arXiv:2401.15556v1 [math.LO] 28 Jan 2024

ON EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS INDUCED BY POLISH GROUPS ADMITTING COMPATIBLE TWO-SIDED INVARIANT METRICS

LONGYUN DING AND YANG ZHENG

Abstract. Given a Polish group G, let E(G) be the right coset equivalence relation G^ω /c(G), where c(G) is the group of all convergent sequences in G. We first established two results:

(1) Let G, H be two Polish groups. If H is TSI but G is not, then E(G) ≰B E(H). (2) Let G be a Polish group. Then the following are equivalent: (a) G is TSI non-archimedean; (b)E(G) ≤B E^ω_0 ; and (c) E(G) ≤B R^ω /c0. In particular, E(G) ∼B E^ω_0 iff G is TSI uncountable nonarchimedean.

A critical theorem presented in this article is as follows: Let G be a TSI Polish group, and let H be a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. If E(G) ≤B E(H), then there exists a continuous homomorphism S : G0 → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean, where G0 is the connected component of the identity of G. The converse holds if G is connected, S(G) is closed in H, and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H.

As its applications, we prove several Rigid theorems for TSI Lie groups, locally compact Polish groups, separable Banach spaces, and separable Fréchet spaces, respectively.

1. Introduction

In recent years, logicians have achieved remarkable research outcomes in descriptive set theory, specifically in the investigation of the relative complexity among equivalence relations originating from various branches of mathematics, utilizing Borel reducibility. Polish groups and their actions play a crucial role in this research direction. Concurrently, researchers also aim to employ Borel reducibility among equivalence relations to characterize the properties of Polish groups.

The authors introduced in [5] the notion of equivalence relations induced by Polish groups: given a Polish group G, the equivalence relation E(G) is defined on G^ω as:

xE(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_n x(n)y(n)^{−1} converges in G,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 03E15, 22A05, 22D05, 22E15, 46A16. Key words and phrases. Borel reduction, TSI Polish group, equivalence relation. This research is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12271264). 1

for x, y ∈ G^ω. These equivalence relations have shown great potential in characterizing properties of Polish groups. In fact, based on the results on Borel reducibility involving the equivalence relation E(G), we can accurately determine the classes to which certain Polish groups G belong. For instance, (1) G is countable discrete iff E(G) ∼_B E_0; (2) G is non-archimedean iff E(G) ≤_B=^+; and (3) if H is CLI but G is not, then E(G) ≰_B E(H) (see [5]). Additionally, the authors further established results in [6] on Borel reducibility among equivalence relations induced by locally compact abelian Polish groups, including a Rigid Theorem:

Theorem 1.1 (Rigid Theorem, [6, Theorem 2.8]). Let G be a compact connected abelian Polish group and H a locally compact abelian Polish group. Then E(G) ≤_B E(H) iff there is a continuous homomorphism S : G → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean.

In this article, we shift our focus to TSI Polish groups, i.e., those that admit compatible complete two-sided invariant metrics. Firstly, the Borel reducibility among equivalence relations induced by Polish groups can accurately distinguish non-TSI and TSI Polish groups. Actually, we have concluded that:

Theorem 1.2. Let G, H be two Polish groups. If H is TSI but G is not, then E(G) ≰_B E(H).

To elucidate the research significance of equivalence relations induced by Polish groups, we compare them with benchmark equivalence relations such as E_0, E^ω_0 , R^ω /c_0, etc. (definitions of these benchmark equivalence relations can be found in the next section).

Surprisingly, we prove that there is NO Polish group G such that

E^ω_0 <_B E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0.

In stark contrast, Farah proved that the partially ordered set P (ω)/Fin can be embedded into Borel equivalence relations between E^ω_0 and R^ω /c_0 (see [7, Theorem 5.4]).

The above results stem from the following more precise theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a Polish group. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) G is TSI non-archimedean; (2) E(G) ≤_B E^ω_0 ; and (3) E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0.

In particular, E(G) ∼_B E^ω_0 iff G is TSI uncountable non-archimedean.

To generalize the Rigid Theorem for locally compact abelian Polish groups mentioned above, we shall first generalize [5, Theorem 6.13] to a highly technical theorem, namely the Pre-rigid Theorem (the statement of this theorem is too lengthy to include in the introduction). The Pre-rigid Theorem and all its applications involve a notion named strongly NSS Polish groups. A

Polish group G is called strongly NSS if there exists an open neighborhood V of 1_G in G such that

∀(g_n) ∈ G^ω (lim_n g_n ≠ 1_G ⇒ ∃n_0 < · · · < n_k (g_{n0} · · · g_{nk} /∈ V )).

We employ the Pre-rigid Theorem to prove the following theorem, where G_0 is the connected component of 1_G in G.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a TSI Polish group, and let H be a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then there exists a continuous homomorphism S : W → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean, where W ⊇ G_0 is a countable intersection of clopen subgroups in G.

In particular, the converse holds if G = W , S(G) is closed in H, and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H.

Several applications of the Pre-rigid Theorem and the above theorem are listed below.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a TSI Polish group, and let H be a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. If H is totally disconnected but G is not, then E(G) ≰_B E(H).

Recall that a Lie group is a group which is also a smooth manifold such that the group operations are smooth functions. Let G be a Lie group, then G_0 is an open normal subgroup of G. A completely metrizable topological group G is called a pro-Lie group if every open neighborhood of 1_G contains a normal subgroup N such that G/N is a Lie group (cf. [9, Definition 1]).

Theorem 1.6. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups such that H is a pro-Lie group. If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then there exists a continuous homomorphism S : G_0 → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean.

In particular, the converse holds if G is connected and S(G) is closed in H. The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem 1.1. It should be emphasized that all locally compact TSI groups are pro-Lie groups.

Theorem 1.7 (Rigid Theorem for locally compact TSI groups). Let G be a locally compact connected TSI Polish group and H a TSI pro-Lie Polish group. Then E(G) ≤_B E(H) iff there exists a continuous homomorphism S : G → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean.

Note that a topological group G is a Lie group iff it is locally compact and there exists an open neighborhood V of 1_G in G such that no non-trivial subgroup of G is contained in V . This leads to a positive answer to Question 7.4 of [5] as follows:

Theorem 1.8 (Rigid Theorem for TSI Lie groups). Let G, H be two separable TSI Lie groups such that G is connected. Then E(G) ≤_B E(H) iff there exists a continuous locally injective homomorphism S : G → H.

All separable Fréchet spaces, i.e., separable completely metrizable topological vector spaces, can be viewed as abelian Polish groups under the addition operation.

Theorem 1.9 (Rigid Theorem for Fréchet spaces). Let X, Y be two separable Fréchet spaces such that Y is a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. Then E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y .

All Banach spaces are Fréchet spaces. We point out that a separable Banach space X is not strongly NSS iff it has a closed linear subspace topologically isomorphic to c_0. This implies that:

Theorem 1.10 (Rigid Theorem for Banach spaces). Let X, Y be two separable Banach spaces such that Y contains no closed linear subspaces topologically isomorphic to c_0. Then E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y .

In addition, we attempt to study some examples induced by totally disconnected TSI Polish groups. For p ∈ [1, +∞) and a ∈ c_0, let I_a = {n ∈ ω : a(n) ≠ 0}, A_{p,a} = {v ∈ l_p : ∀n (v(n) ∈ a(n)Z)}. If I_a is infinite, then A_{p,a} is a totally disconnected, strongly NSS abelian Polish group, but is not non-archimedean. In particular, we let d(n) = 2^{−n}, and define A_p = A_{p,d} = {v ∈ l_p : ∀n (v(n) ∈ 2^{−n}Z)}. Theorem 1.11. For p, q ∈ [1, +∞) and a ∈ c_0, the following hold:

(1) if I_a is a nonempty finite set, then E(A_{p,a}) ∼_B E_0; (2) if I_a is infinite, then E(A_{p,a}) ∼_B E(A_p); (3) E(A_p) <_B E(l_q);

(4) E(A_p) ≤_B E(l_q) ⇐⇒ p = q; and (5) E(A_p) ≤_B E(A_q) ⇐⇒ p = q.

This article is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall some notions in descriptive set theory and also recall some notions and results originated from [5] that will be repeatedly used in this article. In section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2. It is worth noting that some notation defined in this section will continue to be used in Section 5. In section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3. In section 5, we prove the Pre-rigid Theorem, which will serve as the foundation for the subsequent sections. In section 6, we prove theorems 1.4–1.10. Finally, in section 7, we prove Theorem 1.11.

2. Preliminaries

In this article, all groups are assumed to contain at least two elements. Any linear space can be viewed as an abelian group. The addition operation in it, as well as in all its subgroups, is denoted by +, and its identity element is denoted by 0. Unless otherwise specified, for any abstract topological group G, we use multiplicative notation to express the group operation, and 1_G to express the identity element of G.

Given a topological group G, the connected component of 1_G is denoted by G_0, which is clearly a closed normal subgroup of G. Note that G is totally disconnected iff G_0 = {1_G}. It is worth noting that any open subgroup H of G is also closed, since H = G \ {gH : g /∈ H}.

A topological space is Polish if it is separable and completely metrizable. For further details in descriptive set theory, we refer to [13]. We say a topological group is Polish if its topology is Polish. Consider a Polish group G and a Polish space X. A continuous action of G on X, denoted by G ↷ X, is a continuous map a : G × X → X which satisfies that a(1_G, x) = x and a(gh, x) = a(g, a(h, x)) for g, h ∈ G and x ∈ X. For brevity, we write gx in place of a(g, x). The orbit equivalence relation E^X_G is defined as xE^X_G y ⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ G (gx = y). A Polish group is non-archimedean if it has a neighborhood basis of the identity element consisting of open subgroups. A metric d on a group G is left-invariant if d(gh, gk) = d(h, k) for all g, h, k ∈ G; we also define rightinvariant metric similarly. We say that d is two-sided invariant if it is both left-invariant and right-invariant. The Birkhoff-Kakutani theorem asserts that every metrizable topological group admits a compatible left-invariant metric (cf. [8, Theorem 2.1.1]). We say a Polish group G is CLI if it admits a compatible complete left-invariant metric; and say G is TSI if it admits a compatible two-sided invariant metric. A compatible two-sided invariant metric on a Polish group is necessarily complete (cf. [8, Corollary 2.2.2]). Clearly, every TSI Polish group is also CLI. All compact or abelian Polish groups are TSI, and all locally compact Polish groups are CLI (see exercises 2.1.8 and 2.2.5 of [8]).

Given two equivalence relations E and F on two sets X and Y respectively, we say a map f : X → Y is an (E, F )-homomorphism if xEy ⇒ f(x)F f(y) for any x, y ∈ X. Moreover, f is called a reduction of E to F if xEy ⇐⇒ f(x)F f(y) for all x, y ∈ X. In particular, if both X, Y are Polish spaces, we say E is Borel reducible to F , denoted by E ≤_B F , if there exists a Borel reduction of E to F . We write E ∼_B F if both E ≤_B F and F ≤_B E hold; and write E <_B F if E ≤_B F and F ≰_B E. We refer to [8] for background on Borel reducibility.

We recall some benchmark equivalence relations in the research of Borel reducibility. The equivalence relation E_0 on 2^ω is defined as xE_0y ⇐⇒ ∃m ∀n > m (x(n) = y(n)).

If E is an equivalence relation on a Polish space X, we define an equivalence relation E^ω on X^ω as xE^ωy ⇐⇒ ∀n (x(n)Ey(n)). The equivalence relation R^ω /c_0 on R^ω is defined as xR^ω /c_0y ⇐⇒ lim_n x(n) − y(n) = 0. Now we recall the definition of equivalence relations induced by Polish groups as below, and list some relevant notions and results that will be repeatedly used throughout the rest of this article.

Definition 2.1 ([5, Definition 3.1]). Let G be a Polish group. We define an equivalence relation E(G) on G^ω as: for x, y ∈ G^ω, xE(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_n x(n)y(n)^{−1} converges.

We say E(G) is the equivalence relation induced by G. Moreover, we define c(G) = {x ∈ G^ω : lim_n x(n) converges}. Then we have xE(G)y ⇐⇒ xy^{−1} ∈ c(G) ⇐⇒ c(G)x = c(G)y. For TSI Polish groups G, it is more convenient to take the following E_∗(G) as research object than E(G).

Definition 2.2 ([5, Definition 6.1]). Let G be a Polish group. We define an equivalence relation E_∗(G) on G^ω as: for x, y ∈ G^ω,

xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_n x(0)x(1) . . . x(n)y(n)^{−1} . . . y(1)^{−1}y(0)^{−1} converges. It is trivial that E(G) ∼_B E_∗(G) (cf. [6, Proposition 2.2]). In this article, we will use these two equivalence relations interchangeably without further explanation.

For brevity, we define (x, y)|^n_m = x(m) · · · x(n)y(n)^{−1}y(m)^{−1} for x, y ∈ G^ω and m ≤ n. It is clear that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_n (x, y)|^n_0 converges.

Let G be a TSI Polish group and d a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on G. Define for the sake of brevity d(x, y)|_{[m,n+1)} = d(x, y)|_{[m,n]} = d(x(m) . . . x(n), y(m) . . . y(n)) for x, y ∈ G^ω and m ≤ n. Clearly, we have d(x, y)|_{[m,n]} = d(1_G, (x, y)|^n_m). Proposition 2.3 ([5, Proposition 3.4]). Let G, H be two Polish groups. If G is topologically isomorphic to a closed subgroup of H, then E(G) ≤_B E(H). Lemma 2.4 ([5, Lemma 6.2]). Let G be a TSI Polish group, d a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on G.

(1) For g_0, · · · , g_n, h_0, · · · , h_n ∈ G, we have

d(g_0 · · · g_n, h_0 · · · h_n) = d(g_0 · · · g_nh^{−1}_n · · · h^{−1}_0 , 1_G) ≤ n∑ k=0 d(g_k, h_k). (2) For x, y ∈ G^ω, we have xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_m sup_{n>m} d(x, y)|_{[m,n]} = 0. (3) For x, y ∈ G^ω, if xE_∗(G)y, then lim_n d(x(n), y(n)) = 0.

