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1. Introduction
1.1. Elementary classification problem in groups

Elementary (first-order) classification of algebraic structures goes back to the works of Tarski and Malcev. In general, the
task is to characterize, in somewhat algebraic terms, all algebraic structures elementarily equivalent to a given one. Recall,
that two algebraic structures - and 8 in a language L are elementarily equivalent (4 = 8) if they satisfy precisely the same
first-order sentences in L.

The first remarkable result on elementary classification of groups is due to W. Szmielew - she classified elementary
theories of abelian groups in terms of “Szmielew” invariants [29] (see also [16,1,7]). For non-abelian groups, the main
inspiration, perhaps, was the long-standing Tarski problem whether free non-abelian groups of finite rank are elementarily
equivalent or not. It was recently solved in the affirmative in [ 11,28]. In contrast, free solvable (or nilpotent) groups of finite
rank are elementarily equivalent if and only if they are isomorphic ([13]). Indeed, in these cases the abelianization G/[G, G]
of the group G (hence the rank of G) is definable (interpretable) in G by first-order formulas, hence the result.

In [15], Malcev described elementary equivalent classical linear groups. He showed that if § € {GL, PGL, SL, PSL},
n,m > 3, K and F are fields of characteristic zero, then 4(F),, = 4(K), if and only if m = n and F = K. It turned out later
that this type of results can be obtained via ultrapowers by means of the theory of abstract isomorphisms of such groups.
In this approach, one argues that if the groups 4.(F),, and 4(K), are elementarily equivalent then their ultrapowers over a
non-principal ultrafilter @ are isomorphic. Since these ultrapowers are again groups of the type 4(F*),, and 4(K*), (where
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F* and K* are the corresponding ultrapowers of the fields) the result follows from the description of abstract isomorphisms
of such groups (which are semi-algebraic, so they preserve the algebraic scheme and the field). Similar results hold for
many algebraic and linear groups (we refer here to a series of papers by Bunina and Mikhalev [5,6]). On the other hand,
many “geometric” properties of algebraic groups are just first-order definable invariants of these groups, viewed as abstract
groups (no geometry, only multiplication). For example, the geometry of a simple algebraic group is entirely determined by
its group multiplication (see [31,25,26]), which readily implies the celebrated Borel-Tits theorem on abstract isomorphisms
of simple algebraic groups.

1.2. On elementary classification of nilpotent groups

In his pioneering paper [14] Malcev showed that a ring R with unit can be defined by first-order formulas in the group
UT5(R) of unitriangular matrices over R (viewed as an abstract group). In particular, the ring of integers Z is definable in the
group UT3(Z), which is a free 2-nilpotent group of rank 2. In [8] Ershov proved that the group UT3(Z) (hence the ring Z)
is definable in any finitely generated infinite nilpotent group G, which is not virtually abelian. It follows immediately that
the elementary theory of G is undecidable. On the elementary classification side the main research was on M. Kargapolov’s
conjecture: two finitely generated nilpotent groups are elementarily equivalent if and only if they are isomorphic. In [30]
Zilber gave a counterexample to the Kargapolov’s conjecture. In the break-through papers [17-19] A. Myasnikov and V.
Remeslennikov proved that the Kargapolov’s conjecture holds “essentially” true in the class of nilpotent Q-groups (i.e.,
divisible torsion-free nilpotent groups) finitely generated as Q-groups. Indeed, it turned out that two such groups G and
H are elementarily equivalent if their cores G and H are isomorphic and G and H either simultaneously coincide with
their cores or they do not. Here the core of G is uniquely defined as a subgroup G < G such that Z(G) < [G, G] and
G = G x Gy, for some abelian Q-group Gy. Developing this approach further A. Myasnikov described in [20,21] all groups
elementarily equivalent to a given finitely generated nilpotent K-group G over an arbitrary field of characteristic zero. Here
by a K-group we understand P. Hall nilpotent K-powered groups, which are the same as K-points of nilpotent algebraic
groups, or unipotent K-groups. Again, the crucial point is that the geometric structure of the group G (including the fields of
definitions of the components of G and their related structural constants) are first-order definable in G, viewed as an abstract
group. Furthermore, these ideas shed some light on the Kargapolov’s conjecture—it followed that two finitely generated
elementarily equivalent nilpotent groups G and H are isomorphic, provided one of them is a core group. In this case G is a
core group if Z(G) < I([G, G]), where I([G, G]) is the isolator of the commutant [G, G]. Finally, F. Oger showed in [24] that
two finitely generated nilpotent groups G and H are elementarily equivalent if and only if they are essentially isomorphic,
i.e., G X Z ~ H x Z.However, the full classification problem for finitely generated nilpotent groups is currently wide open. In
a series of papers [2-4] Belegradek completely characterized groups which are elementarily equivalent to a nilpotent group
UT,(Z) for n > 3.1t is easy to see that (via ultrapowers) that if Z = R for some ring R then UT,,(Z) = UT,(R). However, it
has been shown in [3,4] that there are groups elementarily equivalent to UT3(Z) which are not isomorphic to any group of
the type UT3(R) (quasi-unitriangular groups).

1.3. Results and the structure of the paper

We would like now to state the main theorems proved in the paper. In the following N; . (R) is a group isomorphic to the
P. Hall completion of the free nilpotent group of rank r > 2 and class ¢ > 2 over some binomial domain R.

Theorem 1.1 (Characterization Theorem). Assume G = N; (R) and H is a group. If G = H then H is an abelian deformation of
N; (S) for some ring S where R = S as rings.

Theorem 1.2. IfS is a ring so that S = R then any abelian deformation of N, (S) is elementarily equivalent to N; . (R).

Theorem 1.3. There exists a binomial domain R = Z and an abelian deformation H of N, -(R), for eachr > 2 and ¢ > 2, such
that H is not isomorphic to any Hall completion of N; (Z).

In the following subsections we briefly review most of the necessary background as well as our notation and terminology.
We give a brief review of model theoretic concepts needed in Section 1.3.1. Sections 1.3.2 and 1.3.3 will review the theory of
nilpotent groups and P. Hall completions of torsion-free finitely generated nilpotent groups, respectively. The reader familiar
with these notions may skip most these sections and just take note of the notations introduced. In Section 1.3.4 we introduce
abelian deformations, which as the statements of our main results suggest, characterize groups elementarily equivalent to
a P. Hall completion of a free nilpotent group. We also give a brief review of extension theory and the relevant cohomology
theory in this section. In Section 2 we prove the characterization theorem. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are shorter and
will be included in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. _

We would like to point out that when r = 2 and ¢ = 2 an abelian deformation of N, .(R), here denoted by N; (R, f)
for some symmetric 2-cocycles f, happen to be a quasi-unitriangular group in the sense of O. Belegradek (see [2]). In this
case all the corresponding results belong to him as mentioned earlier. When ¢ = 2 and r > 2 the result is known by [23],
though in that paper N, . (R) refers to a P. Hall R-completion of a free 2-nilpotent group of rank r. In the present paper the
same object is referred to as N; »(R). When ¢ > 2 our main results are new to the best of our knowledge.
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1.3.1. Structures, signatures and interpretations

A group G is considered to be the structure (|G|, .,~!, 1) where ., ! and 1, name multiplication, inverse operation and
the trivial element of the group respectively.

Let 4 be a structure and ¢(xq, ..., x,) be a first-order formula of the signature of { with x4, ..., x, free variables. Let
(ai, ..., a,) € |Y4|". We denote such a tuple by a. The notation i = ¢(a) is intended to mean that the tuple a satisfies ¢ (X)
when x is an abbreviation for the tuple (x1, ..., x,) of variables. For definitions of a formula of a signature, free variables
and satisfaction the reader may refer to any standard model theory text.

