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Introduction,

This article belongs to a fairly well-known topicin thexfield of model theory. Namely, this topic is
related to the classification of theories regarding such animportant concept as categoricity. As it is well
known, only 4 combinations are possible with respect to'the concept of categoricity: total categoricity;
w-categoricity and not wi-categoricity; wi-categoricity and not w-categoricity; nowhere categoricity.
The notion of strong minimality is closely ‘telated to the notion of wi-categoricity, that is, in all four
combinations of the above concept of citegoricity, the concept of strong minimality is either present or
absent. Thus, the study of the strongminimality property is important in classifying complete theories.

The topic studied in this article is related to the study of Jonsson theories and their classes of models
[1-6]. In papers earlier than this,papergthe main methods used to study Jonsson theories [1,5,7,8] were
considered. One of the methods for, studying complete theories is to enrich the signature with symbols
that allow one to obtain mew information about the models of the old signature and their theories in
the language of thesesymbels.In the works [9-11], related to the enrichment of Jonsson theories, the
notion of a central‘typeswas introduced on the basis of the notion of heredity of Jonsson theory. The
concept, of heredity is'closely related to the concept of the stability of the center of the Jonsson theory
and the Jonsson stability of the Jonsson theory itself. As is well known, the best description among
Jonsgon theoriesplends itself to the study of perfect Jonsson theories due to the existence of a model
companion of such theories. The concept of stability is closely related to the concept of categoricity,
which ‘plays an important role in the theory of classification of complete theories and, accordingly,
incomplete theories. Due to the fact that the concept of heredity of Jonsson theory still does not
have a complete description, this topic is relevant and modern in the framework of the study of the
enrichment of Jonsson theories.

Jonsson theories, in their essence, are, generally speaking, incomplete theories. That is, the technical
apparatus of the study of Jonsson theories, in comparison with complete theories, is less adapted to
the transfer and adaptation of the concepts and achievements of complete theories.
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A valuable concept for operating on the properties of elements and subsets of a semantic model is
the Jonsson set, that is, a definable set with the help of some existential formula, the definable closure
of which defines some existentially closed submodel of the considered semantic model. An interesting
and important special case of the Jonsson set is the notion of a theoretical set. In fact, within the
framework of the study of the Jonsson set, we get a “new and special” Jonsson theory, the axioms of
which are directly related to the given Jonsson set.

Until now, an unresolved problem is a problem of characterization of the concept heredity of Jonsson
theory. The relevance of this problem is confirmed by the following important counterexample: the
elementary theory of an algebraically closed field ceases to be Jonsson after enrichment with an unary
predicate. In this regard, the study of the model-theoretic properties of central types in predicate
enrichment is an important model-theoretic task for describing hereditary Jonsson theories:

The concepts of central type and Jonsson spectrum were first introduced by, Yeshkeyev A.R.,
respectively, in [12,13]. With the help of these concepts, complete descriptions of ‘Jensson” Abelian
groups [13] and Jonsson modules [14] with respect to the concept of cosemanficness were obtained,
thereby starting a new study in the framework of model-theoretic algebras*Later, the study of the
model-theoretic properties of these concepts was continued in the works [9,11, 14-“18].

Note that another method of studying Jonsson’s theories is to gtudy these theories using the
concepts of syntactic and semantic similarities. In the papers [19-21]¢ using these concepts, some
results were obtained in the framework of the study of Jonsson theoriesvand their centers, as well as
definable subsets of the semantic model.

1 Basic necessary concepts @nd preliminaries

Let us give the main definitions of the concepts of model-theoretic concepts that you need to know
in order to understand and be able to work imythe framework of studying Jonsson theories and their
classes of models. The following definitions and their model-theoretic properties are generators for that
part of model theory that studies the basic properties of definable subsets of the semantic model of
various fixed Jonsson theories.