Now we recall the notion of additive reduction and a powerful lemma which converts a Borel reduction to an additive reduction.

Definition 2.5 (Farah [7]). (1) A map ψ : ∏ n X_n → ∏ n X^′_n is additive if there exist 0 = l_0 < l_1 < · · · < l_j < · · · and maps T_j : X_j → ∏ n∈[l_j ,l_{j+1}) X ′ n such that, for x ∈ ∏ n X_n, ψ(x) = T_0(x(0))^⌢T_1(x(1))^⌢T_2(x(2))^⌢ · · · .

(2) Let E and F be two equivalence relations on ∏ n X_n and ∏ n X^′_n respectively, we say that E is additive reducible to F , denote by E ≤_A F , if there exists an additive reduction of E to F .

Let E be an equivalence relation on ∏ n X_n, and let I ⊆ ω be infinite.

Fix an element w ∈ ∏ n /∈I Xn. For x ∈ ∏ n∈I X_n, define x ⊕ w ∈ ∏ n X_n as:

(x ⊕ w)(n) = x(n) for n ∈ I and (x ⊕ w)(n) = w(n) for n /∈ I. We define E|^w_I on ∏ n∈I X_n as: for x, y ∈ ∏ n∈I X_n, xE|^w_I y ⇐⇒ (x ⊕ w)E(y ⊕ w). Let (F_n) be a sequence of finite sets. A special equivalence relation E_0( ∏ n F_n) defined as: for x, y ∈ ∏ n F_n, xE_0( ∏ n F_n)y ⇐⇒ ∃m ∀n > m (x(n) = y(n)). Lemma 2.6 ([5, Lemma 6.9]). Let E be a Borel equivalence relation on ∏ n F_n with E_0( ∏ n F_n) ⊆ E, where all F_n are finite sets. Let H be a TSI Polish group. If E ≤_B E_∗(H), then there exist an infinite set I ⊆ ω and a w ∈ ∏ n /∈I Fn such that E| w I ≤_A E_∗(H).

The following notions and results are not directly presented in [5], but ideas of them have already appeared in it.

Definition 2.7. Given two sets X, Y and a map S : X → Y , we define two maps S^ω : X^ω → Y^ω and S^# : X^ω → Y^ω × X^ω as: for x ∈ X^ω and n ∈ ω, S^ω(x)(n) = S(x(n)), S^#(x) = (S^ω(x), x).

For any metric space (M, d), recall that E(M; 0) is an equivalence relation on M^ω (cf. [3, Definition 3.2]) defined as: for x, y ∈ M^ω, xE(M; 0)y ⇐⇒ lim_n d(x(n), y(n)) = 0. Note that, for any Polish group G, the equivalence relation E(G; 0) is independent of any choice of left-invariant compatible metric d on G, since d(x(n), y(n)) → 0 iff x(n)^{−1}y(n) → 1_G.

Proposition 2.8. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups, and let S : G → H. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) If lim_n x(n)^{−1}y(n) = 1_G, then it holds for all x, y ∈ G^ω that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y). (2) S^# is a reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(H) × E(G; 0).

Proof. This is an easy corollary of Lemma 2.4(3). □

Lemma 2.9. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups such that E_∗(G) ≤_B E_∗(H)×E(G; 0). If the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H, or E(G; 0) ≤_B E(H; 0) holds, then we have E_∗(G) ≤_B E_∗(H).

Proof. By [3, Theorem 3.4(ii)], we have E(G; 0) ≤_B E([0, 1]; 0).

Let f : [0, 1] → H be an embedding. By the uniformly continuity of f and f^{−1} : f([0, 1]) → [0, 1], we see that E([0, 1]; 0) ∼_B E(f([0, 1]); 0) ≤_B E(H; 0). So E_∗(G) ≤_B E_∗(H) × E(H; 0).

Finally, by [5, Lemma 6.3], we obtain E_∗(H) × E(H; 0) ≤_B E_∗(H). □

3. Non-TSI vs TSI Polish groups

In this section, we show that we can use Borel reducibility among equivalence relations induced by Polish groups to characterize the class of TSI Polish groups.

Let G be a CLI Polish group, H a TSI Polish group. Suppose that d^′_G is a compatible complete left-invariant metric on G and d_H is a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on H. Put d_G(g, g^′) = d^′_G(g^{−1}, (g^′)^{−1}) for g, g^′ ∈ G. It is trivial to check that d_G is a compatible complete rightinvariant metric on G.

Assume that E_∗(G) ≤_B E_∗(H). Let (F_n) be a sequence of finite subsets of G such that

(i) 1_G ∈ F_n = F^{−1}_n ; (ii) F^n_{n−1} ⊆ F_n; and (iii) ⋃ n F_n is dense in G.

Denote by E the restriction of E_∗(G) on ∏ n F_n. By Lemma 2.6, there exist an infinite set I ⊆ ω and a w ∈ ∏ n /∈I Fn such that E| w I ≤_A E_∗(H). So there are natural numbers 0 = n_0 < n_1 < n_2 < · · · with I = {n_j : j ∈ ω}, 0 = l_0 < l_1 < l_2 < · · · , maps T_{nj} : F_{nj} → H^{lj+1−lj} , and ψ : ∏ n∈I F_n → H^ω with ψ(x) = T_{n0} (x(n_0))^⌢T_{n1} (x(n_1))^⌢T_{n2} (x(n_2))^⌢ · · · , such that ψ is an additive reduction of E|^w_I to E_∗(H).

Put u_{n0} = 1_G, and for j > 0, let u_{nj} = w(n_{j−1} + 1) · · · w(n_j − 1).

By (i) and (ii), u^{−1}_{nj} ∈ F_{nj} for each j ∈ ω.

Define x_0 ∈ ∏ n∈I F_n as x_0(n_j) = u^{−1}_{nj} (∀j ∈ ω).

We may assume that ψ(x_0) = 1_Hω , otherwise we can replace ψ with the following ψ^′: for x ∈ ∏ n∈I F_n and k ∈ ω, ψ^′(x)(k) = ψ(x_0)(0) · · · ψ(x_0)(k − 1)ψ(x)(k)ψ(x_0 )(k)^{−1} · · · ψ(x_0)(0)^{−1}.

Clearly, (ψ(x), ψ(y))|^k_0 = (ψ^′(x), ψ^′(y))|^k_0 , so we have ψ(x)E_∗(H)ψ(y) ⇐⇒ ψ^′(x)E_∗(H)ψ^′(y) holds for x, y ∈ ∏ n∈I F_n. Hence ψ^′ is an additive reduction of E|^w_I to E_∗(H) with ψ^′(x_0) = 1_Hω , as desired.

For s = (h_0, . . . , h_{l−1}) and t = (h^′_0, . . . , h^′_{l−1}) in H^l, we define d^∞_H (s, t) = max_{0≤i≤m<l} d_H (h_i · · · h_m, h^′_i · · · h^′_m). For any integer j > 0 and g ∈ F_{nj −1}, it is worth noting that u^{−1}_{nj} g = w(n_j − 1)^{−1} · · · w(n_{j−1} + 1)^{−1}g ∈ F^{nj}_{nj −1} ⊆ F_{nj} .

Lemma 3.1. For any q ∈ ω, there exists a δ_q > 0 such that ∀^∞n ∈ I ∀g, g^′ ∈ F_{n−1} (d_G(g, g^′) < δ_q ⇒ d^∞_H (T_n(u^{−1}_n g), T_n(u^{−1}_n g^′)) < 2^{−q}). Proof. If not, then there exist an ε_0 > 0, a strictly increasing sequence (j_k), and g_k, g^′_k ∈ F_{njk −1} for each k, such that

d_G(g_k, g^′_k) < 2^{−(k+1)}, d^∞_H (T_{njk} (u^{−1}_{njk} g_k), T_{njk} (u^{−1}_{njk} g^′_k)) ≥ ε_0. Since d_G is right-invariant, we have lim_k g^′_kg^{−1}_k = 1_G. We shall inductively find a strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers k_0 < k_1 < · · · so that d_G(g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp−1} g^{−1}_{kp−1} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} , g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp} g^{−1}_{kp} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} ) < 2^{−p} for each integer p > 0. Put k_0 = 0 first. Assume that k_0, . . . , k_{p−1} have been found. By the continuity of group operations, there is some δ > 0 such that, for g, g^′ ∈ G with d_G(1_G, g^′g^{−1}) < δ, we have d_G(g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp−1} 1_Gg^{−1}_{kp−1} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} , g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp−1} g^′g^{−1}g^{−1}_{kp−1} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} ) < 2^{−p}. Then we can find a k_p > k_{p−1} large enough so that d_G(1_G, g^′_{kp} g^{−1}_{kp} ) < δ. This completes the induction. It follows that, for m > p, we have d_G(g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp} g^{−1}_{kp} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} , g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{km} g^{−1}_{km} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} ) < m∑ i=p+1 2^{−i} < 2^{−p}.

Since d_G is complete, we get that lim_p g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kp} g^{−1}_{kp} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} converges.

For each n ∈ I, put x(n) = { u^{−1}_n g^′_{kp} , n = n_{jkp} , u^{−1}_n , otherwise, y(n) = { u^{−1}_n g_{kp} , n = n_{jkp} , u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

For any n ≥ n_{jk0} , let p_n be the largest p such that n_{jkp} ≤ n. Note that (x ⊕ w, y ⊕ w)|^n_0 = g^′_{k0} · · · g^′_{kpn} g^{−1}_{kpn} · · · g^{−1}_{k0} , so (x ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(y ⊕ w). But for each p ∈ ω, if k = k_p, then max l_{jk} ≤i≤m<l_{jk +1} d_H (ψ(x), ψ(y))|_{[i,m]} = d^∞_H (T_{njk} (u^{−1}_{njk} g^′_k), T_{njk} (u^{−1}_{njk} g_k)) ≥ ε_0. So ψ(x)E_∗(H)ψ(y) fails, contradicting that ψ is a reduction. □ Definition 3.2. For any g ∈ ⋃ n F_n, if g ∈ F_n for some n < n_j, then u^{−1}_{nj} g ∈ F_{nj} , so T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g) ∈ H^{lj+1−lj} . This allows us to define S_{nj} (g) = T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g)(0) · · · T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g)(l_{j+1} − l_j − 1) ∈ H.

Recall that ψ(x_0) = 1_Hω , this implies that

S_{nj} (1_G) = T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} )(0) · · · T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} )(l_{j+1} − l_j − 1) = 1_H for all j ∈ ω. It is clear that, for g, g^′ ∈ F_n with n < n_j, d_H (S_{nj} (g), S_{nj} (g^′)) ≤ d^∞_H (T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g), T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g^′)).

Lemma 3.3. Let x, y ∈ ∏ n∈I F_n such that lim_j d_G(x(n_j), y(n_j )) = 0 and x(n_j), y(n_j ) ∈ F_{nj −1} for all j > 0. Then

ψ(x^′)E_∗(H)ψ(y^′) ⇐⇒ lim_j (ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^{lj −1}_0 converges, where x^′(n) = u^{−1}_n x(n), y^′(n) = u^{−1}_n y(n) for all n ∈ I.

Proof. If ψ(x^′)E_∗(H)ψ(y^′), then lim_p(ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^p_0 converges. In particular, lim_j(ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^{lj −1}_0 converges.

Conversely, suppose lim_j(ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^{lj −1}_0 converges. For any q ∈ ω, by Lemma 3.1, there is a δ_q ∈ ω such that ∀^∞n ∈ I ∀g, g^′ ∈ F_{n−1} (d_G(g, g^′) < δ_q ⇒ d^∞_H (T_n(u^{−1}_n g), T_n(u^{−1}_n g^′)) < 2^{−q}). Since lim_j d_G(x(n_j), y(n_j )) = 0 and x(n_j), y(n_j ) ∈ F_{nj −1} for any integer j > 0, there exists a j_0 ∈ ω such that ∀j > j_0 (d^∞_H (T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} x(n_j)), T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} y(n_j ))) < 2^{−q}).

Then for any j, k ∈ ω with j > j_0 and l_j ≤ k < l_{j+1}, since d_H is two-sided invariant, we have

d_H ((ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^{lj −1}_0 , (ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^k_0 ) = d_H (ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|_{[lj ,k]} ≤ d^∞_H (T_{nj} (x^′(n_j )), T_{nj} (y^′(n_j ))) < 2^{−q}. So by the convergency of lim_j(ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^{lj −1}_0 , we obtain that

lim_k (ψ(x^′), ψ(y^′))|^k_0 converges,

and hence ψ(x^′)E_∗(H)ψ(y^′). □

The following proposition may be well known. We provide a proof here for the convenience of readers.

Proposition 3.4 (folklore). Let G be a Polish group. Then G is TSI iff for all sequences (g_p) and (g^′_p) in G, we have

lim_p g_pg^′_p = 1_G ⇐⇒ lim_p g^′_pg_p = 1_G.

Proof. Suppose G is TSI, and let d_G be a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on G. Then we have d_G(1_G, g_pg^′_p) = d_G(g^{−1}_p , g^′_p) = d_G(1_G, g^′_pg_p), so lim_p g_pg^′_p = 1_G ⇐⇒ lim_p g^′_pg_p = 1_G.

On the other hand, fix an open neighborhood basis (V_n) of 1_G. We claim that ∀n ∃m_n ∀g ∈ G (gV_{mn} g^{−1} ⊆ V_n). If not, there exist an n_0 and two sequences (g_p), (h_p) in G such that lim_p h_p = 1_G, but g_ph_pg^{−1}_p /∈ V_{n0} for each p ∈ ω. Put g^′_p = h_pg^{−1}_p . It is clear that lim_p g^′_pg_p = 1_G, but lim_p g_pg^′_p ≠ 1_G, which is a contradiction.

