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Abstract. We prove a general Ramsey theorem for trees with a successor operation. This

theorem is a common generalization of the Carlson–Simpson Theorem and the Milliken Tree
Theorem for regularly branching trees.

Our theorem has a number of applications both in finite and infinite combinatorics. For

example, we give a short proof of the unrestricted Nešetřil–Rödl theorem, and we recover the
Graham–Rothschild theorem. Our original motivation came from the study of big Ramsey

degrees – various trees used in the study can be viewed as trees with a successor operation. To

illustrate this, we give a non-forcing proof of a theorem of Zucker on big Ramsey degrees.
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1. Introduction

Many well known Ramsey-type results speak about trees. Obviously, the Halpern–Läuchli
theorem [HL66] and the Milliken tree theorems [Mil79] are examples of this, as well as Ramsey’s
theorem itself is [Ram30] (a chain is just a particularly simple tree). Various parameter space
theorems (for example the Hales–Jewett theorem [HJ63], the Graham–Rothschild theorem [GR71],
or the Carlson–Simpson Theorem [CS84]) also speak about trees: Given a finite alphabet Σ,
the set Σ<ω of all finite words over Σ forms a tree with the the order given by end-extension,
parameter words then describe special regular subtrees. Ellentuck’s theorem [Ell74], or Hindman’s
theorem [Hin74], Gowers’ FINk theorem [Gow92], and other block-sequence theorems are also
examples of this phenomenon.

In this paper we prove a new abstract Ramsey theorem for finitely branching trees equipped
with a successor operation, which, for regularly branching trees, is a common generalization of
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the Carlson–Simpson Theorem [CS84] and Milliken’s tree theorem [Mil79], as well as a whole
spectrum of theorems “in-between.” For trees with unbounded branching it provides a new form
of Ramsey theorem for colouring isomorphic copies of a tree in itself. Even better, these trees
form a topological Ramsey space, which we show by proving that certain closely related objects
satisfy Todorcevic’s Ramsey space axioms [Tod10].

The original motivation for our work was the recent progress in the area of big Ramsey degrees,
as each big Ramsey result turns out to give a Ramsey theorem for special finite branching trees.
In the late 1960’s, Laver produced upper bounds on big Ramsey degrees of the rationals which
now can be seen as using the Halpern–Läuchli [HL66] theorem and Milliken’s tree theorem [Mil79]
(see e.g. [Dev79]). Laver’s technique has been adapted to other cases and, until recently, it was
the main tool used in the area (see [Dev79, LSV06, Tod10, BCH+22]). To prove bounds on big
Ramsey degrees of the homogeneous universal triangle-free graph, Dobrinen introduced a concept
of coding trees [Dob20]. The proof of the Ramsey theorem for coding trees develops set-theoretic
forcing on such trees, building on Harrington’s forcing proof of the Halpern–Läuchli theorem.
Coding trees have been generalized to free amalgamation classes in binary languages in a series of
papers [BCD+23b, Dob23, DZ23, Zuc22]. Recently, Hubička [Hub20] introduced a new connection
between the Carlson–Simpson theorem [CS84] and big Ramsey degrees, which has significantly
simplified some of earlier results and made it possible to bound big Ramsey degrees of partial
orders and metric spaces [BCH+21a, BCD+23a].

Our theorem aims to give an abstract and practical framework for phrasing and proving Ramsey
tree theorems in this area, thereby avoiding the need for complex ad hoc arguments and proofs.
We intend for it to help separate the structural part of the arguments from the Ramsey-theoretic
part. To support our claims, we give a new proof of a theorem of Zucker on big Ramsey degrees of
free amalgamation classes in finite binary languages [Zuc22] which is entirely elementary and does
not require the arguments from set-theoretic forcing. A vast generalisation of this is in preparation.

We stress that our theorem is of independent interest and is not limited to the particular setup
of big Ramsey degrees. To illustrate this, we give a simple proof of the unrestricted version of
the Nešetřil–Rödl [NR77] and Abramson–Harrington theorem [AH78], and prove a spectrum of
Ramsey theorems for regularly branching trees whose extreme points are the Carlson–Simpson
theorem [CS84] and Milliken’s tree theorem [Mil79] for regularly branching trees. We also obtain
the Dual Ramsey theorem, and the Graham–Rothschild theorem [GR71] as well as its ∗-version.

1.1. Trees with a successor operation. A tree is a (possibly empty) partially ordered set (T,⪯)
such that, for every a ∈ T , the set {b ∈ T : b ≺ a} is finite and linearly ordered by ⪯. Given a node
a ∈ T , we denote by ℓ(a) = |{b ∈ T : b ≺ a}| the level of a. We put T (n) = {a ∈ T : ℓ(a) = n},
T (≤n) = {a ∈ T : ℓ(a) ≤ n} and analogously for T (<n), T (≥n) and T (>n). We call b ∈ T an
immediate successor of a ∈ T if a ≺ b and there is no c ∈ T satisfying a ≺ c ≺ b. A tree T is
finitely branching if for every a ∈ T the set of all immediate successors of a is finite.

We equip trees with an additional operation that can be used to build all immediate successors
of a given node of the tree.

Definition 1.1 (S-tree). An S-tree is a quadruple (T,⪯,Σ,S) where (T,⪯) is a countable finitely
branching tree with finitely many nodes of level 0, Σ is a set called the alphabet and S is a partial
function S : T ×T<ω×Σ → T called the successor operation satisfying the following three axioms:

(S1) If S(a, p̄, c) is defined for some base a ∈ T , parameter p̄ ∈ T<ω and character c ∈ Σ, then
S(a, p̄, c) is an immediate successor of a and all nodes in p̄ have levels at most ℓ(a) − 1.

(S2) Injectivity: If S(a, p̄, c) = S(b, q̄, d), then a = b, p̄ = q̄ and c = d.
(S3) Constructivity: For every node a ∈ T and its immediate successor b, there exist p̄ ∈ T<ω

and c ∈ Σ such that b = S(a, p̄, c).

Note that (T,⪯) is uniquely determined from the operation S and the set of nodes of level 0.
If p̄ is the empty sequence, then we will also write S(a, c) for brevity.

Example 1.2. Consider tree (2<ω,⊑) of all finite {0, 1}-sequences (or words) where a ⊑ b if and
only if a is an initial segment of b. One can naturally view this as an S-tree (2<ω,⊑, {0, 1},S) where
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S is defined only for empty parameters p̄. For every a ∈ B and c ∈ {0, 1}, we let S(a, c) = a⌢c
where a⌢c denotes the sequence a extended by c.

Observe that every finite sequence can be constructed from the empty sequence () using the
successor operation. For example, the sequence a = 01011 can be constructed as

S(S(S(S(S((), 0), 1), 0), 1), 1).

Given S ⊆ T , a function f : S → T is level-preserving if for every a, b ∈ S such that ℓ(a) = ℓ(b)

we also have ℓ(f(a)) = ℓ(f(b)). For a level-preserving function f : S → T , we denote by f̃ the

function f̃ : ℓ(S) → ω defined by f̃(n) = ℓ(f(a)) for some a ∈ S with ℓ(a) = n.
We consider the following embeddings of trees.

Definition 1.3 (Shape-preserving functions). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S) be an S-tree. We call an injection
F : T → T a shape-preserving function if

(i) F is level preserving, and
(ii) F is weakly S-preserving : For every a ∈ T , p̄ ∈ T<ω and c ∈ Σ such that S(a, p̄, c) is

defined, we have
S(F (a), F (p̄), c) ⪯ F (S(a, p̄, c))

(in particular, S(F (a), F (p̄), c) is defined). Here, F (p̄) is the tuple consisting of images of
entries of p̄ under F .

(iii) For every a ∈ T (0) and b such that a ⪯ b it also holds that a ⪯ F (b).

Given S ⊆ T , we also call a function f : S → T shape-preserving if it extends to a shape-preserving
function F : T → T .

It is not hard to verify (see Proposition 2.1) that shape-preserving functions form a closed
monoid, and every shape-preserving function F is an embedding F : (T,⪯) → (T,⪯) where
(F [T ],⪯) is a meet- and level-preserving subtree of (T,⪯).

1.2. Ramsey theorem for shape-preserving functions.

Definition 1.4. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S) be an S-tree, F : T → T be a shape-preserving function and

m ≥ 0 a level. We say that F is skipping level m if m /∈ F̃ [ω] and that F is skipping only level m

if F̃ [ω] = ω \ {m}.

It follows from the definition of shape-preserving function that F skipping only level m is
uniquely defined by set F [T (m)], as F is the identity on T (<m), and F (S(a, p̄, c)) = S(F (a), F (p̄), c)
whenever ℓ(S(a, p̄, c)) > m.

Definition 1.5 ((S,M)-tree). Given an S-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S) and a monoid M of some shape-
preserving functions T → T , we call (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) an (S,M)-tree if the following three conditions
are satisfied:

(M1) The set M forms a closed monoid : M contains the identity function Id: T → T , for every
F, F ′ ∈ M it holds that F ◦ F ′ ∈ M, and every sequence (Fi)i∈ω of functions from M
satisfying (∀i∈ω)Fi↾T (≤i) = Fi+1↾T (≤i) has a limit in M, that is, a function F∞ ∈ M such
that (∀i∈ω)F∞↾T (≤i) = Fi↾T (≤i). Equivalently, one can define the pointwise convergence
topology on the set of shape-preserving functions in the typical way, and then we demand
that M is closed in this topology.

(M2) The set M admits decompositions: For every n ∈ ω and F ∈ M skipping level F̃ (n) − 1

such that F̃ (n) > 0, there exist F1, F2 ∈ M such that F2 skips only level F̃ (n) − 1 and

F2 ◦ F1↾T (≤n) = F ↾T (≤n).

(M3) The set M is closed for duplication: For all n and m with n < m ∈ ω, there exists a
function Fn

m ∈ M skipping only level m such that for every a ∈ T (n), b ∈ T (m), p̄ ∈ T<ω

and c ∈ Σ, where S(a, p̄, c) is defined and S(a, p̄, c) ⪯ b, we have Fn
m(b) = S(b, p̄, c).

See Figures 1 and 2 for examples of shape-preserving functions in (M2) and (M3).
Assuming that (M1) holds, (M2) is equivalent with the property that every function in M is

the limit of functions constructed from the identity by composing functions from M skipping only
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F 2
0 F 2

1

Figure 1. Duplication functions requried by (M3) on a binary tree.

F F1 F2

Figure 2. Decomposition of function F given by (M2).

one level. Duplication is often an essential step in proving the pigeonhole version of various dual
Ramsey theorems. Put:

Mn = {F ∈ M : F ↾T (<n) is identity},
AM = {F ↾T (<k) : F ∈ M, k > 0},

AMn
k = {F ↾T (<n+k) : F ∈ Mn},

AMn
k (≤m) = {f : f ∈ AMn

k and f̃(n + k − 1) ≤ m},

AMn
k (m) = {f : f ∈ AMn

k and f̃(n + k − 1) = m}.
AMn

k thus denotes finite approximations to members of M where n levels are fixed and k levels
move. AMn

k (≤m) denotes such extensions ending on level m or earlier and AMn
k (m) denotes

such extensions ending precisely on level m. We now state the finite-dimensional Ramsey theorem
for (S,M)-trees.

Theorem 1.6. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree. Then, for every pair n, k ∈ ω and every
finite colouring χ of AMn

k , there exists F ∈ Mn such that χ is constant when restricted to
{F ◦ g : g ∈ AMn

k}.

By compactness we also get the following two corollaries:

Corollary 1.7. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree. Then, for every quadruple n, k,m, r ∈ ω
there exists N ∈ ω such that for every r-colouring χ : AMn

k (≤N) → r, there exists f ∈ AMn
m(≤N)

such that χ is constant when restricted to {F ◦ g : g ∈ AMn
k (≤ m)}.

Corollary 1.8. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree. Then, for every quadruple n, k,m, r ∈ ω
there exists N ∈ ω such that for every r-colouring χ : AMn

k (N) → r, there exists F ∈ AMn
m(N)

such that χ is constant when restricted to {F ◦ g : g ∈ AMn
k (m)}.

To state an infinite-dimensional strengthening of Theorem 1.6 we first review the basic notions
of Ramsey spaces (see Chapters 4 and 5 of [Tod10] for details). Recall that a subset X of a
topological space is

(1) nowhere dense if every non-empty open set contains a non-empty open subset that avoids
X .

(2) meager if is the union of countably many nowhere dense sets,
(3) has the Baire property if it can be written as the symmetric difference of an open set and

a meager set.

Definition 1.9 (Ellentuck topological space M). Given an (S,M)-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) we equip
M with the Ellentuck topology given by the following basic open sets:

[f, F ] = {F ◦ F ′ : F ′ ∈ M and F ◦ F ′ extends f}

for every f ∈ AM and F ∈ M.
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u0

u1

u2

u3

...
U(0) =

...
V(0) = 0

...
U(1) = ũ0(

...
V(1)) + 1

...
U(2) = ũ1(

...
U(1)) + 1 =

...
V(1)

...
U(3) = ũ2(

...
U(2)) + 1

...
U(4) =

...
V(2)

v0

v1

Figure 3. Sketch of fat subtrees U and V such that V < U.

Equivalently, the Ellentuck topology on M is the coarsest left-invariant topology on the monoid
M which refines the pointwise convergence topology.

Given a shape-preserving function F ∈ M and f : T (≤n) → T such that f ∈ AM we define
depthF (f) = g̃(n) for g ∈ AM satisfying F ◦ g = f . We set depthF (f) = ω if there is no such g.
Given n ∈ ω we also write [n, F ] for [F ↾T (≤n), F ].

Definition 1.10. Let X be a subset of M.

(1) We call X Ramsey if for every non-empty basic set [f, F ] there is F ′ ∈ [depthF (f), F ]
such that either [f, F ′] ⊆ X or [f, F ′] ∩X = ∅. (Such a set is sometimes called completely
Ramsey in the literature.)

(2) We say that X is Ramsey null if for every [f, F ] ̸= ∅ we can find F ′ ∈ [depthF (f), F ] such
that [f, F ′] ∩ X = ∅.

Referring to the Ellentuck topology, it is not hard to see that every Ramsey set has the Baire
property and every Ramsey null set is meager [Tod10, Lemma 4.24]. The following result estab-
lishes the equivalence.

Theorem 1.11 (Ellentuck theorem for shape-preserving functions). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an
(S,M)-tree and consider M with the Ellentuck topology given by Definition 1.9. Then every
property of Baire subset of M is Ramsey and every meager subset is Ramsey null.

We end this subsection with a key application of (M2), which will be important in the next
subsection.

Proposition 1.12. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be a (S,M)-tree, n ∈ ω and f ∈ AM be a shape-
preserving function with domain T (≤n). Then there exists a unique f+ ∈ M such that f+↾T (≤n) =

f and for every ℓ ≥ f̃(n) it holds that ℓ ∈ f̃+[ω]. We call this f+ the canonical extension of f .

Proof. Fix f ∈ AM and n ∈ ω such that domain of f is T (≤n). Let F ∈ M to be a function

extending f . We will prove that for every m ≥ n such that F̃ (m) + 1 < F̃ (m + 1) there exists

F ′ ∈ M such that F ′↾T (≤m) = F ↾T (≤m) and F̃ ′(m+1) < F̃ (m+1): By (M2) there are F1, F2 ∈ M
such that F2 ◦F1↾T (≤m) = F ↾T (≤m) and F2 only skips level F̃ (m+1)−1. Notice that F1↾T (≤m) =

F ↾T (≤m) and F̃1(m+ 1) < F̃ (m+ 1), hence we can put F ′ = F1. By doing this repeatedly, we can

even ensure that F̃ ′(m + 1) = F̃ (m) + 1.
Now we can use this to construct a sequence F = F0, F1, . . . ∈ M such that Fi↾T (≤n+i) =

Fi+1↾T (≤n+i) and F̃i+1(n + i + 1) = F̃i+1(n + i) + 1. Put f+ to be the limit of this sequence.

By (M1) we have that f+ ∈ M. Clearly, it is the unique canonical extension of f . □

1.3. Fat subtrees. We can further strengthen Theorem 1.11 to finer objects defined on an
(S,M)-tree. This strengthening is essential for applying the Todorcevic axiomatization of Ramsey
spaces [Tod10].

