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ABSTRACT. We characterize the structure of the normal subgroup lattice of 2-transi-
tive automorphism groups A() of infinite chains (£, <) by the structure of the
Dedekind completion (2, <) of the chain (£, <). As a consequence we obtain
various group-theoretical results on the normal subgroups of 4(Q), including that
any proper subnormal subgroup of A(f) is indeed normal and contained in a
maximal proper normal subgroup of A({), and that A(Q) has precisely 5 normal
subgroups if and only if the coterminality of the chain (£, <) is countable.

1. Introduction. An infinite linearly ordered set (“chain”) (2, <) is called doubly
homogeneous if its automorphsim group (i.e. the group of all order-preserving
permutations) A(2) acts 2-transitively on it. Chains (£2, <) of this type and their
automorphism groups A(§2) have been used for the construction of infinite simple
torsion-free groups (Higman [12]) or, in the theory of lattice-ordered groups (/-
groups), in dealing with embeddings of arbitrary /-groups into simple divisible
l-groups (Holland [13]) (for a variety of further results see Glass [10]).

(82, <) will designate a doubly homogeneous chain for the rest of this paper unless
explicitly stated otherwise. We shall first characterize the structure of the normal
subgroup lattice #°(A(2)) of A(R) by the structure of the Dedekind completion
(Q, <) of (R, <). In particular, automorphism groups of doubly homogeneous
chains with isomorphic Dedekind completions have isomorphic normal subgroup
lattices. Furthermore each proper subnormal subgroup of A4({) is indeed normal in
A(L) and contained in a maximal proper normal subgroup of 4(R). For a € A(R)
let () denote the smallest normal subgroup of 4(2) containing a. We will show that
whenever «, B € A() and « € (B), then « is a product of 8 conjugates of 8 and
B!, and that there exists a sequence of exponents + 1 of 8 which is independent of
the particular choice of a, 8 € A(). Similar results were established by Anderson
[1] for groups of homeomorphisms of certain topological spaces and by Bertram [4]
and Droste and Gobel [8] for permutation groups of unordered sets.
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Obvious normal subgroups of 4(§2) are R(2) (L(R)), the group of all automor-
phisms with support bounded on the left (right, respectively), and B(Q) = R() N
L(9). According to Higman [12], B() is always simple and contained in every
nontrivial normal subgroup of 4(£2). Holland [13] and Lloyd [16] showed that if the
cofinality cof(£2) (coinitiality coi(f2)) of € is countable, then the group R(£2)/B(£)
(L(R)/B(Q)) is simple. Contradicting [17] the first author [2] showed by example
that in general the assumption cof(§2) = N is necessary. Here, as a consequence of
our characterization of the lattice #°(A(f2)), we shall show that indeed for any
doubly homogeneous chain £ with cof() # K, the partially ordered set
{N|B(2) ¢ NAR(R)} contains a smallest element different from R(§2); hence it is
isomorphic to the lattice of all ideals of the partially ordered subset #Z, = {(a)|a €
R(Q)\ B(R)). By a statement about (&, <) we will characterize when (%, C) is a
Boolean algebra; in this case £, is isomorphic to a Boolean algebra .« (x) depending
only on k = cof(Q).

Finally, considering A(2) as an /-group again, we get that each proper normal
subgroup of A(£) is an intersection of minimal prime /-subgroups of A({).

For further results on the structure of A#”°(A4(2)) see [6, 7] and Droste and Shelah
[9].

This paper contains parts of the dissertation thesis [2 and 6] of the authors,
written under the supervision of Professor W. C. Holland, Bowling Green, and
Professor R. Gobel, Essen, respectively. In [2], the results of this paper were first
established for a certain class of doubly homogeneous chains (£, <) with cof(Q) =
N ,; in [6] then the general theory was developed. The authors would like to thank
Professors Holland and Gobel for their encouragement.

2. Notation and remarks. For background results on our topic we refer the reader
to Glass [10]. 4 U B and U 4, denote disjoint unions. For a mapping f we let a’
denote its value at a and f| , its restriction to A. If A, (i € I) are pairwise disjoint
sets and a;: 4, > M, maps, we denote by a = &,_,«; the map from U,c, 4, into
U, M, defined by a| ;, = «, (i € I). As usual, cardinal numbers are identified with
the least ordinals of the same cardinality.

Let (2, <) be a dense unbounded chain. Then (£, <) denotes the Dedekind
completion of (£, <), and (, <) denotes the absolute completion of (&, <). That
is, 2 = @ U{-00, 0}, where —00 < x < oo for each x € Q. Note that each subset of
Q has a supremum and an infimum in Q. Ifa. b satisfy a < b, let[a, b] = {z €
Qla <z < b). Foreacha € © U{oo} let the cofinality of a be

cof(a) = inf{|A|la & A C Q,a=sup4},
and for b € @ U {-o0) let the coinitiality of b be

coi(b) = inf{|B||b& BC Q,b=infB}.
The cofinality of @ is cof(2) = cof(e0), the coinitiality of € is coi(£) = coi(-o0),
and the coterminality of Q is cot(2) = cof(2) in case cof(f2) = coi({2). Now let
(R, <) be an infinite chain and k € N. A(Q) is k-transitive if whenever 4, B C Q
with |A| = |B| = k, there exists a € A(Q) with 4% = B. The following remarks are
well known.
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REMARK 2.1. An infinite chain (£, <) is called doubly homogeneous if one of the
following three pairwise equivalent conditions is satisfied:

(1) A(R) is k-transitive for some £k € N with k > 2.

(2) A(R) is k-transitive for any k € N with k > 2.

(3) Q is unbounded, and any two intervals [a, b)] N Q, [¢,d] N Q (a, b,c,d € Q,
a < b, ¢ < d)in Q are order-isomorphic.

REMARK 2.2. If {a,li € Z} and {b,]i € Z} are two subsets of the doubly homoge-
neous chain € such that a; < a,,; and b, < b, for all i € Z and such that the two
subsets have the same supremum and the same infimum (in Q), then there is some
a € A(Q) such that a} = b, foralli € Z.

REMARK 2.3. Let @ be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then € is dense and
unbounded. For any a € @, the set {x € Q|cof(x) = cof(a), coi(x) = coi(a)} is
dense in Q. In particular, the sets {x e Qlcof(x) = Ny} and {x € Q coi(x) = Ny}
are dense in Q.

We let id denote the identity map of Q. A(2) becomes an /-group if we put
a*V® = max{a® af},a*"# = min{a® af) foralla, B € A(R),a € Q.1fa € A(Q),
let a*=aVid, a =a Aid, and |a| = a V a”'. If G is any /-group, a convex
normal /-subgroup of G is also called an /-ideal. For 1 < g € Gletg* = {x € G||x|
A g=1},and put C*=N{c*|c € C} forany C C G. A polar of G is a subset of D
for which D = D*+; D is termed principal if D = d** for some d € D.