Now we put U_n = ⋃ g∈G gV_{mn} g^{−1}. Note that U_n ⊆ V_n for each n ∈ ω.

Therefore, (U_n) is also an open neighborhood basis of 1_G with gU_ng^{−1} = U_n for all g ∈ G and n ∈ ω. By [8, Exercise 2.1.4], G admits a compatible two-sided invariant metric. Hence G is TSI (cf. [2, Corollary 1.2.2]). □

Theorem 3.5. Let G, H be two Polish groups. If H is TSI but G is not, then E(G) ≰_B E(H).

Proof. Assume toward a contradiction that E(G) ≤_B E(H). By Theorem 4.3 of [5], it suffices to consider the case that G is CLI. Let d_G be a compatible complete right-invariant metric on G and d_H a compatible complete twosided invariant metric on H.

We use the notation defined earlier in this section.

Since G is not TSI, by Proposition 3.4, there are two sequences (g_p), (g^′_p) of elements of G such that lim_p g^′_pg_p = 1_G, but lim_p g_pg^′_p ≠ 1_G. Since d_G is right-invariant, lim_p d_G(g^′_p, g^{−1}_p ) = 0. By transfering to a subsequence, we may assume that, there is a δ > 0 such that inf_p d_G(1_G, g_pg^′_p) > δ.

Since ⋃ n F_n is dense, by perturbation, we may assume that {g_p, g^′_p : p ∈ ω} ⊆ ⋃ n F_n. By Lemma 3.1 and Definition 3.2, we can find two sequence (p(i)) and (q(i)) of natural numbers so that

(i) g_{p(i)}, g^′_{p(i)} ∈ F_{nq(i)−1};

(ii) d_H (S_{nq(i)+1} (g^′_{p(i)}), S_{nq(i)+1} (g^{−1}_{p(i)})) < 2^{−i}; and (iii) for each i ∈ ω, 0 < p(i) < q(i) < q(i) + 1 < p(i + 1).

For each n ∈ I, define x(n) = u^{−1}_n g_{p(i)}, n = n_{q(i)}, u^{−1}_n g^′_{p(i)}, n = n_{q(i)+1}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise, y(n) = u^{−1}_n g_{p(i)}, n = n_{q(i)}, u^{−1}_n g^{−1}_{p(i)}, n = n_{q(i)+1}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

For j ∈ ω, by letting h^′_j = S_{nj} (u_{nj} x(n_j )) and h_j = S_{nj} (u_{nj} y(n_j)), we have (ψ(x), ψ(y))|^{lj+1 −1}_0 = h^′_0 · · · h^′_j h^{−1}_j · · · h^{−1}_0 .

For i ∈ ω and m > j > q(i) + 1, it follows from (ii) and Lemma 2.4(1) that d_H (h^′_j · · · h^′_m, h_j · · · h_m) < ∑ k>i 2^{−k} < 2^{−i}. Now by Lemma 2.4(2),

lim_j (ψ(x), ψ(y))|^{lj+1 −1}_0 = lim_j h^′_0 · · · h^′_j h^{−1}_j · · · h^{−1}_0 converges.

Note that lim_i d_G(g^′_{p(i)}, g^{−1}_{p(i)}) = 0. So by Lemma 3.3, we have ψ(x)E_∗(H)ψ(y), and hence (x ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(y ⊕ w). In particular,

lim_i (x ⊕ w, y ⊕ w)|^{nq(i)+1}_0 = lim_i g_{p(0)}g^′_{p(0)} · · · g_{p(i)}g^′_{p(i)} converges. Therefore, it follows that lim_i g_{p(i)}g^′_{p(i)} = lim_i (g_{p(0)}g^′_{p(0)} · · · g_{p(i−1)}g^′_{p(i−1)})^{−1}g_{p(0)}g^′_{p(0)} · · · g_{p(i)}g^′_{p(i)} = 1_G. We obtain a contradiction. □

4. A gap between E^ω_0 and R^ω /c_0 In this section, we prove that there is NO Polish group G satisfying that E^ω_0 <_B E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0.

To do so, we will use the following lemma, which is an easy corollary of [4, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 4.1. Let E be a Borel equivalence relation on ∏ n F_n with E_0( ∏ n F_n) ⊆ E, where all (F_n) are finite sets. If E ≤_B R^ω /c_0, then there exist an infinite set I ⊆ ω and a w ∈ ∏ n /∈I Fn such that E| w I ≤_A R^ω /c_0.

Proof. Let e_n = (0, . . . , 0,^n1, 0, . . .) for each integer n > 0. Then (e_n) is the canonical Schauder basis of c_0. Note that E(c_0, (e_n)) = R^ω /c_0. By applying [4, Lemma 4.2] to E(c_0, (e_n)), we conclude the proof. □

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a Polish group. If E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0, then G is TSI non-archimedean.

Proof. Suppose E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0. Note that R^ω /c_0 <_B R^ω /cs = E_∗(R) (see [4, Theorem 5.9(i)]). By Theorem 3.5, G is also TSI. Let d_G be a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on G. Put V_k = {g ∈ G : d_G(1_G, g) < 2^{−k}}.

Assume for contradiction that G is not non-archimedean. Then there is a K ∈ ω such that V_K contains no open subgroups of G. It is clear that V_k = V^{−1}_k and ⋃ m V^m_k is an open subgroup which is not contained in V_K . So there exists m_k > 0 with V^{mk}_k ⊈ V_K for each k. We can find g_{k,0}, . . . , g_{k,mk −1} ∈ V_k such that g_{k,0} · · · g_{k,mk−1} /∈ V_K . Put h_j = g_{k,i} for j = ∑ l<k m_l + i with i < m_k. Then we have lim_j h_j = 1_G. By Cauchy Criterion, lim_j h_0 · · · h_j diverges.

Assume that E_∗(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0. Let (F_n) be a sequence of finite subsets of G such that

(i) 1_G, h_0 ∈ F_n = F^{−1}_n ; (ii) F^n_{n−1} ⊆ F_n; and (iii) for n > 0, h_n ∈ F_{n−1}.

Denote by E the restriction of E_∗(G) on ∏ n F_n. By Lemma 4.1, there exist an infinite set I ⊆ ω and a w ∈ ∏ n /∈I Fn such that E| w I ≤_A R^ω /c_0. So there are natural numbers 0 = n_0 < n_1 < n_2 < · · · with I = {n_j : j ∈ ω}, 0 = l_0 < l_1 < l_2 < · · · , maps T_{nj} : F_{nj} → R^{lj+1 −lj} , and ψ : ∏ n∈I F_n → R^ω with ψ(x) = T_{n0} (x(n_0))^⌢T_{n1} (x(n_1))^⌢T_{n2} (x(n_2))^⌢ · · · , such that ψ is an additive reduction of E|^w_I to R^ω /c_0.

Put u_{n0} = 1_G, and for j > 0, let

u_{nj} = w(n_{j−1} + 1) · · · w(n_j − 1).

Assume again for contradiction that there are ε_0 > 0 and natural numbers 0 < j(0) < j(1) < · · · < j(p) < · · · such that max 0≤k<l_{j(p)+1}−l_{j(p)} |T_{nj(p)} (u^{−1}_{nj(p)} h_{j(p)})(k) − T_{nj(p)} (u^{−1}_{nj(p)} )(k)| ≥ ε_0. By lim_p h_{j(p)} = 1_G, we can find natural numbers p_0 < p_1 < · · · < p_i < · · · so that d_G(1_G, h_{j(pi)}) < 2^{−i} for each i ∈ ω. Thus (h_{j(p0)} · · · h_{j(pi)}) is d_G-Cauchy, so lim_i h_{j(p0)} · · · h_{j(pi)} converges. For each n ∈ I, put x_0(n) = u^{−1}_n and

y^′_0(n) = { u^{−1}_n h_{j(pi)}, n = n_{j(pi)}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

For any n > n_{j(p0)}, let i_n be the largest i with n_{j(pi)} ≤ n. Then (y^′_0 ⊕ w, x_0 ⊕ w)|^n_0 = h_{j(p0)} · · · h_{j(pin )}, and thus (y^′_0 ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(x_0 ⊕ w). Note that for all i ∈ ω, max l_{j(pi)}≤k<l_{j(pi)+1} |ψ(y^′_0)(k) − ψ(x_0)(k)| ≥ ε_0.

So ψ(y^′_0)R^ω /c_0ψ(x_0) fails, which is a contradiction.

Therefore, for all ε > 0, we have ∀^∞j ∀k ∈ [0, l_{j+1} − l_j) (|T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} h_j )(k) − T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} )(k)| < ε). For each n ∈ I, put y_0(n) = u^{−1}_n h_j , where n = n_j. Then we have ψ(y_0)R^ω /c_0ψ(x_0), and hence (y_0 ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(x_0 ⊕ w). In particular, lim_j (y_0 ⊕ w, x_0 ⊕ w)|^{nj}_0 = lim_j h_0 · · · h_j converges.

This leads to a contradiction. □ Building upon previous results, we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a Polish group. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) G is TSI non-archimedean; (2) E(G) ≤_B E^ω_0 ; and (3) E(G) ≤_B R^ω /c_0.

In particular, E(G) ∼_B E^ω_0 iff G is TSI uncountable non-archimedean. Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) follows from [5, Theorem 3.5]. (2) ⇒ (3) follows from [8, Lemma 8.5.3]. (3) ⇒ (1) follows from Theorem 4.2.

Again by [5, Theorem 3.5], we see that E(G) ∼_B E^ω_0 iff G is TSI uncountable non-archimedean. □ Note that R^ω /c_0 <_B R^ω /cs = E_∗(R) (see [4, Theorem 5.9(i)]) and E(R) = R^ω /c. The results of this section make the following question very interesting.

Question 4.4. For any Polish group G, does it hold that E(G) <_B E(R) ⇐⇒ E(G) ≤_B E^ω_0 ?

5. The Pre-rigid Theorem on TSI Polish groups In this section, we prove a highly technical theorem, namely the Pre-rigid Theorem, which will serve as the foundation for the subsequent sections.

We say that a topological group G has no small subgroups, or is NSS, if there exists an open subset V ∋ 1_G in G such that no non-trivial subgroup of G contained in V .

To generalize Theorem 6.13 of [5], we introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.1. A Polish group G is called strongly NSS if there exists an open set V ∋ 1_G in G such that

∀(g_n) ∈ G^ω (lim_n g_n ≠ 1_G ⇒ ∃n_0 < · · · < n_k (g_{n0} · · · g_{nk} /∈ V )),

where the set V is called an unenclosed set of G.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a Polish group. The following hold:

(1) if G is strongly NSS, then G is NSS; and (2) if G is locally compact, then G is strongly NSS iff G is NSS.

Proof. (1) Let V be an unenclosed set of G. We have ∀g ∈ G (g ≠ 1_G ⇒ ∃m (g^m /∈ V )). Thus V contains no non-trivial subgroups of G, so G is NSS.

(2) By (1), we only need to prove another direction. Suppose that G is NSS and locally compact. Let V ∋ 1_G be an open subset of G such that V is compact and contains no non-trivial subgroups of G. Then ∀g ∈ V (g ≠ 1_G ⇒ ∃m (g^m /∈ V )). We claim that V is an unenclosed set of G. Fix a (g_n) ∈ G^ω with lim_n g_n ≠ 1_G. By the definition of unenclosed set, it suffices to consider the case that (g_n) ∈ V^ω. Since V is compact, there exist a subsequence (g_{ni} ) of (g_n) and an element 1_G ≠ h ∈ V such that lim_i g_{ni} = h. Then we can find an m ∈ ω with h^m /∈ V . By the continuity of group operations, there are i_0 < i_1 < · · · < i_{m−1} such that g_{ni0} g_{ni1} · · · g_{nim−1} /∈ V . Therefore G is strongly NSS. □

The addition group R^ω with the product topology is not strongly NSS because it is not NSS. Let (e_n) be the canonical basis in c_0. For any r > 0, the sequence (^r_2 e_n) witnesses that the open set {x ∈ c_0 : ‖x‖ < r} is not an unenclosed set of c_0. On the other hand, for any x ∈ c_0 with ‖x‖ ≠ 0, we have lim_n ‖nx‖ → +∞. Thus the Banach space c_0 is NSS, but not strongly NSS, under the addition operation.

Now, we are ready to prove the Pre-rigid Theorem. Let us remind that the definitions of the maps (π^S_m)^ω and S^# appeared in the following theorem can be found in Definition 2.7.

Theorem 5.3 (Pre-rigid Theorem). Let G be a TSI Polish group, and let H be a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups (H_m). If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then for each m ∈ ω, there exist an open subgroup W_m of G and a continuous map π^S_m : W_m → H_m with π^S_m(1_G) = 1_{Hm} satisfying the following:

(i) The map (π^S_m)^ω : W^ω_m → H^ω_m is an (E_∗(W_m), E_∗(H_m))-homomorphism. (ii) Define S : W = ⋂ m W_m → H as: for g ∈ W , S(g) = (π^S_0 (g), π^S_1 (g), . . . , π^S_m(g), . . .), then the map S^# : W^ω → H^ω × W^ω is a reduction of E_∗(W ) to E_∗(H) × E(W ; 0).

In particular, the converse holds if G = W and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H.

Proof. Let d_G, d_{Hm} ≤ 1 be compatible complete two-sided invariant metrics on G and H_m respectively. A compatible complete two-sided invariant metric d_H on H is defined as

d_H (h, h^′) = ∞∑ m=0 2^{−m}d_{Hm} (h(m), h^′(m)) for h, h^′ ∈ H. Assume that E_∗(G) ≤_B E_∗(H).

We use the notation defined in the arguments before Lemma 3.1 and before Lemma 3.3.

For m ∈ ω, let π_m : ∏ n H_n → H_m be the canonical projection map, so π_m(h) = h(m) for each h. It is clear that every π_m is a continuous homomorphism.

