MEASURE THEORY ASPECTS OF LOCALLY COUNTABLE
ORDERINGS

LIANG YU

ABSTRACT. We prove that for any locally countable E% partial order P =
(2¥,<p), there exists a nonmeasurable antichain in P. Some applications of
the result are also presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say P = (P, <p) is a partial orderif <p is a reflexive transitive binary relation
on P.

Definition 1.1. A partial order P = (P, <p) is locally countable if for everyp € P,
{q € Plg <p p}| < Ro.

Sacks [14] initiated the study of locally countable partial orders. He conjectured
that every locally countable partial order on 2 can be embedded into the Turing
degrees [14]. In this paper, we will give some structure theorems for such partial
orders. Particularly, we are concerned with the possible size of chains and antichains
in such partial orders. Given a partial order P = (P, <), we say that a non-empty
set X C P is a chain in P if for any two elements x, y in X, either x <y or y <z
and we say a non-empty set X C P is an antichain in P if for any two different
elements z, y in X, z £ y. One would not expect that there are any nice structure
theorems for arbitrary locally countable partial orders within ZFC. Most of them
are independent of ZFC' (we will give the reason in the following sections). So we
are concerned only with some “well-behaved” orders, say Borel orders. By the work
due to Friedman [3], Harrington and Shelah [5], many pathologies are avoided when
we consider Borel orderings. P = (2%, <p) is said to be thin if there is no antichain
which is a perfect set. Harrington and Shelah proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Harrington and Shelah [5]). If P = (2%, <p) is a thin Borel order,
then

(1) for some a < wy there is an order preserving Borel function f : 2% — 2%
(where 2% is ordered lexicographically);
(2) 2% can be written as a countable union of Borel chains.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2 is that every Borel locally countable
partial order P = (2%, <p) is not thin." It means that there are some large size
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IThis can be seen as follows. By (2) in Theorem 1.2, there is an uncountable Borel chain
in (2%, <p). Since <p is locally countable, there must be an wj-chain. This contradicts (1) in
Theorem 1.2. One also can deduce the result from Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 5.4.
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antichains in the Borel locally countable partial orders. Although it means that
Borel locally countable partial orderings can have many antichains, it is natural to
ask whether they can have large measure. Studying measure theoretical properties
of partial orders is a topic in descriptive set theory. In this paper, we give an almost
complete measure theoretical description for the locally countable partial orderings.
The main result is that for any locally countable 31 partial order P = (2%, <p),
there exists a nonmeasurable antichain in P.2 Some applications of the result are
also presented.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove some easy results
about the chains in locally partial orders. Section 3 is the main part of this paper,
in which we consider the antichains in locally partial orders and prove the main
result in this section. In Section 4, we consider some specific locally countable
partial orders and present some applications of the results in Section 3. Finally, we
mention some questions in Section 5.

To prove these results it is useful to look instead at the lightface refinements.
One can easily relativize our proofs to show the results on the boldface cases.

Our notations are relatively standard. We list some notations below. For more
information on randomness theory, descriptive set theory and recursion theory,
please refer to [2], [6], [9], [13] and [16].

A real is an element in Cantor space 2¥. For F C 2<%, define [F] = {z € 2* |
Jo € F(o < z)}. We use p to denote Lebesgue measure.

Definition 1.3 (Martin-Lof [10]).

(1) Given a real z, a ¥0(x) Martin-Léf test is a computable collection {V,, :
n € N} of X9 (z) sets such that u(V,) < 27"

(2) Given a real , a real y is said to pass the X0 (x) Martin-Lof test if y ¢
nnEw Vn

(3) Given a real x, a real y is said to be n-wv-random if it passes all X9 (z)
Martin-Lof tests.

Obviously for any real z, u({z|z is 1-z-random}) = 1.

Definition 1.4. Given a string o € 2<%, a real x and a set S C 2<%,

(1) olFzeSifo<zando e S.
(2) olrx ¢ Sifo<zandVT = o(rT ¢5).