3. Characterization of A4"(A(2)). The goal of this section is to characterize the
structure of the lattice (A"(A(£)), C) by the structure of the Dedekind completion
(8, <) of (2, <). Let us first summarize some properties of A" (A(Q)) already
known which will be important to us.

THEOREM 3.1. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then:

(a) Every normal subgroup of A() is an l-ideal of A().

(b) Every normal subgroup of R() (L(R), B(R)) is also normal in A(Q).

(c) B(RQ) is the smallest normal subgroup of A(R).

(d) A(Q2) = L(R) - R().

(e) If cof(Q2) = B, then R(R)/B(R) is simple.

(f) If coi(Q) = B, then L(R)/B(R) is simple.

(8) If cot(Q) = N, then B(Q), R() and L(Q) are the only nontrivial proper
normal and subnormal subgroups of A(R2).

Here (c) is due to Higman [12], whereas the other statements are slight generaliza-
tions of results due to Holland [13] and Lloyd [16] (cf. §2.3 of [10]). We will now
examine the structure of (A", C) for arbitrary cofinality and coinitiality of €.

DEFINITION 3.2. For every group G and a € G let (a) = (a®) = N{N|a € N4G}
be the normal subgroup of G generated by a. We put #(G) = {(a)|a € G}.

We abbreviate 47 (A(Q)) by writing simply .#7. First we show that the structure
of (A, C) is completely determined by the structure of (.47, C) and vice-versa.

PROPOSITION 3.3. (A, C) is a join-semilattice, i.e. (a) - (B) € A for all a, B €
A(R), and thus coincides with the set of all those elements of N which are finitely
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generated as normal subgroups. (A", C) is a complete algebraic Brouwerian lattice with

A as its set of compact elements. In particular, (A", C) is distributive and isomorphic
1 p P P

to the set of all ideals of (A, C).

PROOF. Because of Theorem 3.1(a) we have to prove a version of our claims where
“l-ideal” is substituted everywhere for “normal subgroup.” But, indeed, this /-ideal
version holds for every /-group G (cf. [S, pp. 187, 304, 306]).

Now we turn to an examination of the partially ordered set (A7, ). We first
examine statements of the form “a € (8)” for a, 8 € A(R) in case @ has countable
coterminality. Here we make use of the fact that A(Q) is an /-group. For the
techniques used in the proofs of 3.4-3.10 we refer the reader to §2.2 of Glass [10].
Given a, 8 € A(Q), o denotes B~ 1ap.

LEMMA 3.4 (HOLLAND [13)). Let a, B € A(Q).

(a) Assume that for each a € Q, a < a* (a = a® a® < a) implies a < a® (a =
a®, aP < a, respectively). Then there exists ay € A(R) witha = B7.

(b) If a and B are conjugate and B € R(R) (L(R), B(R)) then there is also a
conjugator y € R(R) (L(Q), B(Q)) witha = B.

LEMMA 3.5. For every a € A(Q) there are y,, v, € A(R) with|a| = a" - (a”!)2.

PROOF. First notea = a*- a = a - a*. Leta; = (a*)? - a” and @, = a*-(a7)2
Hence by Lemma 3.4(a) there are y, € A(R) with a; = a" (i = 1,2). Thus

la|=a* (a ) = a, - a5' = a” - (a}) .
17

LEMMA 3.6 (HOLLAND [13)). Assume cot() = N and let a, § € A(Q) withid < a,
id < B. Furthermore assume that whenever B € R(Q2)\ B() (B € L(2)\ B(),
B € B(Q)), then a € R(R) (a € L(R), a € B(Q), respectively). Then there are
Yo Y2 € A(R) witha < " Vv B

We now come to the first important new result of this section.

LEMMA 3.7. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain with countable coterminality, and
a, B € A(Q) such that B # id. The following are equivalent.

1) (a) € (B).

Q) IfB€ R(O\BQ)(Be L(A\B(R),B € B(R)),thena € R(V) (a € L(Q),
a € B(RQ), respectively).

(3) There are y,, v, € A(R) (i = 1,2,3,4) such that « = T1*_, (BY - (B~H)Y).

(4) There arey,,y, € (B) (i = 1,2,3,4) such that a = TT®_, (B - (B~1)").

PrOOF. (4) = (3) = (1) = (2): Trivial.

(2) = (3): According to Lemma 3.6 there are y,, v, € A(2) with |a|> < |B|" V
|81 < |B|™ - |B|" = 8. Note that id < a * || < 6 and |a| < 6, thus id < 6 < {a -
la| - 8, |a| - 8} < 82 By Lemma 3.4(a) we obtain y;,v, € A(Q) with & - |a| - § = 8™
and |a| - § = 6. Hence

a=248m -(874)'1 = |B|7|'73 . IB'Yz‘Y; ,(lBl—l)‘/z‘Ya .(llgl_l)yl‘n.
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By Lemma 3.5 there are vs, v, € A(R) with |8 = BYs - (871, |B|1 = B - (B~H)™.
This implies (3).

B)—>@4): If B& R(Q)U L(RQ), then (B) = A(2) by what we have already
proved. Now assume, e.g., 8 € R(Q2) and let i € {1,2,3,4}. By Lemma 3.4(b) there
exists a ?, € R(Q) with B = BY; furthermore, 1_(, € B(Q) if B € B(2). Now if
B € R(Q)\ B(R) or B € B(), we have 17, € (B) according to (2) — (1).

Note that Lemma 3.7 ((1) & (2)) coincides with Theorem 3.1(g). Now we want to
generalize Lemma 3.7 to chains £ of arbitrary cofinality and coinitiality, and we
wish to characterize statements of the form “a € (8)” for a, B € A(R) by state-
ments about (&, <). It will be crucial that in Lemma 3.7(3) we have obtained an
order for the exponents +1 of 8 which is independent of the special choice of
a, B € A(Q). We first need some preparation.

Notation 3.8. Let @ be the Dedekind completion and £ = @ U{-00,00} the
absolute completion of Q. If a € A(R), we put F(a) = {a € Qe = a}, where a
denotes the uniquely determined extension of a to an automorphism of Q. We
always have —00, 00 € F(a). Let #= % (Q) = { F(a)|a € A(Q)}.Ifa, b € Q satisfy
a < b, we always consider (a, b) = {x € Q|a < x < b} as the Dedekind completion
and [a, b] = (a, b) (){a, b} as the absolute completion of @, , = £ N (a, b). By
Remark 2.1, Q, , is a doubly homogeneous chain. Hence for a € 4(Q, ,) we have
a, b € F(a) C [a, b). For every subset 4 C Q let A° = Q\ 4.