It is worth noting that ∀h, h^′ ∈ H (d_{Hm} (π_m(h), π_m(h^′)) ≤ 2^md_H (h, h^′)). For m ∈ ω, let X_m be the set of all g ∈ ⋃ n F_n such that: ∀δ > 0 ∃j_δ (g ∈ F_{njδ −1} ∧∀j^′ > j ≥ j_δ (d_{Hm} (1_{Hm} , π_m(S_{nj} (g)S_{nj′} (g^{−1}))) < δ)). Note that S_{nj} (1_G) = 1_H for all j ∈ ω, so 1_G ∈ X_m.

Claim 1. For any m ∈ ω, there is an r_m > 0 such that ∀g, g^′ ∈ ⋃ n F_n ((d_G(g, g^′) < r_m ∧ g ∈ X_m) ⇒ g^′ ∈ X_m). Proof of Claim 1. If not, there are an m_0 ∈ ω and two sequences (g_i), (g^′_i) ∈ ⋃ n F_n such that

(i) d_G(g_i, g^′_i) < 2^{−i}; and (ii) g_i ∈ X_{m0} and g^′_i /∈ X_{m0} .

Note that H_{m0} is strongly NSS. Let open set V ∋ 1_{Hm0} be an unenclosed set of H_{m0} . Put p(−1, 2M_{−1} − 1) = 0. For any i ∈ ω, we will find an M_i ∈ ω and natural numbers 0 < p(i, 0) < p(i, 1) < · · · < p(i, 2M_i − 1) so that (1) p(i − 1, 2M_{i−1} − 1) < p(i, 0); (2) g_i, g^′_i ∈ F_{np(i,0)−1} ; (3) for i ∈ ω, π_{m0} (S_{np(i,0)} (g^′_i)S_{np(i,1)} ((g^′_i)^{−1}) · · · S_{np(i,2Mi−2)} (g^′_i)S_{np(i,2Mi−1)} ((g^′_i)^{−1})) /∈ V ; (4) for i ∈ ω, M_i−1∑

l=0 d_{Hm0} (1_{Hm0} , π_{m0} (S_{np(i,2l)} (g_i)S_{np(i,2l+1)} (g^{−1}_i ))) < 2^{−i}.

Let us begin with i = 0. Since g^′_0 /∈ X_{m0} , there are a δ_0 > 0 and natural numbers p(0) < p(1) < · · · < p(j) < · · · such that g^′_0 ∈ F_{np(0)−1} and for each j ∈ ω, d_{Hm0} (1_{Hm0} , π_{m0} (S_{np(2j)} (g^′_0)S_{np(2j+1)} ((g^′_0)^{−1}))) ≥ δ_0.

By the definition of X_{m0} and g_0 ∈ X_{m0} , there exists a strictly increasing sequence (j_k) of natural numbers such that g_0 ∈ F_{np(j0 )−1} and for each k ∈ ω,

d_{Hm0} (1_{Hm0} , π_{m0} (S_{np(2jk )} (g_0)S_{np(2jk +1)} (g^{−1}_0 ))) < 2^{−(k+1)}.

Let h ∈ H^ω_{m0} be such that

h(k) = π_{m0} (S_{np(2jk )} (g^′_0)S_{np(2jk +1)} ((g^′_0)^{−1}))

for each k ∈ ω. Then lim_k h(k) ≠ 1_{Hm0} . Since V is an unenclosed set of H_{m0} , there are finitely many natural numbers k_0 < k_1 < · · · < k_q such that h(k_0) · · · h(k_q) /∈ V , i.e.,

π_{m0} (S_{np(2jk0 )} (g^′_0)S_{np(2jk0 +1)} ((g^′_0)^{−1}) · · · S_{np(2jkq )} (g^′_0)S_{np(2jkq +1)} ((g^′_0)^{−1})) /∈ V.

Now we put M_0 = q + 1, p(0, 2l) = p(2j_{kl} ), and p(0, 2l + 1) = p(2j_{kl} + 1) for all l < q + 1. Then we have g_0, g^′_0 ∈ F_{np(j0)−1} ⊆ F_{np(0,0)−1}, and q∑ l=0 d_{Hm0} (1_{Hm0} , π_{m0} (S_{np(0,2l)} (g_0)S_{np(0,2l+1)} (g^{−1}_0 ))) < q∑ l=0 2^{−(kl+1)} < 1.

We can see that clauses (1)–(4) hold for i = 0.

Now assume that M_0, . . . , M_i and p(0, 0) < · · · < p(0, 2M_0 − 1) < · · · < p(i, 0) < · · · < p(i, 2M_i − 1) have been defined. Using similar arguments as those presented in the preceding paragraph, pick a p^′ > p(i, 2M_i − 1) with g_{i+1}, g^′_{i+1} ∈ F_{np′ −1}, then we can find an M_{i+1} ∈ ω and natural numbers p^′ ≤ p(i + 1, 0) < · · · < p(i + 1, 2M_{i+1} − 1) so that clauses (1)–(4) hold.

For each n ∈ I, define x(n) = u^{−1}_n g^′_i, n = n_{p(i,2k)}, 0 ≤ k < M_i, u^{−1}_n (g^′_i)^{−1}, n = n_{p(i,2k+1)}, 0 ≤ k < M_i, u^{−1}_n , otherwise,

y(n) = u^{−1}_n g_i, n = n_{p(i,2k)}, 0 ≤ k < M_i, u^{−1}_n g^{−1}_i , n = n_{p(i,2k+1)}, 0 ≤ k < M_i, u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

Then for q ∈ ω, the following equality holds: (x ⊕ w, y ⊕ w)|^q_0 = { g^′_ig^{−1}_i , n_{p(i,2k)} ≤ q < n_{p(i,2k+1)}, 0 ≤ k < M_i, 1_G, otherwise.

By (i), we have lim_q (x ⊕ w, y ⊕ w)|^q_0 = 1_G.

So (x ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(y ⊕ w), and thus ψ(x)E_∗(H)ψ(y) holds. It follows from Lemma 2.4(2) that lim_i d_H (ψ(x), ψ(y))|_{[lp(i,0) , lp(i,2Mi−1)+1)} = 0. For each j ∈ ω, let h^′_j = S_{nj} (u_{nj} x(n_j )) and h_j = S_{nj} (u_{nj} y(n_j)). Note that S_{nj} (1_G) = 1_H for all j > 0, so (ψ(x), ψ(y))|^{lp(i,2Mi −1)+1−1} l_{p(i,0)} = h^′_{p(i,0)}h^′_{p(i,1)} · · · h^′_{p(i,2Mi−1)}(h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)})^{−1}. Now we have lim_i d_H (h^′_{p(i,0)}h^′_{p(i,1)} · · · h^′_{p(i,2Mi−1)}, h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)}) = 0, and hence lim_i h^′_{p(i,0)}h^′_{p(i,1)} · · · h^′_{p(i,2Mi−1)}(h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)})^{−1} = 1_H . Let V_1 ∋ 1_{Hm0} be an open subset of H_{m0} with V^2_1 ⊆ V . Since π_{m0} is a continuous homomorphism, there exists an i_0 ∈ ω such that π_{m0} (h^′_{p(i,0)}h^′_{p(i,1)} · · · h^′_{p(i,2Mi−1)})π_{m0} (h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)})^{−1} ∈ V_1 holds for any i > i_0. By (4), we have

lim_i d_{Hm0} (1_{Hm0} , π_{m0} (h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)})) ≤ lim_i 2^{−i} = 0.

Therefore, for i large enough, π_{m0} (h_{p(i,0)}h_{p(i,1)} · · · h_{p(i,2Mi−1)}) ∈ V_1. It follows that π_{m0} (h^′_{p(i,0)}h^′_{p(i,1)} · · · h^′_{p(i,2Mi−1)}) ∈ V, i.e., π_{m0} (S_{np(i,0)} (g^′_i)S_{np(i,1)} ((g^′_i)^{−1}) · · · S_{np(i,2Mi−2)} (g^′_i)S_{np(i,2Mi−1)} ((g^′_i)^{−1})) ∈ V, contradicting (3). Claim 1. □

For any m ∈ ω, let V_m = {g ∈ G : d_G(1_G, g) < r_m} and W_m = ⋃ i V^i_m.

Note that V^{−1}_m = V_m. It is clear that W_m is an open, and thus a clopen subgroup of G. We claim that W_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n ⊆ X_m. For i = 0, note that 1_G ∈ X_m, so Claim 1 gives that V_m∩ ⋃ n F_n ⊆ X_m. Assume that V^i_m∩ ⋃ n F_n ⊆ X_m. Let h ∈ V^{i+1}_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n with h = gg^′, where g ∈ V^i_m and g^′ ∈ V_m. Note that ⋃ n F_n is a dense subgroup of G. We can find ĝ, ĝ^′ ∈ ⋃ n F_n such that d_G(h, ĝĝ^′) < r_m with ĝ ∈ V^i_m and ĝ^′ ∈ V_m. Since d_G(ĝ, ĝĝ^′) = d_G(1_G, ĝ^′) < r_m and ĝ ∈ X_m, we have ĝĝ^′ ∈ X_m, and thus h ∈ X_m. So W_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n ⊆ X_m. Let g ∈ W_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n ⊆ X_m. Pick a j_g ∈ ω with g ∈ F_{njg −1}. For any δ > 0, by the definition of X_m, there exists a j_δ ≥ j_g such that ∀j^′ > j ≥ j_δ (d_{Hm} (1_{Hm} , π_m(S_{nj} (g)S_{nj′} (g^{−1}))) < δ).

Let j, k ∈ ω with j_δ < j < k. Fix a k^′ > k. Since π_m is a homomorphism, we have d_{Hm} (1_{Hm} , π_m(S_{nj} (g))π_m(S_{nk′} (g^{−1}))) < δ, d_{Hm} (1_{Hm} , π_m(S_{nk} (g))π_m(S_{nk′} (g^{−1}))) < δ.

So d_{Hm} (π_m(S_{nj} (g)), π_m(S_{nk} (g))) < 2δ. Thus (π_m(S_{nj} (g))) is a Cauchy sequence in H_m. By the completeness of d_{Hm} , we can define

π^S_m(g) = lim_j π_m(S_{nj} (g)) ∈ H_m.

Note that for g, g^′ ∈ F_n with n < n_j,

d_H (S_{nj} (g), S_{nj} (g^′)) ≤ d^∞_H (T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g), T_{nj} (u^{−1}_{nj} g^′)), and ∀h, h^′ ∈ H (d_{Hm} (π_m(h), π_m(h^′)) ≤ 2^md_H (h, h^′)). By Lemma 3.1, π^S_m is uniformly continuous on W_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n, which can be uniquely extended to a uniformly continuous map from W_m to H_m, still denoted by π^S_m. Let W = ⋂ m W_m, we define a continuous map S : W → H as: for g ∈ W , S(g) = (π^S_0 (g), π^S_1 (g), . . . , π^S_m(g), . . .). It is worth noting that S(1_G) = 1_H and W is a closed subgroup of G.

Now we prove clause (ii) first:

Claim 2. The map S^# is a reduction of E_∗(W ) to E_∗(H) × E(W ; 0).

Proof of Claim 2. Let x, y ∈ W^ω. Note that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ xE_∗(W )y as W is a closed subgroup of G. By Proposition 2.8, we only need to show that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y) holds whenever lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0. Since ⋃ n F_n is dense, by the definitions of d_H and S, for each p ∈ ω, we can find a sufficiently large j(p) ∈ ω and g_p, g^′_p ∈ ⋃ n F_n so that (1) 0 < j(0) < j(1) < · · · j(p) < · · · ; (2) g_p, g^′_p ∈ F_{nj(p)−1} ∩ ⋂ m≤p W_m; (3) d_G(x(p), g^′_p) < 2^{−p} and d_G(y(p), g_p) < 2^{−p}; and (4) for all m ≤ p,

d_{Hm} (π_m(S(x(p))), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p))) < 2^{−(p+1)},

d_{Hm} (π_m(S(y(p))), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g_p))) < 2^{−(p+1)}. Now we define, for each n ∈ I,

x̂(n) = { u^{−1}_n g^′_p, n = n_{j(p)}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise, ŷ(n) = { u^{−1}_n g_p, n = n_{j(p)}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

For any i < k, by (3) and Lemma 2.4(1), d_G((x, y)|^k_i , g^′_i · · · g^′_kg^{−1}_k · · · g^{−1}_i ) < k∑ q=i 2^{−q+1} < 2^{−i+2}.

Then by Lemma 2.4(2), xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ lim_p g^′_0 · · · g^′_pg^{−1}_p · · · g^{−1}_0 converges.

For any k > n_{j(0)}, let p_k be the largest p with n_{j(p)} ≤ k. Note that (x̂ ⊕ w, ŷ ⊕ w)|^k_0 = g^′_0 · · · g^′_{pk} g^{−1}_{pk} · · · g^{−1}_0 . It follow that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ (x̂ ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(ŷ ⊕ w) ⇐⇒ ψ(x̂)E_∗(H)ψ(ŷ). By (4), we have d_H (S(x(p)), S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p)) = ∑_∞ m=0 2^{−m}d_{Hm} (π_m(S(x(p))), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p))) < ∑_p m=0 2^{−(m+p+1)} + ∑_∞ m=p+1 2 −m < 2^{−(p−1)}, d_H (S(y(p)), S_{nj(p)} (g_p)) = ∑_∞ m=0 2^{−m}d_{Hm} (π_m(S(y(p))), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g_p))) < ∑_p m=0 2^{−(m+p+1)} + ∑_∞ m=p+1 2 −m < 2^{−(p−1)}. Note that S_{nj} (1_G) = 1_H for all j ∈ ω, by similar arguments as above, we see that S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y) ⇐⇒ lim_p S_{nj(0)} (g^′_0) · · · S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p)S_{nj(p)} (g_p)^{−1} · · · S_{nj(0)} (g_0)^{−1} converges.