Given a structure 4 and a first-order formula ¢ (x4, . . ., x,) of the signature of 4, ¢(U") refers to {a € |U|" : U = ¢(a)}.
Such a relation or set is called first-order definable without parameters. If ¥ (x1, . .., Xn, ¥1, . . ., Ym) is a first-order formula of
the signature of & and b an m-tuple of elements of i then v (4", b) means {a € |Y|" : 4 = ¥ (a, b)}. A set or relation like
this is said to be first-order definable with parameters.

Let 4 be a structure of signature X. The elementary theory Th(4l) of the structure 4 is the set:

{¢ : U = ¢, ¢ afirst-order sentence of signature X'}.

We say two structures { and B of the signature X are elementarily equivalent and write 4 = 9 if Th({) = Th(B).

Let % and 4l be algebraic structures (all relations come from functions) of signatures A and X' respectively not having
function symbols. The structure 4 is said to be interpretable in 98 with parameters b € |8B|™ or relatively interpretable in B if
there is a set of first-order formulas

¥ ={AR, 7),E® y',y?), Vg (%, yl,...,y%) : o a predicate of signature X}

of the signature A such that
1. A(b) = {a € |B|" : B = A(b, @)} is not empty,
2. E(x,y1, y?) defines an equivalence relation ¢; on A(b), )
3. if the equivalence class of a tuple of elements a from A(b) modulo the equivalence relation ¢; is denoted by [a], for every

n-ary predicate o of signature X, predicate P, is defined on A(b) /€ by

Py ([b], [a'], ..., [d"]) &4 B k= Yo (b, ... d"),

4. the structures { and ¥ (B, b) = (A(I_J)/GB, P, : 0 € X) are isomorphic.

Let ¢(x1, . .., x,) be a first-order formula of the signature A and b € ¢(8") be as above. If the tuple b is empty, 4 is said
be absolutely interpretable in 8. The number n in the definition of an interpretation above is called the dimension of the
interpretation.

1.3.2. Nilpotent groups and free nilpotent groups
We denote the lower central series of a group G by
C=n6)=1G) =z =TH(G) =

If G is clear from the context we denote 7;(G) by I7. A group G is called nilpotent if there is a positive integer N so that for all
n > N, I,(G) = 1.If c is the least number such that I, 1(G) = 1 then G is said to be a nilpotent group of class c or simply
a c-nilpotent group. Let F(r) be the free group on r generators. A group G is called a free nilpotent group of rank r and class ¢
and denoted by N; ((Z), if

G = F(r)/ T (F(r)).

1.3.3. P. Hall completions N; . (R) of Ny -(Z)
If x, y is a pair of elements of a group G we let [x,y] = x~'y~'xy and call it the commutator of x and y. Assume
X = {x1,..., %} C G. A commutator of weight 1in X is an element of X. A commutator of weight k in X for k > 1is an
element of the form [yq, y.] where y; and y, are commutators of weight i < k andj < k respectively, such thati 4 j = k.
The commutator [y, y,] is called a simple commutator ify, € X.
Every G = N; (Z) contains an ordered tuple of elements:
u= (U]], Uiz, ..., ul"l’ U1, ..., U2n2, ey uc,nc),

called a Hall basic sequence where foreach1 <i <c,
{uin lig1, upligq, - oo Uing D )

generates I/}, freely as a free abelian group. In fact each u;, i > 11isa commutator of weightiin {us, ..., 1y, }. To avoid
writing double indices let us for a moment denote the tuple above by

u = (uq, Uy, ..., Uy).
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Each element g € G has a unique representation:

g = u(]hugz o .uﬁn = uaa
wherea = (ay, ..., a,) € Z". Now let h = u® be another element of G and let gh = u?. Now if we think of a and b as tuples

of n integer variables then each d; = d;(a, b) is a function of 2n integer variables. On the other hand if [ is an integer (or on
integer variable) and g' = u™ then each m; = m;(l, a) is a function of n + 1 integer variables | and a. It is a fundamental
result of Philip Hall (see [10] Section 6) that there are polynomials

piX1, ... X0, Y1, ..., Yn) € QX Y]

and

Qi(xh s »Xn,}’) € Q[X,y]

called canonical polynomials associated to u such that p;(a, b) = d; and g;(a, [) = m;. In fact the polynomials p;(x, y) above
are sum of integer multiples of the binomial products of the form

() () ()

and polynomials g; are integer multiples of the binomial products of the form

() ()E)

where the 13, s; and s are nonnegative integers.
Therefore if R is binomial domain, i.e. R is a characteristic zero integral domain such that for all elements a € R and copies
of positive integers k = 1+ - - - + 1 there exists a unique solution in R to the equation:
————

k—times
a(a—1)---(a—k+ 1) = x(k!),

one can define a group structure (unique up to isomorphism) on R" using the polynomials p; and q;. We call such a group P.
Hall R-completion of G over R. In our case the P. Hall R-completion of N, .(Z) is denoted by N; . (R).

The above construction is not restricted to free nilpotent groups and can be applied to any torsion-free finitely generated
nilpotent group. In fact groups like N; . (R) are called R-groups or R-powered groups. Indeed if x4, . . ., x,, are free generators
of a free group, we define words

Te(X1, .., X)) = T(X),

inductively by:
X =1®"HE @6 ®.
The formula above is called Hall-Petresco formula.

Definition 1.4. A group G admitting exponents in a binomial domain R or an R-group for short is a nilpotent group G together
with a function:

GxR—G, (x,a) X",
satisfying the following axioms:
1. x!' = x, x%P = x@D) (x9) = x@) forallx € Ganda, b € R.
2. (v 'xy)? =y x%forallx,y € Gand a € R.
30X X = (Xqx2 - - ~xn)“r2(>'<)(g) e rc()'c)(?), forallxq,...,x,in G, a € R, where 7; come from Hall-Petresco formula and
c is the nilpotency class of G.

For details we refer the reader to [10].
Let us fix one more piece of notation. Whenever u = (u11, u12, .. ., Uc,n,.) is a Hall basic sequence by u;, 2 < i < ¢, we
denote the tuple

(i1, Uiz, « -+ Uiy Ui 1,15 - - - 5 Ue g )-
Correspondingly by u?, where a = (aj1, . .., @i n;, Git1,1, - - - , dc.n.) IS @ tuple of elements of a binomial domain R, we denote
i a, . . . .
u?{‘ cee ucf;{f . We keep the same convention for exponents as well, i.e. ifa = (a1, @12, . . ., dc n,) is a tuple of elements of R

then by a; we mean the sub-tuple of a with the first index greater than or equal to i.
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1.3.4. Abelian deformations of N; - (R)
Below we shall give the definition of an abelian deformation of N; . (R). In order to define these objects we need to borrow
a few concepts form group cohomology theory. So assume that A is an abelian group and B is a group. A function

f:BxB—A
satisfying

o f(xy,2)f (%, y) = f(x, y2)f (v, 2), VX, Y,z € B,
e f(1,x) =f(x,1) =1,VxeB

is called a 2-cocycle. If B is abelian a 2-cocycle f : B x B — A is symmetric if it also satisfies the identity:

f(x,y) =f(y,x) Vx,y €B.