Definition 1. [22; 80] A theory T is called \a Jonsson theory if

1) theory T has an infinite model;

2) theory T is inductive, T:e# T\ is equivalent to the set of V3-sentences;

3) theory T has the joint embedding property (JEP), i.e. any two models A, B of the theory T’
are isomorphically embedded. in some model C of the theory T

4) theory T has the amalgamation property (AP), i.e. if for any A, B, C' |= T such that f; : A — B,
f2 : A — C are isemorphic eémbeddings, there are D = T and isomorphic embeddings g1 : B — D,
go : C'— D, such that g1 fi"= go fo.

Examples, of Jonsson theories are the theories of well-known classical algebras such as groups,
Abelian groups) Boolean algebras, linear orders, fields of fixed characteristic, and polygons.

Note thatiJonsson theories, generally speaking, are not complete.

Definition' 2. 23] Let x > 7. A model M of the theory T is called k-universal for 7', if each model
of the theory T of cardinality strictly less than x is isomorphically embeddable into M.

Definition 3. [23| Let k > 7. A model M of the theory T is called k-homogeneous for T', if for any
two models A and A; of the theory T, which are submodels of M, cardinality is strictly less than &,
and isomorphism f: A — Ay, for each extension B of the model A, that is a submodel of M and the
model of the theory T of cardinality is strictly less than s there exists an extension B; of the model
Ay, which is a submodel of M, and the isomorphism ¢ : B — Bj, continuing f.

A homogeneous-universal model for T is called a k-homogeneous-universal model for T of cardinality
K, where k > T.
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The following concept is crucial when working with Jonsson theories.

Definition 4. |23] Let T be a Jonsson theory. A model C' of the theory T is called a semantic model
if it is 77-homogeneous and 7 -universal simultaneously.

A semantic model plays an important role as a semantic invariant. Such a model always exists for
any Jonsson theory.
The next important fact shows that any Jonsson theory is determined by its semantic model.

Fact 1. [23] Every Jonsson theory T has a x™-homogeneous-universal model of cardinality 2.
Conversely, if T is inductive, has an infinite model, and has a 7"-homogeneous-universal mo@el, then
T is a Jonsson theory.

Theorem 1. [23] Let T be a Jonsson theory. Two k-homogeneous-universal for®T" models A'and B
are elementarily equivalent.

Definition 5. [1; 161] Let Cp be a semantic model of the Jonsson theory 7I. Then, the elementary
theory Th(Cr) of the model Cr is called the center of T and is denoted by, @*.

The following result makes it possible to describe a special subclasssef,Jonsson theories that have

a model companion.
Fact 2. [23| Let T be the Jonsson theory. If T* is model complete andwg > 7, then k-homogeneous
universal models of T are s-saturated; if 7 is not model complete, no semantic model of T is 77-

saturated.

It follows from the Fact 2 and the mutual model ¢ompatibility of the Jonsson theory T and its
center T* that T™ is a model companion of the theory, 7.

Further in our article, the language will befeountablejwhich means that 7 = w and kK > w or kK > w.
From the Fact 2 for the notion of the perfectnessiof the/Jonsson theory x must be greater than 7.

Definition 6. [24] Let x > 7. Jonsson theory T is perfect if its semantic model is 7 -saturated.

Thus, from the Fact 2 and the Definition 6 we can conclude that a perfect Jonsson theory is a
Jonsson theory that has a model companion‘and it is equal to its center.

Recall that a model M ofitheory T is existentially closed in T if every existential sentence ¢ of Ly
which holds in some model of T, extending M holds in M.

The notion of an existentiallyhclosed model is a generalization of the notion of an algebraically
closed field.

Lemma 1. [24]yThe semantic model Cr of the Jonsson theory 7' is T-existentially closed.

Proposition 15,[22; 97| If T is inductive theory, then every model of theory T' can be extended to
an existentiadly closed model.

Liet us/denotesby E7 the class of all existentially closed models of the theory T'.
Theorem 2. [24] If the Jonsson theory T is perfect, then Ep = Mod(T™), where T* = Th(Cr).

