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Infinitary stationary logic and abelian groups
. .

Paul C. Eklof * (Trvine, Ca.) and Alan H. Mekler ** (Ottawa, Ontario)

Abstract. Necessary and sufficient conditions are given for abelian groups which are L ~free
to be equivalent with respect 1o certain “fllter logics” obtained by adding to Lex & second-order
“glmost all” quantifier, Bxamples and constructions ate given of equivalent non-isomorphic groups.

0. Introduction. In this paper we iz:vestigate the properties .of abelian groups
which are expressible in various logics, L%, (aa), obtained by adding to L., a second-~
order quantifier “aas”. The semantics of the quantifier depends on the choice of
a stationary subset &7 of ; given E we interpret “aas™ as meaning — roughly — “for
a set of small subsets s which, modulo & non-stationary set, contains E”, (This is
made precise in section 2.) In particular for E = x, “aas” means “for a closed
unbounded set of small sets s,

This paper may be considered as a sequel to [2]. In that paper the abelian groups
are characterized which are L,,~equivalent to a free group; these are called the
strongly %-free groups (Theorem t.1). Assuming V == L (or with no additional set
theoretic hypothesis for # = w, 1, # € ) it may be shown that for most regular »
there ate strongly x-free groups of cardinality s which are not free (Theorem 1.5).
In this paper we consider languages stronger than L, which distinguish between
strongly %-free groups. In particular we show (assuming V = L or for x = @,4,)
that there is a sentence of LE,( an) which picks out the free group among all abelian
groups of cardinality » if and only if £ contains a closed unbounded set (Theorems 2.2
and 3.6).

Tn genceal, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for two strongly x-free
groups of cardinality # to satisfy the same semtences of Lm,(aa) ‘(Theorem, 3.4).
(Of relevance here is an invariant of such groups (introduced in [5]): we associate to
any x-free group A a stationary set I'(A) (or more precisely an equivalence class
of stationary sets — see Section 1)). Moreover, we charactcnze alpebraicaily the
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pairs of strongly x-free groups A and B which satisfy the same sentences of LZ,(aa)
for every E (Theorem 4.3} and we show —- assuming V = L — how to construct
non-trivial such pairs (Corollary 5.2) (%),

Throughout the paper we shall make use of the following conventions and
terminology: (i) “group” always means “abelian group™; (ii) |4| denotes the cardi-
nality of a set or group; (iii) if 4 is a group and 4 is a cardinal, 4‘” denotes the direct
sum of A copies of A; (iv) a cardinal is an initial ordinal and an ordinal is identified
with the set of its predecessors; thus, 8, = @, = {¥| v<,}; (v) % will always denote
a regular uncountable cardinal,

1. Almost free groups. We begin by reviewing some terminology and some
results dealing with groups which are “close” to being free (see [2] and [3])
A group A is said to be x-fiee if every subgroup of 4 of cardinality < is free.
A subgroup B of a x-free group is said to be x-pure in A if A/B is x-free i.e., B is

a direct summand of every extension C of B in 4 such that |C|<x. We say that A is -

strongly u-free if A is x-free and every subset of 4 of cardinality <x is contained
in a »-pure subgroup of A of cardinality <. The property of being strongly x-free
has ‘model-theoretic significance: )

L.1. THEOREM [2). A is strongly x-free if and only if' A is L.~ equivalent to a Jree
_group. R -

1.2. DEFINITION. A w-filtration of A is an increasing chain A = {4,| v<x}
of subgroups of A satisfying for all v<ux;
O 140 <x;
(i) A = {) A,; and
vex

Gii) i v is a limit ordinal, A, = |} 4,,.

. u<y .

L3. Lemma. (a) A is u-free of cardinality x if only if 4 has a u-filtration by free
groups. In this case we can choose a x-filtration A such that

@v) if A, is not x-pure in A, then Ay4/A, is not free.

(b) A is strongly u-free if and only if A has a w-filtration A satigfying (i)-(iv)
and -
(V) Ay s x-pure in A for all ves.
- Proof. Given 4 = {a,: v<u} x-lrce (resp. strongly x-free) of cardinality » we
simply -construct by transfinite induction a continuous increasing chain 4 so that
a,ed, . If 4v is not x-pure in A, then by definition of x-purity we can choose
Ayyy 80 that 4,, /4, is not free. If 4 is strongly n-free, then by definition we can
choose 4, so that 4,,, is x-pure in 4. B

From now on, if A is a %-free group of cardinality % and we write 4 = U 4,,
Y<K

: (‘).In another paper we study the Leg(aa) theory of abelian groups and prove, among
ot_her things, that it is decidable (Ann. Math. Logic 17 (1979), pp. 227-270).
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we mean that 4 = {4,| v<x} is a »-filiration of A satisfying (iv). Moreover, if 4 is
strongly »-free, we assume that (v) holds. - -