Definition 1.13 (Fat subtree). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree and n ∈ ω+1. A fat subtree
of height n is a sequence U = (ui)i∈n of functions in AM for which there exists a cut function
...
U : min(n + 1, ω) → ω with

...
U(0) = 0 satisfying uℓ ∈ AM

...
U (ℓ)
1 (

...
U(ℓ + 1) − 1) for every ℓ < n:
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Notice that a fat subtree uniquely determines the function
...
U.

Definition 1.14 (Lift of a set). Given an (S,M)-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S,M), a fat subtree U = (ui)i∈n,
levels 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k ≤ n, and a non-empty set X ⊆ T (

...
U(ℓ)), we denote by LiftU(X, k) the set defined

recursively as follows:

(1) If ℓ = k, we set LiftU(X, k) = X,
(2) If ℓ < k, we set LiftU(X, k) = LiftU(u+

ℓ [N ], k), where N is the set of all immediate

successors of nodes in X; note that u+
ℓ [N ] ⊆ T (

...
U(ℓ + 1)).

We will also write LiftU(ℓ, k) for LiftU(T (ℓ), k).

Definition 1.15 (Fat subtree of a fat subtree). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, n ≥ 0 an
integer, and V = (vi)i∈m and U = (ui)i∈m′ fat subtrees. We say that V is a subtree of U and
write V ≤ U if there exists a function φ : min(m + 1, ω) → min(m′ + 1, ω) such that for every
ℓ < m it holds that

(1)
...
V(ℓ) =

...
U(φ(ℓ)),

(2) LiftV(ℓ, ℓ + 1) ⊆ LiftU(φ(ℓ), φ(ℓ + 1)).

1.4. Ramsey theorem for fat subtrees. Analogously as for M, we can define the Ellentuck
topology on the space of fat subtrees:

Definition 1.16 (Ellentuck topological space of fat subtrees). Given an (S,M)-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S,M)
we denote by R the set all infinite fat subtrees of (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) and by AR the set of all finite
fat subtrees of (T,⪯,Σ,S,M). We will use upper-case bold letters to denote elements of R and
lower-case bold letters to denote elements of AR. We endow R with the Ellentuck topology given
by the following basic open sets:

[x,U] = {V ∈ R : V ≤ U and the sequence x is an initial segment of V}

for every x ∈ AR and U ∈ R.

Given n ∈ ω and U ∈ R, we write [n,U] for [U↾n,U]. Given x ∈ AR satisfying x ≤ U,
we define depthU(x) to be the unique integer n satisfying

...
U(n) =

...
x (|x|). Otherwise we put

depthU(x) = ω. With the notion of depth defined, Ramsey and Ramsey null sets on R are defined
in a complete analogy to Definition 1.10. Again we can establish an Ellentuck-type theorem.

Theorem 1.17 (Ellentuck theorem for fat subtrees). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree and R
a topological space given by Definition 1.16. Then every property of Baire subset of R is Ramsey
and every meager subset is Ramsey null.

In other words, (R,≤, ↾) forms a topological Ramsey space (see [Tod10, Section 5] for details).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some notation and basic properties of
(S,M)-trees which are useful both for proof of the main results and for applications. Section 3
proves Theorem 1.17, Section 4 proves Theorem 1.11. Finally Section 6 gives applications of the
main results. Section 6 does not require understanding of Sections 3 and 4.

2. Shape-preserving functions and fat subtrees

In this section we give some basic observations about shape-preserving functions and fat subtrees
which will be useful in the main proofs as well as for applications. We start by introducing some
additional notation:

Let (T,⪯) be tree. Given a node a ∈ T and n ≤ ℓ(a), we denote by a|n the (unique) predecessor
of a at level n. Given a, b ∈ T such that a|0 = b|0, we denote by a∧ b the meet of a and b which is
the ⪯-maximal member of T with a∧b ⪯ a and a∧b ⪯ b. For S ⊆ T , we put ℓ(S) = {ℓ(a) : a ∈ S}
to be the level set of S.

Given an S-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S) and a = S(b, p̄, c) we put Dp(a) = p̄ and call it the parameters of a
and Dc(a) = c and call it the character of a. Since S is injective, Dp(a) and Dc(a) are well-defined.
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2.1. Properties of shape-preserving functions. The following result summarizes basic prop-
erties of shape-preserving functions.

Proposition 2.1 (Basic properties of a shape-preserving function). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S) be an S-tree,
S ⊆ T and f : S → T be a shape-preserving function. Then

(i) f preserves successors: For every a, b ∈ S with a ≺ b, we have f(a) ≺ f(b),
(ii) f preserves decompositions: S(f(a|n), f(Dp(a|n+1)),Dc(a|n+1)) is defined whenever a ∈ S

and n < ℓ(a). Moreover,

S(f(a|n), f(Dp(a|n+1)),Dc(a|n+1)) ⪯ f(a).

(iii) f preserves the relative order of levels: For every a, b ∈ S with ℓ(a) < ℓ(b), we have
ℓ(f(a)) < ℓ(f(b)).

(iv) f preserves meets: For every a, b ∈ S, we have f(a ∧ b) = f(a) ∧ f(b),
(v) Shape-preserving functions form a closed monoid:

(a) The identity mapping Id : S → S is shape-preserving.
(b) If S′ ⊆ S and g : S′ → S is shape-preserving then f ◦ g is also shape-preserving.
(c) For every sequence (Fi)i∈ω of shape-preserving functions T → T such that (∀i∈ω)Fi↾T (≤i) =

Fi+1↾T (≤i) there exists a (unique) shape-preserving function F∞ satisfying (∀i∈ω)F∞↾T (≤i) =
Fi↾T (≤i).

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that S = T . Let f : T → T be shape-preserving.
For Statement (i), it is enough to consider the case b = S(a,Dp(b),Dc(b)), and f(a) ⪯

S(f(a), f ◦ Dp(b),Dc(b)) ⪯ f(b), the second ⪯ following from Definition 1.3 (ii).
For Statement (ii) we have a|n+1 = S(a|n,Dp(a|n+1),Dc(a|n+1), hence

S(f(a|n), f ◦ Dp(a|n+1),Dc(a|n+1)) ⪯ f(a|n+1) ⪯ f(a).

The first ⪯ follows from Definition 1.3 (ii), and the second follows from Statement (i).
Statement (iii) is a direct consequence of the fact that f is level-preserving (Definition 1.3 (i))

and Statement (i).
To see Statement (iv), consider a, b ∈ S and let c = a ∧ b and n = ℓ(c). If c = a or c = b, the

conclusion follows from Statement (i). If c ̸= a, b, it follows from Statement (ii) that

S(f(c), f(Dp(a|n+1)),Dc(a|n+1)) ⪯ f(a)

and

S(f(c), f(Dp(b|n+1)),Dc(b|n+1)) ⪯ f(b).

Since a|n+1 ̸= b|n+1, it follows from two applications of (S2) and the injectivity of f that

S(f(c), f(Dp(a|n+1)),Dc(a|n+1)) ̸= S(f(c), f(Dp(b|n+1)),Dc(b|n+1)).

Finally, Statement (v) follows directly from Definition 1.3 and the fact that composition of
level-preserving functions is still level-preserving. □

We also state the following generalized form of (M2).

Proposition 2.2. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, n ∈ ω be an integer, f ∈ AM0
n be a

shape-preserving function and m ∈ ω be an integer satisfying one of the following two conditions

(1) n = 0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ f̃(n), or

(2) n > 0 and f̃(n− 1) < m ≤ f̃(n).

Denote by f |m the function f |m : T (≤n) → T satisfying:

f |m(a) =

{
a|m if a ∈ T (n),

a otherwise.

Then f |m ∈ AM0
n and there exists g ∈ AMm

1 such that g ◦ f |m = f .
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Proof. We proceed by induction on f̃(n)−m. If f̃(n) = m, then the function g is the identity and
f |m = f ∈ AM0

n.

Now, assume that f̃(n) −m > 0. We use (M2) to obtain g1 ∈ AM0
n and g2 ∈ AMf̃(n)−1

1 such

that g̃1(n) = f̃(n)−1 and g2◦g1 = f . Note that g1 = f |f̃(n)−1. We apply the induction hypothesis

for g1 and m to obtain g′ such that g′ ◦ g1|m = g1. Since g1 = f |f̃(n)−1 and f̃(n) −m > 0, we get

that g1|m = (f |f̃(n)−1)|m = f |m ∈ AMn
0 and thus f = g2 ◦ g1 = g2 ◦ g′ ◦ g1|m = g2 ◦ g′ ◦ f |m. It

remains to set g = g2 ◦ g′. □

2.2. Correspondence between fat subtrees and shape-preserving functions. We now
develop a correspondence between shape-preserving functions and fat subtrees.

Definition 2.3 (level of a fat subtree). Given an (S,M)-tree (T,⪯,Σ,S,M), a fat subtree U =
(ui)i∈n, and a level ℓ ∈ n we put

TU(ℓ) = uℓ(LiftU(0, ℓ)),

and

TU =
⋃
ℓ∈n

TU(ℓ).

Notice that (TU,⪯) is a meet preserving subtree of (T,⪯) such that level ℓ of TU is a subset
of level

...
U(ℓ + 1) − 1 of T . In analogy to shape-preserving functions, we define the level function

Ũ(ℓ) : n → ω via Ũ(ℓ) =
...
U(ℓ + 1) − 1 for every ℓ ∈ n.

Definition 2.4 (Shape-preserving subtree of a fat subtree). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-
tree, n ≥ 0 an integer, U a fat subtree, and F ∈ M∪AM a shape-preserving function. We say
that F is a shape-preserving subtree of U, and write F ≤◦ U, if the range of F is a subset of TU.

Observation 2.5. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, n ≥ 0 an integer, and U ≤ V fat
subtrees. Then TU ⊆ TV, and consequently, for every F ∈ M∪AM such that F ≤◦ U, we also
have F ≤◦ V.

Every fat subtree contains a (canonical) shape-preserving function:

Definition 2.6. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, n ≥ 0 an integer, and U = (ui)i∈ω a fat
subtree. We put:

Fn
U = lim

m→∞
u+
n+m ◦ u+

n+m−1 ◦ · · · ◦ u+
n .

We also put FU = F 0
U.

Observation 2.7. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, U its fat subtree of height ω, and n an
integer. Then

(1) Fn
U is well-defined and Fn

U ∈ M
...
U (n).

(2) FU ≤◦ U.

Proof. Let U = (ui)i∈ω. From the definition of a fat subtree it follows that ui is the identity on
T (<

...
U(i)) for every i ∈ ω. It follows that the limit defining Fn

U exists, and by (M1), this limit is
in M. The second point is immediate. □

In the opposite direction, every shape-preserving function can be widened to a fat subtree by a
repeated application of Proposition 2.2 (note that this widening is not necessarily unique):

Observation 2.8. For every F ∈ M there exists U ∈ R such that FU = F .

Proof. Fix F ∈ M. We construct U = (ui)i∈ω as follows. Put u0 = F ↾T (0). For a given i > 0 put

fi = F ↾T (≤i) and use Proposition 2.2 to decompose fi on level F̃ (i− 1) + 1, choosing ui to satisfy
fi = ui ◦ fi|F̃ (i−1)+1. □
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3. Proof of the Ramsey theorem for fat subtrees

3.1. Pigeonhole for shape-preserving functions. We start with a finitary form of a Ramsey
statement for colouring shape-preserving functions with one moving level. We fix an (S,M)-tree
(T,⪯,Σ,S,M) and put

Ln = {f ∈ AMn
1 : f̃(n) ≤ n + 1}

(L stands for line since it generalizes a combinatorial line of the Hales–Jewett theorem.) The main
result of this subsection is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (1-dimensional pigeonhole). For every n and every finite colouring χ of AMn
1 , there

exists h ∈ AMn
2 such that χ↾{h◦g:g∈Ln} is constant.

This lemma is proved by an application of the ∗-version of the Hales–Jewett theorem which we
now briefly recall. Given a finite alphabet Σ not containing symbols ∗ and λ, a combinatorial line
is a finite word (sequence) L ∈ (Σ ∪ {λ})<ω such that λ occurs at least once (λ is a parameter).
For c ∈ Σ, we use L(c) to denote the words created from L by replacing all occurrences of λ by c.
We also use L(∗) to denote the sequence created by truncating L before the first occurrence of λ.
For words u and w, we denote their concatenation by u⌢w. Given word w and i < |w|, we denote
by wi the character on index i (i.e., w(i) when w is seen as a sequence). Indexes start from 0.

Theorem 3.2 (The 1-dimensional ∗-version of the Hales–Jewett theorem [Voi80, HJ63]). For
every finite alphabet Σ and a positive integer r, there exists a positive integer N = HJ∗(|Σ|, r)
such that for every r-colouring χ of Σ≤N there exists a monochromatic line L of length at most
N . That is, χ is constant when restricted to {L(c) : c ∈ Σ ∪ {∗}}.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We consider the alphabet Σ = {f ∈ AMn
1 : f̃(n) = n + 1} and establish

a correspondence between the words in the alphabet Σ and AMn
1 such that every combinatorial

line will give a function in AMn
2 .

Given a finite word w in the alphabet Σ, we construct gw ∈ AMn
1 by induction on |w|. If

|w| = 0, we let gw be the identity. Fix some |w| > 0, and denote by u the word created from w by
removing the last character and we let ew ∈ Σ be this last character. We construct gw by setting

gw(a) = g+u (ew(a))

for every a ∈ T (≤n). Equivalently,

gw(a) =

{
a for every a ∈ T (<n),

S(gu(a),Dp(ew(a)),Dc(ew(a))) for every a ∈ T (n).

Since gu ∈ AMn
1 (and thus by Proposition 1.12 also g+u ∈ Mn) and ew ∈ AMn

1 , by (M1) it holds
that gw ∈ AMn

1 .
Let s be an arbitrary finite word in the alphabet Σ containing all characters from Σ and let

χ′ be a colouring of finite words in Σ defined by χ′(w) = χ(gs⌢w). We apply Theorem 3.2 to
obtain a monochromatic combinatorial line L = s⌢L′. Recall that L(∗) denotes the maximal
initial segment of L which does not contain the parameter λ. Put m = |L(∗)| to be the length of
the initial segment of L.

We define functions hi : T (≤(n + 1)) → T for every i with m ≤ i ≤ |L| by first setting

h0(a) =


a for every a ∈ T (<n),

gL(∗)(a) for every a ∈ T (n),

a|n for every a ∈ T (n + 1).
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Now, assume that hi is defined for some i with 0 ≤ i < |L| and set

hi+1(a) =



a for every a ∈ T (<n),

gL(∗)(a) for every a ∈ T (n),

S(hi(a),Dp(Li(a|n)),Dc(Li(a|n))) for every a ∈ T (n + 1)

if Li ∈ Σ,

S(hi(a),Dp(a),Dc(a)) for every a ∈ T (n + 1)

if Li = λ.

We will verify that all the successor operations used are actually defined.
Observe that, for every i with 0 ≤ i ≤ |L|, we have hi↾T (≤n) = gL(∗) and consequently hi↾T (≤n) ∈

AMn
1 . Let m be the index of the first occurrence of the parameter λ in L (so m is the length

of L(∗)). Note that the functions h0, h1, . . . , hm are not shape-preserving since h̃i(n + 1) ≤ h̃i(n)
for every 0 ≤ i ≤ m. Also observe, by comparing the construction of hi+1 and the alternative
definition of gw, that hm(a) = hm(a|n) for every a ∈ T (n + 1).

We prove by induction that the function hi, for every i with m + 1 ≤ i ≤ |L|, is well-defined
(that is, all the successor operations used in its construction are defined), shape-preserving and in
AMn

2 .
The function hm+1 lies in AMn

2 since hm+1(a) = S(hm+1(a|n),Dp(a),Dc(a)) for every a ∈
T (n + 1) and thus hm+1 = g+L(∗)↾T (≤(n+1)). Consequently, we have hm+1 ∈ AMn

2 .

Now, assume that the function hi lies in AMn
2 for some i with m + 1 ≤ i < |L|. We have

already verified that hi+1↾T (≤n) is shape-preserving. We consider the following two cases:

(1) If Li = λ, then hi+1 = Fn+m+1
n+i+1 ◦ hi (recall that (M3) ensures the existence of Fn+m+1

n+i+1 ∈
M).

(2) If Li ∈ Σ, then there exists j < i satisfying Lj = sj = Li. (Recall that L = s⌢L′ and the

choice of s ensure the existence of such j.) Then hi+1 = Fn+j+1
n+i+1 ◦ hi.

In both cases, (M3) gives us hi+1 ∈ AMn
2 .