Definition 7. [25] Let A € ¥, where ¥ is a universal class in a countable language L(X). Then A
is algebraically closed if A has no proper algebraic extensions. An extension B of A is an algebraic
closure of A if B is an algebraically closed algebraic extension of A.

The ability to compare complete theories is an important tool in classifying these theories. Mustafin
T.G. a method of syntactic and semantic similarity was proposed for the classification of complete
theories and their monster models [26]. Let us give the main definitions related to these concepts.

Let T be complete theory then F(T') = {J,., £n(T), where F,(T) is Boolean algebra of formulas
with n free variables.
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Definition 8. [26] Let T1 and T, be complete theories. We will say that T} and Ts are syntactically
similar (7} 2 T5) if exists bijection f : F(T}) — F(T») such that:

1) restriction f to F,(7}) is isomorphism of Boolean algebras F,,(T1) and F,,(T%), n < w;

2) f(Fvnt19) = Fong1f(9), ¢ € Fnpa(T), n < w;

3) f(vi =v2) = (v1 = va).

Definition 9. [26] 1) (A, T, M) is called the pure triple, where A is not empty, I' is the permutation
group of A and M is the family of subsets of A such that from M € M follows that g(M) € M for
every g € I.

2) If (A1,T'1, My) and (Ay,T'2, M3) are pure triples and ¢ : A1 — As is a bijection then @ is an
isomorphism if:

(i) Ta = {yg~ ' rg € 1}
(ii) My = {T,Z)(E) NS ./\/ll}

Definition 10. [26] The pure triple (C, Aut(C), Sub(C)) is called the semanti¢ triple of complete
theory 7', where C' is the universe of Monster model C of theory 7', Aut(C) 48 the automorphism group

of C, Sub(C) is a class of all subsets of C' each of which is a carrier of.the corresponding elementary
submodel of C.

Definition 11. [26] Complete theories T7 and Th are semantically similarif and only if their semantic
triples are isomorphic.

Proposition 2. [26] If T and Ty are syntactically similafjpthen,71 and T, semantically similar. The
converse implication fails.

In what follows, we will denote the syntactic and semantic similarities of the complete theories T}
S
and T5 as T3 <t T and T |>S< T, respectively.

Let us recall the definition of semantic property:

Definition 12. [26] A property (or a,notion) of theories (or models, or elements of models) is called
semantic if and only if it is invariant.relative to semantic similarity.

For example from [26] it is known that:

The ability to compare completentheories with the help of syntactic and semantic similarity was
useful in describing the mostiimportant properties of the theory of stability in the study of complete
theories. The following result’confirms the importance of syntactic and, accordingly, semantic similarity
of complete theoties.

Proposition 3, |26] The following properties and notions are semantic:
(1) type;
(2)forking;

(3) \-stability;
(4) Lascar rank;
(5) Streng type;

(6) Morley sequence;

(7) Orthogonality, regularity of types;
(8) I(R,,T) — the spectrum function.

The following definition was introduced Yeshkeyev A.R. in the frame of Jonsson theories study [24].

Let T be an arbitrary Jonsson theory, then E(T) = (U, .., En(T), where E,(T) is a lattice of 3-
formulas with n free variables, 7™ is a center of Jonsson theory 7', i.e. T* = T'h(C), where C is semantic
model of Jonsson theory T in the sense of [23].
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Definition 13. [24]| Let Ty and T; are arbitrary Jonsson theories. We say that 77 and T are Jonsson

syntactically similar (T} i Ty) if it exists a bijection f : E(T1) — E(T3) such that:

1) the restriction of f to E,(71) is an isomorphism of lattices E,(17) and E,(T2), n < w;

2) f(30n+190) = 3Un+1f(30)7 ZBS EnJrl(T)v n <w;

3) flvr =wv2) = (v1 = v2).

In particular, a criterion was obtained that connects fixed Jonsson theories and their centers, which
are complete theories. Thus, a connection is found between the concepts of syntactic and semantic
similarity of complete theories and the corresponding similarities of fixed Jonsson theories.

