, C~ # @ because X NC'~ # &.
By Assertion A4, as S\C~ € Zand as (C~U(XNC))\(S\C7)=C", we
have (S\ C7)\ (CTU(XNC)) =S\ (C-U(XNC)) eI Consequently,
C~U(XNC) € C(Z), which is impossible because C~ C C~U(XNC) C C.
It follows that C'\ C~ € S(Z). As S(Z) is trivial and as M \ {&, S} # &,
we obtain that |C'\ C7| < 1.

For each z € S, set Cp = N(M/57,3). It follows from Assertions A2
and A5 that C, € C(Z). Given C € M, either x € C and C, C C or
z ¢ C. In the last instance, we have C' C D for every D € M5, and
hence C' C C,. Therefore, M U {C,} endowed with inclusion is a total
order, so that C, € M. Furthermore, for every C' € M such that C C C,,
we have © ¢ C. As (Cp)” = UM c¢,), © € Cp \ (Cz)”. Consequently
Cy \ (Cz)~ = {z}. Finally, we define an order T on S as follows. Given
x#yeS, x<ymodulo T if C, C Cy. Given an interval I of T', we use
Assertion A6 to verify that [ € Z. For z € S\I and fora # b € I, witha < b
modulo T', we have either z < a or b < z. In the first case, a,b € S\ (Cq)~
and z € S\ (Cy)~. In the second, a,b € C, and = ¢ C,. To conclude, it
suffices to apply Lemma 6.1. O
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