Definition 1.5. Given reals x, y and a number n > 1, x is n-y-generic if for every
Y0 (y) set S C 2<%, there is a string o < x so that either o - x € S orol-xz ¢ S.

It is easy to see that no 1-generic real is 1-random.
We list some results in randomness theory which we will need later.

2The referee suggested a more general result. Call a binary relation P on 2% locally countable
if for each y € 2% there are at most countably many = € 2% such that P(z,y) holds. Call
a set X C 2% P-independent if there do not exist distinct z,y € X such that P(z,y) holds.
The referee suggested that if P is locally countable 2% binary relation on 2%, then there is a
nonmeasurable P-independent set X C 2¢. There are two ways to prove the result. One is to
directly modify the proof of Theorem 3.1. Another one is to extend P to be a partial order.
To do that, we define z <g y iff x = y or there are finitely many reals {zo, 21, ..., Zn4+1} so that
P(z,20)AP(20,21), ..., P(2n, 2n+1) AP(2n+1,y). It is easy to see that < is a 21 locally countable
partial ordering if <p is a E% locally countable binary relation.
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Theorem 1.6 (van Lambalgen [17]). For any number n > 0 and real x = x¢ ® 1
(or x = 21 ® x0), = is n-random if and only if xy is n-random and xy is n-xgy-
random.

Note that by Theorem 1.6, if x = zg P x1 is n-random, then xg <7 x. Moreover,
given two reals x and y, if z is n-y-random and y is n-random then y is n-z-random.

Theorem 1.7 (Kurtz [8], Kautz [7]). 2 For every 2-random real x, there is a
1-generic real y so that y < x.

2. CHAINS IN LOCALLY COUNTABLE PARTIAL ORDERS

In this section, we consider chains in locally countable partial orders. We need
lots of facts from [13] and [16]. For reals x,y € 2, we say that = is hyperarithmetic
iny (v <p y) if z is Al(y) definable. Note that <j, is a IT-relation. The following
theorem plays a critical role in this paper. The proof can be found in Theorem 6.2
IIT [16].

Theorem 2.1 (Harrison [4]). For any real z and countable X1(2) set Z C 2%, if
T € Z, then v <, z.

So we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. If P = (2¥,<p) is a 31 locally countable partial order, then for
any x,y € 2%, x <p y implies  <p y.

Sacks proved the following lemma.
Lemma 2.3 (Sacks [15]). If z is not Al, then u({ylz <, y}) = 0.
Hence we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. For any locally countable X1 partial order P = (2%, <p), every
chain in P has measure 0.

Proof. Given a chain X C 2 in P. Note that for any = € 2% the set {yly <p x}
is ¥©1(x). Hence by Corollary 2.2, for any z,y € X, either z <, yor y <, z. If X
contains only A} reals, then u(X) = 0. Otherwise, fix a non-Al real z € X, and
then X C {yly <p 2} U{y|z <j, y}. The set {y|y <;, x} is countable and by Lemma
2.3, the set {y|z <p, y} is of measure 0. So u(X) = 0. O

One may ask whether Proposition 2.4 is still true when “¥X1” is omitted. The
answer is independent of ZFC.

Proposition 2.5. (1) Assume ZFC+V = L. There is a locally countable A}
partial order P = (2% <p) so that there is a chain in P which has measure
1.
(2) Assume ZFC + MAy,. For every locally countable partial order P =
(2%, <p), every chain has measure 0.

Proof. For (1), take P = (2¢ <;). Then <y, is a Al well order of 2% of which the
order type is wy. For (2), since every chain in any locally countable partial order
has size at most Ny, it has measure 0. ([l

3Kautz claimed that 2-randomness can be replaced with weak 2-randomness. It’s incorrect.
For more details, see [2].
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3. ANTICHAINS IN LOCALLY COUNTABLE PARTIAL ORDERS
In this section, we prove the following theorem, which is our main result.

Theorem 3.1. For any locally countable X1 partial order P = (2% <p), there
ezists a nonmeasurable antichain in P.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is lengthy. We decompose it into a sequence of lemmas.
Without loss of generality, we assume <p is ¥1. It is routine to obtain the bold-face
version by relativization.