Consider the R-group G = N; (R). By definition there is a subset b = {g, ..., g} of G with u a Hall basic sequence in b
defining it as the R-completion of H = N, (Z). Let p; and g; be the canonical polynomials associated tou. Foreach1 <i <r
let

fi EHEBR+ xé;R+—> RT
i=1 i=1

be a symmetric 2-cocycle. Each f! is an n.-tuple of symmetric 2-cocycles fji : Rt x R* — R*.We introduce a new product
on the base set X of G, which happens to be the set of all formal products

uil e = u,

aj € Rletg =v*and h = uP be any pair of elements of this set. Now we define a product and inversion on this set as
following. If gh = u? and g~! = u™ then

e dj =pj(a b)foralll1 <j<n;,ifl <i<c-—-1,

e dj =pg(a,b)+ er<=1fjk(alk, by), forall1 <j <n,

e mj =gq;(a, —1),forall1 <j<n,ifl<i<c-—-1,

o My = qg(a, —1) — Z,::lj;"(alk, —ay), forall1 <j <n..

To give a definition let us assume for now that X together with the operations - and ~! is a group.

Definition 1.5 (Abelian Deformations). The set X together with the operations - and ~' defined above will be denoted by

Nec® L2 )

or N; (R, f). We call any group isomorphic to such a group an abelian deformation of N; (R) or a QN; .-group over R.

In order to prove that abelian deformations are actually groups we start with giving a brief review of the correspondence
between equivalence classes (under equivalence of extensions) of central extensions of an abelian group A by a group B and
the so-called second cohomology group, H*(B, A). This is included only for the convenience of the reader.

By an extension of A by B we mean a short exact sequence of groups

1AL ES B 1,

where u is the inclusion map. The extension is called abelian if E is abelian and it is called central if A < Z(E). A 2-coboundary
g : B x B — Ais afunction defined by:

Yxy) =gX, VY XY (y), VX yeEB,

where ¥ : B— Ais a function. Any 2-coboundary is a 2-cocycle. One can make the set Z2(B, A) of all 2-cocycles and the set
B%(B, A) of all 2-coboundaries into abelian groups in an obvious way. Clearly B%(B, A) is a subgroup of Z?(B, A). Let us set

H?(B, A) = Z*(B, A)/B*(B, A).
Assume f is a 2-cocycle. Define a group E(f) by E(f) = B x A as sets with the multiplication
(b1, a1) (b2, az) = (b1ba, a1axf (b1, by)) Vay, a; € A, Vby, by € B.

The above operation is a group operation and the resulting extension is central. Through out the paper we shall use the well
known fact that there is a bijection between the equivalence classes of central extensions of A by B and elements of the
group H?(B, A) given by assigning f 4 B?(B, A) the equivalence class of E(f).

If B is abelian f € Z%(B, A) is symmetric if and only if it arises from an abelian extension of A by B. As it can be easily
imagined there is a one to one correspondence between the equivalent classes of abelian extensions and the quotient group

Ext(B, A) = S*(B, A)/(S*(B,A) N B*(B, A)),
where S?(B, A) denotes the group of symmetric 2-cocycles.
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For details regarding group cohomology we refer the reader to [27].

Proposition 1.6. For any choice of binomial domain R and tuple of symmetric 2-cocycles f the abelian deformation H =
N; (R, f) of G = N; ((R) is a group. Indeed there is a 2-cocycle

k:G/Z(G) x G/Z(G) — Z(G),
so that H is a central extension of Z(G) by G/Z(G) via k.
Proof. Let G = N, ((R).SetM = 3> '“'mand N = > 1 n;. Leta,b € R.Leta’, b’ € RM be the tuples of the first M
elements of a and b respectively. Now for each 1 < i < r define a function,

g : R x R — R

by
.

g@,b) =Y fiai, by).

p
Define

k:G/Z(G) x G/Z(G) — Z(G),
by k(U*Z(G), uPZ(G)) = uZ@ P 8@ Y) \we need to check that g defined as above is a 2-cocycle. We just remark that if

v?u? = ul thend;; = ay; + by, i = 1, ..., r. From the definition of k it is obvious that k(u?Z(G), 1) = k(1, u*Z(G)) = 1 for
any a € R". Moreover

k(uaubz(c), ch(G))k(uaZ(G), UbZ(G)) — ucz:izlf (a1i+b1i,c1i)+f' (aqi,b1i)

Y fl@ibriter) 4 i)
U

= k(W?Z(G), uPu°Z(G))k(u"Z(G), u°Z(G))

for any a, b, ¢ € RN which proves that k is a 2-cocycle. Now it is clear that NT,C(R,f_) is the central extension of Z(G) by
G/Z(G) via the 2-cocycle k. O

Remark 1.7. Let us briefly discuss the main difference between N; .(R) and a QN; .-group over R. Assume G = N .(R),
b = {g1,..., &} is free generating set for G as an R-group. It is presumably known that C;(g;) = g]-R @ Z(G) forany gj € b,
whereij ={xeG:JaeRx= gj"}, Co(g)={xeG:[x,gl=1}and Z(G) = {x € G: [x,y] = 1, Vy € G}. Now consider
N:.¢(R, f) for some choice of f. Then it is not hard to see that for g; € N; (R, f) = H, Cy(g;) is an abelian extension (not
necessarily split) of Z(H) = @}<,R" by Cy(gj)/Z(H) = R" via the symmetric 2-cocycle f’.

2. Proof of the characterization theorem

In this section we give a proof of Theorem 1.1 (the characterization theorem). Our approach in proving this theorem
resembles, in some aspects, the 0.V. Belegradek’s approach (see [4]) in proving his characterization of groups elementarily
equivalent to a unitriangular group. He finds an interpretation of the ring R in the group UT,(R) in a way that any group
H = UT,(R) interprets a ring S = R. Indeed he generalizes the construction due to A. Mal’cev in the case of UT3(R) to
arbitrary n. Then he goes on to prove that the group H has a structure very close to a UT,(S) except that the centralizers of
standard basis elements (which happen to be abelian subgroups of H) are not necessarily split extensions of S™ by Z(H) (see
Remark 1.7).

Here rather than trying to generalize Mal’cev’s construction from the case of UT5(R) = N;,(R) to our case we take a
different more global approach.

2.1. Interpreting R and its action on the quotients of the lower central series of N; . (R) in the group N; (R)

Let us first state the following result.
Theorem 2.1 ([22]). Letf : M x M — N be non-degenerate full bilinear mapping of finite type. Assume
Ur(f) = (R, M, N, 8, sm, Sn)s
where the predicate § describes f and sy, and sy describe the actions of R on the modules M and N respectively, and
U(f) = (M, N, 8).

Then there is the largest ring P(f) with respect to which f remains bilinear and the structure Lp ) (f) is absolutely interpretable
in $4(f). Moreover the formulas involved in the interpretation depend only on the type of f.



922 A.G. Myasnikov, M. Sohrabi / Annals of Pure and Applied Logic 162 (2011) 916-933

Recall that an R-bilinear mapping f : M x M — N is called non-degenerate in both variables if f (x, M) = Oorf (M, x) = 0
implies x = 0. We call the bilinear map f, a full bilinear mapping if N is generated by f (x, y),x,y € M.Letf : M x M — N be
a non-degenerate full R-bilinear mapping for some commutative ring R. The mapping f is said to have finite width if there is
a natural number s such that for every u € N there are x; and y; in M we have

u=y " fxy).
i=1

The least such number, w(f), is the width of f.

AsetE = {eq, ..., ey} is a complete system for a non-degenerate mapping f if f (x, E) = f(E, x) = 0 implies x = 0. The
cardinality of a minimal complete system for f is denoted by c(f).

Type of a bilinear mapping f, denoted by 7 (f), is the pair (w(f), c(f)). The mapping f is said to be of finite type if c(f) and
w(f) are both finite numbers. Iff,g : M x M — N are bilinear maps of finite type we say that the type of g is less than the
type of f and write t(g) < t(f) if w(g) < w(f) and c(g) < c(f). The ring P(f) has the following description. Let End(M)
denote the endomorphism ring of an abelian group M. We shall identify P(f) with the subring S < End(M) x End(N) of all
pairs A = (¢, ¢o) such that forallx,y € M,

f@1(%),y) =F(x. $1(0) = do(f (x. ¥)). (1)

To make use of Theorem 2.1 in our context we first consider the Lazard Lie ring Lie(G) of the group G. The base abelian
group of Lie(G) is the direct sum @{_, I';/ I'i+1 and the Lie bracket on Lie(G) is defined using the commutator on the group G.
Let us introduce some notation from Lie algebra theory before proceeding.