For any i > j(0), let p_i be the largest p with j(p) ≤ i. Then we have (ψ(x̂), ψ(ŷ))|^{li+1 −1}_0 = S_{nj(0)} (g^′_0) · · · S_{nj(pi)} (g^′_{pi} )S_{nj(pi)} (g_{pi} )^{−1} · · · S_{nj(0)} (g_0)^{−1}. This implies that

lim_i (ψ(x̂), ψ(ŷ))|^{li+1−1}_0 converges ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y). Note that lim_p d_G(g^′_p, g_p) = 0, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that lim_i (ψ(x̂), ψ(ŷ))|^{li+1−1}_0 converges ⇐⇒ ψ(x̂)E_∗(H)ψ(ŷ). So S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω (y) ⇐⇒ ψ(x̂)E_∗(H)ψ(ŷ) ⇐⇒ xE_∗(G)y. Claim 2. □ Subsequently, we prove clause (i) as follows:

Claim 3. For m ∈ ω, if x, y ∈ W^ω_m, then xE_∗(G)y =⇒ (π^S_m)^ω(x)E_∗(H_m)(π^S_m)^ω(y).

Proof of Claim 3. Let x, y ∈ W^ω_m with xE_∗(G)y. Then for each p ∈ ω, we can find a j(p) ∈ ω and g_p, g^′_p ∈ W_m ∩ ⋃ n F_n so that (1) 0 < j(0) < j(1) < · · · j(p) < · · · ; (2) g_p, g^′_p ∈ F_{nj(p)−1} ∩ W_m;

(3) d_G(x(p), g^′_p) < 2^{−p} and d_G(y(p), g_p) < 2^{−p}; and

(4) we have d_{Hm} (π^S_m(x(p)), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p))) < 2^{−p},

d_{Hm} (π^S_m(y(p)), π_m(S_{nj(p)} (g_p))) < 2^{−p}. Now define, for each n ∈ I,

x̂(n) = { u^{−1}_n g^′_p, n = n_{j(p)}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise, ŷ(n) = { u^{−1}_n g_p, n = n_{j(p)}, u^{−1}_n , otherwise.

Following a similar approach to the proof of Claim 2, we obtain xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ (x̂ ⊕ w)E_∗(G)(ŷ ⊕ w) ⇐⇒ ψ(x̂)E_∗(H)ψ(ŷ). So we have lim_p (ψ(x̂), ψ(ŷ))|^{lj(p)+1−1}

0 converges,

and thus

lim_p S_{nj(0)} (g^′_0) · · · S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p)S_{nj(p)} (g_p)^{−1} · · · S_{nj(0)} (g_0)^{−1} converges.

Since π_m is a continuous homomorphism, we obtain

lim_p π_m(S_{nj(0)} (g^′_0) · · · S_{nj(p)} (g^′_p)S_{nj(p)} (g_p)^{−1} · · · S_{nj(0)} (g_0)^{−1}) converges.

Following again the similar arguments as in the proof of Claim 2, we get (π^S_m)^ω(x)E_∗(H_m)(π^S_m)^ω(y). Claim 3. □

It follows from Claim 2 and Claim 3 that W_m, π^S_m, W , and S are as desired. Finally, by Lemma 2.9, we can conclude that the converse is also true if G = W and if the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H. □

Remark 5.4. Recall that G_0 is the connected component of 1_G in G. Since each W_m in the preceding theorem is an open subgroup of G, it is also clopen in G. So G_0 ⊆ W_m as it is connected, and thus G_0 ⊆ W .

From the proof of the preceding theorem, it follows that W can be chosen to be clopen when H is TSI strongly NSS. Similarly, by [5, Theorem 6.13], W can be also clopen when H is locally compact, and W can be chosen to be W = G when H is compact.

6. Rigid theorems In this section, we use the Pre-rigid Theorem to prove several Rigid theorems for various classes of TSI Polish groups.

Lemma 6.1. Let G, H be two Polish groups and S : G → H a continuous map with S(1_G) = 1_H . Suppose H is NSS. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists an open subgroup W of G such that the map S ↾ W :

W → H is a continuous homomorphism.

(2) There exists an open subgroup W^′ of G such that the map S^ω is an (E_∗(W^′), E_∗(H))-homomorphism.

Proof. (1)⇒(2). Let W be an open subgroup of G such that S ↾ W : W → H is a continuous homomorphism. Then

∀x, y ∈ W^ω ∀g ∈ W (lim_n (x, y)|^n_0 = g ⇒ lim_n (S^ω(x), S^ω(y))|^n_0 = S(g)).

Since W is also closed, we see that S^ω is an (E_∗(W ), E_∗(H))-homomorphism. Hence W^′ = W is as required.

(2)⇒(1). Let W^′ be an open subgroup of G such that the map S^ω is an (E_∗(W^′), E_∗(H))-homomorphism, and let d_G, d_H be compatible leftinvariant metrics on G and H respectively.

Define X = {g ∈ W^′ : S(g^{−1}) = S(g)^{−1}}. Then X ≠ ∅, since 1_G ∈ X.

Claim 1. There exists an r_0 > 0 such that ∀g, g^′ ∈ W^′ ((d_G(g, g^′) < r_0 ∧ g ∈ X) ⇒ g^′ ∈ X). Proof of Claim 1. If not, then we can find two sequences (g_q) and (g^′_q) in W^′ so that

(i) g_q ∈ X and g^′_q /∈ X; (ii) lim_q(g^′_q)^{−1}g_q = 1_G.

Let h_q = S((g^′_q)^{−1})S(g^′_q), then h_q ≠ 1_H for q ∈ ω. Since H has no small subgroups, there exists some D > 0 such that, for each q ∈ ω, we can find an m_q > 0 with d_H (h^{mq}_q , 1_H ) ≥ D.

Put M_{−1} = 0 and M_q = m_0 + · · · + m_q for q ∈ ω. For each p ∈ ω, define x(p) = { (g^′_q)^{−1}, p = 2(M_{q−1} + i), 0 ≤ i < m_q, g^′_q, p = 2(M_{q−1} + i) + 1, 0 ≤ i < m_q, y(p) = { g^{−1}_q , p = 2(M_{q−1} + i), 0 ≤ i < m_q, g_q, p = 2(M_{q−1} + i) + 1, 0 ≤ i < m_q.

For any k ∈ ω, let q_k be the largest q such that M_{q−1} ≤ k. Clearly,

(x, y)|^{2k+1}_0 = 1_G, (x, y)|^{2k}_0 = (g^′_{qk} )^{−1}g_{qk} .

By (ii), we have xE_∗(G)y. Since S^ω is an (E_∗(G), E_∗(H))-homomorphism, S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y) holds, i.e.,

lim_k (S^ω(x), S^ω (y))|^k_0 converges.

Then by Lemma 2.4(2) and g_q ∈ X, we have

lim_q h^{mq}_q = lim_q (S^ω(x), S^ω (y))|^{2Mq −1}_{2Mq−1} = 1_H .

A contradiction! Claim 1. □

Put V = {g ∈ W^′ : d_G(1_G, g) < r_0}. Note that V = V^{−1}. Define W_1 = ⋃ i V^i, which is an open subgroup of W^′. We claim that W_1 ⊆ X.

Note that 1_G ∈ X, so by Claim 1, we have V ⊆ X. Assume that V^i ⊆ X. For any g = g_1g_2 ∈ V^{i+1} with g_1 ∈ V^i and g_2 ∈ V , we note that g_1 ∈ X and d_G(g_1, g) = d_G(g_1, g_1g_2) = d_G(1_G, g_2) < r_0. Again by Claim 1, we have g ∈ X. This shows that W_1 ⊆ X.

Claim 2. There exists 0 < r_1 < r_0 such that ∀g, g^′ ∈ W_1 (d_G(1_G, g) < r_1 ⇒ S(gg^′) = S(g)S(g^′)).

Proof of Claim 2. If not, there are two sequences (g_q), (g^′_q ) in W_1 such that lim_q g_q = 1_G and S(g_qg^′_q) ≠ S(g_q)S(g^′_q) for q ∈ ω.

For each q ∈ ω, let h_q = S(g_qg^′_q)S((g^′_q )^{−1})S(g^{−1}_q ). It follows from W_1 ⊆ X that h_q = S(g_qg^′_q)S(g^′_q)^{−1}S(g_q)^{−1} ≠ 1_H .

Since H has no small subgroups, there exists some D > 0 such that, for each q ∈ ω, we can find an m_q ∈ ω with d_H (h^{mq}_q , 1_H ) ≥ D.

Put M_{−1} = 0 and M_q = m_0 + · · · + m_q for q ∈ ω. For each p ∈ ω, define x(p) = g_qg^′_q, p = 3(M_{q−1} + i), 0 ≤ i < m_q, (g^′_q)^{−1}, p = 3(M_{q−1} + i) + 1, 0 ≤ i < m_q, g^{−1}_q , p = 3(M_{q−1} + i) + 2, 0 ≤ i < m_q, y(p) = g^′_q, p = 3(M_{q−1} + i), 0 ≤ i < m_q, (g^′_q)^{−1}, p = 3(M_{q−1} + i) + 1, 0 ≤ i < m_q, 1_G, p = 3(M_{q−1} + i) + 2, 0 ≤ i < m_q.

For any k ∈ ω, let q_k be the largest q such that M_{q−1} ≤ k. Clearly,

(x, y)|^{3k}_0 = (x, y)|^{3k+1}_0 = g_{qk} , (x, y)|^{3k+2}_0 = 1_G.

Note that lim_q g_q = 1_G, so xE_∗(G)y holds. Since S^ω is an (E_∗(G), E_∗(H))- homomorphism, S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y) holds, i.e.,

lim_k (S^ω(x), S^ω (y))|^k_0 converges.

By Lemma 2.4(2) and g^′_q ∈ W_1 ⊆ X, we have S(g^′_q)S((g^′_q )^{−1}) = 1_H . So

lim_q h^{mq}_q = lim_q (S^ω(x), S^ω (y))|^{3Mq −1}_{3Mq−1} = 1_H .

A contradiction! Claim 2. □

Finally, let V_1 = {g ∈ W^′ : d_G(1_G, g) < r_1} and W = ⋃ i V^i_1 . Note that V_1 = V^{−1}_1 and V_1 ⊆ V , so W is an open subgroup of W_1. For any g, g^′ ∈ W , we shall check that S(gg^′) = S(g)S(g^′). There are g_0, g_1, · · · , g_m ∈ V_1 such that g = g_0g_1 · · · g_m. Note that W ⊆ W_1, so by Claim 2, we have S(gg^′) = S(g_0)S(g_1 · · · g_mg^′) = S(g_0) · · · S(g_m)S(g^′) = S(g)S(g^′).

Then W is as required. □

Consider a Polish group G and a sequence (g_n) in G. Recall that (g_n) is ι-Cauchy if it is d-cauchy for some compatible left-invariant metric d on G. This definition is independent of the choice of d (cf. [1, Proposition 3.B.1]).

Let G, H be two Polish groups and φ : G → H a continuous homomorphism. We define IPC(φ) as the set of all x ∈ G^ω that satisfies:

(x(0) · · · x(p)) is ι-Cauchy ⇐⇒ (φ(x(0)) · · · φ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy.

Lemma 6.2. Let G, H be two Polish groups and φ : G → H a continuous homomorphism. If x ∈ IPC(φ) for any x ∈ G^ω with lim_p x(p) = 1_G, then ker(φ) is non-archimedean.

In particular, if φ(G) is closed in H, then the converse is also true.

Proof. Let d_G, d_H be compatible left-invariant metrics on G and H respectively. Define V_k = {g ∈ ker(φ) : d_G(1_G, g) < 2^{−k}}.

First, suppose x ∈ IPC(φ) for any x ∈ G^ω with lim_p x(p) = 1_G. Assume toward a contradiction that ker(φ) is not non-archimedean. Then there exists a K ∈ ω such that V_K contains no open subgroups of ker(φ). Since ⋃ m V^m_k is an open subgroup of ker(φ), we have ⋃ n V^m_k ⊈ V_K . Thus for each k ∈ ω, we can find an m_k ∈ ω and g_{k,0}, . . . , g_{k,mk−1} ∈ V_k such that g_{k,0}g_{k,1} · · · g_{k,mk−1} /∈ V_K . Put M_{−1} = 0 and M_k = m_0 + · · · + m_k for k ∈ ω. Let x ∈ G^ω be defined as x(p) = g_{k,i} for p = M_{k−1} + i with 0 ≤ i < m_k. Note that lim_p x(p) = 1_G, so x ∈ IPC(φ). Since d_G is left-invariant, we have ∀k (d_G(x(0) · · · x(M_{k−1} − 1), x(0) · · · x(M_k − 1)) ≥ 2^{−K} ). Thus (x(0) · · · x(p)) is not ι-Cauchy. But (φ(x(0)) · · · φ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy since φ(x(p)) = 1_H for all p ∈ ω, contradicting that x ∈ IPC(φ).

Now assume that φ(G) is closed in H and ker(φ) is non-archimedean. Let x ∈ G^ω with lim_p x(p) = 1_G. We prove x ∈ IPC(φ) as follows:

On the one hand, suppose that (x(0) · · · x(p)) is ι-Cauchy. For any ε > 0, since φ is continuous, there is a δ > 0 such that ∀g ∈ G (d_G(1_G, g) < δ ⇒ d_H (1_H , φ(g)) < ε). Since (x(0) · · · x(p)) is ι-Cauchy, we can find an N ∈ ω such that ∀m ≥ n > N (d_G(1_G, x(n) · · · x(m)) < δ). Thus we have that, for any m ≥ n > N, d_H (1_H , φ(x(n)) · · · φ(x(m))) = d_H (1_H , φ(x(n) · · · x(m))) < ε. This shows that (φ(x(0)) · · · φ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy.