Finally, we set h = h|L|. Observe that

{h ◦ g : g ∈ Ln} = {gL(c) : c ∈ Σ ∪ {∗}}

by the construction of h. Consequently, χ↾{h◦g:g∈Ln} is constant. □

3.2. Fat subtrees and Todorcevic’s axiomatization of Ramsey spaces. We fix an (S,M)-
tree (T,⪯,Σ,S,M), consider the topological space R and set AR introduced in Definition 1.16
and the triple (R,≤, r) where ≤ is the order of fat subtrees introduced in Definition 1.15 restricted
to R, and r is a function r : R× ω → AR defined by

r(U, n) = U↾n

for every U ∈ R and n ∈ ω. As is usual in the area, we will write rn(U) for r(U, n). Given n ∈ ω
we also put ARn = {x ∈ AR : |x| = n}.

The following is an axiomatization of topological Ramsey spaces given by Todorcevic [Tod10,
Section 5].

(A1) Sequencing:
(1) r0(U) = ∅ for all U ∈ R.
(2) U ̸= V implies rn(U) ̸= rn(V) for some n.
(3) rn(U) = rm(V) implies that n = m and rk(U) = rk(V) for all k < n.

(A2) There is a quasi-ordering ≤fin on AR such that:
(1) {x ∈ AR : x ≤fin y} is finite for all y ∈ AR.
(2) V ≤ U iff ∀n∃m : rn(V) ≤fin rm(U).
(3) ∀x,y,z∈AR[x ⊑ y and y ≤fin z implies ∃z′⊑z : x ≤fin z′]. Here, x ⊑ y means that x is

an initial segment of y.
(A3) Amalgamation:

(1) If depthU(x) is finite then [x,V] ̸= ∅ for all V ∈ [depthU(x),U].
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U V = U ⋆ g V′ = V ⋆ g′
u0

u1

u2

u3

u4

u5

u6

v0 = u0

v1 = u1

v2 = u2

v3 = g

v5 = u6

v′0 = u0

v′1 = u1

v′2 = u2

v′4 = g′

v′3 = g

v4 = u5

Figure 4. Operation U = V ⋆ g and line (g, g′).

(2) V ≤ U and [x,V] ̸= ∅ imply that there is U′ ∈ [depthU(x),U] such that ∅ ̸=
[x,U′] ⊆ [x,V].

(A4) If depthU(x) is finite and O ⊆ AR|x|+1, then there is V ∈ [depthU(x),U] such that
r|x|+1[x,V] is either a subset of O or a subset of the complement of O.

To prove Theorem 1.17 we will apply the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 (Todorcevic’s Abstract Ellentuck theorem [Tod10]). If (R,≤, r) is closed and if it
satisfies axioms (A1), (A2), (A3) and (A4), then every property of Baire subset of R is Ramsey
and every meager subset is Ramsey null, or in other words, the triple (R,≤, r) forms a topological
Ramsey space.

The majority of this section will be devoted to proving (A4) as the following proposition:

Proposition 3.4 ((A4) pigeonhole). For every x ∈ AR and U ∈ R such that depthU(x) < ω
and every O ⊆ AR|x|+1 there is V ∈ [depthU(x),U] such that r|x|+1[[x,V]] is either a subset of
O or a subset of the complement of O.

Assuming it is true, proving Theorem 1.17 is easy.

Proof of Theorem 1.17. In order to apply Theorem 3.3 we only need to verify axioms (A1), (A2),
(A3) and (A4).

Since fat subtrees trees are sequences, axiom (A1) is obvious. To verify (A2) we define order
≤fin on AR by putting x ≤fin y if and only if x ≤ y and

...
x (|x|) =

...
y (|y|). Item (1) follows from

the fact that (T,⪯) is finitely branching and thus there are only finitely many subtrees to consider
ending at a given level. Items (2) and (3) follow directly from the definition.

To see (A3) (1), consider x ∈ AR and V ∈ R such that n = depthV(x) is finite. Choose
U = (ui)i∈ω ∈ [n,V]. Consider U′ constructed as a concatenation of x and the sequence (ui+n)i∈ω.
It follows that U′ ∈ [x,U].

To see (A3) (2), choose U = (ui)i∈ω ≤ V ∈ R and x ∈ AR such that [x,U] ̸= ∅. Let
n = depthU(x) and m = depthV(x). Construct U′ as a concatenation of V↾m and (ui+n)i∈ω.
Then the set [x,U′] consists of all fat subtrees U′′ with initial segment x which continue as subtrees
of U. As the same is true for [x,U], we thus have [x,U′] = [x,U].

Finally, axiom (A4) is the content of Proposition 3.4. This finishes the proof. □

We devote the rest of this section to a proof of Proposition 3.4. The proof builds on Lemma 3.1
and applies combinatorial forcing. This is a quite general technique that is an adaptation of the
combinatorial forcing proof from [CS84, Kar13].

We first need to re-state Lemma 3.1 in the context of fat subtrees.

Definition 3.5. Let U = (ui)i∈ω be a fat subtree, n ≤ m ∈ ω be integers and g ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 be

a shape-preserving function such that

g[T (
...
U(n))] ⊆ um[LiftU(n,m)].
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By U ⋆ g we denote a fat subtree of U produced by g which is a fat subtree V = (vi)i∈ω defined as
follows:

vi =


ui if i < n,

g if i = n,

um+i−n if i > n.

For functions g ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 such that g(T (

...
U(n))) ̸⊆ um[LiftU(n,m)] we say that U⋆g is undefined.

See Figure 4.

Definition 3.6 (Concatenation). Given n < ω, a fat subtree x = (xi)i∈n ∈ AR, and g ∈
AM

...
x (n)
1 , we denote by x⌢g the fat subtree y = (yi)i∈n+1 where yi = xi for every i ∈ n and

yn = g.

Given x ∈ AR we put:

Gx = {x⌢g : g ∈ AM
...
x (|x|)
1 }.

See Figure 4. Notice that this is precisely the set of all fat subtrees trees of height |x| + 1 which
extend x (one level extensions of x).

Definition 3.7 (Line). For every U ∈ R and n < ω, we call the pair (g, g′) a line if

(1) g ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 and V = U ⋆ g is defined, and

(2) g′ ∈ AM
...
V (n+1)
1 and V′ = V ⋆ g′ is defined.

Given x ∈ AR with n = depthU(x) finite, we also put

Lx,(g,g′)
U = {y ∈ Gx : y ≤ V′ and ỹ(|y − 1|) ≤ Ṽ′(n + 1)}

Notice that V′ restricts two levels just after the end of U. The name “line” is motivated by

the following connection of Lx,(g,g′)
U to lines Ln introduced in previous section:

Lemma 3.8. For every U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that n = depthU(x) is finite and every line (g, g′)
it holds that:

Lx,(g,g′)
U = {x⌢(g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ L

...
U (n)}.

Proof.

Lx,(g,g′)
U = {y ∈ Gx : y ≤ V′ and ỹ(|y − 1|) ≤ Ṽ′(n + 1)}

= {x⌢g} ∪ {y ∈ Gx : y ≤ V′ and ỹ(|y − 1|) = Ṽ′(n + 1)}

= {x⌢g} ∪ {x⌢(g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 (

...
U(n) + 1)}

= {x⌢(g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ L
...
U (n)}.

The third equality may deserve a justification. To see that y = x⌢(g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′) < V′ for every

g′′ ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 (

...
U(n) + 1) we want to check that

Lifty(n, n + 1) ⊆ LiftV′(n, n + 2).

(All other inclusions required by Definition 1.15 are trivial, since we already have x < U and
thus also x < V′ since U↾n = V′↾n.) Let N be the set of all immediate successors of LiftV′(n,
n + 1) = g+[T (

...
V(n) + 1)]. Notice that

(g+ ◦ g′′)[T (
...
V

′
(n) + 1] ⊆ N ⊆ T (

...
V

′
(n + 1) + 1)

By Definition 1.14 have:

Lifty(n, n + 1) = (g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′)+[T (
...
V

′
(n) + 1]

= (g′)+[(g+ ◦ g′′)+[T (
...
V

′
(n) + 1]]

⊆ (g′)+[N ] = LiftV′(N,n + 2) = LiftV′(n, n + 2).

□
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The set Lx,(g,g′)
U thus contains all one-level extensions of x within two levels affected by V′.

The following is the minimal finite pigeonhole statement for colouring fat subtrees.

Lemma 3.9 (1-dimensional pigeonhole for fat subtrees). For every U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that
n = depthU(x) is finite, and for every finite colouring χ of Gx there exists a line (g, g′) with the
property that χ↾Lx,(g,g′)

U

is constant.

Proof. Put m =
...
U(n) and F = Fn

U (Definition 2.6). Define colouring χ′ of AMm
1 by putting

χ′(g) = χ(x⌢(F ◦ g)).

Apply Lemma 3.1 on m and χ′ to obtain h ∈ AMm
2 . Put

g = (F ◦ h)↾T (≤m)

and
V = U ⋆ g.

Note that U ⋆ g is defined. Now apply Proposition 2.2 to decompose F ◦ h as

F ◦ h = g′ ◦ (F ◦ h)| ...V (n+1)

where g′ ∈ AM
...
V (n+1)
1 . It follows that (g, g′) is a a line. By Lemma 3.8 we have

Lx,(g,g′)
U = {x⌢(F ◦ h ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ Lm},

and thus g and g′ have the desired properties. □

Definition 3.10 (Large sets). For U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that n = depthU(x) is finite and O ⊆ Gx

we say that O is (U,x)-large if for every V ∈ [n,U] there exists y ∈ O such that y ≤ V.

In other words, the set O is (U,x)-large if there is no V ∈ [n,U] “avoiding” O.

Observation 3.11. For every U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that n = depthU(x) is finite, and (U,x)-
large set O there exist a fat subtree U′ ∈ [n,U] and n′ ≥ n such that for every V ∈ [n′,U′] there
exists some y ∈ O satisfying y ≤ V and depthV(y) = n′ + 1.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that for every U′ ∈ [n,U] and every n′ ≥ n there is V ∈ [n′,U′]
such that there is no y ∈ O satisfying y ≤ V and depthV(y) = n′ + 1. For each choice of

U′ and n′, denote by VU′

n′ some fat subtree with this property. Construct an infinite sequence

U = U0 ≥ U1 ≥ . . . by putting Ui+1 = VUi
i+n for every i ∈ ω. Notice that for every i ∈ ω we

have:

(1) Ui+1 ∈ [n,U],
(2) There is no y ∈ O with y ≤ Ui+1 and depthUi+1

(y) ≤ n + i + 1.

Finally, put V to be the limit of (Ui)i∈ω. It is easy to see that V ∈ [n,U] and there is no y ∈ O
with y ≤ V which contradicts the fact that O is (U,x)-large. □

Lemma 3.12 (1-dimensional pigeonhole for large sets). For every U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that
n = depthU(x) is finite, and every (U,x)-large set O, there exists a line (g, g′) with the property

that Lx,(g,g′)
U ⊆ O.

Proof. Fix U, x, n, and O as in the statement. Use Observation 3.11 to get U′ = (u′
i)i∈ω ∈ [n,U]

and n′ ≥ n. Put

C = {h′ ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 (

...
U

′
(n′)) : U′ ⋆ (u′

n′ ◦ h′) is defined},
x′ = x⌢(u′

n)⌢(u′
n+1)⌢ · · ·⌢ (u′

n′−1).

Next we will apply Lemma 3.9 on U′, x′, and a finite colouring χ of Gx′
which we now define.

For a given y′ = x′⌢h ∈ Gx′
such that y′ ≤ U′, its colour χ(y′) is a function χ(y′) : C → {0, 1}

defined by putting χ(y′)(h′) = 1 if and only if x⌢(h ◦ h′) ∈ O.
Lemma 3.9 gives us a line (h, g′) and a colour c : C → {0, 1} such that χ↾Lx′,(h,g′)

U′
= c. See

Figure 5. We claim that there is h′ ∈ C such that c(h′) = 1. Once we see this, then setting
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U′

n

n′ h

g′

h

g′

h′
g

g′

(U′ ⋆ g) ⋆ g′(U′ ⋆ h) ⋆ g′

Figure 5. Construction of a line.

g = h ◦ h′ and applying Lemma 3.8 we have Lx,(g,g′)
U ⊆ O as desired:

Lx,(g,g′)
U = {x⌢(g′ ◦ g+ ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ L

...
U (n)}

= {x⌢(g′ ◦ (h ◦ h′)+ ◦ g′′) : g′′ ∈ L
...
U (n)}

⊆ {x⌢((h′)+ ◦ (g′ ◦ h+ ◦ g′′′)) : g′′′ ∈ L
...
U ′(n′)} ⊆ O.

If c(h′) = 0 for every h′ ∈ C, put V = U′ ⋆ h (this is defined because h ∈ AM
...
U ′(n′)
1 and

x′⌢h ≤ U′). By Proposition 2.2, every y ∈ Gx such that y ≤ V and depthV(y) = n′ has the
property that y = x⌢(h ◦ h′) for some h′ ∈ C. Consequently, y /∈ O, which means that we found
V ∈ [n′,U′] with no y ∈ O such that y ≤ V and depthV(y) = n′ + 1, a contradiction.

□

Lemma 3.13. For every U ∈ R, x ∈ AR such that n = depthU(x) is finite, and (U,x)-large

set O there exist V ∈ [n,U] and g ∈ AM
...
U (n)
1 such that the set N of all words g′ such that

Lx,(g,g′)
U ⊆ O is (V ⋆ g,x⌢g)-large.

Proof. Enumerate AM
...
U (n)
1 as g1, g2, . . . so that g̃i(

...
U(n)) ≤ g̃j(

...
U(n)) for all i and j with 0 <

i < j. We will now try (and eventually fail) to inductively construct an infinite sequence (Ui)i∈ω

of fat subtrees such that U = U0 ≥ U1 ≥ U2 ≥ · · · and the following two conditions are satisfied
for every i ≥ 1:

(1) If x⌢gi ̸≤ Ui−1 then Ui = Ui−1.
(2) If x⌢gi ≤ Ui−1 then:

(i) There is no g′ such that Lx,(gi,g
′)

Ui−1
⊆ O.

(ii) Ui↾m = Ui−1↾m where m = depthUi−1
(x⌢gi).

We start by setting U0 = U. Note that Conditions (i) and (ii) do not apply to U0.
Now, assume that Ui−1 has been constructed for some i > 0. If x⌢gi ̸≤ Ui−1 we can put

Ui = Ui−1. If x⌢gi ≤ Ui−1 then put Ni to be set of all shape-preserving functions g′ such that
(gi, g

′) satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 3.12 for Ui−1 and O. We consider two cases:

(1) If Ni is (Ui−1 ⋆ gi,x
⌢gi)-large, then we can stop the induction and put V = Ui−1 and

g = gi.
(2) If Ni is not (Ui−1 ⋆ gi,x

⌢gi)-large let Vi ∈ [x⌢gi,Ui ⋆ gi] be a fat subtree avoiding Ni.
Construct Ui as the concatenation of Ui−1↾⌢depthUi−1

(xgi) and the sequence created form

Vi by removing the first n + 1 levels. Clearly Ui satisfies (ii). Notice that Ui ⋆ gi = Vi,
and since it avoids Ni, we have (i).

Suppose that we finished constructing Ui for every i ∈ ω without ever obtaining a large set.
By (ii), the sequence (Ui)i∈ω has a limit V ≤ U. Since O is (U,x)-large, it is also (V,x)-large,
and thus Lemma 3.12 gives a line (g, g′) which contradicts condition (i) for i such that g = gi. □

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let U, x and O be as in the statement of the proposition. Notice that
for every subset O′ of AR|x|+1 it holds that either O′ or its complement is (U,x)-large. Without
loss of generality assume that O is (U,x)-large. Put O0 = O, and repeatedly apply Lemma 3.13
to obtain sequences U = U0 ≥ U1 ≥ . . . and x = x0 ⊑ x1 ⊑ · · · and O0,O1, · · · such that Oi is
(Ui,xi)-large as follows:
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For every i ∈ ω, apply Lemma 3.13 for Ui, xi and Oi to obtain V, g and N . Put Ui+1 = V ⋆g,
xi+1 = x⌢

i g and Oi+1 = N .
Finally, putting V to be the limit of (Ui)i∈ω finishes the proof. □

4. Proof of a Ramsey theorem for shape-preserving functions

Throughout this section, R and M are equipped with their respective Ellentuck topologies un-
less specified otherwise. Let us write π : R → M for the map given by π(U) = FU (Definition 2.6).