The following two remarks are well known and very important to us.

REMARK 3.9. Zis closed under finite intersections.

PROOF. Let a, B € A(R). Put vy = |a| - |B] € A(R). Then F(a) N F(B) = F(y) €
F.

In fact, #is closed under even countably infinite intersections, as we will see in
Proposition 3.16(c), but we will not need this generalization.

REMARK 3.10. Let 4 C Q. The following are equivalent:

A eZF.

(2) A€ c © and A€ is a disjoint union of open intervals of countable coterminality.

PROOF. (1) = (2): Let a € A(Q) satisfy 4 = F(a) = F(|a]). Then for each a € A¢
N Q, theset I, = U, n(a'", a'") C Q is an open interval of countable coterminal-
ity, 4 =U{I,Ja € A°N Q}, and forany a, b € 4N Q, either I, = I, or I, N I, =
.

(2) = (1): Let (a, b) € A¢ be an open interval with a, b € 4 and cot((a, b)) = R,
Then &, = (a, b) N Q is doubly homogeneous. Choose an unbounded subset {a,|i
€ Z} c Q,witha;, < a,,, for each i € Z, and, by Remark 2.2, an a, € 4(Q,) with
ais = a;,,. Then F(a,) = {a, b}. If we define « € A(Q) by a|g = a, for each such
interval (a, b), we obtain 4 = F(a) € Z.

Observe that Remark 3.10 characterizes the statement “4 € % completely
within (£, < ), without referring to A({).

DEFINITION 3.11. For each subset 4 € £ we put

S(A) = {a € Alfor no b € & with b < a do we have [b, a] C A4, and forno c € &
with a < ¢ do we have [a, c] C 4},

R(A) = {a € Afthere exists ¢ € Q with a < ¢ and [a, ¢] € A4, but no b € & with
b <aand[b,a]c 4},
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L(A) = {a € Althere exists b € & with b < a and [b, a] C 4, but no ¢ € Q with
a <cand[a,c]C A4},

I(A) = {a € Althere exist b, c € Q withb < a < cand [b, ] C 4).

If A = F(a) for some a € A(R), we also put S(a) = S(A4), R(a) = R(A4), L(a)
= L(A) and I(a) = I(A).

We always have 4 = S(A4) U R(A) U L(A) U I(A), and I(A) is the interior of 4.
The set {I(A)|A € F} coincides with the set of all regular open subsets of Q. If
a € A(Q) and x € @, we have x € R(a) (x € L(a)) iff a whole interval on the right
(left), but not on the left (right) of x is fixed by a. We always have -0 € R(a) U S(a)
and «© € L(a)U S(a), and, finally, « € L() (a € R(2), a € B(Q), a = id) iff
w0 € L(a) (- € R(a),o € L(a)and -0 € R(a), F(a) = &, respectively).

We come now to our generalization of Lemma 3.7.

THEOREM 3.12. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain, and let a, B € A(2) and
A = F(a), B = F(B). The following are equivalent.

(1) (a) S (B),

(2) There exists an F € Fwith F C A N B and the following properties:

() I(B) N F c I(A).

(ii) R(B) N F C R(A) U I(A),

(iii) L(B) N F C L(A4) U I(A),

(iv) whenever a, b € F satisfy a < b and [a, b] C B, then [a, b] C A.

Here, (1)—(iii) may be replaced by

(i) S(4A) N F C S(B),

(ii’) R(4) N F € R(B) U S(B),

(iii") L(A) N F < L(B) U S(B).

(3) There arey,, vy € (B) € A(R) (i = 1,2,3,4) witha = TT2_ (B - (B~H)Y).

PROOF. (1) = (2): There exist n € N and v, € A(R), B, € {B, B!} (i=1,...,n)
such that a = I1_, BY. Let F = BNN/_, F(y,). By Remark 3.9 we have F €% and
F C A N B. We first show (R(B)U I(B)) N F C R(A) U I(A), thus in particular
(2)(ii). Let a € (R(B)U I(B)) N F. Then there is some c € Q with a < ¢ and
[a,c] C B, and sincea € N, F(y,), wehave x", x" ' € (a,c)forallx € (a,d) N Q
and i = 1,...,n, where d is the least among {c7'1'|i =1,...,n}. Hence [a,d)C A
and a € R(A) U I(A4).

Analogously, we obtain (L(B) U I(B)) N F € L(A) U I(A) and thus (2)(iii).

This implies

I(B)n F=(L(B)UI(B))N(R(B)UI(B))NFcI(A),

hence (2)(i). Now let a, b € F with a < b and [qa, b] C B. Then a, b € F(y,), hence
(a, b] N Q)" =[a,b]NQ for i=1,...,n. Thus [a, b] C F(a) = A, proving
(2)(1)—(iv). The equlvalence of (1)—(ii1) and- (1 )—(ii1’) is obvious.

2 - @3): If F=Q, we have 4 = B = Q, thus a = B = id and the assertion is
trivial. Now assume F # 2. By Remark 3.10 there exists a nonempty index set / with
F<=U,.,(a, b)), a,, b, € F, and cot((a;, b;)) = R, for each i € I. For each i € I,
let Q,=QN(a;,b), a,=alg and B, = B|g. Then £, is a doubly homogeneous
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chain with countable coterminality and «;, 8; € A(Q,) because a,, b, € FC A N B.
We claim that B, € R(£,) implies a; € R(Q,), for if not then a, € L(A4) U S(A),
hence a, € L(B) U S(B) by our assumption, contrary to B8; € R({,). Similarly
B, € L(R,) implies a, € L(Q,;). Hence B, € B(Q;) implies a, € B(Q,). Finally, if
B; = id|g, then [a;, b;] C B, thus [a,b] C 4 and «; = id|g. Now by Lemma 3.7
(applied twice) there are

Yij Yi; € (BiA(ﬂ') '(.Bi_l)A(Ql))4 c A(Q;) (j=1,2,3,4)

with @, = [T4_,(B% - (B7)%). Put v, = @,_, %, ® id|rng € AQ), ¥/ = ,_,7),
®id|png € A(R)(j=1,2,3,4). Since F € A N B, we have

a= P ao;®id and B= @ B, ®id| ,
i=1 FNQ iel FNQ
hence a = [1%, (B - (B")"). Similarly we obtain y;, v/ € (B4 - (B~1)*®)4 ¢

(B)forj=1,2,3,4.

(3) » (1): Trivial.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.12, we note that there is a single
formula @(x, y) in the first order language of predicate calculus for group theory
such that whenever a, 8 € A(Q), then ¢[a, 8] holds iff (a) € (B). We now gener-
alize Theorem 3.1(b).

