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1 Introduction

The recent paper [6] considers countable groups as elements of a Polish space
in the following way. An enumerated group is the set ω together with a
multiplication function · : ω × ω → ω, an inversion function −1 : ω → ω ,
and an identity element e ∈ ω defining a group. The space G of enumerated
group is the closed subset of the space X = ωω×ω×ωω×ω (under the product
topology). Any abstract property of groups, say P , naturally defines the
invariant subset GP of G. Assuming that GP is Polish it is studied in [6]
which group-theoretic properties are generic in GP . In particular, are there
generic groups in GP ? (A group G is generic if all isomorphic copies of G
form a comeagre subset of GP .) The main results of that paper state that
there is no generic group in G and moreover, when P is the property of left
orderability the space GP does not have a generic group. The authors deduce
this using involved arguments in the style of model-theoretic forcing.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02143v2


A. Ivanov studied the problem of existence of generic objects in [7] in full
generality. He introduced some general condition which is now called the
weak amalgamation property (WAP) and showed that it together with the
joint embedding property characterizes the existence of generics. 1

The goal of our paper is to demonstrate that the results of [6] mentioned
above can be deduces by an application of [7]. In fact in Theorems 3.2 and
4.3 we formulate a very general property which implies the absence of generic
objects. These meta-theorems can be applied in a number of cases. Along
with ones studied in [6] we also prove:

• there is no generic group in any Burnside variety for odd exponents
greater than C (where C is some natural number), see Corollary 3.4;

• there is no generic semi-group, see Corollary 4.4;

• there is no generic associative ring, see Corollary 4.5.

We also demonstrate how [7] works in the contrary direction, i.e. for proving
of existence of generics in some natural group varieties. In particular in
Section 2.3 we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.7. Let c, p ∈ ω \ {0, 1} and p be prime > max(2, c). Then the
space of nilpotent groups of degree c and of exponent p is a closed subspace
of G which has a generic group.

Furthermore, the approach of [6] is extended to actions of groups on first-
order structures. In particular, we show that there is no generic group action
on (Q, <), see Corollary 3.5.

1.1 General preliminaries

Fix a countable atomic structure in a language L. Let T be an expansion of
Th(M) in some L ∪ r̄ where r̄ = (r1, . . . , rι) is a sequence of additional rela-
tional/functional symbols. We assume that T is axiomatizable by sentences
of the following form:

(∀x̄)

(

∨

i

(φi(x̄) ∧ ψi(x̄)

)

,

where φi(x̄), is a quantifier-free formula in the language L ∪ r̄, and ψi(x̄)
is a first order formula of the language L. Let XM,T be the space of all r̄-
expansions of M to models of T . This is a topological space with respect to

1A. Ivanov used in [7] the name the almost amalgamation property. This condition
was considered later in the case of automorphisms in the very influential paper [8] were
the name WAP was used.
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so called logic topology. In the following few paragraphs we introduce some
notions previously defined in [7]. They will be helpful in a description of the
logic topology too.

Remark 1.1 It is assumed in [7] that Th(M) is ω-categorical. It is worth
mentioning that the arguments used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [7] work
under the weaker assumption that M is atomic. However in the present
paper we will work under the assumption of ω-categoricity.

For a finite A ⊂ M we define a diagram of r̄ on A as follows. To every
functional symbol ri from r̄, say of arity ℓ, a partial function ri : A

ℓ → A
is associated. When ri is a relational symbol we include into the diagram a
single formula from every pair {ri(ā

′),¬ri(ā
′)}, where ā′ is a tuple from A of

the corresponding length. We will say that A is the domain of this diagram.
For ease of notation we will usually view A as a tuple of pairwise distinct
elements, say ā. Then given a diagram D on A we write ā = Dom(D). It
will be also convenient to use the form D(ā), where the domain is already
given in the expression.

Let BT be the set of all theories such that each of them consists of a
diagram D(ā), ā ⊂ M , the theory T and the constant extension Th(M, ā)
such that D(ā)∪T ∪Th(M, ā) is satisfied in some (M, r̄) |= T (here we view
D(ā) as the atomic diagram of the corresponding partial structure). Since
D(ā) uniquely defines the corresponding member of BT we will identify this
member with the diagram. Furthermore, since M is atomic, each element
of BT is determined by a formula of the form φ(ā) ∧ ψ(ā), where ψ(x̄) is a
complete formula for M realized by ā and φ(ā) is a quantifier-free formula in
the language L ∪ r̄. The corresponding φ(x̄) ∧ ψ(x̄) is called basic.