Lemma 4.1. The map π is continuous and open.

Proof. To see continuity, consider a basic open set X = [f, F ] ⊆ M. Then π−1(X) is the union
of all basic open sets [x,U] for all choices of x and U satisfying Fx = f and FU = F , hence it is
open in R.

To see that π is open, fix a basic clopen set Y = [x,U] ⊆ R. We claim that π[[x,U]] = [Fx, FU].
The forward inclusion is clear. For the reverse, fix F ∈ [Fx, FU], and write F = FU ◦G for some
G ∈ M. We claim that there is V ∈ [x,U] with FV = F = FU ◦G, which will prove the reverse
inclusion.

To see this, we define a sequence (Ui)i∈m of fat subtrees as follows:

U0 = U ⋆ (FU ◦ (G↾T (≤0)))

and
Ui = Ui−1 ⋆ fi

for every 0 < i < m where fi ∈ AM
...
U i−1(i−1)
1 is obtained using Proposition 2.2 decomposing

FU ◦G↾T (≤i) on level
...
Ui−1(i− 1).

Notice that Ui+1↾i = Ui↾i and Ui+1 ≤ Ui for every i, and we put V′ to be the limit of the
sequence (Ui)i∈m. Since U0 ≤ U, we get that V′ ≤ U. By simply replacing a suitable initial
segment of V′ with x, we obtain V ≤ U with x ⊑ V.

From the construction it follows that FUi
↾T (≤i) = FU ◦ G↾T (≤i) for every i. Hence, indeed,

FV = FU ◦G. □

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Let X be be a meager subset of M. By Lemma 4.1, π−1(X ) is also
meager. By Theorem 1.17, π−1(X ) is Ramsey null. We need to show that X is also Ramsey null.
Choose [f, F ] ̸= ∅. Let f ′ ∈ AM be such that f = F ◦ f ′ and n = depthF (f). Let U be a fat
subtree such that FU = F given by Observation 2.8.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, there is x such that Fx = FU ◦ f ′ = f . Notice that
depthU(x) = n. Since π−1(X ) is Ramsey null, we know that there exists V ∈ [n,U] such that
[x,V] ∩ π−1(X ) = ∅. It follows that [f, FV] ⊆ [f, F ] is non-empty and [n, FV] ∩ X = ∅.

Now let X be a set with the property of Baire. By Lemma 4.1, π−1(X ) also has the property of
Baire. By Theorem 1.17, we know that π−1(X ) is Ramsey. To see that X is also Ramsey, choose
[f, F ]. Just like in the previous case, let f ′ ∈ AM be such that f = F ◦ f ′ and n = depthF (f).
Obtain U with FU = F and x with Fx = f . Because π−1(X ) is Ramsey, we know that there
exists V ∈ [n,U] such that either [x,V] ⊆ π−1(X ) or [x,V] ∩ π−1(X ) = ∅. Put F ′ = FV. It
follows that F ′ ∈ [n, F ] and either [f, F ′] ⊆ X or [f, F ′] ∩ X = ∅. □

Theorem 1.6 follows directly from Theorem 1.11 since every colouring of AMn
k can be turned

into a colouring of Mn by assigning the colour to the elements of Mn according to their initial
segment in AMn

k . Corollary 1.7 follows by compactness. Corollary 1.8 may deserve a short proof:

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Fix n, k,m, r as in the statement. Let N be given by Corollary 1.7 and
let χ be a colouring of AMn

k (N). Given f ∈ AMn
k put

f ′ = F
f̃(n+k)
0 ◦ F f̃(n+k)

0 ◦ · · · ◦ F f̃(n+k)
0︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−f̃(n+k) times

◦f,

where F
f̃(n+k)
0 is the duplication function given by (M3) of Definition 1.5. Define a colouring χ′

of AMn
k by putting χ′(f) = χ(f ′).
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Let F be the function given by Corollary 1.7. Let

F ′ = F
f̃(n+m)
0 ◦ F f̃(n+m)

0 ◦ · · · ◦ F f̃(n+m)
0︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−F̃ (n+m) times

◦F.

F ′ satisfies the conclusion of Corollary 1.8. □

5. Envelopes and embedding types

The following concept often plays a crucial role in applications of Ramsey-type theorems on
trees (see e.g. [Tod10, Section 6] or [DK16]).

Definition 5.1 (Envelope). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree and X ⊆ T be a set. A function
f ∈ M ∪ AM is called an envelope of X if there exists set Y ⊆ T such that f [Y ] = X. In this
setting, Y is called the embedding type of X in f . For finite sets X, the height of envelope f is
max{ℓ(a) : a ∈ Y } + 1.

It is clear that the identity is an envelope of every set. However, it is often desirable to find an
envelope minimizing the height, a minimal envelope. In this section we give a general algorithm
and prove that under a mild additional assumption (which is always satisfied in the applications)
it produces a minimal envelope of every set.

We start by determining some nodes that must be in the image of every envelope of set X.

Definition 5.2 (Meet-closed set). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree and X ⊆ T . We say
that X is meet-closed if for every a, b ∈ X also a ∧ b ∈ X.

Definition 5.3 (Parameter-closed set). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree, let X ⊆ T be a
set, and let I ⊆ ω be set of levels. We say that X is parameter-closed over I if for every i ∈ I,
a ∈ X ∩ T (>i) and b ∈ Dp(a|i+1) it holds that b ∈ X.

We say that X is parameter-closed if it is parameter-closed over L(X) = {ℓ(a) : a ∈ X}.

Given X ⊆ T and I ⊆ ω, we denote by ClI(X) the inclusion minimal subset of T containing
X that is both meet-closed and parameter-closed over I. It is easy to see that ClI(X) is uniquely
defined.

Algorithm 5.4 (Construction of an minimal envelope). Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree
and let X ⊂ T be a finite set. Put ℓ = max{ℓ(a) : a ∈ X}. Construct subsets {ℓ} = Iℓ ⊆ Iℓ−1 ⊆
· · · ⊆ I0 ⊆ ω of levels and functions Fℓ, Fℓ−1, . . . , F0 ∈ M by decreasing induction.

(1) Put Iℓ = {ℓ} and Fℓ to be the identity Id : T → T .
(2) Now assume that Ii+1 and Fi+1 are constructed for some i < ℓ. Level i is interesting if at

least one of the following is satisfied:
(I1) Level i contains a node: There exists a ∈ ClIi+1(X) such that ℓ(a) = i,
(I2) Level i contains a meet : There exist a, b ∈ ClIi+1(X) such that ℓ(a ∧ b) = i.
(I3) Level i can not be skipped : Assume that (I1) and (I2) are not satisfied. Put Si = {a|i :

a ∈ ClIi+1
(X)∩T (>i)} and construct function fi : Si → T (i+ 1) sending a|i 7→ a|i+1

(by our assumption such fi exists and is well-defined). We say that level i can not be
skipped if fi does not extend to a function in M skipping only level i.

If i is not interesting, let Hi ∈ M be some function extending fi constructed in the
discussion of (I3). Put

Fi =

{
Fi+1 if i is interesting,

Fi+1 ◦Hi if i is not interesting.

Ii =

{
Ii+1 ∪ {i} if i is interesting,

Ii+1 if i is not interesting.

The output of this algorithm is the pair (F = F0, I = I0). The set I is called the set of
interesting levels of X. Below we will prove that, under a minor assumption, F is a minimal
envelope of X of height |I|.
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Notice that F is not uniquely determined because the choice of Hi in the algorithm is not
uniquely specified. The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let (T,⪯,Σ,S,M) be an (S,M)-tree. Assume that the following property is
satisfied:

(E1) For every function F ∈ M skipping only one level and for every a ∈ T , p̄ ∈ T≤ω and
c ∈ Σ such that S(F (a), F (p̄), c) is defined, S(a, p̄, c) is also defined.

Given a finite set X ⊂ T , Algorithm 5.4 will produce a minimal envelope F of X with a set I of
interesting levels of X. Moreover:

(1) The height of envelope F is |I| and I = F̃ [ω] ∩ max{ℓ(a) + 1 : a ∈ X}.
(2) The set I and the embedding type of X in F are uniquely determined, independent of the

particular choice of functions Hi.

Example 5.6. To see that the additional assumption (E1) is necessary, consider the subset T
of ω<ω of all finite sequences w = (wi)i∈n satisfying wi ≤ i for every i ∈ n. The tree (T,⊑)
can be equipped with a natural successor operation of concatenation. Put Σ = ω and define
S(w, p̄, c) = w⌢c if and only if w⌢c ∈ T and p̄ = ∅.

Consider set Xw = {w,w⌢7} for some w ∈ T of length at least 7. And observe that Algo-
rithm 5.4 will produce I = {|w|, |w| + 1}, while every minimal envelope of Xw has height 9 and
the additional levels are not uniquely determined.

We devote the rest of this section to a proof of Proposition 5.5. The following result is a
consequence of Proposition 2.1 (ii) and (iv).

Observation 5.7. If F ∈ N is an envelope of X, then it is also an envelope of ClI(X) for every

I ⊆ F̃ [ω].

Correctness of Algorithm 5.4 follows from the following invariant:

Lemma 5.8. In Algorithm 5.4, for every i ≤ ℓ = max{ℓ(a) : a ∈ X}, it holds that Fi is an
envelope of ClIi(X) and it is skipping exactly levels {i, i + 1, . . . , ℓ} \ Ii. Consequently, Ii = {j ∈
F̃i[ω] : i ≤ j ≤ ℓ}.

Proof. We proceed by decreasing induction on i. For i = ℓ the statement follows trivially, since
Fℓ is the identity which is an envelope of every set.

Now assume that the induction hypothesis is satisfied for i + 1. If level i is interesting then
both statements follow trivially. We now consider the case that level i is not interesting. Let Hi

be the function used by the algorithm, that is, Fi = Fi+1 ◦Hi.
Recall that Hi is a function skipping only level i. Using the induction hypothesis we get that,

indeed, Fi is skipping exactly levels {i, i+ 1, . . . , ℓ}\ Ii, and consequently Ii = {j ∈ F̃i[ω] : i ≤ j ≤
ℓ}.

It remains to prove that Fi is an envelope of ClIi(X). Put Xi+1 = F−1
i+1[ClIi+1(X)].

Claim 5.9. For every a ∈ Xi+1 and i < j ≤ ℓ(a) it holds a ∈ Hi[T ] and a|j ∈ Hi[T ].

Assuming that Claim 5.9 holds, the proof of Lemma 5.8 is immediate: We have that Ii+1 = Ii,
hence ClIi+1

(X) = ClIi(X). By the claim we have, in particular, a ∈ Hi[T ] for every a ∈ Xi+1,
and so indeed ClIi(X) ⊆ Fi[T ].

It remains to verify Claim 5.9. Note that Hi skips only level i. Hence, if ℓ(a) < i we have that
a ∈ Hi[T ]. Note also that there is no a ∈ Xi+1 with ℓ(a) = i, as Fi+1 is the identity on T (≤i),
hence we would have a ∈ X which would mean that level i is interesting by (I1). So we can assume
that ℓ(a) ≥ i + 1 and we will proceed by induction on j (note that a = a|ℓ(a)).

Let j = i+ 1 and pick an arbitrary a ∈ Xi+1 with ℓ(a) ≥ j. Since Fi+1 is shape-preserving and
identity on T (≤i), it follows that a|j ⪯ F (a), and so a|j = F (a)|j . The claim then follows from
the choice of functions fi and Hi: We have a|j = F (a)|j = Hi(F (a)|i).

Now assume that the claim is satisfied for some j ≥ i. For a given a ∈ Xi+1 ∩ T (>j) we
want to verify that a|j+1 ∈ Hi[T ]. Since ℓ = max(ℓ(a) : a ∈ X), it follows that ClIi+1

(X) =

ClIi+1∪(ω\(ℓ+1))(X), and so Xi+1 = F−1
i+1[ClIi+1∪(ω\(ℓ+1))(X)]. By the (outer) induction hypothesis
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we know that Fi+1 is skipping exactly levels {i + 1, . . . , ℓ} \ Ii+1, hence Xi+1 = Clω\(i+1)(Xi+1).
This implies that Dp(a|j+1) consists of members of Xi+1

By the (inner) induction hypothesis we thus know that p̄ = H−1
i (Dp(a|j+1)) is defined, and we

have some b = H−1
i (a|j). By (E1) there is a′ = S(b, p̄,Dc(a|j+1)). Since Hi is shape-preserving,

we have

Hi(a
′) ⪰ S(Hi(b), Hi(p̄),Dc(a|j+1)) = S(a|j ,Dp(a|j+1),Dc(a|j+1)) = a|j+1.

As Hi skips only level i, there is in fact equality, and thus indeed a|j+1 ∈ Hi[T ]. □

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let X, F and I be as in the statement. By Lemma 5.8, we know that
F is an envelope of height |I| and I = F̃ [ω] ∩ ℓ. It is also easy to verify from the algorithm
itself that the decision whether a level is interesting does not does not depend on the functions
Fℓ, Fℓ−1, . . . , F0 constructed.

It remains to discuss minimality and uniqueness of I. Suppose for a contradiction that there is
a set X for which the algorithm produces an envelope F of height n while there exists an envelope
F ′ of smaller height m < n.

Let i be the maximal level in F̃ [n] \ F̃ ′[m]. The algorithm considered it interesting for some

reason. Notice that the set Ii+1 has the property that Ii+1 ⊆ F̃ [n] and Ii+1 ⊆ F̃ ′[m]. If i was
deemed interesting by (I1) or (I2) we know that ClIi+1(X) contains a node of level i and, by

Observation 5.7, we have i ∈ F̃ ′[m] because F ′ is also an envelope.
We thus conclude that level i can not be skipped. Let fi be the function constructed in

(I3). Let m′ ∈ ω be the minimal level such that F̃ ′(m′) > i and put f = F ′↾T (≤m). By an
application of Proposition 2.2 on f and i + 1, we have f ′ = f |i+1 ∈ AM. By another application
of Proposition 2.2, this time on f ′ and i, we obtain a decomposition f ′ = g ◦ f ′|i. Notice that
g+ ∈ M skips only level i and extends fi. A contradiction. □

As a consequence of Algorithm 5.4 we thus obtain a method useful for characterising minimal
envelopes in a given (S,M)-tree. Its key ingredient is an understanding of which functions f
constructed in (I3) can be extended to functions in M skipping only one level.

6. Applications

6.1. Regularly branching trees and combinatorial cubes. Most combinatorial applications
of Ramsey-type theorems on trees use regularly branching trees (Σ≤n,⊑) or combinatorial cubes
Σn (for some n ∈ ω and finite alphabet Σ), see e.g. [Dev79, NR89, NR87, LSV06, Prö13, HN19,
BNRR18, Hub20, BCdR+23]. The general strategy applied by such proofs is to invent a repre-
sentation of objects of interest using words in finite alphabet Σ in a way so that the subtrees (or
embeddings) used by the Ramsey-type theorem preserve key features of this representation. This
transfers colouring of subobjects of interest to colouring of subtrees.

An advantage of our new Ramsey-type theorem is the flexibility of choice of the monoid M
which can be tailored for a given application. In this section we formulate a version of our
main results which makes such applications quite straightforward. We discuss how this relates to
classical theorems (Milliken tree theorem [Mil79], Carlson–Simpson theorem [CS84] and Graham–
Rothschild theorem [GR71]) and show how a specific choice of monoid M simplifies the proof of
the Abramson–Harrington (or unrestricted Nešetřil–Rödl) theorem [AH78, NR77].

Definition 6.1 (Boring extensions). Given finite alphabet Σ, a family of boring extensions is a
countable sequence E = (En)n∈ω of sets

En ⊆ {e is a function e : Σn → Σ}

satisfying the following two conditions:

(B1) Duplication: For every m < n the set En contains a function enm : Σn → Σ defined by:

enm(a) = am for every a ∈ Σn.
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(B2) Insertion: For every m ≤ n, e1 ∈ Em, e2 ∈ En there exists e3 ∈ En+1 such that for every
a ∈ Σm and b ∈ Σn−m the following is satisfied:

e3(a⌢e1(a)⌢b) = e2(a⌢b).

Every extension e ∈ En can be seen as an embedding of Σn to Σn+1 by mapping every w ∈ Σn

to an element of Σn+1 via concatenation:

w 7→ w⌢e(w).