COROLLARY 3.13. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then any subnormal
subgroup of A(RQ) is normal in A(R).

PROOF. Let NAM<A(R), BE N, vy € A(R) and a = B7. By Theorem 3.12,
a =TI, (BY - (BY)¥) for some v,,y, € (B) S M (i =1,2,3,4). Hence a € N,
which shows N 4A4(Q).

For later purposes (see Theorem 5.5) we note here:

COROLLARY 3.14. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain and a, B € A(R). Then
I(B) € I(a) implies (a) C (B). In particular, I(a) = I(B) implies () = (B).

PrOOF. Apply Theorem 3.12 with F = 4 N B.

Next we want to simplify cqndition (2) of Theorem 3.1%; )

DEFINITION 3.15. Let 4 C 2. We put lEn(A) = {a € Q U{oo}|a = sup{x € A|x
<a}} and lim(4) = {a € 8 U{-c0}|a = inf(x € A|a < x}}. We call 4 closed
upwards (downwards) if li_l_n(A) CcCA (liin(A) C (A)). Let lim(A4) = li_r_n(A)
U li‘I_n(A), the set of all accumulation points of 4. We say that 4 is cofinal to
a € QU{w} if a € lim(4), and coinitial to b € & U{-c0} if b € lim(A4); 4 is
cofinal (coinitial) if 4 i; cofinal to oo (coinitial to —o0). -

Now we list several important properties for subsets of & which will be used very
often in the following.

PROPOSITION 3.16. Let A C Q. .

(a) A is closed iff A is closed upwards and downwards, i.e. iff lim(A) C A.

(b) A € Fiff —o0, o0 € A and A is closed and cofinal (coinitial) to each a €
AN\ {-o0} (a € A\ {0}) with cof(a) # N, (coi(a) # N ).
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()Let A,c Qi€ I)and A =N, , A,

() If all A, (i € I) are closed upwards (downwards), then so is A.

(ii) Let I be countable. If all A,, i € I, are closed upwards (downwards) and cofinal
toac QU {00} (coinitial to a € QuU {-00}), where cof(a) # N, (coi(a) # 8), then
A is closed upwards (downwards) and cofinal ( coinitial) to a.

(iii) Ler I be countable and A, € Ffor eachi € 1. Then A € F.

(d)Letn € Nand A =U" A, withA,c Q (i =1,...,n).

(i) We have 1i_r>n(A) =Ur_, li_{n(A,) and liin(A) =U"_,; liln(A,-). In particular, if
li_x)n(A,) CcC A (liln(A,.) C A) for all i =1,...,n, then A is closed upwards (down-
wards).

() IfA, € Fforalli=1,...,n, then A € .

PROOEF. (a) Trivial.
(b) First let 4 € %. Obviou_sly, -00,00 € A and A4 is closed. Let a € 4\ {-o0}.
If a & lim(A), thereisa b € @ with b < a and (b, a) C A°. But by Remark 3.10 A¢

is a disjoint union of open intervals of countable coterminality, and a is a right
endpoint of such an interval. Hence cof(a) = 8,. Conversely, let 4 satisfy the
condition. Then 4¢ C Q is open and hence a disjoint union of open intervals. Let
a € A be a (e.g. right) endpoint of such an interval. Then a & liin(A) implies

cof(a) = N, hence the intervals have countable coterminality, and 4 € # by
Remark 3.10.

(c) (1) Trivial.

(ii) Without loss of generality let / = Nand a € Q U {00} with cof(a) # N, and
ae 1i_x}1(A,) for each i € I. We apply a standard argument of set theory. Let
n,, n,, ny,... be an arbitrary sequence in N which contains each positive integer
infinitely many times. For any b € Q with b < a choose a sequence b < b, < b, <

- <ainQ with b, € 4, for eachi € I, and put b*= sup{b,|i € I }. Then b* < a
because cof(a) # 8, and b*=sup{b)|j €I, n;=i} € 4, for each i € I, hence
b*e Aand b < b* < a. This showsa € li_rp(A).

(ii1) Immediately by (c)(1), (ii), and (b).

(d)(i) is obvious, and (ii) follows from (d)(i) and (b).

LEMMA 3.17. Let A, B€ % and C = C, U C,, where C; = (R(A)U S(A4))N
(R(B)U S(B))and C, = (L(A) U S(A)) N (L(B) U S(B)).

(a) R(A) U S(A), C, and C are closed upwards, and L(A) U S(A), C, and C are
closed downwards. C is closed.

(b) R(A) U S(A) (C,) is cofinal to each a € R(A) U S(A) (a € C)) witha #+ ~o0
and cof(a) # 8. L(A) U S(A) (G,) is coinitial to each a € L(A) U S(A4) (a € ()
with a # oo and coi(a) # N,

(c) If cof(R)# 8, and oo € S(A), then R(A)VU S(A) is closed upwards and
cofinal. If coi(Q) # 8, and —00 € S(A), then L(A) U S(A) is closed downwards and
coinitial.

ProOF. (a) To demonstrate that C, and C are closed upwards it suffices to show
lim(C) c C,. Leta € lim(C). Thena € AN Bsince CcANB. lfae L(A)V

I(A), there exists b € 4 with b < a and [b, a) C I(A), hence [b,a)N C = I, a
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contradiction. This shows a € R(A4) U S(A) and, by symmetry, a € C,. By letting
A = B it follows that R(A4) U S(A) is closed upwards.

(b) Let —0 # a € R(A) U S(A) and cof(a) # 8. There exists a set B C A€ with
a = sup B. Choose b € B. By Proposition 3.16(b) we obtain a € lim(4), hence
there exists b" = inf{c € A|b < ¢ < a}. It follows that b' € 4 \(L(;;) U I(A4)) =
R(A)U S(A)and b < b’ < a. This shows a € lim(R(A4) U S(A)).

(c) Immediate from (a) and (b). -

LEMMA 3.18. Let A, B, F € % with S(A) N F C S(B). Then there exists a set
U € Fwith S(A)NUc S(B), R(LA)N U C R(B)U S(B) and L(A)Nn U C L(B)
U S(B).

