arXiv:2310.08269v1 [math.GN] 12 Oct 2023

THE LATTICE OF GROUP TOPOLOGIES ON A GROUP

DEKUI PENG

Abstract. For an infinite group G, the set of group topologies, L_G, forms a complete lattice. It is known that L_G is modular if G is abelian but the same result does not hold for nilpotent groups. We prove that the lattice L_G is semi-modular if and only if L_{G/Z} is semi-modular, where Z is the centre. As a corollary, for every nilpotent group G, the lattice L_G is semi-modular.

Moreover, in the famous Kourovka Notebook, several questions about L_G were formalized by Arnautov. We answer two of them in this note.

1. Introduction

The study of the lattice of all topologies on a given set was started by G. Birkhoff [5]. He noticed in that paper that for every set X, the set T_X of all topologies on X forms a complete lattice. The lattice is ordered by inclusion, i.e., τ ≤ σ is defined by that σ is finer than τ. The subset T^′_X of T_1 topologies of T_X is a sublattice, which is also complete. In 1947, R. Vaidyanathaswamy [24] proved that T_X is not distributive. R. Bagley generalized this result by remarking that T^′_X is not even modular in his phD thesis in 1954. However, it is a consequence of Ore [20, Theorem 13] that the lattice T_X satisfies dual Birkhoff property^1, that is, if τ and σ are both covered by τ ∨ σ, then τ and σ both cover τ ∧ σ. And in 1972, R. Larson and W. Thron proved that T^′_G has both Birkhoff property and dual Birkhoff property.

For an abstract group G, the subset L_G of T_G consisting of all group topologies seems to be more interesting. With the order inherited from T_G, L_G becomes a complete lattice again. However, it is just a ∨-sub-semilattice of T_G but not a sublattice. The study of the lattice L_G also has a long tradition. Among others, the topics of (non-)topologizable groups (i.e., groups with or without nondiscrete Hausdorff group topologies) and minimal topological groups are the most widely studied. We refer the readers to [11] for a nice survey on this topic. It is known that L_G is modular when G is abelian [21]. In this case, L_G has been shown in [17] to contain 2^{2|G|} many distinct Hausdorff group topologies, the maximum possible number. This result was greatly extended by D. Dikranjan and I. Protasov [12], who showed that G has 2^{2|G|} many maximal group topologies (i.e., coatoms in L_G which are also Hausdorff) as well; in particular, this implies that the width of L_G is 2^{2|G|} . In the 14th section of the famous Kourovka Notebook, Arnautov formalized six questions about the lattice L_G, see [19, 14.4 (a),(b) and 14.5 (a)-(d)]. The question 14.4 is devoted to the modularity of L_G for nilpotent groups. At the time he posed the questions, nothing was clear: there was no infinite non-abelian nilpotent group G known to have L_G modular or non-modular. So he asked [19, 14.4 (a) and (b)]:

(a) is L_G modular for all nilpotent groups G? and if (a) does not hold, then (b) will there be a countably infinite nilpotent non-abelian group G such that L_G is modular?

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 54A10, 20F18; Secondary 22A05, 06C10. Key words and phrases. Chain of topologies; Semi-modular lattice; Finite chain; Nilpotent group. 1Such lattices are also called weakly dually semi-modular. In the last century, some mathematicians prefer to call a lattice “(dually) semi-modular” if it has (dual) Birkhoff property. In this paper, we use the modern notions. So the property of (dually) semi-modular is strictly stronger than to have (dual) Birkhoff property.

1

Very soon after the problem was posed, Arnautov resolved (a) together with Topală [4] by providing a counterexample. The first aim of this paper is to construct an example showing that the answer to (b) is positive.

Theorem 1.1. There exists an infinitely countable non-abelian nilpotent group G such that L_G is modular.

For two (finite or infinite) chains C and D in a poset (P, ≤), we say C refines D (or C is a refinement of D) if D ⊆ C and for each c ∈ C, there exist d_1, d_2 ∈ D with d_1 ≤ c ≤ d_2. A chain without proper refinements is called unrefinable. Take a, b ∈ P with a ≤ b, the interval [a, b] is the set of elements c in P with a ≤ c ≤ b. It is evident an unrefinable chain with end points a and b are exactly maximal chains in the interval [a, b]. Finite unrefinable chains, which are compositions of coverings, were discussed by Arnautov [3]. For the study of long chains, we refer to [6, 7] and [8].

The author would like to note that, although the lattice L_G is not necessarily modular provided G is nilpotent, the following was shown by Arnautov.

Theorem 1.2. [3]Let G be a nilpotent group. Then any two unrefinable chains of finite length in L_G with same endings have the same length.

It is known that every semi-modular lattice has Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition (see Theorem 1.9 below); thus unrefinable chains of finite length with same endings have same length. We shall show that L_G is semi-modular for every nilpotent group G. So Theorem 1.2 becomes a corollary.

For a positive integer k, if τ is a Hausdorff group topology on G such that any unrefinable chain of group topologies starting from τ and terminating at the discrete topology has length k, then we call τ a k-maximal group topology. The most important 1-maximal group topologies (i.e., coatoms in L_G) are known as maximal group topologies; they play important roles in the study of minimal groups and gaps in L_G. The set of all k-maximal group topologies is denoted by A_k(G), which is easy to seen to be an anti-chain. For convenience, we set A_0(G) = {τ_d}, where τ_d is the discrete topology.