Each family E thus gives us notions of interesting levels and embedding types as follows:

Definition 6.2 (Interesting levels). Given a finite alphabet Σ, a family of boring extensions E
and a set X ⊆ Σ<ω we denote by IE(X) the set of interesting levels of X. This is a set of all ℓ ∈ ω
such that there is no eℓ ∈ Eℓ satisfying for every a ∈ X, |a| ≥ ℓ

(a|ℓ)⌢eℓ(a|ℓ) ⊑ a.

Notice that it always holds that {|w| : w ∈ X} ⊆ IE(X) and {|w ∧ w′| : w,w′ ∈ X} ⊆ IE(X).

Definition 6.3 (Embedding type). Given a finite alphabet Σ, a family of boring extensions E
and a set X ⊆ Σ<ω we define the embedding type of X, denoted τE(X), to be the set of all words
created from words in X by removing all letters with indices not in IE(X).

Given a finite alphabet Σ, a family of boring extensions E and sets X,Y ⊆ Σ<ω we put(
Y

X/E

)
= {X ′ ⊆ Y : τE (X ′) = τE (X)} .

(This is the set of all subsets of Y of a given embedding type.) The Ramsey theorem for colouring
sets of a given embedding type can be formulated either for trees or combinatorial cubes:

Theorem 6.4 (Colouring sets of given embedding type in a finite tree). For every finite alphabet
Σ, family of boring extensions E, positive integer r and finite sets X,Y ⊆ Σ<ω there exists N ∈ ω

such that for every r-colouring χ :
(
Σ<N

X/E
)
→ r there exists Y ′ ∈

(
Σ<N

Y/E
)
such that χ is constant

when restricted to
(

Y ′

X/E
)
.

Theorem 6.5 (Colouring sets of given embedding type in a combinatorial cube). For every finite
alphabet Σ, family of boring extensions E, positive integers m,n, r and (finite) sets X ⊆ Σm,

Y ⊆ Σn there exists N ∈ ω such that for every r-colouring χ :
(
ΣN

X/E
)
→ r there exists Y ′ ∈

(
ΣN

Y/E
)

such that χ is constant when restricted to
(

Y ′

X/E
)
.

To relate Theorems 6.4 and 6.5 to Corollaries 1.7 and 1.8 we only need to build the corresponding
(S,M)-trees. Given an alphabet Σ we consider tree (Σ<ω,⊑) and the corresponding S-tree (Σ<ω,
⊑,Σ,S) with S being the concatenation: Given a ∈ Σ<ω, c ∈ Σ and p⃗ we define S(a, p⃗, c) if and
only if p⃗ is empty sequence and put

S(a, p⃗, c) = a⌢c.

In this context Definition 1.3 can be simplified as follows.

Definition 6.6 (Shape-preserving functions on regularly branching trees). Function F : Σ<ω →
Σ<ω is shape-preserving if

(i) F is level preserving, and
(ii) F preserves passing numbers: for every a ∈ Σ<ω and ℓ < ℓ(a) it holds that F (a)F̃ (ℓ) = aℓ.

Every set of boring extensions E can be associated with a corresponding monoid of shape-
preserving functions:

Definition 6.7. Given a finite alphabet Σ and a family of boring extensions E we denote by ME
the set of all shape-preserving functions F : Σ<ω → Σ<ω such that

IE(F [Σ<ω]) = F̃ [ω].

More technically this condition can be stated as follows:
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Observation 6.8. Given a finite alphabet Σ, family of boring extensions E and a shape-preserving
function F : Σ<ω → Σ<ω it holds that F ∈ ME if and only if for every level ℓ skipped by F (i.e.,

ℓ ∈ ω\ F̃ (ω)) there exists a (not necessarily unique) extension eFℓ ∈ Eℓ such that for every a ∈ Σ<ω

with ℓ(F (a)) > ℓ it holds that

(F (a)|ℓ)⌢eFℓ (F (a)|ℓ) ⊑ F (a).

Observation 6.8 is useful both for verifying that a given function F is in ME and for constructing
a function in F ′ ∈ ME by giving extensions for every level skipped by F ′. We are now ready to
show:

Proposition 6.9. For every finite alphabet Σ and family of boring extensions E it holds that
(Σ<ω,⊑,Σ,ME) is an (S,M)-tree.

Proof. We verify that ME satisfies Definition 1.5.
First consider the identity Id: Σ<ω → Σ<ω. It is clearly shape-preserving and since ω\Ĩd[ω] = ∅,

by Observation 6.8 we have Id ∈ ME .
Next we verify ME is closed for composition. Fix F, F ′ ∈ ME . By induction on level ℓ, we

verify that function H = F ◦ F ′ satisfies Observation 6.8. Towards that, for every ℓ /∈ H̃[ω] we

find corresponding extension eHℓ ∈ Eℓ. Given ℓ /∈ H̃[ω] we consider two cases:

(1) ℓ /∈ F̃ [ω]. In this case let eFℓ ∈ Eℓ be given by Observation 6.8. It is easy to check that we
can put eHℓ = eFℓ .

(2) ℓ ∈ F̃ [ω]. Let ℓ′ = F̃−1(ℓ). Notice that ℓ′ /∈ F̃ ′[ω]. Let eF
′

ℓ′ ∈ Eℓ′ be given by Observa-

tion 6.8. If ℓ′ = ℓ we can put eHℓ = eF
′

ℓ′ . Otherwise we proceed by induction and produce

extensions eF
′

ℓ′ = e′ℓ′ , e
′
ℓ′+1,. . . , e′ℓ. Assume that extension e′n ∈ En was built for some n

satisfying ℓ′ ≤ n < ℓ. Let m be the (n + 1 − ℓ′)-th element of ω \ F̃ [ω] and eFm ∈ Em the
extension given by Observation 6.8. Construct e′n+1 by an application of (B2) for m, n,

e1 = eFm and e2 = e′ℓ′ . Finally, put eHℓ = e′ℓ.

We have thus proved that ME is a monoid. Notice that by Observation 6.8 the monoid is closed
which completes verification of condition (M1) of Definition 1.5.

Condition (M3) of Definition 1.5 follows by (B1).

Finally we verify (M2). Given n ∈ ω and F ∈ ME skipping level F̃ (n) − 1 such that F̃ (n) > 0

we can construct F2 skipping only level m = F̃ (n) − 1 using Observation 6.8 and extension eFm.

Function F1 can be also constructed by means of Observation 6.8: for every ℓ ∈ ω \ F̃ [ω] satisfying

ℓ ̸= F̃ (n) − 1 put eF1

ℓ = eFℓ . □

Proof of Theorem 6.4. Fix a finite alphabet Σ, a family of boring extensions E , a positive integer r
and sets X,Y ⊆ Σ<ω. Without loss of generality assume that τE(X) = X and τE(Y ) = Y . Let k be
the maximal length of a word in X and m be the maximal length of a word in Y . By Proposition 6.9
we know that (Σ<ω,⊑,Σ,ME) is an (S,M)-tree. Let N be given by Corollary 1.7 on this (S,M)-
tree for n = 0, k, m. Notice that for every Z ⊆ Σ<ω Algorithm 5.4 will give precisely τE(Z).

Consequently, a colouring χ :
(
ΣN

Y/E
)
→ r yields a colouring χ′ : (AME)0k(≤N) → r by putting

χ′(f) = χ(f [τE(X)] and this correspondence is one to one. Let f be given by Corollary 1.7. It
follows that f [Y ] has the desired property. □

Theorem 6.5 follows in a complete analogy.
We now relate our result to classical Ramsey-type theorems on trees.

6.1.1. Milliken tree theorem. In order to formulate the Milliken tree theorem we need to state
some standard definitions, see e.g. [Tod10].

Definition 6.10 (Strong subtree). Let (T,⪯) be a tree with a single root vertex. Recall that
S ⊆ T is a strong subtree of height n ∈ ω + 1 if and only if:

(1) S is closed for meets: for every a, b ∈ S it holds that a ∧ b ∈ S.

(2) S is level preserving: there exists a function S̃ : n → ω such that S(ℓ) ⊆ T (S̃(ℓ)) for every
ℓ < n.
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(3) For every a ∈ S of level ℓ < n − 1 in tree S and every immediate successor b of a in T
there is a unique c ∈ S(ℓ + 1) such that a ⊑ b ⊑ c.

(4) If n is finite then S(≥n) = ∅.

Fix a finite alphabet Σ and put T = Σ<ω to be an infinite |Σ|-ary branching tree. In this setup,
every infinite strong subtree S can be also seen as a strong embedding FS : T → S ⊆ T constructed
via induction over levels.

(1) Given the root r of T put FS(r) to be the root of S.
(2) Let a ∈ S be such that FS(a) is has been already constructed. Given c ∈ Σ, put FS(a⌢c)

to be the unique successor of a⌢c in T (S̃(ℓ(a) + 1)).

It follows directly from the definition that every strong embedding is also a shape-preserving
function (in the S-tree (Σ<ω,⊑,Σ,S)), and vice versa, every shape-preserving function F is a
strong embedding and defines a strong subtree F [Σ<ω].

Denote by Strkn(T ) the set of all strong subtrees S of T of height n such that S̃(ℓ) = ℓ for
every ℓ < k. Let EMil = (EMil

n )n∈ω be the maximal sequence of sets satisfying Definition 6.1,
that is, for every n ∈ ω, the set EMil

n simply consists of all functions Σn → Σ. Let MEMil be the
corresponding monoid of shape-preserving functions. By Proposition 6.9 we obtain an (S,M)-tree
(Σ<ω,⊑,Σ,MEMil). An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.6 is:

Theorem 6.11 (Milliken tree theorem [Mil79]). Let Σ be a finite alphabet and (Σ<ω,⊆) be the

infinite |Σ|-ary tree. Then for every k ≤ n and every finite colouring of Strkn(T ) there exists

S ∈ Strkω(T ) such that the set {Q ∈ Strkn(T ) : Q ⊆ S} is monochromatic.

This is a special from of the Milliken tree theorem for regularly branching trees. As a conse-
quence of Theorem 1.11 we can also build the associated Ramsey space [Tod10, Theorem 6.3].

Remark 6.12. It is usual to formulate Milliken tree theorem for colouring product strong subtrees
of finite product of trees. However, the formulation above is not weaker. Colouring Strkn(T ) is
equivalent to colouring product strong subtrees of |Σ|k trees. We chose this formalism because it is
easier to generalize to irregularly branching trees as done in recent papers on coding trees [Dob20,
Zuc22].

On the other hand, the full strength of Milliken tree theorem for trees with finite but unbounded
branching can not be derived directly from Theorem 1.6. There is a deeper reason for that: while
Milliken tree theorem for regularly branching tree can use Hales–Jewett theorem as a pigeonhole,
for unbounded branching trees, the Halpern–Läuchli theorem is necessary. While the Halpern–
Läuchli theorem has multiple proofs [HL66, Mil79, Tod10, DK16], they are all very different from
proofs of the Hales–Jewett theorem.

6.1.2. Dual Ramsey theorem and Carlson–Simpson theorem. The dual Ramsey theorem and its
infinitary generalization, the Carlson–Simpson theorem, are usually not formulated in a language
of trees and subtrees, they rather speak about colouring equivalences (or partitions) [Tod10]. (A
common equivalent formalism is also using the rigid surjections [Sol12, Prö13].) Interpreting these
theorems as theorems about trees and subtrees was instrumental in some recent progress on big
Ramsey degrees [Hub20, BCD+21, BCD+23a].

Theorem 6.13 (Finite Dual Ramsey Theorem). For every k, r,m ∈ ω \ {0}, there is N ∈ ω
such that for every r-colouring of the family Ek(N) with exactly k classes there is an equivalence
relation E on N elements with exactly m classes such that {F ∈ Ek(N) : F is coarser than E} is
monochromatic.

Let E∞ be the set of all equivalence relations on ω with infinitely many equivalence classes.
Given E1, E2 ∈ E∞ put E1 < E2 if E1 is coarser than E2. Given n ∈ ω and a finite equivalence
relation E of n, we say that E′ ∈ E∞ extends E if and only if

(1) E′↾n× n = E, and,
(2) n is a minimal element of some equivalence class of E′.

The Ellentuck topology on E∞ is given by the following basic open sets:

[E,E′] = {E′′ ∈ E∞ : E′′ extends E and E′′ < E′}
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for every finite partition E of some n ∈ ω and E′ ∈ E∞. Finally, to define Ramsey and Ramsey
null sets in analogy to Definition 1.10, we define depthE′(E) to be finite if and only if

(1) E extends to a partition E′′ ∈ E∞ such that E′′ < E, and
(2) n is a minimal element of the m-th equivalence class of E for some m ∈ ω.

In this case we put depthE′(E) = m

Theorem 6.14 (Carlson–Simpson Theorem [CS84]). E∞ with the Ellentuck topology is a topo-
logical Ramsey space: Every property of Baire subset of E∞ is Ramsey and every meager subset is
Ramsey null.

Consider a finite alphabet Σ with at least two elements and let ECS = (ECS
n )n∈ω be the minimal

sequence of sets satisfying Definition 6.1. In this case, for every n ∈ ω, the set ECS
n consists

precisely of functions emn , m < n, required by condition (B1) of Definition 6.1. It is easy to check
that condition (B2) is also satisfied and one can make Observation 6.8 more precise:

Observation 6.15. Given a finite alphabet Σ with at least 2 elements and a shape-preserving
function F : Σ<ω → Σ<ω it holds that F ∈ MECS if and only if for every level ℓ skipped by F there
exists unique level n ∈ F̃ [ω], n < ℓ, such that for every a ∈ Σ<ω with ℓ(F (a)) > ℓ it holds that

(F (a)|ℓ)⌢F (a)n ⊑ F (a).

Every function F ∈ MECS thus corresponds to an equivalence relation on ω as follows: Every
level in F [ω] is the minimal element of its equivalence class, and levels ℓ ∈ ω \ F [ω] are split into
equivalence classes according to levels n given by Observation 6.15.

Notice that this correspondence is one-to-one: for every equivalence relation E on ω there exists
a unique FE ∈ MECS . Moreover, if relation E′ is coarser than E then there is F ∈ MECS such
that FE ◦ F = FE′ . It follows that Theorem 6.13 is a direct consequence of Corollary 1.8 and
Theorem 6.14 a direct consequence of Theorem 1.11.

6.1.3. Graham–Rothschild theorem. Given a finite alphabet Σ not containing characters {λi : i ∈
ω} and k ∈ ω + 1, a k-parameter word in alphabet Σ is a (possibly infinite) sequence (word)
W in alphabet Σ ∪ {λi : 0 ≤ i < k} such that for every 0 ≤ ik, λi occurs in W , and for every
0 < i < k, the first occurrence of λi appears after the first occurrence of λi−1. A parameter word
is a k-parameter word for some k ∈ ω + 1.

Let W be an n-parameter word and let U be a parameter word of length k ≤ n (where
k, n ∈ ω + 1). Then we denote by W (U) the parameter word created by substituting U to W .
More precisely, this is a parameter word created from W by replacing each occurrence of λi,
0 ≤ i < k, by Ui and truncating it just before the first occurrence of λk (in W ). Given an n-
parameter word W and set S of parameter words of length at most n, we denote by W (S) the set
{W (U) : U ∈ S}.

We will prove:

Theorem 6.16 (Graham–Rothschild Theorem [GR71]). For every pair of finite alphabets Π ⊆ Σ,
for every k, r,m ∈ ω such that 0 < k < m and r > 0, there is a positive integer N such that for
every r-colouring of k-parameter words of length N in the alphabet Σ there exists an m-parameter
word W of length N in alphabet Π such that the set

{W (U) : U is a k-parameter word in alphabet Σ of length m}

is monochromatic.

Theorem 6.17 (∗-version of the Graham–Rothschild Theorem [GR71]). For every pair of finite
alphabets Π ⊆ Σ, for every k, r,m ∈ ω such that 0 < k < m and r > 0 there is a positive integer N
such that for every r-colouring of k-parameter words of length at most n in the alphabet Σ there
exists an m-parameter word W in the alphabet Π of length at most N such that the set

{W (U) : U is a k-parameter word in alphabet Σ of length at most m}

is monochromatic.
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Given finite alphabets Π ⊆ Σ where Σ has at least two elements (Π can be empty) we define a
family of boring extensions EGR = (EGR

n )n∈ω such that EGR
n consists precisely of

(1) all functions emn , m < n, required by condition (B1) of Definition 6.1, and
(2) all constant functions e : Σn → Π.