On the other hand, suppose that (φ(x(0)) · · · φ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy. Let (W_p) be a decreasing neighborhood basis of 1_{ker(φ)} such that each W_p is an open subgroup of ker(φ). Let ~φ : G/ker(φ) → H be defined as ~φ(ker(φ)g) = φ(g). Note that φ(G) is closed, so it is also a Polish group under the topology inherited from H. Thus ~φ is a topological isomorphism of G/ker(φ) onto φ(G) (cf. [8, Corollary 2.3.4]). Note that ϕ = ~φ^{−1} ∘ φ is the canonical projection map, where ϕ(g) = ker(φ)g for g ∈ G. Since ~φ is a topological isomorphism, we have (ϕ(x(0)) · · · ϕ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy.

Let d_ϕ(ker(φ)g, ker(φ)g^′) = inf{d_G(hg, h^′g^′) : h, h^′ ∈ ker(φ)}, then d_ϕ is a compatible left-invariant metric on G/ ker(φ) (cf. [8, Lemma 2.2.8]).

For any ε > 0, we can find 0 < ε^′ < ε and p_0 ∈ ω satisfying {g ∈ ker(φ) : d_G(1_G, g) < 3ε^′} ⊆ W_{p0} ⊆ {g ∈ ker(φ) : d_G(1_G, g) < ε}.

Note that lim_p x(p) = 1_G and (ϕ(x(0)) · · · ϕ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy. Thus there is an N ∈ ω such that d_G(1_G, x(n)) < ε^′, d_ϕ(ϕ(x(N) · · · x(n)), ker(φ)1_H ) < ε^′ for each n > N. By the definition of d_ϕ, there exists some g_n ∈ ker(φ) for each n > N such that d_G(x(N) · · · x(n), g_n) < ε^′. For any n > N, we have d_G(x(N) · · · x(n), x(N) · · · x(n + 1)) = d_G(1_G, x(n + 1)) < ε^′. All there together imply that d_G(1_G, g^{−1}_n g_{n+1}) = d_G(g_n, g_{n+1}) < 3ε^′. So g^{−1}_n g_{n+1} ∈ W_{p0} . Since W_{p0} is a subgroup, it follows that g^{−1}_n g_m ∈ W_{p0} for any m ≥ n ≥ N. This gives that d_G(x(0) · · · x(n), x(0) · · · x(m)) = d_G(x(N) · · · x(n), x(N) · · · x(m)) < 2ε^′ + d_G(g_n, g_m) < 2ε^′ + ε < 3ε. Therefore, (x(0) · · · x(p)) is ι-Cauchy. □ Proposition 6.3. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups and φ : G → H a continuous homomorphism. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) for x ∈ G^ω, if lim_p x(p) = 1_G, then x ∈ IPC(φ); and (2) the map φ^# is a reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(H) × E(G; 0).

Proof. Since G and H are both TSI, for x ∈ G^ω, we have (x(0) · · · x(p)) is ι-Cauchy ⇐⇒ xE_∗(G)1_Gω , (φ(x(0)) · · · φ(x(p))) is ι-Cauchy ⇐⇒ lim_p φ^ω(x)E_∗(H)1_Hω .

So (2)⇒(1) follows from Proposition 2.8. We prove (1)⇒(2) as follows:

Let d_G be a compatible compete two-sided invariant metric on G. Given x, y ∈ G^ω. Suppose xE_∗(G)y. Since φ is a continuous homomorphism, we have φ^ω(x)E_∗(H)φ^ω(y) holds and lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0.

On the other hand, suppose φ^ω(x)E_∗(H)φ^ω (y) holds and lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0. Define z ∈ G^ω as: z(p) = y(0) · · · y(p − 1)x(p)y(p)^{−1}y(p − 1)^{−1} · · · y(0)^{−1} for p ∈ ω. Since d_G is two-sided invariant, lim_p d_G(z(p), 1_G) = lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0.

So z ∈ IPC(φ). Since φ is homomorphism, it holds that φ(z(p)) = φ(y(0)) · · · φ(y(p−1))φ(x(p))φ(y(p))^{−1} φ(y(p−1))^{−1} · · · φ(y(0))^{−1}.

Therefore, xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ (z(0) · · · z(p)) is ι-Cauchy, φ^ω(x)E_∗(H)φ^ω(y) ⇐⇒ (φ(z(0)) · · · φ(z(p))) is ι-Cauchy.

So (1)⇒(2) follows from Proposition 2.8 again. □

Now we are ready to prove the following theorem, which is crucial for the rest of this article.

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a TSI Polish group, and let H be a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups (H_m). If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then there exists a continuous homomorphism S : W → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean, where W ⊇ G_0 is a countable intersection of clopen subgroups in G.

In particular, the converse holds if G = W , S(G) is closed in H, and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H.

Proof. Suppose E(G) ≤_B E(H). It follows from Theorem 5.3 that, for each m ∈ ω, there exists an open subgroup W^′_m of G and a continuous map π^S_m : W^′_m → H_m with π^S_m(1_G) = 1_{Hm} such that (1) (π^S_m)^ω : (W^′_m)^ω → H^ω_m is an (E_∗(W^′_m), E_∗(H_m))-homomorphism; and (2) let W^′ = ⋂ m W^′_m and define S : W^′ → H as S(g) = (π^S_0 (g), π^S_1 (g), · · · ), then S^# is a reduction of E_∗(W^′) to E_∗(H) × E(W^′; 0).

Note that H_m is NSS. By Lemma 6.1, there is an open subgroup W_m of W^′_m such that π^S_m ↾ W_m is a homomorphism. We put W = ⋂ m W_m, and still denote S ↾ W by S for brevity. Then S is a continuous homomorphism. It is clear that G_0 ⊆ W ⊆ W^′.

As both G and H are TSI, according to Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, ker(S) is non-archimedean. Thus, W and S fulfill the requirements.

On the other hand, let S be a continuous homomorphism from G to H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean. Suppose that S(G) is closed in H and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H. Again by Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, the map S^# is a reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(H) × E(G; 0). Finally, it follows from Lemma 2.9 that E(G) ≤_B E(H). □

Remark 6.5. Let G be a TSI Polish group and H a TSI strongly NSS Polish group. Suppose that E(G) ≤_B E(H). Then it follows from the proof of Theorem 6.4 that there exist an open subgroup W ⊇ G_0 of G and a continuous homomorphism S : W → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean. Moreover, the map S^# is a reduction of E_∗(W ) to E_∗(H) × E(W ; 0).

This observation will be crucial in section 7.

The following is an immediate corollary.

Corollary 6.6. Let G be a TSI Polish group and H a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. If H is totally disconnected but G is not, then E(G) ≰_B E(H).

Proof. Assume for contradiction that E(G) ≤_B E(H). By Theorem 6.4, there is a continuous homomorphism S : G_0 → H such that ker(S) is nonarchimedean. Note that S(G_0) is also connected, so S(G_0) ⊆ H_0. Since H is totally disconnected, we have S(G_0) = {1_H }. So G_0 = ker(S), which is connected and non-archimedean. This implies that G_0 = {1_G}, contradicting that G is not totally disconnected. □

Note that the converses of Lemma 6.2 and Theorem 6.4 require S(G) to be closed in H. Next we present a lemma in which this requirement can be avoided.

Lemma 6.7. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups. Suppose S : G → H is a continuous homomorphism, and U ∋ 1_G is an open subset of G such that S ↾ U : U → S(U) is a homeomorphism. Then the map S^# is a reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(H) × E(G; 0).

Proof. Let d_G, d_H be compatible complete two-sided invariant metrics on G and H respectively. By Proposition 2.8, we only need to show that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y) holds whenever lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0.

Suppose xE_∗(G)y holds. Since S : G → H is a continuous homomorphism, it follows trivially that S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y).

On the other hand, suppose lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0 and S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y). We prove xE_∗(G)y as follows:

If not, by Lemma 2.4(2), lim_p sup_{q>p} d_G(x, y)|_{[p,q]} ≠ 0. So there exist r > 0 and two strictly increasing sequences of natural numbers (p_k), (q_k) such that p_k < q_k and d_G(1_G, (x, y)|^{qk}_{pk} ) = d_G(x, y)|_{[pk,qk]} > r for each k ∈ ω. Let 0 < r_0 < r satisfying that {g ∈ G : d_G(1_G, g) < r_0} ⊆ U. There exists a K ∈ ω such that d_G(x(p), y(p)) < r_0/2 for p > p_K . For p > p_k and k > K, since d_G is two-sided invariant, we have d_G((x, y)|^p_k , (x, y)|^{p−1}_{pk} )) = d_G(x(p)y(p)^{−1}, 1_G) < r_0/2, and hence d_G(1_G, (x, y)|^p_k ) < d_G(1_G, (x, y)|^{p−1}_{pk} ) + r_0/2.

For each k > K, we can find p_k < p^′_k < q_k such that r_0/2 ≤ d_G(1_G, (x, y)|^{p′k}_{pk} ) < r_0, so (x, y)|^{p′k}_{pk} ∈ U. By S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y), it is clear that S((x, y)|^{p′k}_{pk} ) = (S^ω(x), S^ω (y))|^{p′k}_{pk} → 1_H . Since S ↾ U is a homeomorphism from U to S(U), we have (x, y)|^{p′k}_{pk} → 1_G. This contradicts that d_G(1_G, (x, y)|^{p′k}_{pk} ) ≥ r_0/2. □

6.1. Applications on Lie groups, locally compact groups, and pro- Lie groups. Recall that a Lie group is a group which is also a smooth manifold such that the group operations are smooth functions. A topological group is a Lie group iff it is locally compact NSS (cf. Page 159 of [11]). Clearly, a Lie group is Polish iff it is separable iff it has only countably many connected components. Let G be a Lie group, then G_0 is an open normal subgroup of G. For more details on Lie groups, we refer to [19].

A completely metrizable topological group G is called a pro-Lie group if every open neighborhood of 1_G contains a normal subgroup N such that G/N is a Lie group (cf. [9, Definition 1]). For more details on pro-Lie groups, we refer to [9].

Applying Theorem 6.4, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 6.8. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups such that H is a pro-Lie group. If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then there exists a continuous homomorphism S : G_0 → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean.

In particular, the converse holds if G is connected and S(G) is closed in H. Proof. Since H is a pro-Lie group, there exist a countable open neighborhood basis (U_m) of 1_H and a sequence of normal subgroups (N_m) of H such that N_m ⊆ U_m and H/N_m is a Lie group for each m ∈ ω. Note that N_m is closed in H, since H/N_m is Hausdorff. Without loss of generality, assume that N_m ⊇ N_{m+1}. We define a map f : H → ∏ m H/N_m as f(h)(m) = hN_m for h ∈ H, m ∈ ω. By [12, Proposition 2.3], f is a topologically isomorphic embedding and f(H) is closed in ∏ m H/N_m. By [8, Exercise 2.2.8], all H/N_m are separable TSI Lie groups. As mentioned above, all Lie groups are locally compact NSS. By Proposition 5.2(2), all Lie groups are strongly NSS. So the first part of the theorem follows from Theorem 6.4.

For proving the second part of the theorem, by Theorem 6.4, we only need to show that the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H. Since S(G) is a closed subgroup of H, it is also a pro-Lie Polish group. Clearly, S(G) is non-singleton and connected. Note that, for any non-singleton connected pro-Lie Polish group K, there exists a nontrivial continuous homomorphism γ : R → K (see Proposition 19 and Definition 2.6 of [9]). All of these together allow us to embed the interval [0, 1] into S(G), and also into H. □

A topological group G is called a SIN-group if G admits arbitrarily small invariant identity neighborhoods, or equivalently, G has a neighborhood basis (U_i)_{i∈I} of 1_G such that gU_ig^{−1} = U_i for all g ∈ G (cf. [11, Definition 2.1]). It follows from [8, Exercise 2.1.4] that a Polish group is SIN iff it is TSI. By [11, Theorem 3.6], every locally compact TSI Polish group is a pro-Lie group.

We point out that, in [6, Theorem 1.2], groups G and H are required to be abelian with G being compact. Following is a generalized theorem that removes these requirements.

Theorem 6.9 (Rigid Theorem for locally compact TSI groups). Let G be a locally compact connected TSI Polish group, H a TSI pro-Lie Polish group. Then E(G) ≤_B E(H) iff there exists a continuous homomorphism S : G → H such that ker(S) is non-archimedean.

Proof. (⇒). It follows from Theorem 6.8 and G = G_0.

(⇐). Let φ : G → G/ ker(S) be the canonical projection. Note that φ is a continuous surjective homomorphism with φ(g) = ker(S)g for g ∈ G. Clearly, ker(φ) = ker(S) is non-archimedean. By Lemma 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, the map φ^# is a continuous reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(G/ ker(S)) × E(G; 0).

Let S^∗ : G/ ker(S) → H be the map defined as S^∗(ker(S)g) = S(g) for g ∈ G. It is clear that S^∗ is a continuous injective homomorphism. Let d_G be a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric on G, and define

d^∗(ker(S)g, ker(S)g^′) = inf{d_G(kg, k^′g^′) : k, k^′ ∈ ker(S)}.

Then d^∗ is a compatible metric on G/ ker(S) (cf.[8, Lemma 2.2.8]). Since G is locally compact, we can find some r > 0 such that the closure V of the open set V = {g ∈ G : d_G(1_G, g) < r} is compact. Let

U = {ker(S)g : d^∗(1_{G/ ker(S)}, ker(S)g) < r}.

Since d_G is two-sided invariant, from the definition of d^∗, we see that U ⊆ S(V ). Note that U ⊆ S(V ), so U is also compact. This implies that S^∗ ↾ U : U → S^∗(U) is a homeomorphism. By Lemma 6.7, the map (S^∗)^# is a continuous reduction of E_∗(G/ ker(S)) to E_∗(H) × E(G/ ker(S); 0).

Given x, y ∈ G^ω with lim_p d_G(x(p), y(p)) = 0. It follows from Proposition 2.8 that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ φ^ω(x)E_∗(G/ ker(S))φ^ω (y). The continuity of φ implies lim_p d^∗(φ(x(p)), φ(y(p))) = 0, so we also have

φ^ω(x)E_∗(G/ ker(S))φ^ω (y) ⇐⇒ (S^∗)^ω(φ^ω(x))E_∗(H)(S^∗)^ω(φ^ω(y)).