A closed unbounded set (or cub) in % is a subset C of % such that sup C = % and
supX'e C u {x} whenever X' C. Let I{x) be the set of all subsets of i disjoint fiom
a cub; T forms an ideal in P(x), the Boolean algebra of all subsets of ». Let D{x)
denote the Boolean algebra (/L. If E e B(x) we let E denote its image in D (x):
thus £, = E, if and only if E; n C = E, n C for some cub C in . The greatest
element of D{x) is | = % = € for any cub; the least element is 0 = &. A subset £
of % is called stationary if and only it £ # 0 i.e, for all cubs C, En C # @.

We are going lo define o map I, from the set of all x-free groups of cardi-
nality % to D(x). Given A %-frec of cardinality x and a »-filtration 4 = {4,] v<x}
of 4, let .

E = {v<x| 4,44/4, is not free} = {v<uj 4, is not x-pure in A}
and let T'(A) = Ee D). : _

1.4. LemMa. (1) I, is well-defined; (2) F,‘(A)' = 0 if and only if A is free; and (3)
if I'{A) ¢ 1, then A is strongly w-free. .

Proof. See [6], Theorem 2.3, p. 259. B

We conclude this section with a summary of some results about the existence
of %~free groups. ‘ :

1.5, Tarorem. (1) (Shelah [22]) If' A is a singular cardinal and A is A-free of
cardinality A, then A is free.

(2) (Shelah, Mekler, et al) If A is weakly compact and A s A-free of cardinality 4,
then A is free, '

(3) (Shelah) It is consistent with ZFC that every 2%-free group 1s free (assuming
the conyistency of the existence of a supercompact cardinality).

(4) (Gregory [11]) Assuming V = L, there exists for every regular non-wegkly
comperet 3 & strongly x-free group of cardimality »x which is not free.

(5) (Eklof [3]) If there is a x-free group of cardinality x which is not free, then
there is a strongly 't -free group of cardinality x™* ywhich is not free.

(6) (Mekler [19]) {f there is a sirongly %-free group of cardinalily » which is
not free, then for every ESI(A), there exists an A with I'f{A) = E.

(D) (Mekler [20]) For every ne& o and every Ee D(w,y.y), there exisis A with
Ty () = E B :

(8) (Mekler [20]) Assuming V = L, for successor cardinals » and E<D(d),
there exists 4 such that I'(d) = E if and only if ES1—~W where W = {v] cf(¥) is
weakly compact}, . ;

For additional results on I’, see [20], Recently Shelah hag proved that GCH
implies not every u,,4-free group (of cardinality 8,..,) is free.

Pagt (6) is weaker than the result claimed in Theorem 2.7 (2) of [6]. This is
because the hypothesis that the group 4 be strongly x-free is needed for the con-

1


GUEST


4 P. C. Bklof and A. H. Mekler

struction used in the proof of Lemma 1.3, p. 326 of [19]. (For the same reason
Theorem 1.1 of [19] should read “if there exists a sirongly x-free non-free group of
cardinality », then there exist 2 strongly %-free groups of cardinality »”. We do not
know if Theotem 1.1 of [19] is true as stated, although we suspect it is.)

For the purposes of some constructions used in later sections to exhibit some
examples we shall outline some of the ideas involved in the proof of part (7), which
will appear in a forthcoming paper: [20]. (The simple proof claimed in Corollary 2.8
of [6] dees not work, because of the error mentioned above.) The case n =1 s
quite elementary and well-known and does not require the following machinery.
Thus the reader who so desires can skip the following and in the later examples
consider only the case n = 1, :

1.6. DEFINITION (Hill [12]). Define by induction on n e e a class &, of torsion-
free groups of cardinality <w,. Let F, = the class of all countable torsion-free
groups. For n20, §,.+; = the class of all groups 4 which have an o, (-filtration
{4l v<w,.,} such that for all v<w,,;, 4,+1/4, belongs to &,.