It is easy to verify that EGR
n satisfies condition (B2) and that, similarly to Observation 6.15, every

function F ∈ MEGR uniquely corresponds to an infinite-parameter word in alphabet Π.
Theorem 6.16 now follows by Corollary 1.8 and Theorem 6.17 follows by Corollary 1.7. We

remark that the original formulation of the Graham–Rothschild Theorem also considers parameter
words over finite groups. These also naturally yield a corresponding family of boring extensions,
we however leave the details out for brevity.

Notice also that ECS ⊆ EGR ⊂ EMil. While the three theorems are formulated and proven
using different formalisms, they all fit our generalized Ramsey theorem. There are many other
meaningful choices of the families of boring extensions which yield Ramsey-type theorems. This
is useful for applications, see [BCD+23a]. In the following section we show an application that
uses such a custom family.

6.2. Unrestricted Nešetřil–Rödl (or Abramson–Harrington) theorem. Let L be a rela-
tional language. We consider standard model-theoretic L-structures which we denote by bold
letters A,B, . . . and their vertex-sets (domains or underlying sets) by corresponding normal let-
ters A,B, . . . We consider finite and countably infinite structures only. Given an L-structure A
and a set S ⊆ A, we write A↾S for the L-structure induced by A on S. Substructures are always
induced: A is a substructure of B if and only if A ⊆ B and A = B↾A.

If L contains a binary symbol ≤ we call an L-structure A ordered if (A,≤A) is a linear order.
Given L-structures A,B and C we write Emb(A,B) for the set of all embeddings A → B.

Definition 6.18 (Erdős–Rado partition arrow). We write C −→ (B)A2 for the following statement:

For every 2-colouring χ : Emb(A,C) → {0, 1} there exists an embedding f ∈
Emb(B,C) such that χ restricted to {f ◦ g : g ∈ Emb(A,B)} is constant.

We give a short proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 6.19 (Nešetřil–Rödl [NR77], Abramson–Harrington [AH78]). Let L be a relational
language and A,B finite ordered L-structures. Then there exists a finite ordered L-structure C
satisfying C −→ (B)A2 .

The proof applies Theorem 6.5 but is otherwise fully self-contained.

Proof. Fix a relational language L containing a binary symbol ≤ and an ordered L-structure B.
Without loss of generality assume that B = n and ≤B is the natural ordering of n.

Given two substructures B′, B′′ of B we put B′ ≺ B′′ if either |B′| < |B′′| or |B′| = |B′′| and
B′ is lexicographically before B′′ (in the order of vertices of B). Put N = 2n − 1 and enumerate
all non-empty substructures of B as B0,B1, . . . ,BN−1 in the increasing order (given by ⪯). For
each i < N , let Di be the lexicographically first substructure of B isomorphic to Bi and denote
by f i the unique isomorphism Bi → Di. Put Σ = n + 1 and define a function φ : B → ΣN by:

φ(v)i =

{
n if v /∈ Bi

f i(v) if v ∈ Bi
for every v ∈ B and i < N .

See Figure 6 for an example. The function φ will serve as a representation of B in the regularly
branching tree (Σ<ω,⊑) which will allow us to later apply Theorem 6.5.

Given k, ℓ ∈ ω, and a tuple w̄ = (w0, w1, . . . , wk−1) of elements of Σℓ:

(1) We say that w̄ decides a structure on level i < ℓ if w0
i < w1

i < · · · < wk−1
i < n and i is the

minimal index with this property.
(2) We say that w̄ become incompatible on level i′ < ℓ if either

(a) k = 2 and n > w0
i′ ≥ w1

i′ ,
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index: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 φ(0) = 0 n n 0 0 n 0
1 φ(1) = n 0 n 1 n 0 1
2 φ(2) = n n 0 n 2 1 2

n = 3

B

Figure 6. A representation, produced in the proof of Theorem 6.19, of the or-
dered path.

(b) w0
i′ < w1

i′ < · · · < wk−1
i′ < n but there exists i < i′ such that w̄ decides structure on

level i and B↾{w0
i ,w

1
i ,...,w

k−1
i } is not isomorphic to B↾{w0

i′ ,w
1
i′ ,...,w

k−1

i′ }.

(3) We call w̄ compatible for every subsequence w̄′ of w̄ there is no i′ such that w̄′ becomes
incompatible on level i′. (In particular, every compatible sequence w̄ is lexicographically
increasing: w0 ≤lex w

1 ≤lex · · · ≤lex w
k−1.)

The following summarises the main properties of the construction:

Claim 6.20. For every k ≤ |B| and v0 < v1 < · · · < vk−1 ∈ B it holds that tuple v̄ = (φ(v0),
φ(v1), . . . , φ(vk−1)) is strictly lexicographically increasing, compatible, decides structure on some
level i, and moreover B↾{φ(v0)i,φ(v1)i,...,φ(vk−1)i} is isomorphic to B↾{v0,v1,...vk−1}.

Fix a tuple v̄. To see the first part of Claim 6.20 (about lexicographic ordering) notice that
for every v ∈ B it holds that Dv = B↾{v} and this is the first substructure (in the order ⪯)
containing v. Therefore φ(v)v is the fist letter of φ(v) that is not n. Now let i be such that
Bi = B↾{v0,v1,...,vk−1}. By the construction, v̄ is compatible and agrees on a substructure on level
i. This finishes the proof of the claim.

Now we equip every level ℓ of the tree (Σ<ω,⊑) with an ordered L-structure Cℓ:

(1) The vertex set of Cℓ is Cℓ = Σℓ,
(2) ≤Cℓ

is the lexicographic ordering of Σℓ,
(3) Whenever (w0, w1, . . . , wk−1) is a tuple of vertices of Cℓ which is compatible and decides

structure on some level i then B↾{w0,w1,...,wk−1} is isomorphic to B↾{w0
i ,w

1
i ,...,w

k−1
i }.

(4) There are no other tuples in relations of Cℓ then ones required by the above two conditions.

Notice that the definition of compatibility and Claim 6.20 ensures that such a structure exists.
Moreover, the following claim follows directly from the construction:

Claim 6.21. Function φ is an embedding B → C2|B|−1.

Next, we define a sequence E = (En)n∈ω of sets where for every n the set En consists precisely
of those functions e : Σn → Σ such that for every strictly lexicographically increasing sequence w̄ =
(w0, w1, . . . , wk−1) of elements of Σn the sequence w̄′ = ((w0)⌢e(w0), (w1)⌢e(w1), . . . , (wk)⌢e(wk))
satisfies:

(I) w̄′ decides a structure on some level i if and only if w̄ decides a substructure on same level,
(II) w̄′ is compatible if and only if w̄ is compatible.

Claim 6.22. E is a family of boring extensions.

Property (B1) of Definition 6.1 follows from the fact that duplicating an earlier level will never
affect properties (I) and (II) since they are concerned about first occurrences of certain combina-
tions.

Let m ≤ n, e1 and e2 be as in property (B1) of Definition 6.1. We define e3 : Σn+1 → Σ by
putting

e3(w) =

{
e2((w|m)⌢b) if w = (w|m)⌢e1(w|m)⌢b where b is a suffix of w,

n otherwise.

It is easy to verify that e3 ∈ En+1: observe that if a tuple w̄ agrees on a substructure or becomes
incompatible on level ℓ + 1 then for every w ∈ w̄ it holds that wℓ ̸= n. For this reason we can use
n as a safe choice when a value of e3 is not implied by e2.
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Next we show:

Claim 6.23. For every m,n ∈ ω and sets X ⊆ Σm and Y ⊆ Σn satisfying τE(X) = τE(Y ) it
holds that Cm↾X is isomorphic to Cn↾Y

The construction of family E is chosen in a way so that τE(X) removes precisely those levels that
does not affect the construction of structure Cm↾X . The same is true about Cn↾Y . Consequently,
sets of the same embedding type induce isomorphic substructures.

Claim 6.24. Let A be a substructure of B. Then for every pair of embeddings f1, f2 : A → B it
holds that τE(φ ◦ f1[A]) = τE(φ ◦ f2[A]). Moreover τE(φ ◦ f1[A]) consists of words of length 2|A|−1.

To see this, claim fix A, i, and f1, f2 as in the statement. Put S = φ ◦ f1[A]. We show that
ℓ < 2|B| − 1 interesting if and only if there exists a lexicographically increasing tuple w̄ ⊆ S that
agrees on a substructure on level ℓ. Clearly if such a tuple exists, the level is interesting. To see
the contrary, assume there is no such tuple. In this case we can define e : Σℓ → Σ by putting
e(u) = n if u is not an initial segment of some word in S and e(u) = wℓ+1 if u is an initial segment
of some w ∈ S. Notice that this is well defined, since if we have w,w′ ∈ S such that w ∧ w′ = u
and w lexicographically before w′ then, by the construction of φ, w′

ℓ+1 = n and wℓ+1 is the first
element of w different from n. In this case level ℓ is interesting because the 1-tuple (w) agrees on
a substructure.

Similarly as in the verification of Claim 6.22 we can verify that e ∈ Eℓ: We know that no
lexicographically strictly increasing tuple of vertices of S decides substructure on level ℓ. By
Claim 6.20 all such tuples of vertices in S are compatible. Any tuple containing a word w ∈ Σℓ+1\S
has the property that wℓ = n and thus it neither decides a substructure nor does it become
incompatible.

The interesting levels of S are thus those levels where some strictly lexicographically increasing
tuple of vertices in S decides a structure. It follows from the construction of φ, the choice of
the ordering ⪯, and the encoding using the lexicographically first isomorphic substructures, that
for both S and φ ◦ f2[A], substructures to agree on appear in the same order and are always
represented by their lexicographically first isomorphic copies.

Let N be given by Theorem 6.5 for n = 0, k = 2|A|−1,m = 2|B|−1, r = 2, X = τE(φ◦f [A]) (for
some embedding f : A → B) and Y = φ[B]. By Claims 6.21 and 6.23 we know that every subset
of ΣN of the same embedding type as Y corresponds to a copy of B in CN . By Claim 6.24, every
subset of ΣN of embedding type X corresponds to a copy of A in CN . Let χ be a 2-colouring of

embeddings A → CN . By this correspondence, we obtain a colouring χ′ of
(
ΣN

X/E
)
. Let Y ′ ⊆ ΣN

be a monochromatic subset given by Theorem 6.5, and let g : B → CN be the corresponding
embedding. By Claim 6.23, for every g′ ∈ Emb(A,B) we know that τE(g ◦ g′[A]) = X. It follows
that g is the desired embedding, and hence CN −→ (B)A2 □

6.3. Big Ramsey degrees of free amalgamation classes. We consider same model-theoretic
L-structures as in Section 6.2. However instead of ordered structures we will work with enumerated
structures to signify the fact that the infinite orders of vertices considered will always be of the
order-type ω. We say that an L-structure A is enumerated if its vertex-set is the cardinal |A|. An
embedding f : A → B of two enumerated structures is ordered if for every i < j ∈ A we also have
f(i) < f(j). Recall that we denote by Emb(A,B) the set of all embeddings from A to B. Denote
by OEmb(A,B) the set of all ordered embeddings from A to B.

We call an L-structure A irreducible if for every u, v ∈ A there exists a relational symbol R ∈ L
and a tuple x̄ ∈ RA containing both u and v. Given a family F of finite enumerated irreducible
structures, we denote by KF the class of all finite enumerated structures A such that there is
no F ∈ F with an ordered embedding F → A. Given an enumerated L-structure K, we denote
by OAge(K) the set of all finite enumerated L-structures A such that there exists an ordered
embedding A → K. A countable enumerated L-structure K is KF -universal if OAge(K) = KF

and every countable enumerated L-structure K′ with OAge(K′) ⊆ KF has an ordered embedding
to K.
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K Kt KF
t
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1
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t

t

Figure 7. First three levels of trees (Kt,⊆) (left, with coding nodes in bold)
and (KF

t ,⊆) (left) with F consisting of non-bidirectional edges and a triangle.
Enumerated vertices are depicted by dots while type vertices by crosses

Definition 6.25. We say that an L-structure K has finite big Ramsey degrees if for every finite
substructure A of K there exists n ∈ ω such that for every finite colouring χ of Emb(A,K) there
exists F ∈ Emb(K,K) such that χ restricted to {F ◦ f : f ∈ Emb(A,K)} takes at most n colours.

We prove the following mild strengthening of a theorem by Zucker [Zuc22], where we are allowed
to forbid specific enumerations of irreducible L-structures.

Theorem 6.26. Let L be a finite relational language with binary and unary symbols only, and
let F be a finite family of finite enumerated irreducible L-structures. Then every KF -universal
L-structure has finite big Ramsey degrees.

The main purpose of this section is to demonstrate an application of Theorem 1.6 for trees with
unbounded branching and with a complicated structure, and also to give the first direct proof of
the result above, i.e., with no use of set-theoretic forcing.

We now fix a finite language L with binary and unary symbols only, a finite family F of finite
enumerated irreducible L-structures and some symbol t /∈ ω to serve as a special vertex called type
vertex. We assume without loss of generality that KF contains an L-structure with a single vertex
and all relations empty, and also at least one irreducible binary structure.

Let A be an L-structure. Given v ∈ A and some u /∈ A, we denote by A(v 7→ u) the structure
created from A by renaming vertex v to u. Given L-structure B we write A ⊆ B if A ⊆ B and
A = B↾A.

Bounds on big Ramsey degrees are based on studying Ramsey properties of trees of types which
can be constructed as follows. Given an L-structure A, a vertex a ∈ A and a set S ⊆ (A \ a),
the type of a in A over socle (or parameter) S is the structure (A↾(S∪{a}))(a 7→ {t}). If A is
enumerated, it is natural to consider socles that are initial segments in the enumeration: Given
u ≤ v ∈ A, we put

typeuA(v) = (A↾(u∪{v}))(v 7→ t).

Given an enumerated structure K, put Kt = {typeuK(v) : u ≤ v ∈ K}. It is easy to see that
(Kt,⊆) is a finitely branching tree which we call the tree of types of K, and it is isomorphic to

the tree CTK considered in [Zuc22] (see Figure 7 left). Each level ℓ of this tree contains a special
node typeℓK(ℓ) called a coding node. Dobrinen [Dob20, Dob23] and Zucker [Zuc22] developed a
Ramsey theorem for trees with coding nodes which is the main tool used in [Zuc22] (see also recent
ICM survey [Dob21]). These trees are highly irregular and do not directly fit the framework of
(S,M)-trees (even though a suitable (S,M)-tree can be constructed). We present an alternative
approach based on a new, more regular tree, the tree of types of all enumerations of L-structures
with ordered age KF (see Figure 7 right).

We put
KF

t = {A(maxA 7→ t) : A ∈ KF and |A| > 0}
to be the class of all types and consider the tree (KF

t ,⊆). This step avoids explicit coding nodes
and the does not depend on a specific choice of a KF -universal structure K.
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Many proofs of statements about big Ramsey degrees implicitly use regular trees of types of
all enumerations (see [Dev79, LSV06, DLS16, Hub20, BCH+21b]), usually in a combination with
Milliken’s tree theorem, a technique introduced by Laver [Tod10]. More recently, the Carlson–
Simpson theorem has also been used as an underlying Ramsey theorem for trees [Hub20]. For the
first time, we make the enumeration an explicit part of the type which makes it possible to work
with bigger forbidden substructures than those consisting of at most 3 vertices, but it yields trees
with unbounded branching even for structures in finite binary languages.

Remark 6.27. Trees with unbounded branching are also used to give an upper bound on big
Ramsey degrees of L-structures in languages containing relations of arity larger than two [BCH+22,
BCdR+23]. The notion of shape-preserving functions originates from a precise characterisation of
big Ramsey degrees of the universal partial order [BCD+23a]. Techniques presented here generalize
to both higher arity and to non-free amalgamation classes (see [ABC+23]), this is however a more
complicated result and it is out of the scope of this paper.

6.3.1. Tree of partial types. To define a successor operation satisfying axioms (S1) and (S2) we
need to further refine the tree (KF

t ,⊆) as follows. Let L+ be a relational language extending L
by a single binary relation E /∈ L. We will denote L+-structures by bold letters with superscript
+ (such as A+,B+, . . .), and the corresponding bold letters with no superscript will denote their
L-reducts, that is, L-structures created by forgetting the relation E.

Definition 6.28 (Partial structure). A partial structure is an enumerated L+-structure A+ such
that

(1) for every (u, v) ∈ EA+ it holds that u < v − 1,
(2) if (u, v) ∈ EA+ then then also (u′, v) ∈ EA+ for every u′ < u,
(3) for every u < v such that the L-reduct A↾{u,v} is irreducible we have (u, v) ∈ EA+ .