PRrOOF. For every a € R(A) let a’ = sup{x € A|a < x,[a, x] € A} € L(A). This
defines an order-isomorphism ": R(A) = L(A) witha < a’ and [a, a’] C 4 for each
a € R(A). For a € R(A) choose elements a,, a, € A by Remark 2.3 witha < a; <
a, < a’ and coi(a,) = cof(a,) = R,. If b € L(A) satisfies b = a’ for a € R(A), we
also write b, = a,. Let C; = (R(A)U S(A4)) N (R(B)U S(B)), C,=(L(A)V
S(A) N (L(B)U S(B)),and C = C,; U G,. Weput T = C U D where

p= U [aalv U I[b0]

d€R(ANC beL(AYNC

First let us show that T is closed upwards in €. By Lemma 3.17, C is closed.
Hence, according to Proposition 3.16(d), it suffices to prove that lim(D) € T. Let

seQ U{oo} and X C D withs & X ands = sup X. Now if therearea € R(4) N C,
be L(A)N C and x € X with y € [a, a;]U [b,, b] for all y € X with x <y, we
immediately get x € [q, a;] U [b,, b]. Otherwise, to each x € X there exists an
a, € (R(A)NC)U(L(A)NC) < D with x <a, <s, and we obtain a set ¥ C
(R(A)YNCYU(L(A)NC) withs & Y and s =supY. Now Y C C implies s € C,
since C is closed, proving lim(D) € T.

By a symmetrical argument, T is closed downwards and hence closed. Thus TN F
is closed and —o0,00 € TN F, and now we show TN F €% by Proposition
3.16(b). Let c € T N F with ¢ # —oo and cof(c) # N,. We claim ¢ € li_r’n(T N F).
First observe ¢ # b, for all b € L(A) N C since cof(b,) = N, by construction. Next
assume ¢ € (a, a,] (¢ € (b,, b)) for some a € R(A)N C (b € L(A)N C). Since
F e Zis cofinal to ¢ € F, (a,c]N F ((b,, c] N F) is also cofinal to ¢, proving ¢
S lgn(Tﬂ F). Hence now we can assume ¢ € C and ¢ € L(A) N C, thus ¢ €
(R(A)U S(A))nCN F. Observe R(A)NCC R(B)U S(B) and S(A)NFC
S(B) by assumption, hence ¢ € R(B) U S(B) and so ¢ € C,. By Lemma 3.17(b)
and Proposition 3.16(c) we get ¢ € li_r’n(q) and c € li_r+n(C1 N F), thus c €
li_rp(T N F). Together with a symmetrical argument, this shows T N F € #.

Now put U= TN Fe %. Then S(A)N U C S(4) N F C S(B) by assumption,
and also R(A)NUC R(A)NT=R(A)NCCR(B)US(B) and L(A)NUC
L(B) U S(B).

Now we can simplify Theorem 3.12.
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THEOREM 3.19. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain, and let a, B € A(Q) and
A = F(a), B = F(B). The following are equivalent.

(1) (&) S (B).

(2) There exist F € #with F C A N B and the following properties:

(i) S(4) N F C S(B);

(ii) whenever a, b € F satisfy a < b and[a, b] C B, then [a, b] C A.

PROOF. (1) — (2): By Theorem 3.12.

(2) = (1): By Lemma 3.18 and Theorem 3.12.

DEFINITION 3.20 OF A PARTIALLY ORDERED SET (¥ ({2), <). Let 4, B € = % (Q).
If condition (2) of Theorem 3.19 is satisfied, we put A < B. Then the relation < is
reflexive and transitiveon #. Put A ~ Bif A < Band B < A (A, B € %). Then for
any A € % let [A] = {B € #|A ~ B} designate the equivalence class of 4 in &
with respect to ~, and let #(Q)= {[A]|4 € ¥} = %/~ designate the factor
space. For 4, B € % let [A] < [B] iff A < B. Then (¥ (), <) is a partially ordered
set.

Now Theorem 3.19 and Proposition 3.3 immediately imply our characterization of
(H1(A(R)), ©).

THEOREM 3.21. Let @ be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then the map ¢: A (A())
— P (Q) defined by (a)® = [F(a)] is an isomorphism from the partially ordered set
(AN (A(R)), C) onto (L (), <). Hence (L (), <) is a join semilattice, and [A] V
[B]=1[A4 N B] for all A, B € (). (N (A(R)), C) is isomorphic to the set of all
ideals of (¥ (22), <).

Note that because of Remark 3.10 or Proposition 3.16(b), the set (£ (), <) has
been defined completely within (2, <) without reference to 4(2). In particular, by
Theorem 3.21 the structure of (A" (A()), €) depends only on the structure of
(8, <). Thus we have

COROLLARY 3.22. Let §,, 2, be two doubly homogeneous chains with isomorphic
Dedekind completions @, = Q,. Then A(Q,) and A(R,) have isomorphic normal
subgroup lattices.

However, in the situation of Corollary 3.22 it is possible that the groups 4(£,)
and A(,) are not isomorphic and, moreover, do not even satisfy the same sentences
of group theory. For example, take @, = Q and Q, = R[11, 13, 14].

EXAMPLE 3.23. Let w, be the least uncountable ordinal with smallest element 0
and I, = [0,1)c R, I, = )\ Q,I,=I,n Q.Fori=1,2,3letL] = I, X w, ordered
lexicographically: (a,, py) < (a,, p,) iff either p, <p, or p, =p, and a, <a,
(a;el,p;€w forj=12). LetL, = L\ {(0,0)}. Then each (L;, <) is called a
long line and is a doubly homogeneous chain with cof(L;) = 8, coi(L,) = ¥, and
L, = L,. Hence the normal subgroup lattices #°(A(L,)) (i = 1,2,3) are pairwise
isomorphic.

Using the results and methods of this section, in Droste and Shelah [9] a complete
set-theoretic characterization and construction of the class of all normal subgroup
lattices A" (A(R)) (2 a doubly homogeneous chain) is given, without assuming, as in
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Theorem 3.21, the class of all doubly homogeneous chains to be given. As a
consequence, an open problem in [6, p. 124}, whether in Theorem 3.19 condition
(2)(i1) is necessary if B #id (if B = id, it is clearly necessary; take any a €
B(Q)\ {id}), has been answered positively. It was also shown in [9] that A7(A())
is indeed closed under even countably infinite intersections; hence (% (), <) is a
lattice closed under countable infima.

4. Group-theoretic properties of A(£). In this section we will use our characteriza-
tion of A°(A(R)) obtained in Theorems 3.19 and 3.21 to derive further group-
theoretical properties of 4({2), in particular, to generalize our starting point, Theo-
rem 3.1.

LEMMA 4.1. (a) There exist F, € # (i = 1,2,3)and y, z € Q with

W) S(F) = Fy;

(i) R(F) = {~00}, 0 € S(F) = F, N [y, oo];

(iii) L(F;) = {00}, ~0 € S(F;)) = F, N [-o0, z].

(b) Whenever F, € ¥ satisfy the conditions in (a) and a; € A(Q) are such that
F(a,) = F, (i = 1,2,3), then (a,) = A(R), () = R(R) and (a;) = L(Q).