For every diagram D(ā) ∈ BT the set

[D] = {(M, r̄) ∈ XM,T | (M, r̄) satisfies D(ā)}

is clopen in the logic topology. In fact the family {[D] |D(ā) ∈ BT } is
usually taken as a base of this topology. It is metrizable. Indeed, take an
enumeration of M<ω, say M<ω = {ā0, ā1, . . .}. Define a metric d metrizing
XM,T as follows:

d((M, r̄), (M, s̄)) =
∑

{2−n : r̄, s̄ do not agree on ān}.

Let D ∈ BT and Dom(D) = ā. Then D can be viewed as an expansion of
M by finite relations corresponding to r̄. When ri is a functional symbol
the relation is Graph(ri), the graph of the corresponding partial function on
ā. For any automorphism α ∈ Aut(M) we define α(D) to be the diagram
obtained from D(ā) by substitution α(ā) instead of ā.

The set BT is ordered by extension, it will be denoted by ⊆. More for-
mally: D ⊆ D′ if Dom(D) ⊆ Dom(D′) and D′ implies D under T (in par-
ticular, the partial functions defined in D′ extend the corresponding partial
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functions defined in D). Note that when ā is a tuple of some entries of
b̄, D′(b̄) implies D(ā) under T exactly when so do the corresponding basic
formulas.

Since the space XM,T is Polish, Bair category method can be applied.

Definition 1.2 An expansion (M, r̄) |= T is called generic if it has a comea-
gre isomorphism class in XM,T .

In order to present the description of generic expansions from [7] we need
definitions of JEP, AP, CAP and WAP.

• The family BT has the joint embedding property if for any two elements
D1, D2 ∈ BT there is D3 ∈ BT and an automorphism α ∈ Aut(M) such
that D1 ⊆ D3 and α(D2) ⊆ D3.

• The family BT has the amalgamation property if for any D0, D1, D2 ∈
BT with D0 ⊆ D1 and D0 ⊆ D2 there is D3 ∈ BT and an automorphism
α ∈ Aut(M) fixing Dom(D0) such that D1 ⊆ D3 and α(D2) ⊆ D3.

• The family BT has the cofinal amalgamation property if for any D0 ∈
BT there is an extension D′

0 ∈ BT such that for any D1, D2 ∈ BT

with D′

0 ⊆ D1 and D′

0 ⊆ D2 there is D3 ∈ BT and an automorphism
α ∈ Aut(M) fixing Dom(D′

0) such that D1 ⊆ D3 and α(D2) ⊆ D3.

• The family BT has the weak amalgamation property if for any D0 ∈ BT

there is an extension D′

0 ∈ BT such that for any D1, D2 ∈ BT with
D′

0 ⊆ D1 and D′

0 ⊆ D2 there is D3 ∈ BT and an automorphism α ∈
Aut(M) fixing Dom(D0) such that D1 ⊆ D3 and α(D2) ⊆ D3.

By Theorem 1.2 from [7]

XM has a generic expansion (M, r̄) if and only if the family BT

has JEP and WAP.

1.2 The case of groups

I. The basic case. The structureM is just ω and L consists of one constant
symbol 1 which is interpreted by number 1. Let r̄ consist of the binary
function of multiplication · and a unary function −1. Let T be the universal
theory of groups with the unit 1 2.

Each element of BT consists of a tuple c̄ ⊂ ω containing 1 and partial
functions for · and −1 on c̄. This is a finite partial group. The space
XM,T is the logic space of all countable groups, where the unit is fixed. We
emphasize that this is exactly the space G of enumerated groups from [6].