1.7. THeoreM (Hill-Mekler). Let E be a stationary subsel of %, consisting only
of limit ordinals. Let @ be any function from E into §,. Then there is a strongly
@y 1~free group A of cardinality w,,, with an o, ~filtration A = {4,| v<®,41}
such that: A, is @,.,-pure in A f VEE; and A,y JA, 2 D(V) if veE. B

2. Stationary logic. We now introduce a class of languages, stronger than L,
vsing which we can differentiate between the strongly x-free groups, which are all
L?,‘—equivalent. We fix a regular cardinal % and an element E of D(x). Let
¥ = {Seé”(x):_EEg}, a filter in 2(x), the power set of x,

First we define the syntax of our language Li,‘(aa,) — which is the same for
alt £. The non-logical symbols of Li,(aa) are those of the language of abetian groups
(a binary function symbol + and a constant symbol 0) plus a countable number of
unary predicate symbols sg, §, 53, ... Then Lé,‘(eia) is the smallest class of formulas
containing the atomic formulas and closed under the formation rules of L, (negation,
conjunction and disjunction over arbitrary sets of fornmlas; quantification over
sets of variables of cardinality <x) plus the additional rule:

If ¢ is a formula of L} (aa), then so is aas,p. Let state s be an abbreviation
for Taas 1. (See [1] and [16], where L,,(aa) and L, (aa) are studied in general
and in detail. The idea of studying sPch languages was first suggested in [23].)

We shall define a semantics for L (as) only for groups A, of cardinality s,
F_ix a x-filtration {d4,| v<u} of 4. If @, .., v,; 5, .., 5,) is a formula of
L Aas) — whose free first and second order variables are displayed — then for
any ay, .., a4 and vy, ...,v,ex we define

AR play, s 805 ¥1s iy Yyl

by induction on formulas. If ¢ is s(v)), then A Fz ¢la, v] if and only if ae A,.
For other atomic formulas and for the cases of negation, conjunction and quanti-
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fication of first order variables the ‘definition is the usual one. If ¢ is of the form
aas,, then we define

4 #E (0{0‘1) oy By Vi -es vm]
if and only if {vo<x| A FgPlay, s @i Vo, Vi, ey Vall € 85'. {Compare [1], § 8.3.)
It is easy to check that for sentences  of L%, (aa), the definition of 4 Fz0 is inde-

pendent of the choice of the x-filiration, since any two x-filtrations of A agree on
a cub. Notice that £%,(aa) has the same strength as L.

2.1, ExampLE, (1) Lev & Le the senfence
aasaas(sSs' - &5 is not free)

which. is a sentence of Lf,;x(aa) since the clause “s’/s is not free” can be replaced by
a formula. of L., (namely, the disjunction of the descriptions of all non-free groups
of cardinality <x). Then

AFgd
(2) Let § be the sentence
aasaas’ (s =8 — &s is free).

if and only if I'(4)=E.

Then 4 k30 if and only if T'(4)s1~E, In the special case of E =1 we obtain,
by Lemma {.4:

2.2, THEOREM. There is a sentence 8 of L%, (aa) such that for any group 4 of
cardinality u, 4 +,0 if and only if A is free. B

We shall see later (3.6 and 3.7) that these examples are best possible.ﬁIn par-
ticular, for any E # [, the property of being free is not expressible in Lg,,(22).

2.3. EXAMPLE. (See [5].) Let C be any group of cardinality <. Let Y be the
following sentence of Law”(aa)

agsaas’[sSs — Ext(s’fs, C) = 0]

Then, assuming V = L, for any group 4 of cardinality », 4 F; ¢ if and only if
Ext(4, C) = 0. Moreover in general there is no sentence of Ly, which expresses
the property of 4 that Ext(4,C) = 0. :

2.4, Remark, In the case F = 1 we can extend the definition of the semantics
of LL (aa) to groups of arbitrary cardinality by analogy with the definition of the
semantics of L (aa) {of. [11}. Thus A = aase if and only if {S<4:|S|<xand 4F ¢ 1}
a closed unbounded subset of #,(4), the set of subsets of 4 of cardinality <.
Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 extend in a natural way to this seiting.

3. E-cquivalence of growps. Let us say that two groups of cdrdinality » are
E-equivalent if they satisfy the same sentences of Li,,(aa). We shall generalize the
idea of Examples 2.1 (1) and (2} in order to give necessary and sufficient conditions
for two strongly x-free groups of cardinality » to be E-equivalent, We begin with
a back-and-forth criterion for E-equivalence, due to Makowsky.
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.

3.1, DerFviTION, Let 4 and B be groups of cardinality x. Fix sx-filtrations
A=) 4,, B=1) B, of the groups. A partial isomorphism from 4 to B is a pair

hat ] v<u

(f, 6) consisting of:

(i) an isomorphism f: 4,— B, for some g, 1<x,

(ii) a bijection g: X — Y, where X, ¥ are finite subsets of s,
satisfying: for every pe X, if p<e, then f(4,) = B,(,.