For an unrefinable chain C ending at τ_d of length k^′ ∈ N in L_G, it is evident that C ∩ A_k(G) ≠ ∅ if k < k^′. Inspired by this, in Notebook ([19, 14.5 (d)]), Arnautov raised the question: for an infinite abelian group G and an infinite unrefinable chain Ω in L_G consisting of Hausdorff group topologies ending at the discrete topology, must Ω ∩ A_k(G) ≠ ∅ for any k ∈ N? If this holds for k, then we say that the group G has property P_k. Clearly each infinite abelian group satisfies P_1 and P_k′ implies P_k if k^′ > k. We will see that the property P_2 never holds, so neither does P_k with k > 2.

Theorem 1.3. No infinite abelian group satisfies the property P_2.

Notations, terminology and elementary facts. Topological group topologies (shortly, group topologies) on a group G are not assumed to be Hausdorff in general; thus L_G forms a complete lattice. The identity of a group is denoted by e. Through out the paper, a neighbourhood always means an open neighbourhood.

For any group G, the following is known as Pontryagin’s Principle for a system of subsets of G to be a neighbourhood basis at e for some group topology.

Theorem 1.4. [2, Theorem 3.12]Let G be a group and B be a family of subsets of G, each contains the identity e. Then B is a neighbourhood basis at e for some group topology if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) for each U ∈ B, there exists V ∈ B such that V V ⊆ U; (ii) for each U ∈ B, there exists V ∈ B such that V^{−1} ⊆ U; (iii) for each U ∈ B and x ∈ U, there exists V ∈ B such that xV ⊆ U; (iv) for each U ∈ B and x ∈ G, there exists V ∈ B such that xV x^{−1} ⊆ U; (v) for each pair U, V ∈ B, there exists W ∈ B such that W ⊆ U ∩ V .

Moreover, this topology is Hausdorff if and only if

(vi) ⋂ B = {e} is also satisfied.

If τ is a group topology on a group G and N is a subgroup of G, then τ ↾_N denotes the subspace topology on N induced from (G, τ). The quotient topology on the left coset space G/N is denoted by τ/N. It is evident that if N is a normal subgroup, then τ/N is a group topology. The following lemma is widely used in the study of minimal groups:

Lemma 1.5. Let G be a group, N a (not necessarily normal) subgroup of G. Then for τ, σ ∈ L_G, if (i) σ ⊆ τ;

(ii) σ ↾_N = τ ↾_N ; and (iii) σ/N = τ/N, then σ = τ.

In a lattice L, we say that a covers b, or a is a cover of b, if b < a and there is no c ∈ L with b < c < a. We also call the pair {b, a} a covering (in L). In this case, we write b ≺ a. The symbol b ⪯ a means that either b ≺ a or b = a. Evidently, a covering is an unrefinalbe chain of length 1. Coverings in the lattice L_G are also called gaps by W. He, M. Tkachenko, Z. Xiao and the author [15, 16]. The supremum and infimum of two elements a and b in a lattice L is denoted by τ ∨ σ and τ ∧ σ, respectively. And for a subset A of L, the supremum (resp. infimum) of A (if exists) is denoted by ⋁ a∈A a (resp. ⋀ a∈A a). Fact 1.6. Let σ, τ be two group topologies on a group G, and B_σ (resp., B_τ ) is a neighbourhood basis of the identity in (G, σ) (resp. (G, τ). Then the following are known and can be easily checked:

(i) {U ∩ V : U ∈ B_σ, V ∈ B_τ } forms a local basis at e in (G, σ ∨ τ);

(ii) if the centre of G is open with respect to either σ or τ, then {UV : U ∈ B_σ, V ∈ B_τ } forms a local basis at e in (G, σ ∧ τ).

Proposition 1.7. Let G be a group and N a subgroup. Then for every pair σ, τ ∈ L_G, one has (i) (σ ∨ τ) ↾_N = σ ↾_N ∨τ ↾_N ;

(ii) (σ ∧ τ)/N = σ/N ∧ τ/N provided that N is normal.

Proof. The item (i) is an immediate corollary of Fact 1.6 (i).

To see (ii), on one hand it is evident that (σ ∧ τ)/N ≤ σ/N ∧ τ/N. And on the other hand, let λ be the group topology on G such that a subset is open if and only if it is the preimage of some open set under the canonical mapping G → (G/N, σ/N ∧ τ/N). Then λ ≤ σ ∧ τ and hence (σ ∧ τ)/N ≤ λ/N = σ/N ∧ τ/N. □ A lattice L is called modular if it satisfies the following: for every triple a, b, c ∈ L with a ≤ c, one has a ∨ (b ∧ c) = (a ∨ b) ∧ c. Distributive lattices and the lattice of normal subgroups of a given group G are the most well-known examples of modular lattices. Modular lattices have important and nice properties. Among others, they have the following so-called upper cover condition: b ≺ a implies b ∨ c ≺ a ∨ c for every c.

A lattice L is called semi-modular if it satisfies the upper covering condition. One of the most important properties of semi-modular lattices is that they have the Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition (also called Jordan-Dedekind Chain Condition).

Definition 1.8. [23, §1.9] A lattice L is called to have Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition if for every every pair of elements a, b ∈ L with a < b, all maximal chains in the interval [a, b] are either of infinite length or of the same finite length.

Theorem 1.9. [23, Theorem 1.9.1]Every semi-modular lattice satisfies Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition.

Undefined symbols or notions, see [2] for Topological Groups, and [14] for Lattice Theory.