Some facts about higher randomness theory are necessary. Very little is known
in this area.

Definition 3.2. Given a real z and a number n > 1, a real x € 2% is AL (2)-random
if v & A for each Al(z) set A for which u(A) = 0.

The following lemma says that there is no large size antichain in some “well-
behaved” locally partial orders and motivates the main theorem.

Lemma 3.3. If X C 2% and u(X) > 0, then there are two reals xz,y € X so that
y <p x. Furthermore, there are two reals x,y € X so that y <1 x and x L1 y.

Proof. 4 Suppose X C 2 and u(X) > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that
X is contains only 1-random reals. Define a set X* = {z|Jy € XInVm > n(xz(m) =
y(m))}. Since X is measurable, X* is measurable. Then, by Kolmogorov’s 0-1 law
(see [1]), u(X™*) = 1. Define a set Y = {z|z = zo ® 21 Axo € X*)}. Then Y is
measurable and p(Y) = p(X*) = 1. Define Z = {z € 2¥jx =20 B 21 A z9 <7 T}
By Theorem 1.6, Z contains all 1-random reals. So u(Z) = 1. Hence u(XNYNZ) >
0. Take a real x € X N Z for which ¢ = ¢ ® 1 and zg € X*. There is a real
y € X such that y is different from xg at only finitely many bits. Since both xg
and x; are 1-random, they both are infinite and co-infinite. Then it is easy to see
that y <; z. Obviously x €1 y since x £ xg. O

Since Turing reducibility implies h-reducibility, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. If X is an antichain in (2%, <7) (orin (2¥,<p)) and is measurable,
then u(X) = 0.

Hence there is no antichain of positive measure in any locally countable partial
order.

We say that a predicate P is d— X1 if there is a I} predicate R and a ¥} predicate
R so that P(z,4) iff R(z,i) A S(z,4) for each real z and number 7. A set A C 2“ is
d — %} if the predicate “z € A” is d — ¥1.

From now on, we fix a standard enumeration {A;};c, of 31 sets and an enu-
meration {2% — A;};e,, of IIi-sets. By the index, we can get a d-%} enumeration
{Ai — Aj}ijyew of d — i sets. The following proposition can be found in [16]
(Exercise 1.11.IV).

Proposition 3.5 (Sacks [16]). The index set {(i,j)|u(A;) > rj} is I}, where A;
ranges over 11} sets and rj ranges over rationals.

Proof. (sketch) Since no proof is found in the literature, we sketch a proof here.
By the relativized Spector-Gandy theorem, A C 2¢ is II} iff there is a A formula

4This proof combines some ideas from Jockusch and the referee.
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¢(x,y) so that » € A iff L,s[x] F Jyp(z,y). Since for almost every real x, wi =
w{E (Corollary 1.6.IV.), for almost every real x, x € A iff Lex[z] F Jyp(z,y).
For each a < w{¥ | define a Al-set A, = {z|L.[z] F Jyo(z,y).}. If w¥ = w{E,
then z € A iff z € A, for some a < w{EK. Since A, C Ag for a < g < w{E,
1(A) = supqc ox p(Aa). So p(A) > riff In(n € Or A p(A},) > r) which is
I} by Theorem 1.3.IV [16] where O is the standard path through O as defined in
Theorem 2.4.11T [16]. O

Corollary 3.6. The predicate, n(A N B) > r, is AL, where A ranges over 11}
sets, B ranges over X1 sets and r ranges over rationals. In other words, the set
{(i, §)|u(Ci) > r;} is AL, where C; ranges over d—X1 sets, r; ranges over rationals.