Theorem 3. [24] Let Ty and T, are 3-complete perfect Jonsson theories, then following conditions
are equivalent:
S
1) T1 A TQ;
S
2) Ty > T
One of the important and useful concepts of model theory is the formulaiesdefinability of fixed
subsets of the models under consideration. In particular, when studying cémpletestheories, there are
axiomatic approaches to such subsets [27]. In this article, when passing terfixedisubsets of the semantic
model of a fixed Jonsson theory, the concept of special definable formulaigisubsets of the semantic
model is used. These concepts were defined by Yeshkeyev A.R. [28], wherethe defined the concept of

the Jonsson set and its particular case, the theoretical sety This approach is a generalization of the
well-known concept of a basis in linear algebra.

Definition 14. [28] Let T' be some Jonsson theory in affixed language and Cr is its semantic model.
A subset X C Cf7p is called a Jonsson set in the theory T,if it satisfies the following properties:

1) the set X is a J-definable subset of Cp (this meansithat there is a 3-formula, the solution of
which in the Cr is the set X);

2) cl(X) = M, M € Er, where cl is some closure operator defining a pregeometry [29; 289| over C
(for example ¢l = acl or cl = dcl).

Further in our article it is assumedgthatiacl = dcl.

Consider a countable language Lga. complete for existential sentences perfect Jonsson theory 7' in
the language L and its semantic model"€7. Let X be a Jonsson set in T and M be an existentially
closed submodel of the semantic model.C'r, where dcl(X) = M. Then let Thyg(M) = Fr(X), where
Fr(X) is the Jonsson fragment of the Jonsson set X.

Definition 14. A set X isq«called a theoretical set, if X is Jonsson set, ¢(C) = X and the universal
closure of the formuladp (%) defines some finitely axiomatizable Jonsson theory.

The concept ofistrong minimality, both for sets and for theories, has played an important role in
the description 6f uncountably categorical complete theories [32]. Recall the definition of a strongly
minimal type.

Let" M be ‘aystructure of language L. A subset X of M is called minimal if it is definable (with
parameters™im, M), infinite, and if for any definable (with parameters in M) subset Y of M either
X N¥or X \Y is finite. A formula ¢(z) (in L(M)) is strongly minimal if it defines a minimal set
in all elementary extensions of M. A non-algebraic type is strongly minimal if it contains a strongly
minimal formula.

2  Main results

Definition 15. A Jonsson theory T is called Robinson theory if it is universally axiomatizable.

Definition 16. [10] An enrichment T is called admissible if the V-type (this means that V C L,
and any formula from this type belongs to V) in this enrichment is definable within the framework of
Tr-stability, where I' is the enrichment of the signature o.
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Definition 17. [10] A Robinson theory T is called hereditary if in any of its admissible enrichments
any extension is a Robinson theory.

Let T be a Robinson theory, A be an arbitrary model of signature ¢. The Robinson spectrum of
the model A is the set:

RSp(A) = {T| T is Robinson theory in the language of signature o and A € Mod(T)}.

Definition 18 (T.G. Mustafin [1]). We say that the Jonsson theory 77 is cosemantic to the Jonsson
theory Ty (Th <1 T3), if Cp, = Cr,, where Cp; is the semantic model of the theory T;, i = 1,2

It is easy to see that the cosemantic relation on a set of Jonsson theories is an equivalence relation.
Since the Robinsonian theory is a special case of the Jonsson theory, then we can considerithe RSp(A) /i
factor set of the Robinson spectrum of the model A with respect to .

And one can define the Robinson spectrum RSp(K) of the class K structures fomarbitrary signature
by analog with the Robinson spectrum RSp(A):

RSp(K) ={T | T is a Robinson theory in the language K C Mod(T")}.

We can note that if A € K then RSp(A) D RSp(K).

Let [T] € RSp(K) /s, then Ep) = J Ea is the class of all existentially"closed models of class [T7.

A€(T]

We will call a class [T] € RSp(K) /s perfect if every theorynA € [T is perfect.

We will call the class [T] € RSp(K)/w hereditary if gachitheory A € [T7] is hereditary.