2. Semi-modularity of L_G with G Nilpotent

We are going to prove Theorem 1.1. We first recall some elementary facts.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a (finite or infinite) group, then the set of normal subgroups of G (with the order of anti-inclusion) forms a modular lattice.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a finite group and τ a group topology on G. Then there exists a normal subgroup H of G such that the singleton {H} forms a local base of (G, τ) at the identity. So a set in G is open if and only if it is the union of some cosets of H.

Lemma 2.3. Let P_1, P_2 be modular lattices. Then P_1 × P_2 (the order is defined as: (a, b) ≤ (c, d) if and only if a ≤ c and b ≤ d) is modular.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let F be a finite non-abelian nilpotent group. Take a prime number p such that n := |F | is not divided by p and let H = ⨁ ω Z(p), where Z(p) is the cyclic group of order p. Then the group G := H × F will be a desired group. By Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3, it suffices to prove that every group topology τ on G is a product topology, i.e, there exists τ_H ∈ L_H and τ_F ∈ L_F such that τ = τ_H × τ_F .

The closure of {e} in G (endowed with the topology τ) is denoted by N. Then we claim that N = N_1 × N_2, where N_1 = N ∩ H and N_2 ∩ F . To see this, let (x, y) ∈ N ⊆ H × F , where x ∈ H and y ∈ F . Then (x^n, 1) = (x, y)^n ∈ N_1 and (1, y^p) = (x, y)^p ∈ N_2. Since n and p are coprime, one easily obtained that (x, 1) ∈ N_1 and (1, y) ∈ N_2. Therefore, N ⊆ N_1 × N_2. The inclusion N_1 × N_2 ⊆ N is trivial. Thus, N = N_1 × N_2.

Denote by φ : G → G the continuous mapping send x to x^p. By the above argument, φ((x, y)) ∈ N if and only if x^p ∈ N_1 and y^p ∈ N_2. It is evident that x^p = e for all x ∈ H and y^p ∈ N_2 only when y ∈ N_2. Thus, K := φ^{−1}(N) = H × N_2 is closed in G. Since K is a subgroup of G of finite index, it is also open. Let U be an open neighborhood of e in G contained in K = H × N_2. Then U contains N, and hence, N_2. This particularly implies that U = U_1 × N_2, where U_1 is an open set in (H, τ_H ) and τ_H is the topology on H inherited from (G, τ). The group topology on F with the local base {N_2} is denoted by τ_F . Then U = U_1 × N_2 ∈ τ_H × τ_F . So we have that τ ⊆ τ_H × τ_F . On the other hand, let V be an open neighborhood of the identity in (H, τ_H ). Then there exists an open neighborhood U of the identity in G such that U ∩ H ⊆ V . We may also assume without loss of generality that U ⊆ K. Then U is of the form U_1 × N_2, where U_1 ⊆ V is an identity neighborhood in (H, τ_H ). Hence U = U_1 × N_2 ⊂ V × N_2. It follows from V × N_2 ∈ τ_H × τ_F that τ_H × τ_F ⊆ τ. In summary, we have τ = τ_H × τ_F . □

We now turn to the second aim of this section, say, to prove the lattice L_G is semi-modular when G is nilpotent. The following lemma comes from [15, Proposition 3.1].

Lemma 2.4. Let G be an infinite group and N a normal subgroup of G. Suppose σ, τ ∈ L_G such that σ ≺ τ, then

(a) σ/N ⪯ τ/N (in the lattice L_{G/N} ); and (b) if N is additionally assumed to be central, then σ ↾_N ⪯ τ ↾_N (in the lattice L_N ).

Corollary 2.5. Let G be a group with a central subgroup N and σ ≤ τ ∈ L_G. Then σ ≺ τ if and only if one of the following holds: (a) σ ↾_N = τ ↾_N and σ/N ≺ τ/N; (b) σ ↾_N ≺ τ ↾_N and σ/N = τ/N. Proof. Suppose first that σ ≺ τ. Then σ ↾_N ⪯ τ ↾_N and σ/N ⪯ τ/N, according to Lemma 2.4. And since σ ≠ τ, Lemma 1.5 yields that these two “=” cannot hold at the same time. Thus the necessity is proved.

To see the conversion, let σ ⪇ λ ≤ τ. If (a) holds, then σ ↾_N = λ ↾_N = τ ↾_N and by Lemma 1.5 we obtain that λ/N ≠ σ/N. Since σ/N ≺ τ/N, we have λ/N = τ/N. Apply Lemma 1.5 again, we obtain that λ = τ. The case (b) follows from a similar argument. □

Remark 2.6. It is an easy excise that one may replace all “≺” by “⪯” in the above corollary.

The next lemma is a generalization of Fact 1.6 (ii).

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a group with N a central subgroup. If σ, τ ∈ L_G satisfy that σ/N ≤ τ/N, then the family B = {UV : U ∈ B_σ , V ∈ B_τ } forms a local basis of e in (G, σ ∧ τ), where B_σ (resp., B_τ ) is a neighbourhood basis of e in (G, σ) (resp., G, τ).

Proof. We must show that the family B satisfies (i)-(v) in Theorem 1.4. Take arbitrary U ∈ B_σ and V ∈ B_τ Let us first prove (ii). Take a symmetric neighbourhood V_0 of e in (G, τ) such that V_0V_0V_0 ⊆ V .