Proof. p(AN B) = u(A) — u(AN(2¥ — B)). So it suffices to show that u(A) —
w(ANC) > ris A} where A, C range over IIj sets and 7 ranges over rationals. It
is easy to see that pu(A) — u(ANC) > r if and only if there is a rational p so that
w(A) > p+r and u(ANC) < p. By Proposition 3.5, “u(A) > p+ r” is I} and
“u(ANC) <p”is Bl So the predicate “u(A) — u(ANC) > r” is Al. O

Given two predicates P(y*, 1), Q(y*, ) for which Vy*Vi—(P(y*,i) A Q(y*,%)) and
areal z (or a string o € 2<%) | we use X(P, Q,y*, i) « z(i) (or (P, Q,y*,i) < o(i)
) to denote:
(@(i) =0 — P(y"0) A (2(i) =1 = Q(y",7))
(or ((i) =0 — P(y*,1)) A (0(i) =1—=Q(y",i))).
It is easy to see the following fact.

Lemma 3.7. If both P and Q are d—X}, then the sets {y* | Vi < n(2(P,Q,y*,i) <
a(i))} are uniformly d — X1 where o € 2<% and n € w.

Proof. Note that

{y" [Vi<n(SPQ,y% 1) =»o@)= ) Py () Hlew.i))

o(i)=0Ai<ln o(1)=1Ai<n

O

Note that every d — ¥} set is measurable.

Lemma 3.8. For any reals x <, y, there is a 11} predicate P(y*,i) and a d — X}-
predicate Q(y*,1) so that Vi(X(P,Q,y,1) < x(i)) and Yy*Vi—(P(y*,i) AN Q(y*,1)).

Proof. Since z <}, y, there are two II3 predicates R(y*,4), S(y*,4) so that x(i) = 0
iff R(y,:) iff =S(y,i). Define P = R and Q = S A -R. It is easy to see that
Y(P,Q,y,i) « x(i) and Yy*Vi~(P(y*,i) A Q(y*,1)). O

The main ideas of the argument used in the following two lemmas are from [12].

Lemma 3.9. Ifz € 2% is AL-random, then for any I predicate P(y*,i) and d—X1
predicate Q(y*,1) which satisfy Yy*Vi-(P(y*,i) N Q(y*,1)), there is a constant ¢
so that

Vn(u({y* € 2°|Vi < n(S(P,Q,y", i) < x(i))}) < 27"F).
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Proof. Uniformly define a family {V,},c2<w of d — X1 classes by V, = {y* € 2¥ |
Vi < |o|(B(P,Q,y*,i) < o(i))}. Since Yy*Vi-(P(y*,i) AN Q(y*,7)), if o and 7 are
incompatible strings, then V, NV, = 0. Now for each i € w, define

Fy={o € 2% | u(V,) > 271711},

Note, by Corollary 3.6, that the sets F; C 2<% are uniformly Al. Define G; = [F}].
Note the set G = (., Gi is Aj. We claim that ;(G;) < 27°. Assume not. Then
there is a prefix-free set D C F; such that u([D]) > 2. For distinct 0,7 € D, we
have V, NV, = 0. Therefore,

p({y* €2¥ | o € DVi < n(E(P,Q,y", i) < a(i))})

= Z N(VU) > Z g—lol+i _ i Z i

oeD oD oeD
=2'u([D]) > 227" = 1.
This is a contradiction, so p(G;) < 27%. Therefore, G is Al and of measure 0. Now
let € 2* be Al-random. Then z ¢ G. for some c. In other words,
Vn(u({y” € 2°Ivi <n(S(P,Q,y", 1) < x(i))}) <27"7)
which completes the proof. (I

Lemma 3.10. For any real z and Al-random real x, if x is not 1-z-random and
y >p x, then y is not AL(2)-random.

Proof. Take reals x,y € 2% such that = is A-random and z <, y. Since x is Al(y)
definable, by Lemma 3.8, there is a II} predicate P(y*,i) and d — Yi-predicate
Q(y*,1) so that X(P,Q,y,1) < x(i) and Vy*Vi—-(P(y*,i) A Q(y*,4)). So by Lemma
3.9, there is a constant ¢ so that
Vn(u({y* € 2°Vi < n(S(P,Q,y*,i) « x(i))}) < 27"F°).
For every o € 2<% uniformly define a d — ¥}-set
F, ={y" € 2°|Vi < |o|(B(P,Q,y",i) < o(i))}.