For a partial structure A+ we define the free level function flA+ by putting

flA+(v) = min{u ∈ A : (u, v) /∈ EA+}.

Remark 6.29. A similar, less restrictive notion of partial structure is used in constructions of
Ramsey and EPPA classes [HN19, HKN22] to amalgamate structures in a complicated way which
can not be done by iterating normal amalgamation.

Partial structures are more important when working with non-free amalgamation classes. In
our proof, the main role of the relation E is to obtain (S2).

Given a partial structure A+ and a vertex v ∈ A we put

typeA+(v) = type
flA+ (v)

A+ (v)

and call it a partial type. We put

KF
pt = {typeA+(v) : A+ is a partial structure, A ∈ KF and v ∈ A}.

Notice that for every partial type T+ ∈ KF
pt and every v ∈ (T \ {t}) it holds that (v, t) ∈ ET+ .

Moreover, T+ \ {t} is a partial structure and thus we can define the free level function flT+ on it.
The tree (KF

pt,⊆) (see Figure 8) is called the tree of partial types of members of KF . Notice

that the level of T+ is T \ {t} < ω. Put Σ =
{
A+ ∈ KF

pt : A = {0, t}
}

.

Definition 6.30 (Successor operation on partial types). Given a partial type T+ of level ℓ, a
tuple p̄ such that:

(1) p̄ = () is empty, or
(2) p̄ = (S+) for some partial type S+ of level ℓ′ < ℓ such that S+ \ {t} ⊆ T+,

and a partial type C+ ∈ Σ, we define (if possible) a partial type Q+ as follows:

(1) Q = (ℓ + 1) ∪ {t} = T ∪ {ℓ},
(2) both T+ and C+(0 7→ ℓ) are substructures of Q+,
(3) if p̄ = (S+) then S+(t 7→ ℓ) is a substructure of Q+, and,
(4) there are no tuples in any relations of Q+ other than the ones required by the conditions

above.



28 M.B., D.CH., N.D., J.H., M.K., J.N., AND A.Z.

...
...

...

T+
0

T+
1 = S(T+

0 , (),T
+
1 ) T+

2 = S(T+
0 , (),T

+
2 )

T+
3 = S(T+

1 , (),T
+
1 ) T+

6 = S(T+
2 , (),T

+
2 )T+

4 T+
5

T+
7 = S(T+

3 , (),T
+
1 )

T+
8 = S(T+

3 , (T
+
1 ),T

+
1 )

T+
9 = S(T+

3 , (T
+
2 ),T

+
1 ) T+

10 = S(T+
3 , (),T

+
2 )

T+
11 = S(T+

3 , (T
+
1 ),T

+
2 )

T+
12 = S(T+

3 , (T
+
2 ),T

+
2 )

Figure 8. Initial part of tree (KF
pt,⊆). Pairs of vertices in relation E are depicted

by black arrows. Grey arrows denote immediate successors in (KF
pt,⊆).
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Figure 9. Successor operation on partial types. Enumerated vertices are de-
picted by dots and type vertices by crosses.

If there is Q+ ∈ KF
pt as above, we put S(T+, p̄,C+) = Q+. We leave S(T+, p̄,C+) undefined

in all other cases. See Figure 9.

Remark 6.31. S(T+, (S+),C+) is an amalgamation of T+ and S+ over S+↾ω.

Proposition 6.32. (KF
pt,⊆,Σ,S) is an S-tree.

Proof. Because the language L is finite, and thus for every ℓ the set {T+ ∈ KF
pt : |T | = ℓ + 1}

is finite, we know that (KF
pt,⊆) is finitely branching and has finitely many nodes of level 0.

Condition (S1) of Definition 1.1 follows directly from Definition 6.30. It is easy to see that
whenever Q+ = S(T+, p̄,C+) is defined, then Q+ ∈ KF

pt, and since Q+ extends T+ by a single

vertex, it is an immediate successor of T+. If p̄ is non-empty we also know that p̄ = (S+) for some
S+ ∈ KF

pt satisfying ℓ(S+) < ℓ(T+).

To see (S3) one can verify that every Q+ ∈ KF
pt of level ℓ > 0 can be decomposed into T+, p̄

and C+ such that Q+ = S(T+, p̄,C+):

(1) T+ is the immediate predecessor of Q+:

T+ = Q+|ℓ−1 = Q+↾(ℓ−1∪{t}).

(2) If flQ+(ℓ− 1) = 0 then p̄ is the empty sequence. If flQ+(ℓ− 1) = ℓ′ > 0 then

p̄ =
(
typeQ+(ℓ− 1)

)
=

(
Q+↾(ℓ′∪{ℓ−1}) (ℓ− 1 7→ t)

)
,

(3) C+ = (Q+↾{ℓ−1,t})(ℓ− 1 7→ 0).
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Finally, (S2) follows from the fact that the decomposition above is unique. Here, the relation E
plays an important role, since the free-level function determines the level of the parameter used
to build the given element of KF

pt. □

6.3.2. Properties of shape-preserving functions on partial types. We define M to be the set of
all shape-preserving functions F : KF

pt → KF
pt of (KF

pt,⊆,Σ,S) satisfying F̃ (0) = 0. To establish

that (KF
pt,⊆,Σ,S,M) is an (S,M)-tree, we first prove three lemmas about properties of shape-

preserving functions.
The condition F̃ (0) = 0 is not necessary to establish an (S,M)-tree. However it is needed to

obtain:

Observation 6.33. (KF
pt,⊆,Σ,S,M) satisfies assumption (E1) of Proposition 5.5.

This is because Definition 6.30 treats specially partial types of level 0 which can not appear as
parameters. We will eventually apply Proposition 5.5 to determine an upper bound on the big
Ramsey degrees. Towards that we however need to first understand what levels can be skipped
by functions in M.

Given T+ ∈ KF
pt and vertex v ∈ T \ {t} we denote by T+ ⊖ v the L+-structure created from

T+ by removing vertex v and renaming all vertices i ∈ T \ {t} with i > v as i 7→ i− 1.

Lemma 6.34 (Level removal lemma). For every n > 0 and F ∈ M satisfying F̃ (n) > F̃ (n−1)+1
it holds that the function F ′ : KF

pt → KF
pt defined by

F ′(T+) =

{
F (T+) if ℓ(T+) < n,

F (T+) ⊖ (F̃ (n) − 1) if ℓ(T+) ≥ n

is shape-preserving.

Proof. Let F and n be as in the statement of the lemma. Put m = F̃ (n) − 1. Fix T+ with

ℓ(T+) > n and put Q+ = F (T+) ⊖ (F̃ (n) − 1). It is clear that removing a vertex from the
L-reduct T did not create a forbidden substructure. Renumbering vertices then ensures that
Q ∈ KF

t .
To see that Q+ ∈ KF

pt we also need to verify that whenever (u, v) ∈ EQ and v ̸= t then u < v−1.

Put S+ = F (T+). We removed vertex m from S+, hence we need to verify that flS+(m+ 1) < m.
This would then imply flQ+(m) < m. Since F is shape-preserving, we know that S+|m+2 is built
using a parameter that is in the image of F , and all such parameters are strictly bellow m, hence
indeed flS+(m + 1) < m.

Function F ′ is clearly level-preserving. It is easy to see that whenever S(T+, p̄,C+) is defined
(and thus also S(F (T+), (F (p̄)),C+) is defined) then S(F ′(T+), F ′(p̄),C+) is defined and equal

to S(F (T+), (F (p̄)),C+) ⊖ (F̃ (n) − 1), which proves that F ′ ∈ M. □

Definition 6.35 (Type compatibility). We call types T+,S+ ∈ KF
pt of level ℓ compatible, and

write T+ , S+, if and only if T+↾ℓ = S+↾ℓ.

Lemma 6.36 (Boring extension lemma). Let ℓ > 0 be a level, S ⊆ KF
pt(ℓ) a set of types of level

ℓ, and f : S → KF
pt(ℓ + 1) a function satisfying:

(B1) T+ ⊆ f(T+) for every T+ ∈ S.
(B2) No compatibility change: If T+ , S+ then also f(S+) , f(T+).
(B3) No age change: For every partial structure A+ such that for every i ≥ ℓ + 1 we have

typeℓA+(i) ∈ f [S] it holds that whenever there is F ∈ F and an ordered embedding e : F →
A with ℓ ∈ e[F ] there is also F′ ∈ F and an ordered embedding e′ : F′ → A with ℓ /∈ e[F ′].

Then there exists F ∈ M skipping only level ℓ extending f.

Remark 6.37. Condition (B3) corresponds to the absence of age changes in Zucker’s paper [Zuc22,
Definition 5.1]. Age changes are a key property of trees of types of structures with forbidden
substructures.
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Proof. Fix ℓ, S and f as in the statement. We construct F as follows.
First for every T+ ∈ KF

pt(<ℓ) we we put F (T+) = T+.

Now for given T+ ∈ KF
pt of level m ≥ ℓ we put F (T+) = Q+ defined in several steps:

1 Inserting new isolated vertex ℓ: Start constructing Q+ from T+ by renaming every
vertex i ≥ ℓ to i 7→ i + 1 and inserting a new vertex ℓ. Structure Q+ \ {ℓ} is already fully
specified, it remains to specify tuples in relations of Q+ containing the new vertex ℓ.

2 Defining the type of vertex ℓ: If there is S+ ∈ S such that S+ , T+|ℓ, notice that
f(S+)↾ℓ = S+↾ℓ = Q+↾ℓ, and add precisely those tuples (containing vertex ℓ) to relations
of Q+ so that

Q+↾ℓ+1 = f(S+)↾ℓ+1.

Observe that by (B2) the outcome of this step does not depend on the choice of S+ as all
possible choices are mutually compatible.

3 Completing the type of t: Add tuple (ℓ, t) to EQ+ . If T+|ℓ ∈ S then add tuples to
relations of Q (containing both ℓ and {t}) so that

Q+↾((ℓ+1)∪{t}) = f(T+|ℓ).

If T+|ℓ /∈ S, we do not add any such relations. This completes the construction of
Q+↾((ℓ+1)∪{t}), and so F (S+) is fully defined for every S+ ∈ KF

pt(≤ℓ). This will be useful
in the next step.

4 Completing types of vertices above ℓ: Now consider every i ≥ ℓ ∈ T satisfying
flT+(i) ≥ ℓ and add (ℓ, i + 1) to EQ+ . Put S+ = typeT+(i)|ℓ and add precisely those
tuples (containing ℓ and i + 1) to relations of Q+ so that it holds that

typeℓQ+(i + 1) = F (S+).

Note that if S+ ∈ S, after step 2 we have by (B2) that f(S+)↾(ℓ+1) = F (S+)↾(ℓ+1). Notice

that we now have typeQ+(i + 1) = F (S+).

This finishes the construction of Q+. Notice that in steps 3 and 4 we extended the relation
EQ+ so that Q+ \ {t} is a partial structure. In step 2 we extended EQ+ so that Q+ is a partial
type.

Observe that for every T+ ∈ S we have F (T+) = f(T+). F (T+) extends T+ by a single new
vertex ℓ which is added in step 1. Steps 2 and 3 reconstruct all tuples from f(T+) containing ℓ.

By (B3) we have Q+ ∈ KF
pt: Indeed, it suffices to prove that there is no F ∈ F with an

embedding g : F → Q. Suppose for a contradiction that there is such a g. As Q+⊖m = T+ ∈ KF
pt,

we know that m is in the range of g. Let A+ be the substructure induced by Q+ on the range of
g together with m ∪ {t} after the natural renumbering. Note that as F is irreducible, all vertices
of A+ above m are connected to m by a relation from L. From the construction it follows that
for each such vertex x we have that typeA+(x) ∈ f [S]. (B3) then gives the desired contradiction.

Similarly, for every T+ ∈ KF
pt(ℓ) we have F (T+) ⊇ T+ as desired. To see that F ∈ M it

remains to verify that for every partial type T+ of level ℓ ≥ m and for every p̄ and C+ such that
S(T+, p̄,C+) is defined, we have S(F (T+), F (p̄),C+) = F (S(T+, p̄,C+)).

If p̄ = (), observe that F (S(T+,C+)) is obtained by inserting vertex ℓ to S(T+,C+) using
the procedure above while S(F (T+),C+) is obtained by first inserting vertex ℓ to T+ and then
building a successor which gives the same outcome. Similarly if p̄ = (S+). □

The following lemma shows that the assumptions of Lemma 6.36 can not be relaxed.

Lemma 6.38. For every F ∈ M it holds that:

(1) T+ can be created from Q+ = F (T+) by removing all vertices in Q ∩ (ω \ F̃ [ω]) and
renumbering the remaining vertices accordingly,

(2) whenever T+ , S+ then also F (T+) , F (S+),

(3) for every n ∈ ω and every partial structure A+ such that for every i ≥ F̃ (n) we have
typeA+(i) ∈ F [KF

pt(n)], it holds that whenever there are F ∈ F and an ordered embedding
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e : F → A with n ∈ e[F ] then there are also F′ ∈ F and an ordered embedding e′ from F

to a partial structure created from A by removing all vertices {v < F̃ (n) : v /∈ F̃ [ω]}.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from the construction of the successor operation and
definition of shape-preserving functions.

To see the second statement, notice that for every pair T+,S+ ∈ KF
pt of the same level we have

that T+ ,S+ if and only if there exists some C+,C+′ ∈ Σ such that S(S(T+,C+), (S+),C+′
) is

defined; for example, both C and C′ may be chosen to have no binary relations and with unary
relations determined by S+ and T+. Because F is shape-preserving we also have S(S(F (T+),

C+), (F (S+)),C+′
) defined and this is possible if and only if F (T+) , F (S+).

To see the last statement, chose n ∈ ω and a partial structure A+ such that for every i ≥ F̃ (n)

we have typeA+(i) ∈ F [KF
pt(n)]. Now create B+ by removing all vertices {v < F̃ (n) : v /∈ F̃ [ω]}.

Observe that this is a partial structure by the same argument as in Lemma 6.34. Let T+ be a type
extending B+ by an isolated vertex t. Assume, towards the contrary, that no F′ ∈ F embeds into
B+, which implies that T+ ∈ KF

pt. Then F (T+) is defined, but by the construction it contains an

ordered copy of A+, a contradiction. □

Now we are ready to apply Theorem 1.6.

Proposition 6.39. (KF
pt,⊆,Σ,S,M) is an (S,M)-tree. Consequently, for every pair n, k ∈ ω

and every finite colouring χ of AMn
k , there exists F ∈ Mn such that χ is constant when restricted

to {F ◦ g : g ∈ AMn
k}.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1 we know that M satisfies condition (M1) of Definition 1.5.
We first verify (M3). Given n < m, define a function f : KF

pt(m) → KF
pt(m + 1) by putting

f(T+) = S(T+, p̄,C+) where p̄ and C+ satisfy T+|n+1 = S(T+|n, p̄,C+). Observe that S(T+, p̄,C+)
extends T+ by vertex m which is a duplicate of vertex n, and is thus always defined (this follows
from the fact that F consists of irreducible structures). An application of Lemma 6.36 yields the
desired function Fn

m.
Finally, we verify (M2). Let F and n be as in (M2). Obtain F1 by an application of Lemma 6.34.

Let f : F1[KF
pt(n)] → KF

pt(F̃ (n)) be defined by putting f(T+) = F (F−1
1 (T+)). It is easy to see that

f satisfies condition (B1) of Lemma 6.36. Since conditions (B2) and (B3) follow by Lemma 6.38,
we can apply Lemma 6.36 to obtain the desired function F2. □

6.3.3. Universal structure. We have established that the tree of partial types is an (S,M)-tree.
In order to finish the proof of Theorem 6.26, we will now construct three structures:

(1) The L+-structure G+ will be a “tree of amalgamations” of all countable partial structures
whose L-reducts have ordered age KF . This will serve as the object on which we apply
our Ramsey theorem, and we will show that functions in M naturally induce (special)
embeddings G+ → G+.

(2) G+ is not enumerated (and hence it is not a partial structure), whereas Theorem 6.26 talks
about enumerated structures. We will thus fix a suitable enumeration of G+ and get an
enumerated L-structure Gω with ordered age KF , and an isomorphism ΦG,Gω : G → Gω.