By the inequality σ/N ≤ τ/N, one can also find a symmetric neighbourhood U_0 of e in (G, σ) with (1) U_0 ⊆ V_0N.

Without loss of generality, we assume that U_0 ⊆ U. Now take arbitrary x ∈ (U_0V_0)^{−1} = V_0U_0. Find u ∈ U_0, v ∈ V_0 with x = vu. By (1), we can continue to take v^′ ∈ V and n ∈ N such that n = v^′n = nv^′. Note that n commutates with every element in G. So we have x = vu = vv^′n = nvv^′ = nv^′v^{′−1}vv^′ = uv^{′−1}vv^′ ∈ U_0V_0V_0V_0 ⊆ UV. Therefore, (U_0V_0)^{−1} ⊆ UV and hence (ii) is satisfied.

Now let us verify (i). Take a neighbourhood U_1 ∈ B_σ (resp., V_1 ∈ B_τ ) such that U_1U_1 ⊆ U (resp., V_1V_1 ⊆ V ). By the property (ii) we have proved above, we can choose a symmetric identity neighbourhood U_2 in (G, σ) and respectively V_2 in (G, τ) with V_2U_2 ⊆ U_1V_1.

We may also assume that U_2 ⊆ U_1 and V_2 ⊆ V_1. Then (U_2V_2)(U_2V_2) = U_2(V_2U_2)V_2 ⊆ U_1(U_1V_1)V_1 = (U_1U_1)(V_1V_1) ⊆ UV.

To see (iii). For arbitrary x ∈ UV , one may take u ∈ U and v ∈ V with x = uv. Take also U_0 ∈ B_σ so that U_0u ⊆ U and V_0 ∈ B_τ so that (u^{−1}V_0u)v ⊆ V. Then one obtains U_0V_0x = U_0V_0uv = U_0(uu^{−1})V_0uv = (U_0u)(u^{−1}V_0u)v ⊆ UV.

So (iii) is also satisfied.

Now let us check (iv). For any x ∈ G, one may take U^′ ∈ B_σ and V^′ ∈ B_τ such that xU^′x^{−1} ⊆ U and xV^′x^{−1} ⊆ V. Then xUV x^{−1} = xUx^{−1}xV x^{−1} ⊆ UV. The only rest (v) is easy to verify. Indeed, for arbitrary U_1, U_2 ∈ B_σ and V_1, V_2 ∈ B_τ , take U_3 ∈ B_σ and V_3 ∈ B_τ such that U_3 ⊆ U_1 ∩ U_2 and V_3 ⊆ V_1 ∩ V_2. Then U_3V_3 ⊆ (U_1 ∩ V_1)(U_2 ∩ V_2) ⊆ U_1U_2 ∩ V_1V_2.

Hence we are done. □ Remark 2.8. It is easy to see that the family {V U : U ∈ B_σ, V ∈ B_τ } is also a neighbourhood basis of e in (G, σ ∧ τ).

Lemma 2.9. For a group G with a normal subgroup N and a pair σ, τ of group topologies on G. Let τ^∗ be the group topology on G with the identity neighbourhood basis {UN : e ∈ U ∈ τ}. Then (σ ∨ τ^∗)/N = σ/N ∨ τ/N.

Proof. Let π : G → G/N be the canonical mapping. Since {V ∩ UN : e ∈ V ∈ σ, e ∈ U ∈ τ} forms an identity neighbourhood basis of (G, σ ∨ τ^∗), the sets of form π(V ∩ UN) = π(V ) ∩ π(U) constitute an identity neighbourhood basis of (G/N, (σ ∨ τ^∗)/N). On the other hand, the family {π(V ) : e ∈ V ∈ σ} (resp., {π(U) : e ∈ U ∈ τ}) is an identity neighbourhood basis of (G/N, σ/N) (resp., (G/N, τ/N)). So the equality (σ ∨ τ^∗)/N = σ/N ∨ τ/N holds. □ Theorem 2.10. Let G be a group and N a central subgroup. Then L_G is semi-modular if and only if L_{G/N} is semi-modular.

Proof. We first prove the sufficiency. Assume that L_{G/N} is semi-modular. Let τ_1, τ_2 ∈ L_G with τ_1 ≺ τ_2. We have to prove that τ_1 ∨ σ ⪯ τ_2 ∨ σ for every σ ∈ L_G. Note that τ_i ∨ σ = τ_i ∨ (τ_1 ∨ σ) (i = 1, 2), so we may replace σ by τ_1 ∨ σ; in other words, we assume that τ_1 ≤ σ. So our aim is to prove that σ ⪯ τ_2 ∨ σ.

We denote by B_1 (resp., B_2, B_σ ) a neighbourhood basis of the identity in (G, τ_1) (resp., (G, τ_2), (G, σ)). Let σ^∗ be the group topology on G with the local basis at the identity {UN : U ∈ B_σ} and τ^′_i = τ_i ∨ σ^∗, for i = 1, 2. Then σ^∗/N = σ/N. Since σ^∗ ≤ σ, one obtains that (2) τ^′_i ∨ σ = (τ ∨ σ^∗) ∨ σ = τ_i ∨ σ for i = 1, 2, and that τ^′_1 ≤ σ. Now use Lemma 2.9, then we have that, (3) τ^′_i /N = τ_i/N ∨ σ/N (i = 1, 2). By our assumption that τ_1 ≤ σ, we have also (4) τ^′_1/N = τ_1/N ∨ σ/N = σ/N. Claim τ^′_1 ⪯ τ^′_2.