Define G, = F, if u(F,) < 27l°1+¢ and G, = () otherwise. Note that by Lemma
3.6, {Gy}oea<w is a Ad-collection of d — X1 sets and G, = F, if 0 < x.

Now suppose z € 2“ such that x is not 1-z-random. Then there is a computable
collection of X9(2) sets {Vi}icw so that u(V;) < 277 for every i and o € ;o Vi-
Fix a uniformly c.e. collection of z-c.e. prefix free sets {Vi}i@, so that [Vl] =V, for

each 4. Define H; = UUGVHC Gy. Then
p(H) < D0 n(Go) < Do 27le =00 B ool 00 (Vi) <27
a€‘7i+c UEVi+c UEVHC

Since {H,}icw is a Ad(2) sequence of d — 1 sets, H =, H; is a Al(2) set and
w(H) = 0. But for each 4, there is a 0 € V; for which ¢ < z and so, by Lemma
39, F, = G, C H;. Hence y € F, C H; for each i. Thus y € H. So y is not
Al(z)-random. O

Given a set X C 2%, define Up,(X) = {y|Fr € X(x <p y)}.

€W

Lemma 3.11. Suppose X C 2% contains only A-random reals. If u(X) = 0, then
p(Un(X)) = 0.
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Proof. Tf u(X) = 0, then there exists a sequence of open sets {U; }icw with u(U;) <
27" for all i € w so that X C Nic., Ui- Obviously, there exists a real z so that the
sequence {U; }ie,, is uniformly z-computable. Thus {U;}ic. is a £9(2) Martin-Lof
test. So X does not contain any 1-z-random real. By Lemma 3.10, Uy, (X) does not
contain any A}(z)-random real. Hence (U (X)) = 0. O

Lemma 3.12. There exists a nonmeasurable antichain in (2%, <p).

Proof. Define R = {z|z is Al-random.}. Take a maximal set X C R so that
Ve XVye X(x#y = Vz(z<px A 2<,y = zisnot Al-random)). By
maximality of X, if zg € R — X, then there exists a real zop € X and areal yp € R so
that yo <p zo and yg <p zo. Note that X is an antichain in the h-degrees. Define
D, = {yly <p v andy € R} for every z € X. So there exists an enumeration
{d%}cew of D,. Define D, = {d%|x € X}. Note that D, is an antichain for every
e € w. So by Corollary 3.4, D, is either nonmeasurable or is of measure 0. Since
R C Ueew Un(De), there exists a number e so that Uy (D,) is either nonmeasurable
or i(Up(De)) > 0. In both cases, by Lemma 3.11, D, is nonmeasurable. O

Finally, we can prove Theorem 3.1

Proof. (of Theorem 3.1). Suppose <p is a ¥i-relation. By Lemma 3.12, there is a
nonmeasurable antichain A in (2¥, <,,). By Corollary 2.2, for any x,y € 2, 2 <p y
implies x <j, y. Hence A is also an antichain in P. (]

Comparing with Proposition 2.5, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.13. Assume ZFC +V = L. There is a locally countable A} partial
order on 2% in which every antichain has size 1.

Proof. If V = L, then define P = (2* <7 ). P is a A} well order of which the order
type is wy. ([l

Theorem 3.14. Assume ZFC + M Ay,. If a partial order P = (2%, <) is locally
countable, then there exists a nonmeasurable antichain in P.

It is not as easy to show Theorem 3.14 as Proposition 2.5. We need some
definitions.

Definition 3.15. (1) A partial order P = (P,<) is special if there is a se-
quence {X o ta<w, so that P =/ X and for every a < w1, X, is an
antichain.

(2) A partial order P = (P, <) is top closed if there is an antichain T C P for
which P ={q|3p € T(q < p)}. We say T is the top of P.

a<wi

We prove a structure theorem for locally countable partial orders.
Lemma 3.16. Fvery locally countable, top closed partial order is special.