PROOF. (a) Let I = {(a, b)|a, b € Q,a<b, cot((a, b)) = N, }. By Zorn’s lemma,
there exists a maximal subset M C I such that the elements of M are pairwise
disjoint. Let F, = U{Z|Z € M) and F, = Q\ F,. Clearly F, € %, and we claim
S(F,) = F,. Otherwise, there are a,b € F; with a < b and [a, b] C F,. Choose
c,d € Q with a<c<d<b and cot(c,d) =8, Then M U{(c, d)} provides a
counterexample to the maximality of M. This shows @i).

Now choose y € F{ with coi(y) = N, and let F, = [-00, y]U F,. Then F, € ¥
satisfies (i1). Analogously, we obtain (iii).

(b) First we prove (a;) = A(2). Choose any a € A({). Obviously, S(a) N F, C
S(F,). By S(F,)= F,, there are no a, b € @ with a < b and [a, b] C F,. Hence
Theorem 3.19 implies a € (a,).

Next we show (a,) = R(£). Clearly a, € R(22) since -0 € R(a,). Now let
B € R(L). Choose ¢ € @ with [-c0,c] C F(B) and y € A(2) with y < ¢". Then
[-o0, y] € F(BY) and S(BY)NF, C (y,o]NF, C S(a,). Whenever d,e € F,
satisfy d < e and [d, e] C F(a,), then e < y and [d, e] € F(BY). By Theorem 3.19
this shows 8 € (a,). It can be shown analogously that (a;) = L(R).

As an immediate consequence we obtain

THEOREM 4.2. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain and G any one of the groups
A(R), R(Q), or L(R). Then:

(@) G e /.

(b) Each proper normal subgroup of G is contained in a maximal proper normal
subgroup of G.

©N{M|M %,,,G) = {a < G|BE G,(a) (B) = Gimply(B) = G).

(d) Let Ny, N,<G and a € A(R) such that N, - N, = G and N, N\ N, = (a).

Then N, N, € A4.
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PROOF. (a) Immediate by Lemma 4.1.

(b) By (a) and Zorn’s lemma.

(c) Straightforward using (a) and (b).

(d) By (a), G = (y) for some y € A(). Choose B, € N, (i = 1,2) such that
Yy € (B, (B,). Then G = (B,) - N,, and by the distributivity of A (A(Q)) we
obtain

N = ((:31) : Nl) m((31) ) Nz) = (Bl) '(Nl N Nz) = (Bl) '(0‘) €N

All of the results established so far are obvious by Theorem 3.1 if cot(2) = N,
Now we want to show that the structure of (A7(A(R)), C) is indeed much more
complicated if cof(2) # ¥, or coi(2) # 8. For this we need some preparations.

Notation 4.3. Let cof(2) # ¥,. Aset T C Q is called a good club if T'is closed and
unbounded in € and (7, <) is well ordered, i.e. if

im(T) = @ and 00 €lim(TUf{oo}) C TU{co}.

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let A C Q.

(a) We have lim(lim(4)) C lim(A4) and lim(lim(4)) € lim(A), and lim(A) is
closed.

(b)Ifa e li_r’n(A) and cof(a) #+ N, thena € li_rp(lim(A)).

(c) Let cof(Q2) + Ryand let T C Q be cofinal and such that (T, <) is well ordered.
Then T' = im(T) N Q is a good club with cof(a) = N, for each a € T'\ im(T").
Hence T’ is cofinal to each a € T’ with cof(a) # N,

(d) Let cof(Q) # N, T C Q a good club and A closed above and cofinal. Then
T N A is a good club.

(e) If k = cof(Q) + Wy, there exists a good club T C Qwith T = «.

PrOOF. (a) We only show li_r}n(lim(A)) C li_r)n(A). Let a € li_rp(lim(A)) and
B C lim(A) with a € B and a = sup B. Choose b € B. There exists b’ € B with
b < b’ < a and then, since b’ € lim(A4), an element a’ € A with a’ € (b, b)) U
(b, a); in particular b < a’ < a. This shows a € lEn(A).

(b) Choose any x € € with x < a, and then a set 4" = {a,li € N} C 4 with
x <a,<a,,, <aforalli€N. Let y =supA’. Then x <y < a by cof(a) # N,
and y € lim(A). This shows a € li_rp(lim(A)).

(c) We apply (a) and (b). Obviously li‘x_n(T’) - li}_n(T) =g and T U {0} =
lim(7'), hence T" is well ordered and closed in Q. If a € T" U {00} = lim(T) and
cof(a) # W, then

ae li_rp(lim(T)) = li_r)n(T’ U{e}) = lim (7") c lim(77);

in particular co € li_r'n(T’).

(d) By Proposition 3.16(c), B = (T U{o0}) N 4 is closed above and cofinal, and
as a subset of 7' U {00}, B is well ordered. Hence T' N A4 is a good club.

(e) By standard set theory.
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The following construction will be used several times.

Construction 4.5. Assume cof(2) # R,, and let Z C Q be a good club with
cof(a) = R, for all a € Z\ lim(Z) (cf. Proposition 4.4). For each a € Z let a* =
min{z € Z|a < x} designate the successor of a in Z, and choose a’ € (a, a*) with
coi(a’) = ¥,. Furthermore, find x € Q with x < Z and coi(x) = No. Then let
Z*(x, ) = [-00, x] UU,c,[a, '] U{co}. Observe (Z*(x,a’)* = (x, min Z)
UU,c»(a’, a"), and the open intervals have countable coterminality by construc-
tion. Hence Z*(x,a’) € % by Remark 3.10.

The procedure used in the following proof is typical for our setting.

LEMMA 4.6. Let € € R(Q)\ B(R). Assume that there exists either an F € F with
S(e) N F = {0}, or, if cof(2) # 8, more generally, a closed and unbounded set
Z € Qwith S(e) N Z = {0). Then ¢ € (a) for each a € A(Q)\ L(2).

PROOF. Let a € A(Q2)\ L(2). If cof(2) = ¥, then Theorem 3.1(d) and the
distributivity of A"(A(R)) imply (a) = ((a) N L(L)) - ((a) N R(2)). Now (a) N
R(2) € B(R2) would imply (a) € L(R), a contradiction. Hence (a) N R(2) = R(Q)
by Theorem 3.1(c), (e), proving ¢ € R(§2) C (a). Therefore we can now assume
cof() # N,. Let Z C  be closed and cofinal with S(e) N ZNQ = @. Put 4 =
F(a), E = F(¢) and choose x, y € @ with x < y, (00, x] € I(E), (x, y) € A, and
coi(x) = N,. By Proposition 4.4(c) there exists a good club T € @ with y < T. Now
since o0 € S(E) N S(A), Lemma 3.17(c) and Propositions 3.16(c), and 4.4(d) imply
that U= TN (R(E)U S(E)N(R(A)U S(A))N Z is again a good club. Let
V = 1im(U) N Q@ € U. By Proposition 4.4(c), V is a good club with cof(a) = N, for
each a € V'\ lim(V'). For each a € V' let a*= min{v € V|a < v} be the successor
ofain V.Bya € Z N Q we have a ¢ S(E), but then a € U implies a € R(E), and
hence we can choose an element a’ € (a, a*) with (a, a’] € I(E) and coi(a’) = N,
Now construct V*= V*(x,a’) € #as in Construction 4.5. Since -0 € R(E), we
have V*"\{o0} C R(E)U I(E)and hence S(E) N V"= {0} C S(A).