In what follows, we will work with a special class of 'K structures called a variety.

Recall that identities are formulas of the form (Va&y,..0&,)p(z1,...2y,), where p(z1,...2,) is an
atomic formula of signature o.

Definition 19. [30] A class K of systems of signature o is called a variety if there exists a collection
F of identities of signature o such that K" consists of those and only those systems of signature o in
which all formulas from F'. The collection F'is called the defining collection of the variety.

Note that every variety is an axiomatizable class of algebras.

Examples of varieties areithe classes|of all semigroups, all groups, Abelian groups, Boolean rings,
nilpotent groups of steps < s¢

Let us formulate the fellowing the well-known classical result:

Theorem 4 (Birkhoff [30], p./337). For a non-empty class K of algebraic systems to be a variety, it
is necessary and sufficient that the following conditions be satisfied:

1) the Cartesian produét of an arbitrary sequence of K-systems is a K-system;

2) any subsystem oftan arbitrary K-system is a K-system;

3) amyphomemorphic image of an arbitrary K-system is a K-system;
i.e. it 1s necessary and sufficient that the class K be hereditary, multiplicatively, and homomorphically
closed.

Definition 20. A class of structures K of signature o will be called a Robinson class if Thy(Kg)
is a Robinson theory.

Definition 21. We will call a variety K Robinson hereditary if every Robinson class Kr C K is a
subvariety of the class K.

In [25] the question was formulated about the coincidence of the concepts of algebraic closure and
existential closure in classes of models of a fixed variety. This question in this context is relevant to
universal algebra. The concepts of algebraic closure and existential closure in the theory of models have
an independent meaning, since the theory, generally speaking, may not be connected with the concept
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of variety. In this paper, the following result gives a positive answer to the above Forrest question
in the framework of studying the cosemanticness classes of a fixed Robinson spectrum of a Robinson
hereditary variety.

Theorem 5. Let K be a Robinson hereditary variety, [T] € RSp(K)/w is perfect class, then for any
algebraically closed model A € Mod[T] it follows that A € Ep).

Proof. Suppose the opposite. Let there exist a model A € Mod([T]) such that A is algebraically
closed, but A ¢ Ejr). Then there exists a sentence § = 37-¢(7) and a model B € Mod([T]) such that
B DO Aand B 6, but AF 0. Then A = -0, that is, A = VTe(T). Since any theory A € {7, A is
Robinson theory, then according Proposition 1, there exists B’ € Ep) such that A — B', B\ — C,
where C' is a semantic model of the class [T]. Since class [T] is perfect, then C' = 6. On the other
hand, if B € Eyp), then B =y3 B’ and B’ |= 0. If B ¢ Ejp), then there exists B”4€ Eq, such that
B — B” and B” — C'. In both cases we have C' = 6. We got a contradiction. Sesour agsumption was
wrong, therefore, A € Ejpy.

The idea of a central type allows one to study classes of models of the center of hereditary Jonsson
theory in an enriched language. In this context, in the considered énrichment, we use a one-place
predicate and some constant symbols, and one constant symbol is fixedin terms of the location of the
interpretation of this constant relative to an existentially closed submodel of a fixed semantic model,
which is an interpretation of a one-place predicate symbol. Takinguinto account the fact that in the
pregeometry that specifies the closure of the set of types under consideration, the definable closure and
algebraic closure of which are equal to each other,it allows aveiding collisions of non-preservation of
the notion of Jonsson property in this enrichment.

Consider the general scheme for obtaining(the central type for a hereditary cosemanticness class of
Robinson theories [6].