Let g be any Lie algebra with respect to the bracket [ , . Define

¢'=9, g'=1[ggl Vi=1,

where [g', g] denotes the ideal generated by all the elements of the form [x, y], x € g' and y € g. By Z(g) we denote the
center of g. Now a free nilpotent R-Lie algebra of class c and rank r, N (R, 1, ), is any R-Lie algebra satisfying

N(R,T,0) Z AR, 1) /AR, )T,

where A(R, r) is the free R-Lie algebra of rank r.
If g is a Lie algebra the map

foi9/Z(9) x 9/Z(g) > &> (X+Z(9),y+Z(g) — [x,¥],

is a full non-degenerate bilinear map. In case that g = & = N (R, 1, ¢) one can verify that f is of finite type. Let us point
out that ¥ = Z() and that Lie(G) = N (R, 1, c) as Lie rings when G = N; ((R). So if we can prove that R = P(fy) and
that & = Lie(G) is interpretable in G then we have proved that R is interpretable in G. In fact we shall see that we can prove
much more. The first main result in this direction is:

Theorem 2.2. Any element (¢1, ¢o) € P(fy) acts by a unique element oy of Ron N /N and N?2. Moreover this correspondence
is an isomorphism of rings.

Before starting to prove the theorem we would like to remark that all the properties of free nilpotent Lie algebras used
here are consequences of the structure theory of free Lie algebras. For the later our reference is Chapter 5 of [ 12]. In particular,
we shall use the following statements which are direct corollaries of Theorems 5.9 and 5.10 in the reference cited above.

Lemma 2.3. Consider N = N (R, r, ¢) with a free generating set
b={¢1,..., &}

Then there exists a sequence
= (U1, Uty ooy U gy Uty o v oy Unpys - ooy Ueong)

of elements of N called the Hall basic sequence based on b generating N as a free R-module, where uy; = &, j = 1,...,r, and
each uy, 2 < i < c, is a certain bracket of weight i in b. This induces a grading

NENDMND:--- DM,
on N whereeach N;, i = 1, ..., c, is the R-submodule consisting of homogeneous elements of weight i.

Lemma 2.4. Assume z and t are homogeneous elements of N (R, r, ¢) such that the sum of their weights is strictly less than c + 1.
Then [z, t] = 0 if and only if z and t are linearly dependent over R.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Notice that in this case the bilinear map f has the form:

fv: N/NeXN/N —  N?
X+ N,y +N) = [xy]°
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as N, = Z(N). For simplicity we drop the subscript & from f, and refer to it as f. Let us denote the coset x + A by [x]
for any x € N. We start by analyzing the action of P(f) on .~ /A, in terms of elements of R. To do this we pick a free set of
generators for W and fix a basic sequence u in this set. Firstly we analyze the action of P(f) on [u;s]. Let us recall that P(f)
is the subring of End(N /Z(N)) x End(N?) consisting of all pairs (¢, ¢o) such that

f(¢1(x)5y) :f(X7 ¢1(y)) :¢0(f(X»Y))v VX,yG t/\/‘/Z(dv) (2)
We show that there exists & € R such that ¢ ([x]) = «a[x] for every x € V. Set ¢1([uys]) = Zi:]l Z}L ajjlu;], where each

ajj belongs to R. From (2) we have

F@1(uasD, vD) = f([uisl, @1(LyD) = do(luss, D,
forally € V. Lettingy = u;5 we get

c—1 nj

DY ayluy, uis] = f(@([ure), [uss])

i=1 j=1
= ¢o([u1s, Ugs])
= ¢o(0) = 0.

Now by Lemma 2.3 every homogeneous component of the sum on the left hand side of the identity above has to be zero,
ie.,

nj
> ajlugu] =0, Vi=1,....c—1. (3)

j=1
For i = 1 all summands in Z}Zl aqjluyj, ugs], are R multiples of basic elements of weight 2 except when j = s. This implies
thataqy; = 0,1 <j < r, except possibly when j = s.1fi > 2 then (3) implies that [2}11 ajjuj, uis] = 0. But since both of the
elements inside the bracket are homogeneous by Lemma 2.4 we have to have that u;; and Zjn;l ajjuy are linearly dependent.

This is impossible unless Z}l] ajiu; = 0 since they are homogeneous elements of different weights. This just implies that
aj = 0forallj = 1,...,n;. Let us fix . = ;. We shall prove that o obtained above is the « in the statement of the
theorem. To do this let us first show that ¢1 ([uy:]) = o[uq¢] forany 1 < t < ny. So assume that t # s. By the argument
above there exists an element g of R such that ¢ ([u:]) = B[u1]. So we just need to prove that « = 8. Now by (2) applied
tox = [uys] and y = [u;,] we have o[uys, uye] = Bluss, i ] implying the desired identity « = f since .V is a free R-module.
Next we prove that ¢ acts by the element & € R obtained above on any element [uy], 1 <s <c—1land1 <t < n. So
assume 1 < s < c — 1and let ¢ ([ug]) = Z,-J ajj[uj]. Consider [uq] and [uy ] for s and t chosen above andany 1 < k < n;.
On the one hand

F(@1([uik]), [use]) = [ouqg, uge] = [Ugk, atge].
On the other hand

f(und, g1(luge])) = f([ulk], Z%'j[%])
i.j

= |:u1k, E aijug].
ij

So by (2) and the two identities above we have

c—1 n; Ng
> (Z olutye, u,-j]) + ) lunk, g + (o — @) [u, ug] = 0.
=1

i=1 \j=1 j=
i7s J#t

Now since .V is a free nilpotent Lie algebra each homogeneous element in the sum above is zero. In particular,

ng ng
Uik, E ogilsj + (a5 — ug | = | uyy, E osilsi | + [Uik, (a5 — @) ug]
j=1 =1
ot J#t
=0.

Again since the elements inside the bracket on the left hand side are homogeneous one can conclude that a; = 0if j # ¢
and o = . We also get o = 0, if i 7% s. Hence oy = 0if (i, j) # (s, t). This proves that

O1([x]) = a[x], Vxe N.
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Now for ug a basic element of weight ¢ in N, we know that ug = [ujs, uje] for some pair (i, j) suchthati+j=c, 1 <s<n;
and 1 <t < n;. So by an obvious use of (2) we can conclude that ¢o(uc) = aug. It is also easy to see that for 1 < i < c and
1 <j < n; we have ¢ (u;;) = auy, i.e. (¢1, ¢o) acts on A; by .

Thus we have a correspondence

P(f) - R7 (¢1’ ¢0) = Q.

All the properties making the correspondence an isomorphism of unital rings are easily checked by the construction of the
map. O

In order to take advantage of the above theorem we have to prove that the ring P(f) in its statement is interpretable in
N; (R). To this end we state and prove a sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 2.5. Each term I of the lower central series of a finitely generated nilpotent R-group G is absolutely definable in G.
Moreover the same formulas define the lower central terms of any group H = G.