Note that S = S^∗ ∘ φ, so S^ω = (S^∗)^ω ∘ φ^ω. It is clear that xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y). Thus the map S^# is a continuous reduction of E_∗(G) to E_∗(H) × E(G; 0).

Since G is connected, {1_H } ≠ S(G) ⊆ H_0. So H_0 is non-singleton. As a closed subgroup of H, H_0 is also a TSI pro-Lie Polish group. Similar to the last paragraph of the proof of Theorem 6.9, we can embed the interval [0, 1] into H_0, and also in H. Therefore, the (⇐) part follows from Lemma 2.9. □

By restricting our analysis to Lie groups, we provide an affirmative response to Question 7.4 of [5] as follows:

Theorem 6.10 (Rigid Theorem for TSI Lie groups). Let G, H be two separable TSI Lie groups such that G is connected. Then E(G) ≤_B E(H) iff there exists a continuous locally injective homomorphism S : G → H.

Proof. By Theorem 6.9, we only need to show that ker(S) is discrete. Note that any non-archimedean subgroup of a Lie group is discrete, as all Lie groups are NSS. □

6.2. Applications on Banach spaces and Fréchet spaces. Now we focus on infinite dimensional vector spaces. Let us recall some elementary notions. All separable Fréchet spaces, i.e., separable, completely metrizable topological vector spaces (see [20, 5-1]), can be viewed as abelian Polish groups under the addition operation. In this article, all vector spaces are assumed to be real, i.e., over the field R. This is because, in accordance with view of Borel reducibility, the equivalence relation induced by a separable Fréchet space is independent of the choice of the field of scalars.

Let X be a vector space. A map ‖ · ‖ : X → R is called a total paranorm (see [20, 2-1]) if (1) ‖v‖ ≥ 0, ‖ − v‖ = ‖v‖, and ‖v‖ = 0 ⇐⇒ v = 0; (2) ‖v + v^′‖ ≤ ‖v‖ + ‖v^′‖; (3) for (t_n) ∈ R^ω , (v_n) ∈ X^ω, if t_n → t and ‖v_n − v‖ → 0, then ‖t_nv_n − tv‖ → 0. A total paranorm ‖ · ‖ is called a norm if ‖tv‖ = |t|‖v‖ for t ∈ R and v ∈ X. Any Fréchet space admits a compatible complete two-sided invariant metric d, which is given by a total paranorm ‖ · ‖ as d(v, v^′) = ‖v − v^′‖.

In particular, all separable Banach spaces are separable Fréchet spaces. The following are some classical separable Banach spaces:

c_0, C[0, 1], l_p, L_p[0, 1] (∀p ∈ [1, +∞)).

The classical Banach-Mazur theorem [21, II.B] asserts that every separable Banach space is isometric to a subspace of C[0, 1]. Thus for any separable Banach space X, we have E(X) ≤_B E(C[0, 1]). For more details on Fréchet spaces and Banach spaces, we refer to [20, 21].

Theorem 6.11 (Rigid Theorem for Fréchet spaces). Let X, Y be two separable Fréchet spaces such that Y is a closed subgroup of the product of a sequence of TSI strongly NSS Polish groups. Then E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y .

Proof. (⇐). It follows from Proposition 2.3.

(⇒). Suppose E(X) ≤_B E(Y ). Note that X is connected. By Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 6.4, there exists a continuous homomorphism S : X → Y such that ker(S) is non-archimedean, and for x, y ∈ X^ω, if lim_p x(p) − y(p) = 0, then ∑ p x(p) − y(p) converges ⇐⇒ ∑ p S(x(p)) − S(y(p)) converges.

For any integers m, n with n > 0 and v ∈ X, we have that nS(^1_n v) = S(v), and thus S(^{mv}_n ) =^m_n S(v). By its continuity, S is a R-linear map. Note that ker(S) is a non-archimedean closed linear subspace of X, so ker(S) = {0}.

Therefore S is injective. We will show that S is a topological isomorphism from X onto S(X).

Let ‖ · ‖_X , ‖ · ‖_Y be total paranorms on X and Y respectively. Assume for contradiction that there exist a sequence (v_q) in X and a δ > 0 such that (1) lim_q ‖S(v_q)‖_Y = 0, and (2) inf_q ‖v_q‖_X > δ.

By transfering to a subsequence, we may assume that ‖S(v_q)‖_Y < 2^{−q} for all q ∈ ω. For each q ∈ ω, we can find an integer m_q > 0 such that ‖^{vq}_{mq} ‖_X < 2^{−q}. Put M_{−1} = 0 and M_q = m_0 + · · · + m_q for q ∈ ω. For each p ∈ ω, define x ∈ X^ω with x(p) =^{vq}_{mq} for p = M_{q−1} + i and 0 ≤ i < m_q. It follows that lim_p x(p) = 0, so ∑ p x(p) converges ⇐⇒ ∑ p S(x(p)) converges.

Fix a k ∈ ω. By [10, Exercise E7.12(ii)], there is an open set V ∋ 0 in Y such that ∀r ∈ [0, 1] ∀h ∈ V (‖rh‖_Y < 2^{−(k+2)}). By (1), there is a Q > k such that ∀q (q > Q ⇒ S(v_q) ∈ V ). For any p^′ > p > M_Q, there are q^′ ≥ q > Q such that M_{q−1} ≤ p < M_q and M_q′_{−1} ≤ p^′ < M_q′ . It follows that

S(x(p)) + · · · + S(x(M_q − 1)) = M_q − p m_q S(v_q), S(v_q) ∈ V,

S(x(M_q′_{−1})) + · · · + S(x(p^′)) = p^′ − M_q′_{−1} + 1 m_q′ S(v_q′ ), S(v_q′ ) ∈ V. These imply that ‖ ‖ ‖ p^′∑

i=p S(x(i)) ‖ ‖ ‖ Y ≤ ‖S(x(p)) + · · · + S(x(M_q − 1))‖_Y + q^′−1∑

i=q+1 ‖S(v_i)‖_Y + ‖S(x(M_q′_{−1})) + · · · + S(x(p^′))‖_Y

≤ 2^{−(k+2)} + q^′−1∑

i=q+1 2^{−i} + 2^{−(k+2)} < 2^{−k}.

This shows that (S(x(0))+· · ·+S(x(p))) is a Cauchy sequence. So the series ∑ p S(x(p)) converges. For any q ∈ ω, we have

‖x(M_{q−1}) + x(M_{q−1} + 1) + · · · + x(M_q − 1)‖_X = ‖v_q‖_X > δ,

and thus ∑ p x(p) diverges. A contradiction!

Now we see that

∀(v_q) ∈ X^ω (lim_q S(v_q) = 0 ⇒ lim_q v_q = 0).

This implies that S^{−1} : S(X) → X is continuous. So S is a topological linear isomorphism from X onto S(X), and hence S(X) is closed. □

The following theorem characterizes strongly NSS separable Banach spaces.

Theorem 6.12. A separable Banach space X is not strongly NSS iff it has a closed linear subspace topologically isomorphic to c_0.

Proof. (⇐). It follows from the fact that any closed subgroup of a strongly NSS Polish group is strongly NSS, whereas c_0 is not strongly NSS.

(⇒). Suppose X is not strongly NSS. The norm of X denoted by ‖ · ‖. Let V = {v ∈ X : ‖v‖ < 1}. Then V is not an unenclosed set of X, and thus there exists a sequence (v_i) in X such that lim_i v_i ≠ 0 and ∀j < k ∀θ ∈ {−1, 1}^{{j,...,k}} ‖θ(j)v_j + · · · + θ(k)v_k‖ < 2. For any integer n > 0 and z^0, z^1, . . . , z^m ∈ R^n , let

Con({z^0, z^1, . . . , z^m}) = {_m ∑ i=0 λ_iz^i : m∑ i=0 λ_i = 1, ∀i ≤ m (λ_i ≥ 0) } . Define D (n) = {z ∈ R^n : ∀i < n (|z(i)| ≤ 1)}. It is clear that D (n) = Con({θ ∈ R^n : ∀i < n (θ(i) = ±1)}). Now let (t_i) ∈ c_0. We claim that ∑ i t_iv_i converges. For any ε > 0, we can find an i_0 ∈ ω so that |t_i| < ε for i > i_0. Let r = sup{|t_i| : i > i_0}. We may assume r > 0. Then for any i_0 < j < k, we have (t_j , . . . , t_k)/r ∈ D (k −j +1). So there is a λ : {−1, 1}^{{j,...,k}} → R with ∑ θ∈{−1,1}^{{j,...,k}} λ(θ) = 1 and λ(θ) ≥ 0 for each θ such that (t_j , . . . , t_k)/r = ∑ θ∈{−1,1}^{{j,...,k}} λ(θ)(θ(j), . . . , θ(k)). So_k ∑ i=j t_i r v_i = ∑ θ∈{−1,1}^{{j,...,k}} λ(θ) k∑ i=j θ(i)v_i. Then we have ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ i=j t_iv_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ θ∈{−1,1}^{{j,...,k}} rλ(θ) ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ i=j θ(i)v_i ‖ ‖ ‖ < ∑ θ∈{−1,1}^{{j,...,k}} 2rλ(θ) = 2r ≤ 2ε. So by Cauchy Criterion, ∑ i t_iv_i converges.

Therefore, ∑ i t_iv_i converges whenever (t_i) ∈ c_0. Note that ∑ i v_i diverges, since lim_i v_i ≠ 0. By Proposition 2.e.4 of [14] and its remark, X has a closed linear subspace topologically isomorphic to c_0. □

Applying previous results to separable Banach spaces, we get:

Theorem 6.13 (Rigid Theorem for Banach spaces). Let X, Y be two separable Banach spaces such that Y contains no closed linear subspaces topologically isomorphic to c_0. Then E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y .

Proof. It follows from theorems 6.11 and 6.12. □

Remark 6.14. It is well known that l_p and L_p[0, 1] contain no closed linear subspaces topologically isomorphic to c_0, where p ∈ [1, +∞). Note that l_p is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of l_q iff p = q (cf. [17, Theorem 5.1]). Let X be a separable Fréchet space and let Y be the space l_p or L_p[0, 1]. Then E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y . In particular, E(l_p) ≤ E(l_q) ⇐⇒ p = q. Without the assuming of strongly NSS for TSI Polish groups G and H, we do not know how to compare E(G) and E(H) with respect to Borel reducibility so far. For instance, it is not known whether E(C[0, 1]) ≤_B E(c_0), or whether E(l_p) ≤_B E(c_0) for p ∈ (0, +∞).

A worthwhile question is:

Question 6.15. Let X, Y be two separable Fréchet spaces. Does it hold that E(X) ≤_B E(Y ) iff X is topologically isomorphic to a closed linear subspace of Y ?

7. Uniformly NSS Polish groups

Recall that a topological group G is uniformly NSS (cf. [16, Definition 11]) if there is an open subset V ∋ 1_G of G such that, for any open subset U ∋ 1_G of G, ∃n ∀g ∈ G (g /∈ U ⇒ ∃m ≤ n (g^m /∈ V )). Clearly, a locally compact Polish group is uniformly NSS iff it is NSS.

A topological group is a Banach-Lie group if it is a Banach manifold such that the group operations are smooth functions (cf. [18, Section 6]). All Banach spaces and Lie groups are Banach-Lie groups, while all Banach-Lie groups are uniformly NSS (cf. [15, Theorem 2.7]).

Under the assumption of uniformly NSS, we show that every Borel reduction of E(G) to E(H) results in a continuous homomorphism, which is also a locally homeomorphism.

Theorem 7.1. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups. Assume that G is uniformly NSS and H is strongly NSS. If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then there exist an open subgroup W of G, an open neighborhood U ⊆ W of 1_G, and a continuous homomorphism S : W → H such that S ↾ U : U → S(U) is a homeomorphism and S(U) is closed in H.

In particular, the converse is also true if G = W and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H.

Proof. Let d_G, d_H be compatible complete two-sided invariant metrics on G and H respectively. Assume that E(G) ≤_B E(H). It follows from Remark 6.5 that there exist an open subgroup W^′ of G and a continuous homomorphism S : W^′ → H such that, for x, y ∈ (W^′)^ω, if lim_p x(p)y(p)^{−1} = 1_G, then we have xE_∗(G)y ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(y). Let V ∋ 1_G be an open subset of G witnessing that G is uniformly NSS.

For each k ∈ ω, define V_k = {g ∈ W^′ : d_G(1_G, g) < 2^{−k}}.

We claim that there exists a k_0 ∈ ω such that

∀(g_q) ∈ V^ω_{k0} (lim_q S(g_q) = 1_H ⇒ lim_q g_q = 1_G).

If not, then for each k ∈ ω, there are a j(k) ∈ ω and a sequence (g_{k,q}) of elements of V_k such that lim_q S(g_{k,q}) = 1_H and g_{k,q} /∈ V_{j(k)} for all q ∈ ω. Then by the definition of V , there exists an n_k > 0 such that ∀g ∈ G (g /∈ V_{j(k)} ⇒ ∃m ≤ n_k (g^m /∈ V )). Pick a large enough q_k ∈ ω so that d_H (1_H , S(g_{k,qk} )) < 2^{−k}/n_k. Then we can find an m_k ≤ n_k with g^{mk}_{k,qk} /∈ V .

Put M_{−1} = 0 and M_k = m_0 + · · · + m_k for k ∈ ω. Let x ∈ G^ω be defined as x(p) = g_{k,qk} for p = M_{k−1} + i with 0 ≤ i < m_k. It is clear that lim_p x(p) = 1_G. This implies that xE_∗(G)1_Gω ⇐⇒ S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(1_Gω ). For any k ∈ ω, we have x(M_{k−1})x(M_{k−1} + 1) · · · x(M_k − 1) = g^{mk}_{k,qk} /∈ V. By Lemma 2.4(2), we see that xE_∗(G)1_Gω fails.