Proof of Claim. Let us apply Corollary 2.5 (and Remark 2.6 below it). On one hand, if (a) holds for τ_1 and τ_2, then τ^′_1/N ⪯ τ^′_2/N by the semi-modularity of L_{G/N} and (3). Moreover, it is easy to check that τ^′_1 ↾_N = τ_1 ↾_N = τ_2 ↾_N = τ^′_2 ↾_N .

So, by Remark 2.6, τ^′_1 ⪯ τ^′_2. On the other hand, if (b) holds τ_1 and τ_2, then τ^′_1/N = τ_1/N ∨ σ/N = τ_2/N ∨ σ/N = τ^′_2/N. Since N is central, the lattice L_N is modular. So one has τ^′_1 ↾_N = τ_1 ↾_N ≺ τ_2 ↾_N = τ^′_2 ↾_N , hence, by Corollary 2.5, τ^′_1 ≺ τ^′_2 in this case. □ By the equality (2), if τ^′_1 = τ^′_2, then τ_1 ∨ σ = τ_2 ∨ σ and hence we are done. So it remains to consider the case τ^′_1 ≺ τ^′_2. Denote a local neighbourhood basis of (G, τ^′_1) and (G, τ^′_2) by B^′_1 and B^′_2, respectively. We shall again separate the problem into two cases by Corollary 2.5:

Case 1: τ^′_1 ↾_N = τ^′_2 ↾_N and τ^′_1/N ≺ τ^′_2/N.

Denote by τ^{′∗}_2 the group topology on G with the local basis {V N : V ∈ B^′_2} at the identity. Then τ^′_1 ≤ τ^′_1 ∨ τ^{′∗}_2 ≤ τ^′_2. By Lemma 2.9, we have (τ^′_1 ∨ τ^{′∗}_2 )/N = τ^′_1/N ∨ τ^′_2/N = τ^′_2/N.

Moreover, it is evident that (τ^′_1 ∨ τ^{′∗}_2 ) ↾_N = τ^′_1 ↾_N = τ^′_2 ↾_N .

Then Lemma 1.5 yields that τ^′_1 ∨ τ^{′∗}_2 = τ^′_2. This equality together with the inclusion τ^′_1 ≤ σ imply that τ^′_2 ∨ σ = τ^′_1 ∨ τ^{′∗}_2 ∨ σ = τ^{′∗}_2 ∨ σ.

Hence, according to Lemma 2.9, we have that (τ^′_2 ∨ σ)/N = (τ^{′∗}_2 ∨ σ)/N = τ^′_2/N ∨ σ/N. An by (4), we also have τ^′_2/N ∨ σ/N = τ^′_2/N ∨ τ^′_1/N = τ^′_2/N ≻ τ^′_1/N = σ/N. So, σ/N ≺ τ^′_2/N. On the other hand, (τ^′_2 ∨ σ) ↾_N = τ^′_2 ↾_N ∨σ ↾_N = τ^′_1 ↾_N ∨σ ↾_N = σ ↾_N .

Now apply Corollary 2.5 and (2) we obtain that σ ≺ τ^′_2 ∨ σ = τ_2 ∨ σ.

So we finish the proof for Case 1.

Case 2: τ^′_1 ↾_N ≺ τ^′_2 ↾_N and τ^′_1/N = τ^′_2/N.

We assume without loss of generality that τ^′_2 ≰ σ; otherwise we would have σ = σ ∨ τ^′_2, and then we are done. Take λ ∈ L_G with σ ≤ λ < σ ∨ τ^′_2. We have to check that λ = σ. Let B_λ be a neighbourhood basis of (G, λ) at e. For any V ∈ B_λ, one may take V_1 ∈ B_λ such that V_1V_1 ⊆ V . By the inequality λ < σ ∨ τ^′_2, one may choose U_1 ∈ B_σ and W ∈ B^′_2 with U_1 ∩ W ⊆ V_1.

Since σ ≤ λ, there exists V_2 ∈ B_λ and U_2 ∈ B_σ satisfying U_2V^{−1}_2 ⊆ U_1.

Shirking V_2, if necessary, we assume that V_2 ⊆ V_1.

Note that τ^′_2/N = τ^′_1/N = σ/N ≤ λ/N, according to Lemma 2.7, one obtains that the family {W V : W ∈ B^′_2, V ∈ B_λ} forms an identity basis for the topology λ ∧ τ^′_2. On the other hand, since λ is strictly less than σ ∨ τ^′_2, we have that τ^′_2 ≰ λ. Thus, τ^′_1 ≤ λ ∧ τ^′_2 < τ^′_2. And this implies that λ ∧ τ^′_2 = τ^′_1. In particular, λ ∧ τ^′_2 ≤ σ. So, we can find U_3 ∈ B_σ such that U_3 ⊆ W V_2.

Then for any u ∈ U_3, there exist w ∈ W and v ∈ V_2 such that u = wv. Hence w = uv^{−1} ∈ U_2V^{−1}_2 ⊆ U_1.

And therefore w ∈ U_1 ∩ W ⊆ V_1. Finally, we have u = wv ∈ V_1V_2 ⊆ V_1V_1 ⊆ V.

In other words, we have U_3 ⊆ V . Thus, λ ≤ σ holds. And this implies immediately that λ = σ. Hence we have σ ≺ σ ∨ τ^′_2.