Proof. Fix a generating set X = {g1, ..., gn} for G as an R-group. We shall use the fact that each I3/ I}, is generated as an
R-group (here as an R-module) by simple commutators of weight i in X modulo I3, ;. We proceed by a decreasing induction
on i. Let ¢ be the nilpotency class of G. Then Iz € Z(G). Assume that gc1, 82, - - - , 8c.m. lists all the simple commutators of
weight c in X. Then any x € I, can be written as

Mmc
a
— J .
X = l_[gcj, aj € R.
j=1

However each g; = [gc_l,kj, glj] where Bc-1k is some simple commutator of weight ¢ — 1. For each u € I_q, the map
G — I defined by x > [u, x] is a homomorphism of R-groups. Hence one can gather the terms with the same k; in the
above product, and one can define I'; by

me—1
P = 7. 1, .., Fom, (x = [Ticr), zj]>,
j=1

where C; j(g1, . . ., 8n) is a simple commutator of weight i in X and

{Gjg1,....8m): 1 Zj<my}
lists all simple commutators of weight i in X. Now fix i < ¢ and assume that for all i < k < c the statement is true. As
Ii/Ti41 < Z(G/Ti4+1), by a similar argument one can conclude that for any x € I; there are elements zy, . . ., Zy, ,, such that

mi—q
X1 = [ [1G-15@), 2101
j=1

mj—1

Set @/ (x) =¢¢ Iy, Iz, ..., Jz;m,_,(x = =1

formula:
@i(x) = Ayq, Fy2(x = y1¥2 A P{ (V1) A Pig1(V2)).

Now assume that H = G. Let Si(yy, ..., ¥i) = [¥1, ..., ¥i]. We know that h € I(H) if and only if h satisfies one of the
formulas:

[Ci—1,;(¥), z]). Therefore by induction hypothesis I} is defined by the following

J
U = . ay(x = l_[S'G")),
k=1
for some j € N. However for every j € N one has
G = VX (¥(x) — Di(x)).
This shows that h € I;(H) if and only if ®;(h). O

Lemma 2.6. The Lie ring Lie(G) is absolutely interpretable in G. Moreover if H = G then Lie(H) is interpreted in H using the same
formulas that interpret Lie(G) in G. In particular, Lie(G) = Lie(H).

Proof. Let @; be the formula defining I in G obtained in the previous lemma. Set

AR =4 (1 =x1) A (/\ q>i<x,»)) :
i=2
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Now define the following equivalence relation “~" on A:

1
x~y e N\ @iy Axe =y
i=1

a
|

1

Let us denote the elements of A/~ by [x]. Now define the binary operations +and[ , ]JonA/~ by

c—1

¥(%,5,2) =g K+ 7] =121 & N\ i1z ) Axeye =z,
i=1

W%, 3,2) =4 (X, 71l = [2] & \ Peir (( [1 x,-”y;lxiyj) z,:l> :
k=1

it+j=k

Clearly the structure obtained above is Lie(G). The formulas A, ¥; and ¥, provide an absolute interpretation of Lie(G)
inG. O

Lemma 2.7. Let g be a Lie ring so that N (R, r, ¢) = g. Then the following statements hold.

1. The bilinear mapping f, is absolutely interpretable in g using the same formulas that interpret f in N. In particular, fy = f,.
2. The formulas that interpret Up,) (fy) in L(f,) are the same as the formulas that interpret Ups, ) (fy) in U(fy), in particular,
P(fg) = P(fN)'

Proof. For any Lie ring f the ideal Z(§) is absolutely definable in by the formula
Pz(x) = (Vy, [x,y] = 0).

Thus b/Z(h) is absolutely interpretable in . We observe that for any Lie ring b, z € 4?2 if and only if z satisfies one the
formulas:

n
V() =¢ 37,32 x=Y Iy zl,
i=1
for some n € N. We observe that there is a positive integer N, where N is the number of basic elements of weight > 2, such
that for every positive integer n one has the following:

N = Vx(W,(x) —> Uy (X)).

As g = N we note that the ideal g? is defined in g by the formula ¥y (x). Now to conclude the proof of (1) we just need to
notice that bilinear maps in question are defined using Lie brackets which is already in the language so the statement (1)
follows.

To prove (2) one observes that by (1) f; has the same type as the type of f. This implies that the formulas that interpret
the ring $pr,) (fy) in f are the same as the formulas that interpret tpy) (f) in 4(fy ). Hence P(fy) = P(fy). O

Now we can prove that not only is the ring R interpreted in G = N, (R) but also any group H = GinterpretsaringS = R
and quotients of the lower central series of H are free S-modules of the same rank as the corresponding quotients of G.

Theorem 2.8. Assume G = N, (R). Then the action of R on each of the quotients I';(G)/Ii+1(G) is absolutely interpretable in G,
i.e. the modules

(R, I/ T4, 8i)

are interpretable in the group G, where the predicate §; describes the action of R on I';/Ii11. Moreover if H = G then there exists
aring S = R so that for each i,

Ii(H)/ T (H) = T3(6G) / Ti41(G) @z S,

and the formulas that interpret the action of S on each I';(H) / I'i11(H) are the same as the formulas that interpret the action R on
L(G)/ 41(G).

Proof. Let P = P(fi;(c))- Notice that N2 = 13/ T1. By Theorem 2.2, R = P and therefore P acts on each [/, 2 <
i < c. Hence the action of P on each I3/I741,2 < i < c is absolutely interpretable since each factor I3/l is so by
Lemma 2.5. Now consider the case i = 1. Let us set g = Lie(G). We observe that the action of P on the quotient (g/g¢)/
(g?/g°) is absolutely interpretable in g. Moreover the natural (group) isomorphism between (g/g)/(g?/g°) and Ab(G) is
interpretable in G. This implies that the induced action of P on Ab(G) via the above isomorphism is absolutely interpretable
in G. So far we have proved that all the modules (P, I';/I}+1, 0;), where the predicate o; describes the action of P on I3/},
are absolutely interpretable in G. Notice that an isomorphism of structures

@ : 4i(P) = (P, I/ Tiy1, 01) = (R, I3/ Ti11, 8i) = ti(R)
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is a pair (g1, ¢,) of isomorphisms ¢ : P — R, ¢, : I/I41 — I3/I741 so that
@2(0i(a, x)) = 3i(p1(a), p2(x)), VaeP,Vx e I7/li1. (4)

Now for each i consider the pair (u, id;) where u is the isomorphism supplied by Theorem 2.2 and id; is the identity map on
I/ Iiyq. It is clear by the very construction of w that (4) is satisfied for each i. Thus ;(P) = ;(R).

To prove the moreover part note that for each i there are elements {u;, ..., u;,} of G whose cosets generate
I(G)/I'i+1(G) freely as an R-module. By the discussion above there exists a formula ©;(x4, . . ., x,;) of the language of groups
so that G = ©;(g) if and only if g generate the quotient I3(G)/Ii+1(G) freely as an R-module. Thus G = 3x®;(x) for each i.
Therefore

H E 3x0;(X).
for each i. By Lemma 2.6 Lie(G) = Lie(H) and by Lemma 2.7,
S=PZ=R,

where S = P(fiien)). As a consequence of Lemma 2.5 I3(G) /I'i41(G) and I3(H) / I'i11(H) are interpreted by the same formulas
in the respective groups. So the actions of S and P on the corresponding quotients are interpreted by the same formulas.
So H = 3xO;(x) implies that for each i there are n; elements of H whose quotients generate I(H)/I;+1(H) freely as an
S-module. This finishes the proof. O

2.2. Interpreting R and its action on some R-invariant subgroups of N, . (R) in the group N; .(R)

The next step is to recover the action of R on the group G (or on some R-invariant subgroups of G) using first-order
formulas from the actions of R on the quotients of the lower central series in a way that same formulas interpret the action
of S on H (or on the corresponding S-invariant subgroups of H). Of course as expected the action cannot be completely
recovered. But we are able to prove the following statement.