We write (f, )<=(f', o) if f<f’ and sS4’

3.2. TueoreM (Makowsky [17]). If 4 and B are groups of cardinality %, A iy
E-equivalent to B if and only if there is a set I of partial isomorphisms from A to B
satisfying ;

(1) For every subset Z of A (resp. B) of cardinality <x and every (f,0) el
there is (', &) & I such that (f, 6)=(f",0') and Zedomf' (resp. Z<codom f).

(2) For every Se§* and every (f,0)el there exists S'e 8‘73 such that for
every y'e S8’ there exists ue S such that (f, o v {(u, 1)} el

(2" For every S' e §" and every (f, o) eI there exists Se‘{yﬁ such that for
every pe S there exists y'e ' such that (f, o w{(u, W) el &

(We shall need only the sufficiency of the conditions, which is proved by an
induction on formulas in the usual way.)

3.3. DEFINITION. Define an equivalence relation ~ on groups of cardinality <x
by G~H if and only if there is a free group F of cardinality < such that
GOF = HOF.

3.4. THEOREM, Let A and B be .slrongly x-free groups of cardinality % = A" let
Ee D(x). Fix x-filtrations 4 =) 4,, B = \] B, of the groups. The following are

g <
equivalent. vx

(1) 4 is E-equivalent 1o B.

(2) For every class § of groups of cardinality <u which Is closed under ~ and 2
{veE| 4,,4/4,e D} is stationary in u <= {ve E| B,,,B, e $} is stationary in x.

(3) For every class © as in (2),

{v<ul Ayrijd,e 5} eBF = [v< By /B,eB}e .

Proof. (2) <> (3). This follows from the fact that {ve E| 4,4,/4,& $} is not

stationary in % if and enly if {v<z| Aypifd,e B e ‘EE whete § denotes the comp-
lement of § in the class of all groups of cardinality <u,

(1) = (3). Suppose § is as in (2) and suppose
Y= {y<ul dy4./4,€ 5} e 5
say C is7a cub such that E~ C= ¥ C. Let @ be the sentence

aasaas'(sSs’ > s ).
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This is a sentence of Lix(aa) because the clause “s'/s € $” is expressible in L, (by
using a large disjunclion, of. Example 2,1 (1)). But AFkzo if and only if
{v<u| dyyifdie B} e 5 (To see this use property 1.3(v) of a »-filtration and the
fact that  is closed under .~ ; we have 4, /4, € §if and only if 4,/d,eH for all
wuzv-1, because A /A, =2 A,,“/A @4/, and A, [4,, is free.) Since the same
holds for B, and A and B are E~equivalc11t, we are done.

(3) = (1). We shall prove this implication using Theorem 3.2. Since » = A*
is a successor cardinal we may assume that the. s-fltrations are chosen so that
(%) for every v<w, Ayifdy S Ay fA,BZP, so that A,4./4, 2 4,/4, for every
w2v+ 1, and similarly for B. Let 7 consist of all partial isomorphisms (f, ¢) —
see Definition 3.1 — where /% A, — B,y 4 for some g, €, and for all uedom:r,

uH/A U(JAH .l/‘BV(M)

Let us first verify 3.2(2) (and by symmetry 3.2(27). Given (f, o) € I, where
i Agsy = By q, and given § & §F fet C be a cub such that En CS.S n C. Let H be
the closure of

{A;H-l/Au! ,LlGE n C I’L>Q+1}

under isomoxphism and ~. By hypothesis, {u<x| B, /B, € $} belongs to ﬁ
So let

= {peE} p>t+1 and B,,,/B,€H}

which also belongs to '&"‘ By definition of S', for every u'e S’ there is a u>g+1
such that

Bu+l/B.u®F§ AJHJ'/A,;@F
for some free group F of rank <A But then by assumption (%),
Buicy/By © By y/By®F 2 Ay JA,OF = Ayiifd, -

Hence (f, 0 v {{(t, 1)}) belongs to 1.
In the verilication of 3.2(1) we use the followmg result of J. Erdds (see [8],
. 196).

3.5. Lumma. [f HeF, H'SF' are frec groups of infinite rank such that FlH is
isomorphic to FIH' and torsion-fice and A‘llfh n’!at [H| = |H'|, then there is an
isomorphism @i F- F' such that o (H) =

Now suppose we are given Z< A of c'mrdmahty <x.(The case of Z CB is entirely
symmetrical,) Chose p’ such that Zg A, 4. Given (f, o) e I where fi Aypq — By,
Iet 4, <... < gt, be all the elements of the domain of & which are. »o+1 and <g'+1.
By increasing ¢’ if necessary we may assume that the rank of dpy /4,45 15 4. We
must show that we can extend £ to f/*: Ayyy — By, for some & x such that for
i = L,y ty (A, = By First we show how to extend ft0 gyt Ay 1~ Boguy s
By property’ 1.3(v) we have:

Am+1 = AM-E@A ~Ba(m)-l-l = Bﬁ—L@F
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for some A, B. Hence

Ay = A4gs BN A,); By = Bres ®&BEn By -
Thetefore

-Z/(Z m Am) = A111+1/Au1 = a(u1)+1/’Bﬂ(m) = E/(E n Bv(ru)) *

Hence by Lemma 3.5 there is an isomorphism ¢: 4 — B such that ¢(d~ 4,)
= B n B,,,y). Then define g, to be f on 4, and ¢ on A. It should now be clear
that in a finite number of steps like that above we can extend 110 g, A, —Byguys 1
We can then easily extend g, to the desired f” since for sufficiently large z* we have

2
Aperfdp s1 & W Beyi[Bogyer - B

If » is a weakly inaccessible cardinal and 4 and B are strongly #-free groups of
cardinality », then for any E in D(%), A is E-equivalent to B if and only if 4 and
B have x-filtrations, 4 = {J 4,, B = {J B, such that for every veE, 4,../4,

Rt v
& B,.4/B,. In this case we say 4 is E-quotient-equivalent to B (cf. section 4),
The proof of sufficiency is like that of the implication (3)=-(I) in 3.4. As for
necessity, let {,: v<x} enumerate the cardinals less than x in increasing order.
Filter 4 = U 4, and B = () B, so that for all v, 4,, and B,,, are x-pure,

y<x Yax
and %, = [4,| = |B,}, and

Av+1]’Av ® 75#"“ &= Av+1/Av
(and similarly for B,;,/B,). For each group G, let G(d) = {20 Ayiy/d,~G}.
Then
AFpaasaas’ A ()5~ G < sl e G(4))

where the conjunction is over all groups G of cardinality <w. Let C be a cub
such that for all veCn E,

BFaas’ A ()B,~G < B,eG(4)).

Hence for all ve C N E, B, 1/B,~4,./4,, since |B,| = 2%, = |d,l. But then it is
easy to see, using the properties of the fittration, that 4,, 1fd, = Byy /By,

The following corollary should be compared with Example 2.1(2) and
Theorem 2.2.

3.6. Cororiary. Let Ee D(x)

(1) If A and B dre strongly x-free groups of cardinality » such that T (A)=1-§
and T(B)S1~E, then A is E-equivalent to B,

(2) Hence, for every new and every Ee D(w,yq) with E # 1, there is d non-
Jree group A such that A is E-equivalent to a free group.

Proof. (1) This is an immediate consequence of 3.4(2) since {v € E|4,.,[4, e o’}
is stationary in x <> # contains a free group < {ve E| B,,,/B,e A" 1 is station-
ary in ».
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{2} By Theorem 1.5(7) there is a group A such that I'(4) = 1 —E, and by
Lemma 1.4(2), 4 is not free if E = 1. W '
The following .corollary should be compared with Example 2.1(1).

3.7. CoroLLARY. Let E e D(x)
() If A and B are sirongly u-free groups with w-filtrations A = U A, and

vx

B = J By such that for all veE, Ay /Ay~ Byy By then A is E-equivalent to B.

v<s

(2) Hence, for every £ e D(w,4,) and avery B, E, e D(w,44) such that ESE,
(I =1,2) there exist strongly %-free groups A dand B such that T AA) = E,,
T{B)=E, and 4 is E-equivalent 1o B.

Proof. (1) is an immediate consequence of 3.4(2).

(2) Let H be an &,-group which is not free (see Definition 1.6). By Theorem 1.7
there exist groups A4 = J 4, and B = {J B, such that I'(4) = E,, I'(B) = £,
yn <
and for every vew,,,,

o 1H if ve By,
Avri/dy = {free if v E,
and
~ JH  ifveE,,
BorafB, = {free if v E,.

By part (1), 4 and B are F-equivalent. B

The following sliould be compared with Example 2.3. Recall that a group G is
cotorsion if Ext(4,G) = 0 for all torsion-free groups A4 or, equivalently, if
Ext(Q, G) = 0 (see [9], § 54).

3.8. CoROLLARY. (V = L) Let G be a countable group which is net cotorsion.
Let Be D(w,y,) such that B #1, There is no sentence W oszw"H(aa) such that for
every torsion-free group A of cardinality w,.y, AF i and only if Ext(4, G) = 0.