In summary, in either case, that σ ⪯ σ ∨ τ^′_2 = σ ∨ τ_2 (see (2)) holds. Hence L_G is semi-modular. Now suppose that L_G is semi-modular. Let τ_0 be the anti-discrete topology on G, i.e., the least element in the lattice L_G and τ_N be the group topology on G with the identity neighbourhood basis {N}. Evidently, the mapping π : [τ_0, τ_N ] → L_{G/N} sending τ to τ/N is an isomorphic of lattices. Since semi-modularity is preserved by taking intervals, L_{G/N} is semi-modular. □ Corollary 2.11. Let G be a nilpotent group. Then L_G is semi-modular.

Proof. We prove this by induction on nilpotency class of G. First, if G is abelian, then L_G is modular. Now we assume that G is a nilpotent group of class n and L_H is semi-modular for every nilpotent group H of class ≤ n − 1. Let Z be the centre of G. Then G/Z is a nilpotent group of class n − 1; thus L_{G/Z} is semi-modular. Now apply Theorem 2.10. □

Now Theorem 1.2 is an immediate corollary of the above corollary and Theorem 1.9. One may wonder that what will happen if we take infinite chains. More precisely, must two (possibly infinite) unrefinable chains (consisting of Hausdorff group topologies) with same end points in L_G have the same cardinality when G is nilpotent? Note we have seen that the answer is “yes” when one of them is finite. However, generally, this does not remain true, even when G is abelian. Let us see this.

Lemma 2.12. Let G = Z(p)^ω, where p is a prime number. Then G contains two unrefinable chains of dense subgroups with the same end points such that one of them is of cardinality ω and the other is of cardinality 2^ω.

Proof. Take a countable subgroup H of G and an infinitely countable subgroup K of G such that H ∩ K = {0}. We consider K as a vector space over the field Z(p) and take a Hamel basis B = {x_n : n ∈ α}. For each n ∈ ω, we denote by K_n the subgroup (linear subspace) generated by {x_1, x_2, ..., x_n}. Set P_n = H + K_n, then C := {H, H + K_0, H + K_1, ..., H + K_n, ..., H + K} is an unrefinable chain of dense subgroups of G. By a well-known set-theoretic theorem (see for example [6, p.54]), the power set of B has a maximal chain D of cardinality 2^ω. For D ∈ D, let K_D be the subgroup (linear subspace) generated by D. Then C^′ := {H + K_D : D ∈ D} is again an unrefinable chain of dense subgroups of G; its end points are H and H + K since the endpoints of D are ∅ and B. Finally C^′ has cardinality 2^ω and hence we are done. □

Recall that a (not necessarily Hausdorff) group topology τ on G is called precompact if (G, τ) is isomorphic to a (dense) subgroup of a compact group. The set of all precompact group topologies forms a sublattice of L_G. We shall denote it by PK_G below. In the celebrated paper [9], Comfort and Ross established the following duality theorem.

Theorem 2.13 (Comfort-Ross Duality). Let G be a (discrete) abelian group and ^G its Pontryagin dual group. Denote by S( ^G) the lattice of subgroups of ^G. Then the mapping φ : S( ^G) → PK_G defined by letting φ(H) be the coarsest group topology on G making all χ ∈ H^2 continuous is a lattice isomorphism. Moreover, φ(H) is a Hausdorff topology if and only if H is dense in ^G.

The dual version of Lemma 2.12 is:

Corollary 2.14. Let p be a prime number and H = ⨁ ω Z(p), the direct sum of infinitely countable copies of Z(p). Then L_H has two unrefinable chains of Hausdorff precompact topologies with same end points one of which is of cardinality ω while the other one is of cardinality 2^ω.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We would like to introduce a new property for topological groups, which has deep connections with those of P_k.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a group. A Hausdorff group topology τ on G is said to have property Q if in the partially ordered set {τ^′ ∈ L_G|τ^′ < τ} every chain C of Hausdorff group topologies has an upper bound.

We first present a very simple lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let k ∈ N, G be an abelian group. Then G has property P_{k+1} if and only if G has property P_k and every topology τ ∈ A_k(G) has property Q.

Proof. The implication of P_{k+1} ⇒ P_k is evident, we omit the proof. Now assume G satisfies P_{k+1}, τ ∈ A_k(G) and C is a maximal chain of Hausdorff group topologies in {τ^′ ∈ L_G|τ^′ < τ}. Denote by C^∗ an unrefinable chain in L_G containing C ∪ {τ} and ending at the discrete topology. Then P_{k+1}

2Each χ is a homomorphism of G into the 1-dimensional torus.

property ensures us to find a (k + 1)-maximal topology τ^∗ in C^∗. So τ^∗ < τ and τ^∗ is an upper bound of C in the set {τ^′ ∈ L_G|τ^′ < τ}.