2It is not necessary to fix 1 in the language of M . For example, the paper [6] does not
do this. We fix it just for convenience of notations in Scenario II below.
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Indeed, Corollary 3.1.3 of [6] gives a basis of clopen sets of G as follows. Take
a finite system of group equations and inequations Σ(x̄) and a tuple ā ∈ ω
with |x̄| = |ā|. Let [Σ(ā)] be the set of all group operations on ω for which
the tuple ā satisfies Σ(x̄). Then the family of all sets of the form [Σ(ā)] is the
basis of G. On the other hand note that every element D(c̄) ∈ BT determines
a finite system, say ΣD(c̄), of group equations and inequations (for words
which are defined) over c̄ so that [D] = [ΣD(c̄)]. Furthermore, each [Σ(ā)] is
a union of basic clopen sets for some family of diagrams D(c̄) ∈ BT . Indeed,
consider all finite partial multiplication tables on tuples c̄ ⊂ ω with ā ⊆ c̄
such that every subword u(ā′) of a word from Σ(ā) has a value in c̄ and Σ(ā)
is satisfied under this table. Each multiplication table of this form is viewed
as a diagram D(c̄) ∈ BT .

If instead of T above one takes a universal extension of the theory of
groups, say U , then the corresponding space of enumerated groups is a closed
subspace of G. Such a subspace will be denoted by GU .

In the paragraph below we will have several sorts in M . The sort just
described will always occur. It will be denoted by Gp. In particular if
(M, r̄) ∈ XM,T then we denote by Gpr̄ the group defined by the corresponding
operations from r̄ on this sort.

II. The case of an action. Let M0 be a countable atomic structure of
some language L0. Define M to be M0 with an additional sort ω called Gp

and the constant symbol 1 interpreted by 1. The symbols r̄ include ·, −1 and
a new symbol ac for a function M0 × Gp → M0. Now the theory T contains
the universal axioms of groups on the sort Gp with the unit 1. We also add
the following axioms for an action.

ac(x, z1 · z2) = ac(ac(x, z1), z2) , ac(x, 1) = x.

The space XM,T is the logic space of all countable expansions of M where
the group structure is defined on Gp, with a fixed unit 1 and an action ac .

It is natural to add the universal axioms that ac preserves the structure
of M0. In this way we obtain the space of actions on M0 by automorphisms.

1.3 Generics are generic

In this section we indicate a connection of our approach (and approaches of
[6] and [5]) with model-theoretic forcing. Let X be a Polish space with a
countable basis of clopen sets A. For A ∈ A and a Borel set B we write
A 
 B if A \ B is meagre in A and A 
∼ B if A ∩ B is meagre in A. We
say that A decides B if exactly one of these cases holds. If B is a family of
Borel subsets, then following to Definition 2.2 of [11] we say that an element
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x ∈ X is B-generic in X if for every B ∈ B there is a neighborhood A ∈ A
of x that decides B.

This notation is strongly connected with model-theoretic forcing. Recall
that given a countable language L, a set of constant symbols C and an L-
theory T , a condition is a finite set p of atomic formulas of L∪C without free
variables and negations of such formulas such that p is consistent with T . We
will assume that C = ω and T is universal. It is clear that each condition p
defines a set [p] of all L-structures defined on ω which satisfy p ∪ T . This is
a clopen set in the logic space XT of all models of T defined on ω. Let A be
the basis of clopen set of XT consisting of such [p].

We now follow Section 8 of [9]. When φ is a formula over L ∪ C without
free variables then Robinson’s forcing p 
 φ is defined as follows:

- φ ∈ p, when φ is atomic,
- there is no extension q ⊇ p with q 
 ψ, when φ = ¬ψ,
- there is c ∈ ω with p 
 ψ(c), when φ = ∃xψ,
- p 
 ψ1 or p 
 ψ2, when φ = ψ1 ∨ ψ2.

The following statement is folklore (and can be easily verified):

Le B = [φ] be the Borel set of all L-structures on ω which satisfy
φ ∪ T . Then p 
 φ implies [p] 
 B.

We now define generic structures as follows. Let M be a structure on ω and
D(M) be its diagram of atomic sentences and their negations. The structure
M is called generic for T if every finite subset of D(M) is a condition for
T and for every sentence φ of L ∪ C there a finite subset p ⊆ D(M) such
that p 
 φ or p 
 ¬φ. It is well known that every T -generic structure is
existentially closed.