Proof by induction on new. For n =1 we construct 4" = {J 4, such

<oy
that 4" is strongly w;-free of cardinality e, I'(AM) = 1—F and for v e w, —E,
Ayyyld, = Q. Then by Corollary 3.6(1) A js E-equivalent to a free group but
by Theorem 2.1 of [5], Ext(4™, &) # 0. Suppose that we have constructed an
F-group A" such that Ext(4™, G) s 0. By Theorein 1.7 there is a group
A" = ) A, which is strongly @, ,-frec of cardinality Wytq, Such that

Y0
™) = 1-F and for ve w,,, —E, 4,.;/d, 2 4™, Then by Corollary 3.6(1),
AU s Boequivalent to a free group, but by Theorem 2.1 of [5],

Ext(A™D,6) % 0. M
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4. Quotient-equivalent groups. We are going to characterize the pairs of strongly
%-free groups of cardinality » which are £-equivalent for every E e D(x). The fol-
lowing is the algebraic condition which turns out to be what we want.

4,1. DEFNTION (cf. [6]). IT A and B are strongly »-free groups of cardinality s

we say that they are quotient-equivalent if there are x-filtrations 4 = ) 4,, B = |J B,
LA ¥<u

such that for every vex, 4,4 1_,".4v & B,,../B,. Equivalently, 4 and B are quotient-
equivalent if for any s-filtrations 4 = ) 4, and B = | B, of the groups, there

vl v<x
is a cub C such that for v e C, A, /d,~ B, 4 /B, (cf. Definition 3.3). Note that if 4 is
quotient-equivalent to B, then I'(4) = I'(B).

4.2. DEFINITION. Let # be a Boolean algebra. Let us say that a subset 2 of &
separates points if for any two different elements ¢, # ¢, of & there is de Z such
that either (I) e na=0{#)e;na=0(.¢e,cona="~0and ¢;na#0 or vice
versa) or () ¢h ma = 0(%)ci na=0, (where ¢’ is the complement of ¢).

Obviously a dense subset of & separates points. But for any non-trivial 4 there
are non-dense subsets which separate points. Indeed, if be#—{0,1}, then
X2 = {aeB] an b 0} is not dense but separates points.

4.3. THEOREM. Let A and B be strongly x-frec groups of cardinality . The follow-
ing are equivalent,

(1) A is quotient-equivalent to B

(2) 4 is E-equivalent to B for every E in D(x);

(3) For some subser T of D(x) whick separates poinis, A is E-equivalent to B for
every E in Z.

Before proving the theorem, we present a set-theotetic result which we shall
need, We are grateful to S. Shelah for supplying us with “the following proof.

4.4, Lemma (Shelah). Let x be a regular cardinal, £ a stationary subset of x
and f and g functions from E into x such that for every ve E, f(v) # g(v), Then there
is a stationary set B’ E such that

{fW veEYn{gO| veE'} =@,

Proof. There is a stationary set £, < F such that for all u, ve £, fluw)<pn
< f(M<vand gy <p< g <v (because if we Vwrite £ as the disjoint union of
4 subsets, then one of them is stationary). There is a cub C such that for every
ne Cand every v<y we have f{v)<y and g(v)<n. By Fodor's Theoremn there is
a stationary set E, < E, such that:

() if f(v)<v for all ve B,, ther f|E, is constant; and

(i) if g(»<v for all ve E,, then g|E, is constant.

Finally, let E' = E, 0 C. We claim that if v, e E', then £ (v) # g (). Suppose
false. Say f(v) = g(#) = o. Then certainly v # 4 since E'GE.

" Case 1. a<max{y,n}. Say # = max{v, n}. Then g(n) = <y so by choice
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of g:‘l am’q Ly, g|E; is constant. Thus g () = g{(¥), but this contradicts the fact that
a@v) = f(v)
Case 2. azmax{v,%}, Say 5 = max{v,u}, so v<y.
JF(M<n<a, a contradiction. W ‘
' 'Proof O.f 4.3. (1) = (2) follows immediately from Theorem 3.4. (2) = (3) is
trivial, Thus it remains only to prove (3) = (1}. Suppose 4 = |) A, is not quotient-
. y

- . *
equivalent to B =VEJXBv Ley E={v>u] A, ,/4,~B,, /B is stationary i s,

Then since ne C,

Fix a one-one correspondence between x and the ~ -equivalence classes of groups
of the form 4,,,/d, or B, ,/B,. Define functions f, g: E— x such that for all
vekE, f(v) (resp. g (v)) equals the element of s corresponding fo the ~ -equivalence
class of A,.,/4, (tesp. B,., /B,). By Lemma 4.4 there is a stationary subject £
contained in £ such that for all v, ne ' Ay fd,~B,, (/B,. Let & be the closure
of {Ayi1/A) ve E'} under & and ~. Let

Fo={vex A, jdet} and F = {ven| B, By ex}.