Let A be an arbitrary model of signature o, [T] €RSp(A)/ be a hereditary class, Cj7 be semantic
model of class [T]. For each theory A €[T], consider its enrichment A in language of signature
or = o U, where I' = { P} U {c}, obtained as follows:

A= Thv(C[T], a)aep(cm) U Thv(EA) U {P(C)} U {”P - ”},

where {"P C”} is an infinitesset of,sentences expressing the fact that the interpretation of the symbol
P is an existentially closed submodel in the language of the signature or. That is, the interpretation of
the symbol P is asolutionte the equation P(C[T]) = M C En in the language or. Due to the heredity
of the theory A, thestheery A is a Robinson theory. Collecting all such theories A, we obtain the class
[T] of Robinson theories. The center [T]* = T h(Cipy) of class [T] is one of the completions for each
theory A € [T)]. Restricting the signature or to o U {P}, due to the laws of first-order logic, since the
constant ¢ does'notfalready belong to this signature, we can replace this constant with the variable x.
Thenythe theory [T]* will be a complete 1-type for the variable . We will call this type the central
type of the class [T] in the above enrichment and denote it P[CT’]'

In work |6] was obtained criterion of uncountable categoricity for the hereditary Jonsson theory in
the language of central types.

Theorem 6. [6] Let [T] be hereditary class from RSp(A)/w, then the following conditions are
equivalent:
1) any countable model from E[T] has an algebraically prime model extension in Em;

2) PZ is the strongly minimal type, where PCT is the central type of [T].

(7] (7]

To prove the main result, we need a well-known fact:
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Theorem 7 (Morley [31]). A theory T is wi-categorical if and only if any of its countable models
has a simple proper elementary extension.

Obviously, we can use Morley’s uncountable categoricity theorem in connection with the existence of
an algebraically simple model extension for the central type in the framework of the following theorem.
This means the following: the central type obtained by enriching the corresponding hereditary Robinson
theory is exactly the center of the enriched Jonsson theory. If we replace the variable x with a constant
that defines the central type, then we get a complete theory, which is model complete due to the
perfection of the enriched Jonsson theory of this center. Thus, due to the model completeness, an
algebraically simple model extension will also be a simple model extension, which allows us tofconsider
this center as an wy-categorical theory, in which there is a strongly minimal formula, by virtue of the
above Morley theorem.

Theorem 8. Let K be a Robinson hereditary variety, [T] € RSp(K )/ be hereditaty class, X & Cp)
be a theoretical set defined by some strongly minimal 3-formula ¢(z), A is somes3-complete finitely
axiomatizable Jonsson theory defined by Vzy(z), then the following conditions arefequivalent :

s S
1) Ax Fr(X)xT,

2) the central type P[CT] of class [T] is strongly minimal.

Proof. If A i Fr(X) >Sd T, then by Theorem 3 A* 1 Fr*(X) ST But then, according to
Proposition 3, these theories preserve the Morley rank, andg accordingly, the wi-categoricity, which
is expressed in terms of the Morley rank. Thus, we have obtained that the theories A*, F'r*(X) and
[T]* are wj-categorical, i.e. all semantic models of thesetheories are saturated, hence the theories A,
Fr(X) and T are perfect. This means that the class||7] i.also perfect.

Note that in Theorem 6 item 1) is equivalent to the, fact that the class [T is wi-categorical (this
follows from Morley’s theorem), and therefore perfect. Then, from Theorem 6 it follows that the central

type P[Cﬂ of the class [T is strongly minimal.
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O.1. Ympopuxt, H.B. ITonosa

Axademur E.A. Boxemoéramundaev, Kapazando, yrnusepcumems, Kazaxcman;
Konadanbanv, mamemamurxa uncmumymos, Kapasando, Kasaxeman