Now consider the logic space GU for some universal theory U . This is
a Polish Sym(ω)-space under the action by permutations on ω. According
to the previous paragraph if M is a generic structure for U then for every
Borel set of the form [φ] there is a basic open A of the form [p] with M ∈ [p]
such that [p] decides [φ]. As we already know this property of M is exactly
B-genericity in the terminology of [11] where in our case B is the family of all
Borel subsets of GU of the form [φ] for first-order φ 3. By Proposition 2.4 of
[11] all B-generic elements of GU form a dense Gδ-subset of GU . This proves
the following statement.

Proposition 1.3 The set of U-generic groups is an invariant comeagre sub-
set of GU . The same property holds for the set of existentially closed groups.

Since algebraic closedness coincides with existential closedness, this proposi-
tion strengthens Theorem 6.1 of [5]. Summarizing this section we conclude:
if G is a generic group of the space of enumerated groups GU , then G is
U-generic and existentially closed.

3the paper [11] also considers other examples of families B
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2 Seeking generics

In this section we give examples of group varieties U such that the corre-
sponding GU contains generic groups. In particular we prove Theorem 2.7
formulated in the introduction. In Section 2.1 we introduce the crucial notion
of t-isolation and show how it works for proving WAP.

2.1 t-Isolation

The following definition concerns cases I - II of Section 1.2.

Definition 2.1 Let c̄ be a subtuple of c̄1 and D(c̄1) ∈ BT . We say that D(c̄1)
is t-isolating (term-isolating) for c̄ if the group 〈c̄ ∩ Gp〉 satisfies the same
group equalities of the form w(c̄′) = 1 with c̄′ ⊆ c̄ ∩ Gp in every member of
[D(c̄1)].

From now on in this section we assume the circumstances of the basic
case, i.e. case I. In particular the structure M has only one sort Gp.

Let G be a subgroup of an enumerated group and G = 〈c̄〉 for some tuple
c̄ ⊆ ω. We say that G is t-isolated by D(c̄1) if D(c̄1) is t-isolating for c̄ and
G is the corresponding group 〈c̄〉.

Definition 2.2 We say that an abstract group G is t-isolated if it has a
Gp-copy, say 〈c̄〉, which (under Case I) is isolated by some diagram D(c̄1)
for c̄ where c̄1 ⊆ 〈c̄〉 in every member of [D(c̄1)].

Note that when the condition above holds it can be arranged that c̄1 is
presented by the same tuple of words on c̄ in all members of [D(c̄1)].

We say that t-isolated diagrams are dense in BT if any D0(c̄) ∈ BT extends
to some D(c̄1) which is t-isolating for c̄ and c̄1 ⊆ 〈c̄〉 in [D(c̄1)].

The following proposition will be our tool for seeking generics.

Proposition 2.3 Under the circumstances of case I assume that t-isolated
diagrams are dense in BT .

Then WAP for BT is equivalent to the following property:

every t-isolated G0 can be extended to a t-isolated G1 such that
any two t-isolated extensions of G1 can be amalgamated over G0.

Proof. Necessity. Assuming that G0 has a copy, say 〈c̄0〉, which is t-
isolated by some D0(c̄

′

0) with c̄
′

0 ⊆ 〈c̄0〉, find an extension D(c̄) ⊇ D0(c̄
′

0) as
in the formulation of WAP. Extend it to some t-isolating D′(c̄′) for c̄ with
c̄′ ⊆ 〈c̄〉. It is easy to see that D′(c̄′) witnesses WAP for D0(c̄

′

0). Let G1 be
the corresponding group 〈c̄〉. Having G2 = 〈c̄2〉 and G3 = 〈c̄3〉 which contain
G1 and are t-isolated by some D′

2(c̄
′

2) and D
′

3(c̄
′

3) with c̄
′

2 ⊆ 〈c̄2〉 and c̄
′

3 ⊆ 〈c̄3〉
(and where we may assume c̄ ⊆ c̄2 ∩ c̄3), we apply WAP for amalgamation
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D′

2(c̄
′

2) and D′

3(c̄
′

3) over D0(c̄
′

0). Assume that D4(c̄4) is the corresponding
amalgam. Then 〈c̄4〉 is a group containing c̄2 ∪ c̄3. By t-isolation these
elements generate subgroups which are copies of G2 and G3.

