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THEOREM

LET /A BE DEFINABLE IN :

· Q (BODIRSKY &KARA O7)

· THE RANDOM GRAPH SBODIRSMY + P. "l)

· ANT HOMOGENEOUS CRAPH (BODIRSKY + MARTINE PONGRACE + P. (i)

·THE UNIVERSAL MOMOSENEOUS TOURNAMENT CMOTTET+ P. '201

# PARTIAL ORDER COMPATSCHERT VAN PHAM '17)

* 2-BRANCHING C-RELATION (BODIRSUYJONSSON VANAM'6
· ANY FINITELY BOUNDED HOMOGENEOUS HIPERGRAPH

WITH RAMSEY EXPANSION BY GENERIC TOTAL URDER
(MOTTET + NA(Y+ P. '23)

· If Pol() F Ju
,
v

,f Ex ,y ,
z 4of(x,7,

x
,
E,y,z)

= vo f(y,x,
z

,
x

,
z

,4)
THEN CSP/AEP

& OTHERWISE CSPCA NO-COMPLETE
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CONJECTURE (BODIRSUY + P
.
'I

,
BARTOHP. 'Is)

TRUE VIA Definable In d-BOUNDED MOMOGENEOUS /B
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