Lemma 2.9. Let G = N, (R). Let u be a Hall basic sequence for G. Consider the cyclic modules ug = {ug-
structures

(R, Uﬁ-, i),

: a € R}, viewed as

where §;; is the predicate describing the action of R on us. Then all the ug- are interpretable in (G, u), where u = (u11, ..., Uyr),
except possibly the ones generated by elements of weight 1. However when i = 1, the action of R on C¢(usj) /Z(G) is interpretable
in (G, uyj), forall1 <j<r.

Proof. We prove that the cyclic R-modules generated by simple commutators of weight > 2 in u are interpretable in (G, u).
Since each element of the basic sequence is a fixed product of integral powers of simple commutators of the same weight
the first part of the result (the case weight > 2) follows. We proceed by a decreasing induction on the weight of simple
commutators.

Firstly note that R = P(f;) by Theorem 2.2 since Lie(G) = N (R, r, ¢) as R-Lie algebras. So R is absolutely interpretable
in G since P(fg) is interpretable in fg, f; is interpretable in Lie(G) by Lemma 2.7, and finally Lie(G) is interpretable in G by
Theorem 2.6. Moreover the action of R = P(f;) on Z(G) = I is interpretable in G by Corollary 2.8. Hence the cyclic modules
uf are interpretable in G. Fix k such that 1 < k < c. Let [ be the dimension of the interpretation of Rin G and f be the function
from the definable subset of G where R is defined on onto R. Assume the statement is true for all simple commutators of
weight i, k < i < c. We prove the statement for elements of weight k. Each simple commutator of weight k is of the form
[h, g] where h is a simple commutator of weight k — 1 and g is a basic commutator of weight 1. Picka € Rand y € C;(g)
such that yZ(G) = g°Z(G). This choice can be made by Remark 1.7. Then by Hall-Petresco formula:

[h,y] = [h, g°]
— (h—lg—lh)ﬂga
= [h g1t g ', ) D (h g h, 9)®) - (g, ). (5)

Letg' = t(h g h, 2)@Dr5(h~ g h, g)B) ... 7. (h"'g~h, g)(). Then g’ is an element of Ii1(G). Each ,(h~'g~h,
g) is a product of integral powers of commutators in h~!g~'h and g. So there are integers bij(m) such that

c n;
1 -1 bjj(m)
i s M= [T [T
i=m+k—1 j=1
Now the existence of the canonical polynomials associated to u implies the existence of polynomials

rix1, ... %, y(k+ 1), ...,y(c)
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where y(i) = (yn(i) .. s Yen (D), so that

@i.j)el

where r(({), ..., (£). b(k + 1), ..., b(c)) = 0 whenever i < k. Since actually each r; is a sum of integral multiples of
products of binomial coefficients there is an equation expressible in the first-order language of rings so that its unique
solution is r,,((‘ll) - (2’) b(k + 1), ..., b(c)). Now by induction hypothesis each cyclic module “u' i > kis interpretable

in (G, u). So there exists a first-order formula DX, Y1, ..., Yr, 21, - . ., Z1) (note that any u;; is a certain commutator in u) of
the language of groups such that
g = ot g he@nn g h B (g7 h )
< (G9 L—l) ': ¢(g/9 ﬂ5g]7 LS »gl)

where f (g1, ..., g) = a. By Theorem 2.8 the action of R on Ab(G) is interpretable in G so clearly there is a formula @’ of the
language of groups so that

yh=@gh) e GEP (v, 8.8.....8)-
So we have

X = [hag]a A (67 ﬂ) ': 327Y(X = [hay]271 N @(Z, ﬂv 815 .- agl) A (D/(y,g,gl, e 7gl) A [gv.V] = 1) (6)

Thus the formula on the right hand side of < in (6) interprets the action of R on the abelian group [h, g]® with respect to

the parameters . We notice that g and h chosen above are some specific commutators in .
In order to prove that the action of Ron C¢ (u5) /Z(G) is interpretable in (G, uy;) firstly we notice that Cg(uq;) = u’fj DZ(G),
so the following equivalence should be clear.

XZ(G) = WyZ(G)" & xI5(G) = (uyl(G)* Alx, uyl =1,

for all a € R. But the right hand side is expressible in the first-order language of the enriched group (G, uy;). The result
follows now. O

Let
=g {(i,j)) eNxN:1<i=<c,1<j <n}, (7)

where ¢ comes from N, . and n; is the number of basic commutators of weight i. By definition there is a subset b =
{g1,...,8&} of G = N;(R) and a Hall basic sequence u in b defining it as the R-completion of H = N; ((Z). Then there
are the canonical polynomials defining product and R-exponentiation in G. Hence for each ((i, j), (k, I)) inI x I there exists

a polynomial t2¢(x, y) in Q[x, y], where (r, s) in I, such that t2° (a, b) belongs to R for each (a, b) € R x R, and

b 10 (q,b)
[ug, ugl = w7, Va,beR

Corollary 2.10. Let G = N; .(R) and b = {g1, g2, . .., &} be generating set for G as an R-group. Let u be a Hall basic sequence
based on b. Then the following statements which are all true in G can be expressed using first-order formulas of the language of
the enriched group (G, uqq, ..., U).

1. Foreach 1 <i < c, the set

{uinIi41(G), . .., Ui, Ii41(G)}

generates I7(G)/I'i+1(G) freely as an R-module.
2. Foreach 1 < j <, Cg(uyj) is abelian and

Co(u))/Z(G) = (uyZ(G)*.

udub (‘Hb)foralla beRifi> 1.

3. ,uu
4. (a) [ug, TAES ufik(flb) foralla,b € R, ifi > Tandk > 1,
(b) [x, uk,] = ,:rz(a D) , where x € Cg(uq;) and xZ(G) = (uy;Z(G))“, foralla,b € R, ifk > 1,
() [ug,y] = uffz(a D wherey € Cc(uy) and yZ(G) = (uyZ(G))®, foralla, b € R, ifi > 1,
(d) [x,y] = u2 Mab) where x € Cg(uyj) andy € Cg(uq;) are any elements such that xZ(G) = (uy;Z(G))® and yZ(G) =

(u”Z(G))b foralla,b € R.

Proof. Statement (1) is expressible by formulas of the language of (G, u) since the action of R on each I3(G)/I;+1(G) is
absolutely interpretable in G. The result for (2), (3) and (4) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.9. O
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Thus we arrive at the following corollary.

Corollary 2.11. There is a formula Basis(x, . . . , X;) of the language of groups so that if (g1, ..., &) € G’ satisfies Basis(X) then
there exists a basic sequence u based on this set which satisfies statements (1)—(4) of Corollary 2.10.

Proof. In each item in the statement of Corollary 2.10 replace each uy; by the free variable xy; and each uy, k > 1 by xy
where xy; is obtained from the x;; the same way as uy, obtained from the uy;. One needs to notice that this way only finitely
many formulas are obtained. So their conjunction produces the formula Basis(x). O

Scrutinizing proof of Lemma 2.9 and Corollary 2.10 one notices that all the formulas involved in the interpretations
depend only on certain logical invariants of G.

Lemma 2.12. Let G = N; ((R) and H be a group such that G = H. Then there is a ring S, where S = R as rings, and a set
¢ = {hy, ..., h:} of distinct nontrivial elements of H with a Hall basic sequence v in ¢ such that the statements (1)-(4) of
Corollary 2.10 hold in H with R replaced by S, u;; replaced by v; and Z(G) is replaced by Z (H).

Proof. Let Basis(x) be the formula obtained in Corollary 2.11. Since H = G, we have
H = 3xBasis(x).

