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EXERCISES

· LET : (VE) GRAPH P(x, 7) : Ja E(x
,
ala E(a ,n)

Q(X,7):> Jab E(X
,
2) E(a, b) n E(3,4)

K : = 241 FINE
, C 93

SHOW : THE STRUCTURES OF K
,
EXPANDED BY PAND Q

,
HAVE THE AP

· F... (POSSIBLY INFINITE) SET Of FINITE TOURNAMENTS

snow : K := [ID1ID DISRAPM ,
F-FREES HAS Ap

CONCLUDE : THERE EXIST UNDECIDABLE W-CATEGORICAL CSPS.

· WHEN IS A CLASS Of STRUCTURES A CSP?
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EXERCISES

· Find a COMPLETE METRIC THAT INDUCES The TOPOLOGY of

POINTWISE CONVERSENCE

· LET A BE W-CATEGORICAL

V Finite Fea 7 fig , ht ePolIA) :

F

fu(y=
(

,2) ,
h=
(y

,x)) = f+ (g+ (y ,x) ,
h= (y,x)

=> 7 f , gh ePal(A)
f(g(x ,

i)
,
4(y ,
x)) = f(g(y ,

x)
,
4(y ,
x)
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