’.Then Fo s F since Fon B' =B, F, nE' = 0. Since T separates points there
is an E*e X such that either (I) Fy n B* = Oy Fyn E* =05 or (1) (1=Fy) N
AE* =0 () (1K) n E* = 0. Suppose (I) holds. Since

el dnjhe ) =FonE* and (¥ B, /B eA}=F nB%

Theorem Bi implies that 4 is not E*-equivalent to B, a contradiction. So (1) must
hold. Let # be the complement of #". Thus

and
{ve E¥ B,./B,e H}=(1=F)n B+
80 again by Theorem 3.4 we obtain a contradiction. M

4.5, EXAMPLE. Suppose I is a subset of D{(w,.1) which does not separate
points, i.e., there exist Fy, F, € D(a,,,) such that Fy # P, but for every E*e X
(1) and (I1) do not hold. Let % = @, ;- We shall construct strongly x-free groups A
and B of_‘ cardinality » which are not quotient-equivalent but which are £ *equiv-
alent for every E* in . Let H be an ®,-group which is not free, By Theerem 1.7
there are groups 4 = |J 4, and B = |J B, such that I(4) = Fy, I'(B) = F, and

X v
for every v<u, d,, /4, (tesp. B,,/B,) is either jsomorphic to H or free-depending
on whether v e Fy, (resp. ve Fy) or not. Obviously 4 is not quotient-equivalent to B
since I'(A4) # I'(B). We shall vse Theorem 3.4 to prove that 4 is E*-equivalent
1to Bfor every E* in %, Fix £* & Z. Given a class o of groups closed under & and ~,
et

AlAH) = {ve E¥ A,y /d,e A} and Bl = {ve E*| B,.,/B,e ¥'}",
If H, Ze oA then A[H] = E* = B[] so 3.4(2) holds. If H'e ", but Z ¢ A then
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A[H] = Fyn B*, B[] = F, n E¥ so 3.4(2) holds because (I) fails. If H ¢ o,
but Zed, then A[H] = (1—-F)n E* and B[¥]=(1—-F)nE* so 3402
holds because (II) fails. Finally, if H¢ 2 and Z ¢ % then A[A'] = 0 =:B[X"]. B

4.6. COROLLARY. st(wn+1) separates points if and only if whenever A and B
are strongly @, q-free groups of cardinality ®,,, which are E-equivalent for ali
EeZ, then I'(d) = I'(B). &

‘We could have defined a language L. {D(x)) in which we introduce a new
quantifier aag for each £ in D(x); thus a formula of L, (D(x)) may involve infi-
nitely many different quantifiers of the form aag. The semantics of aay is defined
just as before. The following result shows that we do not obtain, at least in. our setting,
any additional strength by doing so.

4.7. TusoreM, Let A and B be strongly x-free groups of cardinality x. The following
are equivalent.

(1) 4 is E-equivalent to B for all Ee D{);

(2) 4 and B satisfy the same sentences of L, (D ().

Proof. (2) = (1) is trivial. Now suppose (1) holds; so by 4.3 4 and B have
x-filtrations 4 = |J 4, and B = |} B, such that for all ve x, 4,./4, = B,. B,

v<n R
There is an obvious back-and-forth criterion for L,(D(x)); namely, we require
a set I of partial isomorphisms (£, 6} — as in 3.1 — which satisfies 3.2(1) and for
every F e D(x) satisfies 3.2(2) and (2). But inspection of the proof of Theorem 3.4
shows that we have such an J, namely the set of all partial isomorphisms (f, o)
such that ¢ is the identity on its domain. ™ '

5. The construction of quotient-equivalent groups, We shall show, under the
assumption of the axiom of constructibility, the existence of many quotient-
equivalent non-isomorphic groups. Recently Shelah has shown how to construct
such groups in ZFC. However we do not know if the theorem from which we derive
our result as a corollary is provable in ZFC.

In our proof we shall make use of the terminology and methods of the solution
of the Whitehead Problem in L (see [21], or [4]).

5.1. THEOREM. (V = L) Let A4 be a x-free group of cardinality » and G a group
of cardinality <x such that Ext(d, G) # 0. There are 2" different groups B, (i<2")
such that there is a short exact sequence
) 0-G3 B3 4-0.

Before proving the theorem let us derive two corollaries.

5.2. CoROLLARY. (V = L) Let 4 be a strongly x-free group of cardinality
which is not free. Then there aie 2* different strongly x-free groups B; (i<2%} of cardi-
nality % such that each B; is E-equivalent to A for all Ee D(x).