Now let ¢,d € V* with ¢ < d and [¢, d] C A. Since (x, y) ¢ A, we have either
[c,d)C [0, x] C E or ¢,d € V*\[-00, x]. In the latter case oo € S(A) implies
d # oo, hence there are a,, a, € V with ¢ € [a;, a{], d € [a,, a}] and a, < a,. But
a, < a, implies [a{, a,] € A, contradicting a, € VC U C R(A) U S(A4). Hence
a, = a,, and this yields [c, d] C [a;, aj] € E by construction. Thus Theorem 3.19
implies ¢ € (a).

A slight generalization of the preceding lemma is given in

LEMMA 4.7. Let a, B € A(Q) and F € ¥ satisfy B # id, S(a) N F € S(B) and
S(e)NFN Q=B Thena € (B).

PROOF. First assume F(a) = {-00, 00}. Then cot(2) = ¥, by Remark 3.10, and
B € R(Q) implies —o0o & S(B) 2 S(a) N F, hence a € R(Q). Likewise B € L(Q)
implies a € L(). The result follows from Theorem 3.1.

Now assume there exists an element a € F(a) N Q. Let @, = {x € Q|x < a},
2, ={x€8la<x}and ;= alg ® id|g\g (i = 1,2). Then (a) = (a;) - () and
we will show (a,) € (B); then (a;) C (B8) by symmetry. Indeed, if oo € L(a,), we
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have a, € B(f) C (B) because 8 # id. On the other hand if 0 € S(a,) then our
assumption yields S(a,) N F = {00} C S(B), hence B & L(£2). Now Lemma 4.6
implies (a,) C (B).

LEMMA 4.8. Thereare A, € (i = 1,2,3,4) with S(A,) = {-00, 0}, S(4,) = {0},
S(A;) = (-0}, S(A,) = @ and A, # .

PrOOF. Choose x, y € @ with x <y and coi(x) = cof(y) = ¥,. We put 4, =
[-00, x] U[y, 0] € Z.

If cof(2)+ 8,, let TC (y,0) be a good club with cof(a) = ¥, for each
a € T\lim(T). For eacha € Tlet a*= min{r € T|a <t} and a’ € (a, a*) such
that coi(a’) = 8. Let 4] = U, [a, a’] U{o0).

If coi(f2) # N, there is analogously a closed coinitial set R C (-0, x) satisfying
liln(R) = ¢, i.e. (R, <) is inversely well ordered, and coi(b) = N, for each
b € R\ lim(R). Foreachbh € Rlet b"=max{r € R|r < b} and b’ € (b~, b) with
cof(b’) = R,. We put B] = {-o0} UU, [P, b].

First we assume cof(2) # 8, and coi(2) # N,. Let 4, = B] U 4}, A, = [~ o0, x]
U A7 and A5 ='B] U[y, ]. Then 4, = T*(x,a’) € % as in Construction 4.5, and
analogously A4; € %. Hence A, =A,NA;€%. We have S(4,)= {-o0, 0]},
S(A,) = {0} and S(4,) = {-o0}. ‘

Next assume cof(2) # ¥, and coi() = 8,. We put 4, = {-o0} U A4}, 4, =
[~o0, x] U 4} and A, = {-c0} U[y, o0].

If cof(22) = W, and coi(£2) # ¥, proceed in a symmetric way.

Finally, if cof(Q) = coi(Q) = N, let 4, = {-c0, 0}, 4, = [-00, x]U{o0} and
A3 = {_OO} U[y7 OO]

In each of these cases, A,, 4,, A; € F satisfy the assertion.

Now we generalize Theorem 3.1.

THEOREM 4.9. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then

(a) R(Q)/B(R) is simple if and only if cof(2) = ¥,

(b) L(R)/B(R) is simple if and only if coi(Q2) = R,

(c) B(Q), L(RQ) and R(RQ) are the only nontrivial proper normal subgroups of A(R) if
and only if cot(2) = N,

(d) There exist smallest normal subgroups N, N,, N; of A() satisfying

(+) B(Q) SN CcR(Q)., B(Q)SN,CL(Q), and Ny gR(Q)UL(Q),

respectively.
Here we have N, = (¢;) for any ¢, € A(R) (i = 1,2, 3) with S(¢;) = {0}, S(g;) =
{-c0} and S(e;) = {—00, 0}.

PRrOOF. First we show (d). The existence of ¢; € A({2) as prescribed was shown in
Lemma 4.8. Obviously N, = (g;) (i = 1,2, 3) satisfy (+). Now let B(Q2) ¢ NAR(Q).
Choose B € N\ B(Q). Then S(g) = {0} € S(B) and S(g;) N Q= 2, hencee, €
(B) € N by Lemma 4.7, proving N, C N. In a similar way, Lemma 4.7 yields the
minimality of N, and N,.
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The normal subgroup lattice of A(Q)

(1) coi(Q) = cof(R) = R,

A(R)
L(Q) R(Q)
B(2)
(id
(2) coi(R) # Ny, cof(R) = N, (3) coi(Q) = R, cof(2) # ¥,

A(Q) A(Q)

N,-R(Q) N, - L(RQ)
R(Q)
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(a) Because of Theorem 3.1, we may assume cof(2) # 8,. We claim B(2) ¢ N, ¢
R(2). Indeed, assume (¢,) = N; = R(R). According to Lemma 4.1, there are 4 € #,
a € A(R), y €Q with A =F(a), R(A)= {-o0} and o € S(4)= A4 N [y, ]
Now by a € R(2) = (¢) and Theorem 3.19 there exists F € # with S(4) N F C
F(&) = {o0}. However, by cof(£2) # ¥, and Proposition 3.16(c), S(A)NF=A4 N
F N [y, o0] is cofinal in Q. Hence S(A) N FN Q # @, a contradiction.

(b) Analogously to (a).

(c) By (a) and (b).

The various possibilities for the structure of (A7(A(2)), C), as a consequence of
Theorem 4.9, are depicted in the following diagram.