Let (hy, ..., hy) be atuple of elements of H such that H |= Basis(h) and v be the Hall basic sequence based on these elements.
Set S = P(fiien))- As a corollary of Theorem 2.8 statement (1) in Corollary 2.10 holds in H with u;; replaced by vj.
Moreover

XZ(G) = (WyZ(G)* & x15(G) = (uy(G)" A lx, uy]l = 1.

So the right hand side of “<” can be used with corresponding replacements to interpret the action of S on Cy (v4;)/Z(H).
This proves that Statement (2) holds in H with proper replacements.
To prove that (3) and (4) are true in H with proper replacements we will first prove that for 2 < i < c the sets

v ={vj:aeSs)

are cyclic S-modules which are interpretable in the enriched structure (H, v). To do this we observe that v;, 2 < i < c,
are products of integral powers of simple commutators in {vy; : 1 < j < r} since the same relations hold between the u;
and the uq;. Now using a decreasing induction on the weight of simple commutators in {vy; : 1 < j < c} we let Eq. (5) of
Lemma 2.9 define the S-exponents of these simple commutators. So by the observation made above the S-exponents of each
vj, 1 <i<c,1<j<nccanbe defined. Now since each ”5 is a cyclic module and S-exponentiation in visj is defined using
the action of R on ug, S-exponentiation is actually an action and turns vfj into S-modules. We just remark that the S-module
structure of each vg is interpretable in (H, v) using the same formulas that interpret the action of R on uf-. Moreover from
the above paragraph we have that the action of S on Cy (vyj) /Z(H) is interpreted in H using the same formulas that interpret
the action of R on C¢(u4j) /Z(G). The final point to consider is the polynomials ti_These polynomials make sense over any
binomial domain. Since R is a binomial domain and R = S hence is S. So the polynomials t/ can be regarded to be the same
if we identify the copies of Z inside the two rings. The statement follows now. O

2.3. A presentation for an abelian deformation of N; . (R) and concluding the proof of the characterization theorem

The significance of Lemma 2.12 is that statements (1)-(4) give us all the relations we need to define a QN . group.

Proposition 2.13 (Generators and Relations for a QN; . Group). Let u be a Hall basic sequence for N; .(R). Then Nm(R,f) is
generated by

J(:{u;}:(i,j) €l,aeR}
and defined by the relations R:

ijkl

L [uf, up] = ufik(f:']b), Va, b € R, where for each (i, ), (k, 1) € I.
2. ug,ug,=u1?j“+b),2 <i<cl1<j=jj<n,VabeR
3. uub; = ug‘}”)uf(”’b), 1<j<rVabeR

Proof. LetH = (J¢ : R). We notice thatall the relations in the statement hold in N; (R, ). So there exists a homomorphism

¢ :H— N (R, f), ujj > uj.
The homomorphism ¢ is clearly surjective. To prove injectivity we need to prove any element x of H can be uniquely written
in the form x = uﬂ] .- -ug,,ac = u?, which is called the standard form for x. This is because if 1 = ¢(x) = u? in N; (R, f)

then a; = O for all (i, j) € I (see (7) right before Corollary 2.10 for the definition of I ), which implies that x = 1. Order the
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set I lexicographically, i.e. (i,j) < (k,I) ifi < k or if the two conditions i = k and j < [ hold together. Now consider the set
4 of all final segments of I and order § by comparing the least elements of its members using <. If x is any word in # then

= al - am
xX= uk],l] u’(m-jm

where each (k;, l;) € I and a; € R. Let I, be the final segment of I whose least element is the least subscript of u in x. If
I, = {(c, n¢)} by multiple applications of relation (2) x can be written in the standard form. Assume any word w with I, < I,
can be written in the standard form and assume that I, < {(c, n.)}. Let (k, I) be the least element of I,. By assumption
(k, 1) < (c, n¢).So x has the form

a a; a

X = uk:,ll e '“k:,l,-”kf]w’
0 <i < m—1,where either w is the empty word or I, < I,,. By hypothesis w can be written in the standard form described
in the induction hypothesis. Ifi = 0 we are done. So assume i > 0. By applying either relations (2) or (3) finitely many times
we can assume that (k, ) < (k;, I;). Notice that if we require to use relation (3) the word w is modified to a word w’. But
then I, < I,y and we can apply the hypothesis to w’ to write it in the standard form. Now use

aj A1 __ i1, G di+1 G
U W = Uy U [ e ],
and relation (1) to get
_ .4 ai—1 dit1, 11
X=Up g U Yy W

where I, < I,,». Hence the induction hypothesis can be applied to w”. Hence a standard inductive argument on the number
of misplaced letters with respect to the standard form yields the result. O

Now the characterization theorem can be easily proven.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (The Characterization Theorem). To prove the statement it is enough to prove that H has a
presentation like the one given in Proposition 2.13 for some ring S = R and symmetric 2-cocycles f/ : ST x ST — 69?;1$+.

Let S be the ring referred to in Lemma 2.12. For eachj = 1, ..., r consider the symmetric 2-cocycle k' corresponding to the
abelian extension of Z(H) by Cy (v1j)/Z (H). Consider the obvious S-module isomorphisms

ne
Moz(H)ﬁ@s, Ve = €,
i=1

where e; is the i'th element of the standard basis of ®;“,S, and
w1z Cu(vy)/Z(H) = S, v +Z(H) = 1,

and define f/ : ST x ST — @ ;ST by
Fa.b) = mo(® (17" (@, 7' b)), Va,bes.

So consider the group N; (S, f) with the presentation as in the statement of Proposition 2.13, S replaced by R. Comparing
statements of Lemma 2.12 and Proposition 2.13 it is clear that the map

¢ :H— Neo(S. 1), vf > uf, V@jelaes,

is a homomorphism of groups. It is also injective since elements of H and NT,C(S,f) have unique representations v* and u®
respectively. Surjectivity is clear. Thus our result follows. O

3. Central extensions and elementary equivalence

The aim of this section is to prove that for any two elementarily equivalent binomial domains R and S

Nrc(R,f) = Ni (S, 8)
for any symmetric 2-cocycles fiand g', 1 < i < n,.

Lemma 3.1. The group N, .(R) is absolutely interpretable in the ring R and the formulas involved in the interpretation depend
only on R being a binomial domain.

Proof. Pick any free generating set for N, (R) as an R-group and the P. Hall basic sequence based on this set. Consider
the polynomials p and q associated to this sequence (see Section 1.3.3). These polynomials provide a Z,-Czl n; dimensional
interpretation of N; (R) in R. Indeed this object is the group of R-points of a nilpotent algebraic group. Since the formulas
involved in the interpretation depend only on p and q and these polynomials do not depend on R as far as R is a binomial
domain the statement follows. O
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Corollary 3.2. IfR = S where R and S are some binomial domains then N; .(R) = N; ((S).

Aninspection of Lemma7.1in[23] shows thatits assumption ‘Bis abelian’ is not necessary for its proof. Thus the following
result holds.

Lemma 3.3. Let
1--A—->G—>B—>1

be a central extension of an abelian groups A by a group B. Let (J, D) be an ultrdfilter. Then G/ /D is isomorphic to a central
extension of A' /D by B/ D.

Lemma 3.4. For any choice of f, N; «(R) = N; (R, f).

Before giving the proof of this lemma we need to recall a few concepts and results from abelian group theory and model
theory of abelian groups.

Let A < B be abelian groups. Then A is called a pure subgroup of Bif Vn € N, nA = nB N A. It is a fairly easy exercise to
show that if A < B are abelian groups such that the quotient group B/A is torsion-free, then A is a pure subgroup of B.

An abelian group A is called pure-injective if A is a direct summand in any abelian group B that contains A as a pure
subgroup.

The following theorem expresses a connection between pure-injective groups and uncountably saturated abelian
groups.