Proof. Given a locally countable, top closed partial order P = (P, <) for which
|P| = k. Without loss of generality, we assume x > Ng. There is an antichain
T = {x;}i<, which is the top of P. Define A; = {yly < x; and y ¢ U;_; 4;.} for
every i < k. Note that P = |J,_, A;. Since A; is countable for every i < &, set
A = {Yintnew- We decompose P into wi-many antichains {B;}s<., step by step.
At step 0. Select By =T
At step s > 0. We decompose the construction of By into xk-many substeps.
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Substep a < k. There are two cases:

(1) Vy(y € Ao —U,cs Bt)32 € Bs <oz <y or z > y). Go to the next substep.
(2) Otherwise, select the least number n for which y,, € Ao — U, B: and
Vz € Bs <a(2 £ Yan and 2 # yan). Put ya,n into By .

Define B, =, .. Bs,a-

Obviously, Bs N By = () if s # t. By the construction, B, is an antichain for
every s < wp. It remains to show P = Us<w1 Bs.

Suppose not. Select the least i < k so that there exists an element y € A; but
y ¢ UKW1 B;. Choose the least n so that y; ,, € A; —Us<w, Bs. Note that for every
J <, Yin % xj. Since there are at most Ny many elements in A;, there must be
a stage sp < wi so that A; — Us<w1 B, = A, — US<SO By and y; ), € Ug<s,Bs for
all k < n. So at any stage t > sg, we always put some element z € Uj<i A; with
z < ¥Y;n into By. Thus there are Ri-many elements below y; ,,, a contradiction. [

Lemma 3.17. Every locally countable partial order is a union of Ri-many locally
countable, top closed partial orders.

Proof. Consider a locally countable partial order P = (P, <). Take a maximal
antichain Ag. We decompose P into Nj-many sets.

Define By = {y|3z € Ap(y < x)}.

For av < wy, define A, to be a maximal antichain in (P — Js_, Bg, <). Define
B, ={y|3z € A.(y < 2)}.

So (Ba, <) is a locally countable, top closed partial order for every a < wy. It
remains to show P = J,_, Ba-

For any y € P, there are at most Rg-many elements below it. But if y ¢
U(KW1 B, then for every o < wq, there exists an element = € A, so that y > x, a
contradiction. So y € |J B,. O

a<wi
We have the following structure theorem about locally countable partial orders.
Proposition 3.18. FEvery locally countable partial order is special.

Proof. By Lemma 3.17, every locally countable partial order is a union of Nj-
many locally countable, top closed partial orders. By Lemma 3.16, every locally
countable, top closed partial order is special. So every locally countable partial
order is special. ([

Proof. (of Theorem 3.14) By Proposition 3.18, 2¢ is a union of X;-many antichains.
By M Ay, , there must be an antichain which either is nonmeasurable or has positive
measure. In the second case, we can select a nonmeasurable sub-antichain. O

4. SOME SPECIFIC LOCALLY COUNTABLE PARTIAL ORDERS

In this section, we consider some specific locally countable partial orders.
The first one is related to the Turing degrees and was the original motivation of
this paper.

Corollary 4.1. There exists a nonmeasurable antichain in (2¥, <r).
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We present some other properties related to the antichains in the Turing degrees.
Since every real is Turing equivalent to a non-1-random real, not every maximal
antichain in (2, <p) is nonmeasurable. After we proved Corollary 4.1, Jockusch
asked the following question :“ Is it true that for every measurable antichain X of
(2%, <r) that X U{z} is an antichain for almost every real z ?”. We give a negative
answer. Given a set X C 2%, define U(X) = {y|3z € X(z <r y)}.

Proposition 4.2. There exists an antichain X in (2, <) for which u(X) = 0
and either U(X) is nonmeasurable or p(U(X)) > 0.

Proof. Take a maximal set A which contains only 2-random reals so that
Va,y € AVg(x #y A gis l-generic A g <rx = g Zry).