Prbof. Let 4 = | A, be a x-filtration of 4. We apply 5.1 with G = Z. As-

v<x

suming V = L, we have that 4 not frec implies Ext(4, Z) # 0 [22]. For any short
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exact sequence (+) define a x-filtration of &, by By, = #] 1(4,). Then it is clear
that By, ,,/B;, = 4., /A4, so B; is quotient-equivalent to 4. W
We also have the following immediate corollary (see [13), [14], [15], [19] for

various versions) which is not a theorem of ZFC. (The method of proof of 5.1 is
a generalization of the method used to prove 5.3)

3.3. COROLLARY. (V =LY If d is a %-free group of cardinality » and G a group
of cardinality <x, then either Ext(d,G) = 0 or |Ext(4,6)| =2". W
Proof of 5.1. Given 4 and G as in the hypotheses, fix a x-filtration 4 = U A,

v<x

;);' 4 such that either Ext(4,, /4,, G) # 0 or Ext(d,/4,, G) = 0 for all pzv+1,
fwe let

E = {v] Ext(d,;,/4,, G) # 0}

then E is stationary in » (Theorem 2.1 of [5]). We can write E as a disjoint union,
E={)FE, of sta‘;ionary subsets of » ([24]).

<
We claim that there are 2* pairwise non-isomorphic pairs (8;, e)) such that

(5.1.1)  There is a short exact sequence (%) and, moreover, such that; B, = dx @

as sets; m;: B 4 is projection on A4; and € Is defined by ¢,(x) = (0, x).

(where by an isomorphism of pairs (B, ¢) and (B;; ¢p) we mean a group isomor-
phism ¢: B, — B;such that ¢ o ¢; = ¢)). If the claim is true, then the theorem follows
since each B, can appear only x times as the first coordinate of a pair.

Suppose to the contrary that there are up to isomorphism, at most % pairs
(By, ¢)), 1< 3. We shall obtain a contradiction by constructing a pair (C, ¢) satisfying
the conditions (5.1.1) which is not isomorphic to any (B, ¢)). As a set C will be
AxG. Let 4 = |} 4, be a x-filtration of 4. We shall define by induction on v a group

y<R
structure C, on A4,x G such that

0-G5C,54,—0

is a short exact sequence (wheree: G— C: vis ©, :'c) and 7: C— A: (d, x) = a).
To insure that (C, ¢) is not isomorphic to any (B, ¢;) we make use of $u(E) for
each I<x. For pair (B,,e) fix a short exact sequence (+) satisfying the con-
ditions (5.1,1). Let By, = ;" 4(4,), Let {fist By — 4, G} be o OO, (E)-sequence
(see, for example, Theorem 0.2 of [4).

The crucial case in the construction is when C, has been constructed, v e E,,
and the function f; , is an isomorphism of the pairs (B;,, e)) and (C,, €). We consider
the commutative diagram

et #t| By
0+Z-+Bi.v 4,50

- [ b T

=
0>Z—>C,—> 4,50
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where J is induced by f,, ie., F{m(®) ==(f,(). Choose a splitting
01 Ayyy = Biyyr of m By Let p= fiy o (el 4)) D./;':vi: A,— C, . Then p is a split-
ting of #|C,, so since Ext(d,,,/4,, G) # 0 the usval argument shows that there
is an extemsion

#[Cver
0 G Cppy—> 4,410

of 0> G— C,— 4, — 0 such that p does not extend to a splitting of n]C, ;¢ (see
Lemma 1.3 of [4]). ‘

The other cases of the construction are routine {(cf. proof of Lemma 1.4 of [4]).
Now having comstructed C we must check that (C, ¢) is not isomorphic to any
(B4, e;). Suppose to the contrary that for some 7 there is an isomorphism ¢: B, — C
such that goe; = e. Let @ 4 — A be the automorphism induced on A. There
is a cub § such that for ve S, (B,,) = C,. By O (E)) there is a ve E; n § such
that ¢ |B;, = f;,. Thus.we are in the crucial case of the construction. Choose >y
such that te §. Since 4./4,,; is free, g extends to a splitting ¢": 4,— B;, for
5 B;.. Let p’ =(p|Byeog o(F|B)"': A, —C;; then p’ extends p since
@|B;, = fi, and is a splitting for =z|4,. But this contradicts the construction of
G‘,+1. "

- By combining the methods of the above theorem and the methods of [7], we
obtain the following results which are sot theorems of ZFC. (For the second part
we use [11])

5.4. THEOREM. (i) (V = L) For every » which is regular and not weakly compaci,
there are 2* sirongly %-free indecomposable groups B, (i<2*) of cardinality % which
are pairwise quotient-equivalent and pairwise non-isomorphic.

(i) (GCH) For x = w,., (new) we obtain the same result as in part (i), B
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