(3) The final step of the proof is to show that envelopes are bounded (that is, there exists a
function b : ω → ω such that the height of an envelope of set X is at most b(|X|)). This
is not true for arbitrary subsets of G, but similarly as in [Zuc22] or [BCH+22] this can
be established for special subsets. We thus define an enumerated structure H created
from any given KF -universal structure K by adding extra vertices and relations. We
will show that if H is embedded to G in the natural way then the sizes of envelopes of
subsets of vertices of this copy are bounded by a function which depends only on the size
of the subset. Having such embeddings K → H → G and G → K will let us apply
Proposition 6.39 and obtain the desired upper bound on big Ramsey degrees of K.

We start with an explicit definition of G+:

Definition 6.40. Construct L+-structure G+ as follows:
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(1) Its vertex set is

G = {A+ : A+ is a partial structure, A ∈ KF and |A| > 0}.
(2) Given A+ ⊆ B+ ∈ G put a = |A| − 1 and b = |B| − 1 and add tuples to relations of G+

so that
G+↾{A+,B+} = (B+↾{a,b})(a 7→ A+, b 7→ B+).

(3) There are no other tuples in relations of G+ than what is required above.

One can check that this construction gives precisely the L+-structure created by the following
steps:

(1) Create the disjoint union of all partial structures in G.
(2) Identify vertex u of partial structure M+ with vertex of the same index u of partial

structure N+ if an only if M+↾u+1 = N+↾u+1.

Note that (G,⊆) is a tree. The fact that we have a tree order on G+ is important. However,
Theorem 6.26 talks about enumerated structures, that is, structures whose vertex set is an ordinal.
Fix an injective function ΦG,Gω

: G → ω such that for every A+,B+ with |A+| < |B+| we also have
ΦG,Gω

(A+) < ΦG,Gω
(B+). Let Gω be the enumerated L-structure such that ΦG,Gω

: G → Gω

is an isomorphism. Since both trees (G,⊆) and (KF
pt,⊆) are used in following discussion, we will

always use A+, B+, C+ for nodes of (G,⊆) since these are partial structures, and T+, S+, Q+,
O+ for nodes of (KF

pt,⊆) since these are partial types.

Lemma 6.41. OAge(Gω) ⊆ KF .

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that there exists F ∈ F with an ordered embedding f : F → Gω.
Put A+ = Φ−1

G,Gω
[max f [F ]]. By the construction of G+, and because F is irreducible, for every

B+ ∈ Φ−1
G,Gω

[f [F ]] we have B+ ⊆ A+. From the way we constructed tuples of relations of G+ it
follows that there is also an ordered embedding F → A. A contradiction. □

We associate every pair (S+,T+) satisfying S+ ⊊ T+ ∈ KF
pt with a vertex of G+ by putting

v(S+,T+) = T+↾ℓ(S+)+1.

Observation 6.42. For every F ∈ M it holds that

v(S+,T+) = v(Q+,O+) ⇐⇒ v(F (S+), F (T+)) = v(F (Q+), F (O+)).

Every F ∈ M thus yields an embedding ΦF : G+ → G+ defined by putting ΦF (A+) = v(F (T+), F (Q+))
for every A+ ∈ G and some T+ ⊂ Q+ ∈ KF

pt satisfying v(T+,Q+) = A+.

Now we associate substructures of G with envelopes in the (S,M)-tree (KF
pt,⊆,Σ,S,M).

Definition 6.43. Let X ⊂ G be a finite set which forms a chain in ⊆, and let C+ ∈ G be a partial
structure satisfying maxX ⊆ C+ and |maxX| < flC+(|C| − 1). Put O+ = typeC+(|C| − 1). Let

Y = {O+} ∪ {O+||B|−1 : B+ ∈ X}.
Let (F, I) be the pair produced by Algorithm 5.4 for Y . We call F an envelope of X in C+

and denote it by F (X,C+). We call I the interesting levels of X in C+ and denote this set by
I(X,C+). |I(X,C+)| is thus the height of the envelope.

Intuitively, one can think of C+ as an initial segment of a countable enumerated structure in
which members of X lie. Notice that for every B+ ∈ X we have v(O+||B|−1,O

+) = B+. It follows
that the envelope F of Y constructed in Definition 6.43 has the property that X ⊆ ΦF (G) and
thus can be also considered to be an envelope of X in the tree (G,⊆).

We will devote the rest of this section to a proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 6.44. For every enumerated structure K such that OAge(K) ⊆ KF there exists an
embedding ΦK,G : K → G such that ΦG,Gω

◦ ΦK,G is an ordered embedding and for every finite
A ⊆ K there exists b(A) ∈ ω such that |I(ΦK,G[A′])| ≤ b(A) for every A′ ⊆ K isomorphic to A.

For the rest of section we fix K a let k be the maximal size of a structure in F , or, if F is
empty, we put k = 1.
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Definition 6.45. Let ι : ω × (k + 1) → ω be the function defined by

ι(i, n) = 2(k + 1)i + 2n

for every i ∈ ω and n ≤ k. By H+ we denote the countable enumerated partial structure
constructed from K as follows:

(1) For every i < j ∈ ω and every m ≤ n ≤ k such that either m = n = k or m < n, add
precisely those tuples to relations of H+ such that

(H↾{ι(i,m),ι(j,n)})(ι(i,m) 7→ i, ι(j, n) 7→ j) ⊆ K.

Also add (ℓ, ι(j, n)) for every ℓ ≤ ι(i,m) to EH+ .
(2) There are no tuples in relations of H+ other than the ones required by the conditions

above. In particular, every odd vertex is fully isolated.

Every vertex with an odd index is called a fake vertex. Given m ≤ k we call every vertex of
the form ι(i,m), i ∈ ω, a vertex of generation m; we will also consider all fake vertices to be of
generation 0. Generation k is special and holds a copy of K. Lower generation vertices will be
later used to limit the height of envelopes.

Let ΦK,H : ω → ω be the function defined by

ΦK,H(i) = ι(i, k)

for every i ∈ ω. The following can be checked directly from the construction of H+:

Observation 6.46. H+ is a well defined partial structure and ΦK,H is an ordered embedding
K → H. Moreover, for every v ∈ H+ satisfying at least one of:

(1) v < 2(k + 1), or
(2) v is vertex of generation 0 (including fake vertices),

it holds that flH+(v) = 0. For every other v ∈ H+ it holds that flH+(v) is odd.

Let ΦH+,G+ : H+ → G+ be the embedding defined by

ΦH+,G+(v) = H+|v+1.

Notice that ΦG,Gω
◦ ΦH+,G+ ◦ ΦK,H is an ordered embedding K → Gω.

It remains to analyze the behaviour of Algorithm 5.4 on finite subsets of ΦH+,G+ ◦ ΦK,H[K].
Fix a finite set X ′ ⊆ K and put X = ΦH+,G+ ◦ΦK,H[X ′] and C+ = ΦH+,G+ ◦ΦK,H(maxX ′ + 1).
Let O and Y be constructed as in Definition 6.43.

Observation 6.47. The following is true for closures of Y :

(1) For every I ⊆ ω it holds that ClI(Y ) ⊆ Clω(Y ).
(2) For every T+ ∈ Clω(Y ) there exists v ∈ C and ℓ ≤ v such that T+ = (typeC+(v))|ℓ.

Consequently, every T+ ∈ Clω(Y ) satisfies T+ \ {t} ⊆ C+.
(3) If set Z ⊆ G satisfies T+ \ {t} ⊆ C+ for every T+ ∈ Z then for every I ⊆ ω it holds that

Z is parameter-closed over I if and only if for every i ∈ I with flC+(i) > 0 it holds that
typeC+(i) ∈ Z.

The iterative nature of Algorithm 5.4 makes its analysis complicated, as every time some level is
deemed interesting, the parameter closure is extended by the corresponding parameters needed to
construct the successors of that level, which in turn may cause other levels to become interesting.
In general, newly introduced parameters may introduce new meets and new parameters and this
process may lead to unbounded envelopes. We will see that the construction of H+ makes this
analysis easier.

It is a consequence of Observation 6.47 that for every interesting level i the parameter-closure
adds no new type if flC+(i) = 0, and only one type T+ = typeC+(i) if flC+(i) ̸= 0. By Observation
6.46 we know that ℓ(T+) = flC+(i) is odd. Because T+ becomes part of the parameter closure,
level ℓ(T+) will be later considered interesting by (I1). Since it corresponds to a fake vertex, it
will not further extend the parameter closure. Consequently, we only need to be concerned about
levels considered interesting by (I2) and (I3).
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Remark 6.48. The discussion above shows that, with the exception of level 0, the envelopes after
introduction of fake vertices behave identically to ones characterised by Zucker [Zuc22, Section
4]. These envelopes allow for the characterization of exact big Ramsey degrees in [BCD+23b]
(refining upper bounds from [Zuc22, Section 5] which gives finite but not necessarily optimal big
Ramsey degrees). It is thus possible to also refer to arguments in [Zuc22, Section 5], however
for completeness we finish the analysis based on our construction of H+. This approach is more
similar to the argument used in [BCH+22] to give a finite upper bound on big Ramsey degrees of
3-uniform hypergraphs.

As a consequence of Observation 6.47, we can assign every T+ ∈ Clω(Y ) an “original” vertex
o(T+) ∈ C+ satisfying T+ = typeC+(o(T+))|ℓ(T+). If the choice of such a vertex is not unique,
we choose one minimizing its generation.

Lemma 6.49. For every T+,S+ ∈ Clω(Y ), at least one of the following is satisfied:

(1) T+ ∧ S+ ∈ {T+,S+}
(2) ℓ(T+ ∧ S+) is of generation 0
(3) ℓ(T+ ∧S+) is a vertex of generation strictly lower than the minimum of the generation of

o(T+) and the generation of o(S+).

Proof. Fix T+,S+ ∈ Clω(Y ) such that T+ ∧ S+ /∈ {T+,S+}. Without loss of generality assume
that ℓ(T+) ≤ ℓ(S+). Let u be maximal such that ι(u, 0) ≤ ℓ(T+). By Observation 6.47 we have
that T+ \ {t} ⊆ S+ \ {t}.

First consider the case that o(T+) and o(S+) are not fake and let i, j ∈ ω, m,n < k satisfy

o(T+) = ι(j, n)

o(S+) = ι(i,m).

If n = m (i.e., the generations of original vertices are the same) then, as T+ ∧ S+ /∈ {T+,S+},
we know that n > 0 and there exists v < u such that K↾{v,j}(j 7→ i) ̸= K↾{v,i}. If v is the minimal

vertex with this property then by the construction of H+ it holds that ℓ(T+ ∧ S+) = ι(v, 0) and
thus is of generation 0.

If n ̸= m then, since T+ ∧ S+ /∈ {T+,S+}, there exists vertex v ≤ u such that at least one of
the following holds:

(1) n > 0, u ̸= v and H↾{v,j} is irreducible, or
(2) m > 0 and H↾{v,i} is irreducible.

If v is the minimal vertex of this property then by construction of H+ it holds that

ℓ(T+ ∧ S+) = ι(v,max(min(m,n) − 1, 0))).

Finally, observe that since T+ ∧ S+ /∈ {T+,S+}, at most one of T+ and S+ can be fake. In
the case one of them is fake, we can proceed similarly as in the previous case considering it to be
of generation 0. □

Levels which will be interesting by condition (I3) are only those failing the assumptions of
the boring extension lemma (Lemma 6.36) for function fi constructed in condition (I3). For this
function, assumptions (B1) and (B2) will always be satisfied ((B1) is clear from the choice of fi
while (B2) follows by Observation 6.47). Consequently, if F = ∅ then assumption (B3) becomes
vacuously true and the condition (I3) will trigger only for level 0 (because of our restriction that
functions in M fix level 0).

For empty F we can thus finish our analysis: By (I1), we will get interesting levels for every
ℓ(T+), T+ ∈ Y , namely |C+| − 1 and |B+| − 1 for every B ∈ X. These levels will introduce new
parameters, which correspond to types of vertices of X in H+ (at most |X| new types in total).
Levels corresponding to these new types and meets will introduce no new types in the type-closure
and thus the set of interesting levels is bounded from above by 2|X| + 2:

(1) |X| + 1 levels will be interesting because they contain Y . Each such level is generation k
and will introduce at most one new parameter to the parameter-closure. (These are types
of vertices of X, similarly as in various other bounds on big Ramsey degrees.)
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(2) Vertices of Y form a chain and thus contribute no new interesting levels for meets. How-
ever, types introduced to the parameter-closure will introduce at most |X| levels containing
meets.

(3) Level 0 can never be skipped and will thus be considered interesting.

Finally, we analyze which levels may be considered interesting by (I3). Except for level 0 which
is always interesting by our choice of M, every other level ℓ considered interesting by (I3) has
an associated structure A+ (given by the failure assumption of Lemma 6.36) with an ordered
embedding e : F → A for some F ∈ F . Let f be a function with domain F defined by

f(i) =

{
∅ if e(i) ≤ ℓ

o(typeA+(e(i))|ℓ) if e(i) > ℓ.

We call the pair (F, f) a signature of interesting level ℓ. Signatures are not necessarily unique,
however:

Observation 6.50. If two levels ℓ, ℓ′ > 0 are considered interesting by (I3), (F, f) is a signature
of level ℓ, and (F′, f ′) is a signature of level ℓ′ then (F, f) ̸= (F′, f ′).

Lemma 6.51. Let ℓ > 0 be interesting by (I3) and let (F, f) be its signature. Let level ℓ correspond
to a generation n vertex. Then for every type T+ ∈ f [F ] we have that o(T+) is of generation at
least n + 1.

Proof. This follows from the construction of H which ensures that the lexicographically first copy
of every irreducible structure F of size at most k uses vertices of generations 0, 1, . . . |F | − 1. □

Proof of Proposition 6.44. Fix A. We prove an upper bound for the number of vertices of every
generation in I(ΦK,G[A′]) for every A′ ∈

(
K
A

)
. Every level in I(ΦK,G[A′]) was considered inter-

esting by (I1), (I2) or (I3). By Lemmas 6.49 and 6.51 we get that only vertices of generation k
are considered interesting by (I1) which is at most |A| + 1 vertices. Vertices of generation k − 1
can be considered interesting by (I2) or (I3). There are only boundedly many meets of vertices
of generation k, and by Lemma 6.51 also boundedly many signatures using vertices of generation
k yielding a bound on the number of vertices of generation k − 1. We can proceed similarly for
lower generations. □

Proof of Theorem 6.26. Let F be a finite family of finite enumerated irreducible L-structures and
let K be a KF -universal structure. Fix a finite enumerated structure A, an ordered embedding
ΦGω,K : Gω → K (which exists by Lemma 6.41 and by the KF -universality of K), and a finite
colouring χ of OEmb(A,K). Define a colouring χ′ of OEmb(A,G) by putting

χ′(A) = χ(ΦGω,K ◦ ΦG,Gω
(A)).

Let b = b(A) be the bound given by Proposition 6.44. For every

e ∈ OEmb(A,G↾KF
pt(≤b)),

we obtain a colouring χ′′
e of AMb

0 defined by

χ′′
e (f) = χ′(f ◦ e(A)).

Notice that by Observation 6.42 this is well defined. Because OEmb(A,G↾KF
pt(≤b)) is finite, by

a repeated application of Theorem 1.6 we obtain F ∈ M such that all the χ′′
e colourings are

monochromatic. Let ΦK,G : K → G be the embeddng given by Proposition 6.44. By Observa-
tion 6.42 we know that F ◦ ΦK,G is a copy of K in G where the number of colours of copies of
A is bounded by |OEmb(A,G↾KF

pt(≤b)|. Now, the embedding ΦGω,K ◦ ΦG,Gω
◦ F ◦ ΦK,G is the

desired ordered embedding K → K. The upper bound on the big Ramsey degree of A in K is
thus |OEmb(A,G↾KF

pt(≤b)|. □
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Foundation (GAČR). M. B was supported by the Center for Foundations of Modern Computer
Science (Charles University project UNCE/SCI/004). This article is part of a project that has
received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No 810115). N. D. is supported by
National Science Foundation grants DMS–1901753 and DMS–2300896. A. Z. is supported by
NSERC grants RGPIN–2023–03269 and DGECR–2023–00412.

References

[ABC+23] Andres Aranda, Samuel Braunfeld, David Chodounský, Jan Hubička, Matěj Konečný, Jaroslav
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of 3-uniform hypergraphs are finite. Combinatorica, 42(2):659–672, 2022.
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[NR89] Jaroslav Nešetřil and Vojtěch Rödl. The partite construction and Ramsey set systems. Discrete Math-

ematics, 75(1):327–334, 1989.
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