Theorem 3.5 ([7], Theorem 1.11). Let x be any uncountable cardinal. Then any « -saturated abelian group is pure-injective.

We would like to mention that the definition of pure-injectivity in [7] is equivalent to ours though seemingly different
(see [9], Chapter VII).
Let us go back now to the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We will prove the statement using ultrapowers. We need to remark that if R is a binomial domain
then for any ultrafilter (J, D), R/ D is also a binomial domain. In particular, the additive groups of both of them are torsion-
free.

SetG = N;(R)andH = N; (R, f).In Lemma 1.6 we obtained a 2-cocycle k so that H is a central extension of Z(G) = Z(H)
by G/Z(G) = H/Z(H) via k.

Choose (J, D) so that (R*) /D is w;-saturated and consider G; = N, (R /D) and

Hi=N.R®R/D, (Y, ..., ("))

where each (f)? € Z2(RTY /D, & ,(R"Y /D), is the obvious 2-cocycle induced by f'. Now by our choice of (J, D) and
remarks preceding the proof any abelian extension of @<, (R"Y /D by (R"Y /D is a split extension. Therefore for each i

(H* e B ((R*)//@, @(R*)]/i)) :
i=1

This in turn implies that

Y ()P eB (EB(RW/:D, EB(RW/@) :
i=1 i=1 i=1

Now by the definition of the 2-cocycle k, G; and H; are equivalent as extensions of Z(Gy) = Z(H1) by G1/Z(G1) = Hy/Z(Hy).
So in particular, G; = H;. Therefore by Lemma 3.3,

(N (R /D = Gi = Hi = (Ni R )Y /D,
which implies that,

Nre®) =NreR. ). O

Thus Theorem 1.2 is a direct corollary of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.4.
4. A QN; .-group which is not N;. .

In this section we prove the existence of a QN; .-group over a certain ring, i.e. a group that is an abelian deformation of
N; (R) over a certain ring R, which is not an N; .-group over any ring. Before that we need to have a description of abstract
isomorphisms of free nilpotent Lie algebras.
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Lemma4.1. Let : N(R,1,c) = N(S,r, ) be aLie ring isomorphism. Let 1 : g/Z(g) — b4/Z(§) and vy : g> — b2 be the
isomorphisms induced by vr. Then there is a ring isomorphism p : R — S such that
Ya(alx + Z(g) = p(@y1(x+Z(g)), VaeR, Vx e g,

and

Yolax) = u(a)Yo(x), Va € R, Vx € ¢°.

Proof. We prove that P(f;) = P(fy). Then Theorem 2.2 implies the existence of an isomorphism between R and S. Consider
the map:

P = P, (b1, ¢0) = gy ', Yodory V).

Firstly we need to check if P(f;) is actually the target of the map defined. This is a consequence of the fact that v is a Lie ring
isomorphism. Indeed pick any x, y € §. Then,

Fr@no ¥ X +Z0)),y +2(0) = Yofy b1y (x+Z(0), ¥ ¢ +Z(H)))
= Yooy (U7 ' (X +Z(0)), Y7 +Z(H)
= Yooty fy(x+Z(h).y +Z(b)).

The map  being a homomorphism follows from
Vi@ + DV = vigiy T+ iy
and
Vigidiw ' = vy i,
i=1,2.
One can easily check that
WPy = P, (61,60) = Wy 161, ¥y B0,
is the inverse of .
We also denote the isomorphism obtained from R to S by i. Now choose x € gand let a € R. By Theorem 2.2 there exists
(#1, ¢o) € P(fy) so that a(x + Z(g)) = ¢1(x + Z(g)). Then
Ya(alx+ Z(g)) = Y1d1(x +Z(9))
= Y11y 'Y1(x + Z(g))
= p(@y1(x +Z(g)).

One can repeat this argument for v easily. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. Assume thatn : G = N, . (R,f) — N, ¢(S) = H is anisomorphism of groups. Then the rings R and S are isomorphic
viaamap i : R — S. Moreover if ny : Ab(G) — Ab(H) is the isomorphism induced by n and ng : Z(G) — Z(H) is the restriction
of n to Z(G) then we have

M ((x2(G)Y) = (i (xR (H)“@, Vx € G, Va eR,
and

n(x® = (p(x)*@, Vx e Z(G),Va € R.

Proof. To obtain the isomorphism p : R — S we may use Lemma 4.1 since Lie(G) = N (R, r, ¢) and Lie(H) = N (S, 1, ¢), as
Lie algebras. Consider the Lie ring isomorphism v : g = Lie(G) — Lie(H) = § induced by » and define v, ¥¢ and p similar
to the ones described in Lemma 4.1.

Any x € g can be uniquely written as (x); + (x), where (x); € Ab(G) and (x), € g®. So we obviously have that

m(xI2(6)) = (Y (a®2(G)))1
= (u(@) Y (x12(G)) +2z),, forsomez € Z(g)
= (@Y xI3(6)
= (Mm@&RG)H?
for all x in G. A similar argument using ¢, and ¥, instead of ¢ and v, proves that

n(x® = nx)"*@, forallx € Z(G). O
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Theorem4.3. letn : G = Nriq(R,f) — N;.c(S) = H be an isomorphism of groups. Then for each 1 < j < r we have that
fl e B(R", ®° ,R"), i.e. each 7 is a 2-coboundary.

Proof. Let the tuple of elements u of G be the one appeared in Definition 1.5 of a QN; -group. Set n(u;) = vj forall (i, j) € I.
Let ny : Ab(G) — Ab(H) be the group isomorphism induced by 5. By Lemma 4.2 there exists an isomorphism @ : R — S of
rings so that n; (xI%(G)?) = (n1(xI%(G)))*@, for all ain R and x in G. This implies that {vy; 2 (H), .. ., v, I3 (H)} generates
Ab(H) freely as an S-module since {u111%(G), ..., uy:13(G)} generates Ab(G) freely as an R-module. So ¢ = {vq1, ..., v/}
generates H as an S-group. Let v be the Hall basic sequence in ¢ then every element h of H has a unique representation v?.
Set] ={(i,j)el:2<i<c}andM = ) [, n;. By Lemma 4.2
n(ut]lj) — vlﬂj(a)vg(ll(ﬂ))’ Ya e R,

whereg = (g;)(je : S — SM isafunction determined by 1. Since u$; € Cg(uy;) we have to have that v}, v & Gy (vy)).
Remark 1.7 implies that g; = 0 for all (i, j) such that 2 < i < n._;. Hence one could write

p(us)) = v VEHD | vaeR.

Choose two arbitrary elements b and b’ in S. Then,

b+b _ b b

vy VYV

-1 b —o(b -1 b —o(b
= oy P EPpuy O E
—1¢p 1) —a(b)—g(b
=gy Ppady PO

“Io+b) I (1 (B). T (B)) g —g (D) —g (b
—(b(ul{}- ( )uI;(/J« ), ()))vcg()g()

o b L (T (). n T )+ (b+b) —g (b)—g (1)
=y Ve )

where pfi =4 (uf,{)lgkfnc. The identity above clearly shows that

wf (' (=), wT () € B (Sﬂ EBS*) .
i=1

Since w is a ring isomorphism this implies that all f/,j = 1, ..., r, are 2-coboundaries as claimed. O
Lemma 4.4 (Belegradek, [2]). There is aring R, R = Z such that Ext(R*, RT) # 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 4.4 there exists a ring R such that R = Z and Ext (R*, RT) # 0. Then by Theorem 4.3 there
has to exist 2-cocycles f' : Rt x Rt — @f;)lRJr, 1 < i < n, such that

H=NcRf' . f") 2N (R).
We note that H 2 N, ((S) for any binomial domain S by Theorem 4.3. Moreover H = G by Lemma 3.4. O
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