For any p < p^′, if M_{k−1} ≤ p < M_k and M_k′_{−1} ≤ p^′ < M_k′ , then we have

d_H (1_Hω , S^ω(x))|_{[p,p}′_] ≤ p^′∑

i=p d_H (1_H , S(x(i)))

= M_k−1∑

i=p d_H (1_H , S(g_{k,qk} )) + k^′−1∑

i=k+1 m_id_H (1_H , S(g_{i,qi} )) + p^′∑

i=M_k′_{−1} d_H (1_H , S(g_k′_{,qk′} ))

<2^{−k}m_k/n_k + k^′−1∑

i=k+1 2^{−i}m_i/n_i + 2^{−k′} m_k′ /n_k′ <3 · 2^{−k}.

This implies that lim_p sup_{p≤p}′ d_H (1_H , S^ω(x))|_{[p,p}′_] = 0. Then it follows from Lemma 2.4(2) that S^ω(x)E_∗(H)S^ω(1_Gω ). A contradiction!

Now put U = V_{k0+2}. Then U ⊆ V_{k0+1} = V^{−1}_{k0+1}, so U^{−1}U ⊆ V_{k0} . For g ∈ U and (g_p) ∈ U^ω, since g^{−1}_p g ∈ V_{k0} for each p, we have

lim_p S(g_p) = S(g) ⇒ lim_p S(g^{−1}_p g) = 1_H ⇒ lim_p g^{−1}_p g = 1_G ⇒ lim_p g_p = g.

This implies that S ↾ U is a topological embedding.

Then we only need to show that S(U) is closed. Let (g_p) ∈ U^ω and h ∈ H with lim_p S(g_p) = h. Assume for contradiction that (g_p) is not converges in U. Then it is not d_G-Cauchy, we can find two strictly increasing sequences of natural numbers (p_k), (q_k) with p_k < q_k such that lim_k d_G(g_{pk} , g_{qk} ) ≠ 0. By lim_k S(g^{−1}_{pk} g_{qk} ) = lim_k S(g_{pk} )^{−1}S(g_{qk} ) = 1_H , we have lim_k g^{−1}_{pk} g_{qk} = 1_G. We get a contradiction as desired. Therefore, lim_p g_p = g for some g ∈ U, and hence h = lim_p S(g_p) = S(g) ∈ S(U). So S(U) is closed.

Finally, if G = W and the interval [0, 1] can be embedded into H, by lemmas 6.7 and 2.9, we see that the converse is also true. □

Corollary 7.2. Let G, H be two TSI Polish groups. Assume that G is uniformly NSS and H is strongly NSS. If E(G) ≤_B E(H), then G is strongly NSS too.

Proof. By Theorem 7.1, we can get an open subset U ∋ 1_G of G and a homeomorphism S : U → H such that S(gg^′) = S(g)S(g^′) for g, g^′, gg^′ ∈ U. Let V be an unenclosed set of H. It is clear that S^{−1}(V )∩U is an unenclosed set of G, so G is strongly NSS. □

Remark 7.3. The assumption of uniformly NSS in Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 can not be avoided. For example, we have E(T_p) ≤_B E(T), where T is strongly NSS but T_p is not (see [5, Theorem 6.24]).

In the rest of this article, we attempt to study some examples that are induced by totally disconnected TSI Polish groups.

Example 7.4. Let G = {v ∈ c_0 : ∀n (v(n) ∈ 2^{−n}Z)}. Then G is uniformly NSS but not strongly NSS with the subspace topology inherited from c_0. By Theorem 6.12, l_p is strongly NSS. So E(G) ≰_B E(l_p) for p ∈ [1, +∞).

Recall that a sequence (v_j ) in a Banach space X is called a Schauder basis of X if ∀v ∈ X ∃!(t_j) ∈ R^ω (v = ∑ j t_j v_j). Two sequences (v_j ) and (v^′_j ) are called equivalent in X if ∑ j t_j v_j converges ⇐⇒ ∑ j t_jv^′_j converges.

For p ∈ [1, +∞) and a ∈ c_0, we define I_a = {n ∈ ω : a(n) ≠ 0}, A_{p,a} = {v ∈ l_p : ∀n (v(n) ∈ a(n)Z)}.

If I_a is infinite, then A_{p,a} equipped the relative topology inherited from l_p is a totally disconnected, strongly NSS abelian Polish group, but is not non-archimedean. In particular, we put d(n) = 2^{−n}, and let A_p = A_{p,d} = {v ∈ l_p : ∀n (v(n) ∈ 2^{−n}Z)}. Let e_j = (0, . . . , 0,^j1, 0, . . . ), then (e_j ) is a Schauder basis of l_p.

Theorem 7.5. For p, q ∈ [1, +∞) and a ∈ c_0, the following hold:

(1) if I_a is a nonempty finite set, then E(A_{p,a}) ∼_B E_0; (2) if I_a is infinite, then E(A_{p,a}) ∼_B E(A_p); (3) E(A_p) <_B E(l_q);

(4) E(A_p) ≤_B E(l_q) ⇐⇒ p = q; and (5) E(A_p) ≤_B E(A_q) ⇐⇒ p = q.

Proof. (1) If I_a is a nonempty finite set, then A_{p,a} is a nontrivial countable discrete group. So E(A_{p,a}) ∼_B E_0 (cf. [5, Theorem 3.5(1)]).

(2) Suppose that I_a is infinite. We can find a strictly increasing sequence of j(n) ∈ ω for each n ∈ I_a such that 2^{−j(n)} ≤ |a(n)|. Clearly, there is an m_n ∈ ω with |a(n)| ≤ m_n2^{−j(n)} ≤ 2|a(n)|. Let φ : A_{p,a} → A_p be defined as φ(v)(k) = {_{mnv(n)} 2^{j(n)}a(n) , k = j(n), n ∈ Ia, 0, otherwise.

It is obvious that φ is a continuous homomorphism. For any v ∈ A_{p,a}, we have ‖v‖_p = ( ∑ n∈I_a |v(n)|^p ) 1_p ≤ ( ∑ n∈I_a | | | m_nv(n) 2^{j(n)}a(n) | | | p) 1_p = ‖φ(v)‖_p ≤ 2‖v‖_p. Thus φ is a topological group isomorphism from A_{p,a} onto φ(A_{p,a}). It follows from Proposition 2.3 that E(A_{p,a}) ≤_B E(A_p). Similarly, E(A_p) ≤_B E(A_{p,a}).

(3) Since A_p is a closed subgroup of l_p, we get that E(A_p) ≤_B E(l_p). By Corollary 6.6, we have that E(A_p) <_B E(l_p).

(4) The (⇐) part is from (3). We prove the (⇒) part as follows: Suppose that E(A_p) ≤_B E(l_q). Then by Theorem 7.1, there exist an open subgroup W of A_p and a continuous homomorphism S : W → l_q such that S ↾ U : U → S(U) is a homeomorphism and S(U) is closed in l_q, where U ⊆ W is an open neighborhood of 0.

For k ∈ ω, let V_k = {v ∈ A_p : ‖v‖_p ≤ 2^{−k}}. Since S is continuous, we can find a integer k_0 > 0 so that V_{k0} ⊆ U, ∀v ∈ V_{k0} (‖S(v)‖_q ≤ 1). For any k ∈ ω, we define v_k ∈ V_{k0} as

v_k(n) = { 2^{−k0−1}, n = k + k_0, 0, otherwise.

Note that for any k ≠ k^′, we have ‖v_k‖_p = 2^{−k0−1} < ‖v_k − v_k′ ‖_p = 2^{1/p}2^{−k0−1} ≤ 2^{−k0} , and thus both v_k and v_k − v_k′ are in V_{k0} . So sup_k ‖S(v_k)‖_q ≤ 1, sup_{k≠k′} ‖S(v_k) − S(v_k′ )‖_q ≤ 1.

Since S ↾ U is a homeomorphism, there are D_1, D_2 > 0 such that inf_k ‖S(v_k)‖_q > D_1, inf_{k≠k′} ‖S(v_k) − S(v_k′ )‖_q > D_2.

Since sup_k ‖S(v_k)‖_q ≤ 1, by the compactness of [−1, 1]^ω , there are a subsequence (S(v_{ki} )) of (S(v_k)) and a w ∈ [−1, 1]^ω such that ∀n (lim_i S(v_{ki} )(n) = w(n)).

It is clear that ‖w‖_q ≤ 1, and thus w ∈ l_q. Put w_i = S(v_{k2i} ) − S(v_{k2i+1} ) ∈ l_q for each i ∈ ω. We have

D_2 < inf_i ‖w_i‖_q ≤ sup_i ‖w_i‖_q ≤ 1, ∀n (lim_i w_i(n) = 0).

It follows from [14, Proposition l.a.12] that there is a subsequence (w_{ij} ) of (w_i) which is equivalent to a block basis (see [14, Definition l.a.l0]) (w^′_j ) of (e_j ). In other words, we get that, for any (t_j) ∈ R^ω , ∑ j t_j w_{ij} converges ⇐⇒ ∑ j t_jw^′_j converges.

Then it is routine to check that 0 < inf_j ‖w^′_j ‖_q ≤ sup_j ‖w^′_j ‖_q < ∞. By similar arguments in proof of [14, Proposition 2.a.l(i)], we see that (w^′_j ) is equivalent to (e_j ) in l_q. Therefore, (w_{ij} ) is equivalent to (e_j ) in l_q.

Let x(j) = v_{k2ij} − v_{k2ij +1} for each j ∈ ω. Then x ∈ V^ω_{k0} ⊆ U^ω ⊆ W^ω. It is trivial to check that (x(j)) is equivalent to (e_j ) in l_p. Note that 2^{−k0−1} < ‖x(j)‖_p ≤ 2^{−k0} and D_2 ≤ ‖w_{ij} ‖_q ≤ 1 for j ∈ ω. Thus for any (t_j) ∈ R^ω , we have lim_j t_j x(j) = 0 ⇐⇒ lim_j t_j = 0 ⇐⇒ lim_j t_jw_{ij} = 0.

Put X = {(t_j ) ∈ R^ω : ∀j (t_j ∈ 2^{−j}Z)}. Clearly, for any (t_j) ∈ X, ∑ j t_jx(j) is in A_p if it converges. By x(j) ∈ V_{k0} ⊆ U ⊆ W , we have S(t_jx(j)) = t_j w_{ij} for each (t_j ) ∈ X. From Lemma 6.7 and Proposition 2.8, we can get the following conclusion that ∑ j t_j x(j) converges ⇐⇒ ∑ j t_j w_{ij} converges,

because both sides of the above formula imply lim_j t_jx(j) = 0. So ∀(t_j ) ∈ X ((t_j ) ∈ l_p ⇐⇒ (t_j) ∈ l_q), this gives that p = q.

(5) It follows immediately from (3) and (4). □

References

[1] H. Becker, Polish group actions: Dichotomies and generalized elementary embeddings, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 11 (1998) 397–449.

[2] H. Becker, A.S. Kechris, The Descriptive Set Theory of Polish Group Actions, Lond.

Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser., vol. 232, Cambridge University Press, 1996. [3] L. Ding, Borel reducibility and Hölder(α) embeddability between Banach spaces, J.

Symb. Logic 77 (2012) 224–244.

[4] L. Ding, On equivalence relations generated by Schauder bases, J. Symb. Logic 82 (2017) 1459–1481.

[5] L. Ding, Y. Zheng, On equivalence relations induced by Polish groups,

arXiv:2204.04594, 2022.

[6] L. Ding, Y. Zheng, On equivalence relations induced by locally compact abelian Polish groups, doi:10.1017/jsl.2023.35, to appear in J. Symb. Logic.

[7] I. Farah, Basis problem for turbulent action II: c0-equalities. P. London Math. Soc.

82 (2001) 1–30.

[8] S. Gao, Invariant Descriptive Set Theory, Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 293, CRC Press, 2009.

[9] K.H. Hofmann, S.A. Morris, The Lie Theory of Connected Pro-Lie Groups, EMS Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 2, European Math. Soc., 2007.

[10] K.H. Hofmann, S.A. Morris, The Structure of Compact Groups, De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics, vol. 25, De Gruyter, 2013.

[11] K.H. Hofmann, S.A. Morris, and M. Stroppel, Varieties of topological groups, Lie groups, and SIN-groups, Colloq. Math. 70 (1996), 151–163.

[12] K.H. Hofmann, S.A. Morris, and M. Stroppel, Locally compact groups, residual Lie groups, and varieties generated by Lie group, Topol. Appl. 71 (1996) 63–91.

[13] A. S. Kechris, Classical Descriptive Set Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol.

156, Springer-Verlag, 1995.

[14] J. Lindenstrauss, L. Tzafriri, Classical Banach spaces I: Sequence Spaces, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, vol. 92, Springer-Verlag, 1977.

[15] S.A. Morris, V. Pestov, On Lie groups in varieties of topological groups, Coll. Math.

78 (1998) 39–47.

[16] C. Rosendal, Lipschitz structure and minimal metrics on topological groups, Ark. Mat.

56 (2018) 185–206.

[17] W.J. Stiles, On properties of subspaces of lp, 0 < p < 1, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 149 (1970) 405-415.

[18] H. Upmeier, Symmetric Banach manifolds and Jordan C^∗-algebras, North-Holland Mathematics Studies, vol. 104, North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam, 1985.

[19] V.S. Varadarajan, Lie Groups, Lie Algebras, and Their Representations, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 102, Springer-Verlag, 1974.

[20] A. Wilansky, Modern Methods in Topological Vector Spaces, Mcgraw-Hill International Book Company, 1978.

[21] P. Wojtaszczyk, Banach spaces for analysts, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 25, Cambridge University Press, 1991.

School of Mathematical Sciences and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin, 300071, P.R.China

Email address: dingly@nankai.edu.cn

Email address: 1120200015@mail.nankai.edu.cn