TeopeTI/IKaJIbIK 2KBIHHBIH CbpaI‘MeHTi 2KoHe OHbIH KAaTTbl MMHMNMaJI/IbI

HEeHTPAJIAbIK THUIIi

2KymMmpicTa anrebpaiapabis 2)KaHa KJIaChl aHBIKTAJIFAH, OHBIH TEOPUsIIAPhl HOHCOHIBIK, TEOPUSLIAP/IBIH 1epbec
Karaaibl 0OMBLT TabblIa bl. Byl Kiace KenTypJiiikrepre e, HOHCOHIBIK, TEOPUSIAPFa Ja KOJIIAHbLIAIbI.
Ocbl MagaJIaHBIH)HETT3I HOTHXKeIepl Kejeci eKi HoTuzke GoJIbIN TabblIaabl. ABTOpJIAp POOMHCOH MYPAJIbIK,
KOTTYPJ/ILTIRIHIH OEKITLITeH CIIEKTPIHIH KOCEMAHTTBLIBIK, KJIACBIHBIH MOJIE/TIHIH 9K3UCTEHIIUAIBI TYABIKTA-
JIy bl MEH,AJIT€OPAJIBIK, TYHBIKTAIYBIHBIH 9KBUBAJIEHTTLIIN TypaJsbl CYpaKKa Kayall aJblHFaH. leHTpasiibk
KJIaCTap/IbIH [IeHTPAJIIBIK TUITEPIiH »KoHe OEKITIJITeH CIeKTP/IiH hparMeHTTepiH 3epTTey asiChIH/Ia KATTHI
MUHAMAJIBLIBIK KPUTEPUiti aIbIH/IbI.

Kiam cesdep: MOHCOHMBIK, TEOPUSI, SKZUCTEHITUAJIBI TYMBIK MOJEb, aJre0pAJIbIK, TYHBIK MO/IE/Tb, KOCEMAHT-
TBIJIBIK, POOMHCOH CIEKTPi, POOMHCOH MYPAJIBIK KOITYPJILIri, MEeHTPAJIbIK THI, HOHCOHILIK (DPArMeHT,
TEOPETUKAJIBIK, »KUbIH, KATThl MUHUMAJIIBIK THII.
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O.1. Vusopuxt, H.B. [Tonosa

Kapazanduncrxul yrusepcumem umenu axademura E.A. Byxemosa,
Hrnemumym npuraadnoti mamemamuru, Kapazanda, Kazaxcman

dparMeHT TeopeTuYeCKOro MHOXKECTBA 1 €ro CUJIbHO MUHUMAJIbHBINI
I[IeHTPaJIbHbIA TUI

B pabore onpenenén HOBBIN KJacC aaredp, T€OPHUs KOTOPBIX SBJISETCA YACTHBIM CJIydYaeM HOHCOHOBGKHX
Teopuii. JJaHHBIM KIacC OTHOCHTCS U K MHOTOOOpA3usaM, M K HOHCOHOBCKMM TeopusM. OCHOBHBIMU Pe3yilb-
TaTaMU HACTOSAIIEN CTATHHU SBJISAIOTCA CJIEAYIONINE JIBA: aBTOPAMHU IOJy9IE€HBI OTBET HA BOIPOC, OONSKBU-
BaJIEHTHOCTH 9K3UCTEHIMAJIbHON 3aMKHYTOCTH U ajaredpamtdeckoil 3aMKHYTOCTH MOJEH KJ1acca,KOCeMaH=
TUYIHOCTH (PUKCHUPOBAHHOI'O CIIEKTPa POOMHCOHOBCKY HACJIEICTBEHHOI'O MHOrooOpa3nsi, a TakyKe KPHTEPHil
CIJIbHOM MUHMMAJBbHOCTH B PAMKAX U3yYeHUs IEHTPAIbHBIX THIIOB IEHTPAIbHBIX KJIACCOB, M (DPArMEHTOB
(UKCHPOBAHHOIO CIIEKTPA.

Karoueswie crosa: MOHCOHOBCKAsA TEOPHsl, IKIUCTEHIINATBHO 3aMKHYTas MOJENb,{aJIreOpaudecKn 3aMKHY-
Tasi MOJEJIb, KOCEMaHTHYHOCTh, POOMHCOHOBCKUI CIIEKTD, POOMHCOHOBCKH HACJIE/ICTBEHHOE MHOroobpasue,
IIEHTPAJTBLHBIN THUIl, HOHCOHOBCKMIT (DPPATMEHT, TEOPETUIECKOE MHOXKECTBO, CHJIbHO MUHUMAJIHHBIN THUII.
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