Define G* = {glg <t « A g is 1-generic.}. Then there is an enumeration {g*}.c.
of G*. Define G. = {g*|x € A}. Then since no 1-generic real can be 1-random,
1(Ge) = 0 and G, is an antichain for every e. We have the following claim:

Claim: U, ¢, U(Ge) contains all 2-random reals.

Proof. Suppose not. There is a 2-random real © ¢ (J, ., U(G.). By Theorem 1.7,
every 2-random real bounds a 1-generic real. So G" # () and G" N UxeA gr=4g"nN
U.cw Ge = 0. By maximality of A, r € A and so r € J,,, U(Ge), a contradiction.

O

So there must be some e so that either U(G.) is nonmeasurable or u(U(G.)) >
0. ]

Another application is related to the K-degrees. For any o € 2<% we use K (o)
to denote the prefix free Kolmogorov complexity of . We say that a real z is
K -reducible to y (x <k y) if there is a constant ¢ so that Vn(K(z [ n) < K(y |
n) + ¢) (for more details, see [2]). Miller [11] proved that for every 3-random real
x, {yly >k x}| = Ng. Set  <p y iff x =y or both z,y are 3-random and = > y.
By Miller’s result, P = (2%, <p) is a Al locally countable partial order. So there
is a nonmeasurable antichain in P. But the collection of non-3-random reals is of
measure 0. So we have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. There is a nonmeasurable antichain in (2¥,<g).

5. SOME QUESTIONS

We raise some open questions in this section.
The first question is connected with Proposition 4.2.

Question 5.1 (Jockusch). Is there an antichain X with |X| > 1 in (2¥,<gp) for
which (X)) =0 and p(U(X)) =17

We remark that it suffices to construct an antichain X so that (U (X)) =1
since we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. For any antichain X in (2%, <rp), if U(X) is measurable, then
w(X)=0.

Proof. Suppose X is an antichain in (2¢, <7) and u(U(X)) > 0. Then there exists
a 39 set Y C U(X) for which u(Y) = pu(U(X)) > 0. Define Z = {z € Y|Vy(y €
Y = y #r 2)}. Z is II} and so measurable. By Lemma 3.3, u(Z) = 0. Note
that p(U(X) —Y) =0and X —Z C U(X)—-Y. So u(X — Z) = 0. Hence
u(X) = pl(Z) =0, 0
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We say that a set X C 2% is a quasi-antichain in the Turing degrees if it satisfies
the following properties:
(1) 3z e X3y € X(z #r v).
(2) Ve e XVy(z=ry -y € X).
(3) Ve e XVy e X(x #ry — x £1 ).
It is not hard to see that there is a nonmeasurable quasi-antichain in the Turing
degrees using Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 4.1.

Question 5.3 (Jockusch). Is every mazimal quasi-antichain in the Turing degrees
nonmeasurable?

We say that a partial order P = (2%, <p) is locally null if for every x, u({yly <p
x}) = 0. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. For any measurable locally null partial order P = (2¥, <p), every
chain in P has measure 0.

Proof. Define A = {(z,y)|x <p y}. Then A is measurable. For every y, the set
A, = {z|z <p y} is of measure 0. According to Fubini’s theorem, (A) = 0. By
Fubini’s theorem again, for almost every real x, the set A” = {ylx <p y} is of
measure 0. Set B = {z|u(A*) = 0}. Note that u(B) = 1.

Now take any chain X in P. If X N B = (), then u(X) = 0. Otherwise, fix a
real r € XN B. Then X C A, UA*. Both A, and A® are of measure 0. Hence
w(X) < p(Az) + p(A%) = 0. So p(X) =0. 0

Since every II} set is measurable, by Proposition 5.4, every chain in any II}
locally countable partial order is of measure 0. So the remaining question is:

Question 5.5. Is it true that for every locally countable 11} partial order P =
(2%, <p), there exists a nonmeasurable antichain in P?

The difficulty to give a positive answer to Question 5.5 is that we cannot control
the complexity of some predicates as we do in Section 3.
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