Conversely, suppose that G satisfies P_k and Q is hold for every τ ∈ A_k(G). Let C be an unrefinable chain of Hausdorff group topologies of infinite length terminating at the discrete topology. By property P_k, one may take τ ∈ A_k(G) ∩ C. Since property Q holds for τ, the subset {τ^′ < τ|τ^′ ∈ C} has a largest element τ^∗. The unrefinability of C implies that τ^∗ ∈ A_{k+1}(G). □

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a topological abelian group and τ a maximal group topology on G. Then (G, τ) is not first-countable.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that (G, τ) has no non-trivial convergent sequence. It is known that maximal group topology on abelian groups are finer than the Bohr topology (i.e., the finest precompact topology, see [13]). And our proof is therefore completed by the famous Theorem [2, Theorem 9.9.30] of L. Leptin which asserts that every compact subset of an abelian group with the Bohr topology is finite. □

Lemma 3.4. Let τ be a Hausdorff group topology on an infinite abelian group with property Q. Then χ(G, τ) ≤ |G|. In particular, (G, τ) if first-countable provided G is countable.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that κ := χ(G, τ) is strictly greater than λ := |G|. According to a theorem of Arhangel’skiĭ [1], a Hausdorff topological group H admits a continuous isomorphism onto a Hausdorff topological group whose weight is not greater than nw(H), the network weight of H. The above theorem ensures us to find a Hausdorff group topology σ < τ such that χ(G, σ) ≤ |G|. Let {U_α|α < κ} be a local base of (G, τ) with size κ at 0. For each α < κ, one may take a continuous homomorphism f_α of (G, τ) onto a metrizable topological group H_α such that U_α contains a preimage of the unit ball of 0 in H_α [2, Theorem 3.4.18]. The (not necessarily Hausdorff) topology on G induced by f_α is denoted by σ_α. Let

τ_β = ( ⋁ α≤β σ_α) ∨ σ, for every β < κ. Then (G, τ_β ) is a Hausdorff group topology with character ≤ λ · |β|. Therefore, χ(G, τ_β ) < k = χ(G, τ) and hence τ_β is strictly coarser than τ. Moreover, since {U_α|α < κ} is a neighbourhood base of 0 in (G, τ), we conclude that τ < ⋁ α<κ τ_α. So we obtain ⋁ α<κ τ_α = τ. Removing the elements in the sequence {τ_α : α < κ}, we obtain a chain in {τ^′ ∈ L_G|τ^′ < τ} without an upper bound. In other words, τ fails to have property Q. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In the case that G is countable it directly follows from Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4. Now consider an uncountable abelian group H and a countable subgroup G. It is known (and easy to see) that for every group topology λ on G, there exists a (unique) group topology λ^∗ on H such that (G, λ) is open in (H, λ^∗). Let L^∗ be the sublattice of L_H consisting the group topologies with G open. By the countable case, one can find a non-refinable chain Ω ⊂ L_G such that Ω ∩ A_2(G) = ∅. The family Ω^∗ := {λ^∗|λ ∈ Ω} is a non-refinable chain in L_H . If Ω^∗ contains a 2-maximal group topology τ^∗, then the restriction τ = τ^∗ ↾_G is a 2-maximal group topology on G and contained in Ω. This is a contradiction. □

Remark 3.5. There is a stronger version of Lemma 3.3. The case G = Z was proved in [15]; that proof is also suitable for the following generalized result. For readers’ convenience, we provide the proof here.

Let us recall that a family F of subsets of a countably infinite set X is called to have strongly finite intersection property if the intersection of any finite members of F is an infinite set. A subset A of X is called a pseudo-intersection of F if A \ F is finite for every F ∈ F. We define p as the minimal cardinality of a family of subsets of X with strongly finite intersection property but without infinite pseudo-intersection. It is known that ω_1 ≤ p ≤ c (see [10, Theorem 3.1]).

Now suppose that (G, τ) is a countable abelian group with a maximal group topology. If χ(G, τ) ≤ p, then there exists a neighbourhood base F at 0 with cardinality < p. Let A ⊂ G be an infinite pseudo-intersection of F; then A is a convergent sequence with limit point 0. On the other hand, we have known that (G, τ) has no non-trivial convergent sequence in the proof of Lemma 3.3. This contradiction yields that χ(G, τ) > p.

Now consider a k-maximal topology τ_k. There exists an unrefinable chain of group topologies τ_1 ≻ τ_2 ≻ ... ≻ τ_k with τ_i i-maximal, where 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By the result of [16, Theorem 4.5], we have the following inequality χ(G, τ_1) ≤ χ(G, τ_2) ≤ ... ≤ χ(G, τ_k ). Hence χ(G, τ_k) ≥ p. Using this result and Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, one obtains a direct proof that G does not satisfies P_k for k ≥ 2.

4. Questions and Comments

Recall that a lattice is called dually semi-modular if its dual lattice is semi-modular, or equivalently, if it satisfies the lower cover condition: b ≺ a implies that b ∧ c ⪯ a ∧ c for every c. One can immediately see that a dually semi-modular lattice also satisfies Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition because Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition is dually preserved. So one may wonder

Question 4.1. Does Theorem 2.10 hold for dual semi-modularity? In particular, is L_G dually semi-modular if G is nilpotent?

The next question is devoted to consider a wider family of groups than nilpotent ones.

Question 4.2. Is the lattice L_G for a (super)sovable group G semi-modular or dually semi-modular?

We have mentioned in the footnote 1 that there is a weaker property of lattices than being (dually) semi-modular, namely, being satisfying (dual) Birkhoff property. It is known that a lattice having (dual) Birkhoff property satisfies the so-called weakly Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition:

Each pair of unrefinable chains of finite length with same endpoints have the same length. The main difference between Jordan-Hölder Chain Condition and the weak version is that the latter one allows the existence of two chains with same endpoints of which one is finite and the other is infinite. So if Question 4.2 does not hold. One may ask:

Question 4.3. Let G be a (super)sovable group. Does L_G satisfies Birkhoff property or dual Birkhoff property?