Because of the symmetry of this diagram and the distributivity of A#°(A(R)), we
now turn to an examination of

R, = A (R(Q))\(id, B(Q)} = {(a)|a € R(2)\ B(Q)}
under the assumption k = cof(£2) # ¥ . So far by Theorem 4.9(a), (d) we know that
then |%,| > 2 (in fact, we even have |#,| > 2", see [6, 7]) and (£,, C) has a smallest
and a largest element. We wish to characterize when (#,, C) is a Boolean algebra.

DErINITION 4.10 (cF. JECH [15]). Let k # ¥, be a regular cardinal. We put
I(k) = {A C k|k \ A contains a closed unbounded subset of « }, the ideal of all thin
subsets of k. Then A(x) = P(x)/I(x), a Boolean algebra.

THEOREM 4.11. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain with k = cof(Q) # 8. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists a closed and cofinal subset A C Q with coi(a) = N foreacha € A.

(2) (%,, C) is a Boolean algebra.

3) (#,, C) is isomorphic to A(k).

For a proof of this result see [2] (where (1) and k = R, is assumed) or [6, 7].

Finally, we note the following surprising consequence -of Theorem 4.11, where
ZFC denotes the standard system of axioms of set theory (including the axiom of
choice) and k * the successor cardinal of the cardinal «.

COROLLARY 4.12. Let @ = L, a long line, and 8 the smallest cardinal number such
that there exist no set {a;|i < 8} C R() with the properties

(1) (a;) # R(Q) foralli < ¥;

(i) (@) - (a;) = R(Q) for all i, j < W, i # j.
Then the question of whether 8 = (2™1)* is undecidable in ZFC.

PrROOF. If a system {a,|i < N} satisfies conditions (i) and (ii), then «a; & B(Q2),
hence (a;) € &, for all i < N. By Theorem 4.11, (#,, C) is isomorphic to A(N)).
Hence R is the smallest cardinal such that there exists no set 4 C A(R,) with
|[Al=8anda# 1,aVv b=1foralla b€ A, a+b, where 1 denotes the largest
element of A(R,). Now the undecidability result follows from Jech [15, pp. 434-436].

5. Lattice-theoretic properties of 4(2). Here we will consider A(§2) as an /-group
again, and we will deal with minimal prime /-subgroups of A(£). Recall that an
l-subgroup P of an /-group G is called prime if P is convex andf,g € G,fA g €E P
always imply f € Porg € P.
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PROPOSITION 5.1. Let G be an I-group, C C G a convex l-subgroup, and ¢ + T C G
a lower directed set of positive elements of G suchthat CN' T = @ .

(a) [3, Theorem 2.2). If Q C G is maximal among those convex l-subgroups of G
containing C which are disjoint from T, then Q is prime.

(b) There exists a prime P D C which is disjoint from T and minimal in the set of all
primes containing C.

PROOF. (b) By Zorn’s lemma and (a), there exists a prime Q 2 C which is disjoint
from T, and hence, again by Zorn’s lemma, a minimal prime P with Q 2 P 2 C.

LEMMA 5.2. Let P be a prime and C a convex l-subgroup of an arbitrary I-group G
such that P 2 C. The following are equivalent.

(1) P is minimal among those primes containing C.

(2) For each 1 < p € P there exists an element1 < g€ G\ Pwithp A q € C.

PrOOF. (2) = (1): Let Q be a prime with C € Q € P. Consider any 1 <p € P
and find1 < g€ G\ Psuchthatp A g€ C. Thenp A g € Q,q & Q, and Q prime
imply p € Q, proving P C Q.

—(2) = —(1): Suppose (2) is violated by 1l <pe Pandlet T= {p A gl <g€
G\P}. Then CNT= @ and T # . By Zorn’s lemma and Proposition 5.1(a),
there exists a prime Q 2 C with Q N T = &. We claim Q ¢ P. Assume there exists
1<ge€ Q\P. Thenp A g € TN Q contradicting T N Q = &. Hence Q C P, and
Q # Pfollows from¢ # T C Pandagain TN Q = O.

As a consequence we obtain

COROLLARY 5.3. Suppose G is an I-group in which every polar is principal, and let P
be a prime of G. Then P is a minimal prime of G iff p**+ G forall1 <p € P. In
particular, if Q is a doubly homogeneous chain, a prime P of A(2) is minimal iff
I(p)+ @ forallp € P.

PROOF. If P is a nonminimal prime of G, then by the preceding lemma there is
some 1 < p € P such that p* € P. Now if g € G satisfies p* = ¢g**, then g € p*
and hencep Vg€ Pand(p Vv ¢)*+=pt+ vp*= G. Conversely, if P is a minimal
prime of G and 1 < p € P, again by Lemma 5.2, we obtain p* # {1}, i.e. p*+# G.
The final statement of the corollary now follows from the previous one and the
following remark.

REMARK 5.4. Let £ be a doubly homogeneous chain.

(a) Whenever id < a € A(Q), then a* = {id} iff I(a) = @.

(b) In A() all polars are principal.

PrOOF. (a) If I(a)= @ and B € A(Q) satisfies a A |B| = id, then Q =
I(a A |B)) = I(F(a) U F(B)) = I(B), where the last equality holds since I(a) = &
and I(B) is regular open, hence 8 = id. Conversely, assume there are a, b € Q with
a <b and [a, b] C F(a). If we define id < B € A(R) such that F(B8) 2 [-o0, a]
U[b, 0], we obtain 8 € a*.

(b) Suppose Q is a polar of 4(2). By Zorn’s lemma find a maximal set of pairwise
disjoint positive elements {g,|i € I} C Q. For each i € I let r, designate the restric-
tion of g, to &\ F(g,), and let g be ®,_,r ®id|,, where 4 =N, F(q;). Now
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A= F(q),and Q\ 4 C B = qugfl\F(q), s0 g* 2 Q*. On the other hand &\ A4
is dense in B, hence g* C Q*. We conclude g+ *+ = Q.
Now we state the main result of this section.

THEOREM 5.5. Let @ be a doubly homogeneous chain and N a proper normal
subgroup of A(R). Then any prime P minimal in the set of primes containing N is
minimal also in the set of all primes of A(2).

PROOF. Suppose P is minimal in the set of primes containing N, and for
contradiction suppose P contains p > 1 with I(p) = @ (cf. Corollary 5.3). By
Lemma 5.2, find 1 < g € A(R)\ P such that p A g€ N. Now I(p A q) = I(q) as
in the proof of Remark 5.4(a). Hence ¢ € N by Corollary 3.14, a contradiction.

COROLLARY 5.6. Let Q be a doubly homogeneous chain. Then every proper normal
subgroup N of A() is an intersection of minimal primes.

PrOOF. By Proposition 5.1(b) we have N = {P,|g € A(R)\ N}, where P, is a
prime minimal in the set of primes containing N such that g & P,. By Theorem 5.5,
each P, is a minimal prime of 4(Q).
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