A lattice is called atomistic if every element is the join of some atoms; and, dually, coatomistic if every elment is the meet of some coatoms. For every abelian group G, there exists a natural coatomistic sublattice of L_G, which is consisting of meets of maximal group topologies (recall that again, maximal group topologies are coatoms in L_G being also Hausdorff). In other words, it is the subset { ⋀ B : B ⊆ A_1(G)}, where A_1(G) is the set of all maximal group topologies and ⋀ ∅ is considered as the discrete topology. Let us call it the Prodanov lattice of G and denote it by P_G in memory of Iv. Prodanov, who introduced the notion of submaximal group topology [22]; the submaximal group topology is the bottom element in the lattice P_G, i.e., the infimum of all maximal group topologies. Among other results, Prodanov showed that the submaximal group topology is finer than the Bohr topology, i.e., the finest precompact topology, by giving a neighbourhood basis of the identity in the submaximal topology. This result particularly implies that the submaixmal, and also all members in P_G, are Hausdorff. Here we list some questions about the Prodanov lattice for an abelian group.

Question 4.4. Let G be an infinite albeian group.

(i) Let k > 1 be an integer. Must every k-maximal group topology is contained in P_G? This is equivalent to ask: must a k-maximal group topology be the infimum of k many maximal group topologies?

(ii) Does every two maximal chains in P_G have the same cardinality? (iii) What is the largest cardinal κ such that P_G has a chain of cardinality κ?

Acknowledgements

I would like to thank Professor Wei He for his suggestions and Professor Dikran Dikranjan for providing me the reference [11].

References

[1] A. V. Arhangel’skiĭ, Cardinal invariants of topological groups. Embeddings and condensations, Soviet Math.

Dokl. 20 (1979) 783–787. Russian original in: Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 247 (1979) 779–782 [2] A. V. Arhangel’skiĭ and M. G. Tkachenko, Topological Groups and Related Structures, Atlantis Studies in Mathematics, vol. 1, Atlantis Press/World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Paris/Hackensack, NJ, 2008.

[3] V. Arnautov, Properties of finite unrefinable chains of group topologies, Bul. Acad. Ştiinţe Repub. Moldova, Mat., 2010, no. 2, 3–19.

[4] V. Arnautov, A. Topală, An example of ring with non-modular lattice of ring topologies, Bul. Acad. Ştiinţe Repub. Moldova, Mat., 1998, No. 2(27), 130–131.

[5] G. Birkhoff, On the combination of topologies, Fund. Math. 26(1936) 156–166.

[6] W. Comfort and D. Remus, Long chains of Hausdorff topological group topologies, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 70(1991), no.1-2, 53–72.

[7] W. Comfort and D. Remus, Long chains of Hausdorff topological group topologies–A continuum, Topology Appl.

75(1997), 51–79.

[8] W. Comfort and D. Remus, Correction to “Long chains of topological group topologies–A continuation”, 96(1999), 277–278.

[9] W. Comfort and K. Ross, Topologies induced by groups of characters, Fund. Math. 55(1964), 283–291. [10] E.K. van Douwen, The integers and topology, in: K. Kunen, J.E. Vaughan (Eds.), Handbook of Set-Theoretic Topology, Elsevier Science Publ. B.V., 1984, pp. 111–167.

[11] D. Dikranjan, The lattice of group topologies and compact representations, Nuclear groups and Lie groups (Madrid, 1999), 105–126.

[12] D. Dikranjan, I. Protasov, Counting maximal topologies on countable groups and rings, Topology Appl., 156 (2008), no. 2, 322–325.

[13] D. Dikranjan, Iv. Prodanov and L. Stoyanov, Topological Groups: Characters, Dualities and Minimal Group Topologies, Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol. 130, Marcel Dekker Inc., New York-Basel, 1989.

[14] G. Grätzer, Lattice Theory: Fundation, Birkhäuser, Basel, 2011.

[15] W. He, D. Peng, M. Tkachenko and Z. Xiao, Gaps in the lattices of topological group topologies, Topology Appl.

260 (2019), 86–103.

[16] W. He, D. Peng, M. Tkachenko and Z. Xiao, Gaps in lattices of (para)topological group topologies and cardinal functions, Topology Appl. 264 (2019), 89–104.

[17] J. Kiltinen, Infinite abelian groups are highly topologizable, Duke Math. J., 41 1974, 151–154. [18] R. Larson, W. Thron, Covering relations in the lattice of T_1-topologies, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 168(1972), 101–111.

[19] Mazurov, V.D., Khukhro, E.I. (eds.), Unsolved problems in Group Theory: The Kourovka Notebook, 19th edn.

Russian Academy of Sciences, Siberian Branch, Institute of Mathematics, Novosibirsk, Russia (2018) [20] O. Ore, Combinations of closure relations, Ann. of Math. 44(1943), 514–533.

[21] B. Šmardar, The lattice of topologies of topological l-groups, Czechoslovak Math. J. 26(101) (1976), no. 1, 128– 136.

[22] Iv. Prodanov, Maximal and minimal topologies on abelian groups, Colloq. Math. Soc. János Bolyai 23.Topology, Budapest (Hungary) 1978, 985–997.

[23] Stern, Manfred, Semimodular lattices, Theory and applications, Encyclopedia Math. Appl. 73,Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999.

[24] R. Vaidyanathaswamy, Treatise on set topology. Part I, Indian Math. Soc., Madras, 1947.

(D. Peng) Institute of Mathematics, Nanjing Normal University, 210024, China

Email address: pengdk10@lzu.edu.cn