Sufficiency. Let D(c̄) ∈ BT . Extend it to a t-isolating D0(c̄
′) for c̄ with

c̄′ ⊆ 〈c̄〉. Let G0 = 〈c̄〉 be the corresponding t-isolated group. Find G1 = 〈c̄1〉
as in the formulation and the corresponding t-isolating diagram D1(c̄

′

1) with
c̄′1 ⊆ 〈c̄1〉. We may assume that c̄′ ⊆ c̄1. In order to verify amalgamation of
extensions of D1(c̄

′

1) we firstly note that by density of t-isolating diagrams
we may restrict ourselves only to extensions which are t-isolating for some
subtuples of their domains. If D2(c̄

′

2) and D3(c̄
′

3) are such extensions and
G2 = 〈c̄2〉 and G3 = 〈c̄3〉 are the corresponding groups with c̄′2 ⊆ 〈c̄2〉 and
c̄′3 ⊆ 〈c̄3〉, then by t-isolation, G1 is a subgroup of both G2 and G3. Find
G4 which amalgamates G2 and G3 over G0. It obviously belongs to some
[D4(c̄4)] where D4(c̄4) amalgamates D2(c̄2) and D3(c̄3) over D0(c̄

′). �

Remark 2.4 It is worth noting that a slightly weaker form of the density
assumption follows from WAP. Indeed, if there is D(c̄) ∈ BT such that for
every D′(c̄′) ∈ BT extending D(c̄) the diagram D′(c̄′) is not t-isolating for c̄
(where c̄′ ⊆ 〈c̄〉 is not assumed), then for any such D′(c̄′) two distinct groups
can be realized as 〈c̄〉 in some members of [D′(c̄′)]. Thus BT does not have
WAP.

The following remark will be very useful below.

Remark 2.5 Let us note that any finite group F = 〈c̄〉 which extends to an
enumerated group of T , is t-isolated. Indeed, let c̄′ be an enumeration of F .
The multiplication table of F can be viewed as the corresponding diagram
D′(c̄′) and we also have c̄′ ⊆ 〈c̄〉. Using this we can conclude that if T
defines a variety of groups and all finitely generated groups satisfying T are
residually finite then t-isolated diagrams are dense in BT . Indeed, assuming
that D(c̄) ∈ BT take a finite group generated by c̄ and satisfying all relations
which appear in D(c̄). Let c̄′ be an enumeration of this group. Then the
diagram D′(c̄′) as above works as an appropriate t-isolating extension of
D(c̄).

We also add here that under the assumptions of Remark 2.5, t-isolated
groups satisfying T are exactly finite ones. Indeed, if G = 〈c̄〉 is infinite then
any basic set [D′(c̄′)] containing it also contains a finite group.

2.2 Abelian groups

Abelian groups form a closed subspace of G. We denote it by GAbel where
Abel denotes the corresponding axiomatization. Under the scenario of case
I of Section 1.2 we have GAbel = XM,Abel .

8



The following theorem is proved in [5]. We give an easy and independent
proof of it.

Theorem 2.6 The space GAbel has a generic group.

Proof. According to Theorem 1.2 of [7] we have to verify that JEP and
WAP hold for BAbel. Since abelian groups form a variety (we call it GAbel),
JEP is satisfied: just apply ⊕ for domains of the corresponding diagrams. In
order to verify WAP we will apply Proposition 2.3.

Firstly note that since abelian groups are residually finite Remark 2.5
implies that t-isolated diagrams are dense in BAbel.

Let us verify the property that every t-isolated G0 can be extended to a t-
isolated G1 such that any two t-isolated extensions of G1 can be amalgamated
over G0. As we already mentioned after Remark 2.5 t-isolated abelian groups
are exactly finite ones. Now the key point is the fact that the variety GAbel

has the amalgamation property. Indeed, if A0 is a subgroup of A1 and φ is
an embedding of A0 into A2, then the group (A1 ⊕A2)/{(x− φ(x))|x ∈ A0}
is the corresponding amalgamation. �

2.3 Nilpotent group of prime exponent p with p > 2

Let c, p ∈ ω \ {0, 1} and p be prime > max(2, c). Nilpotent groups of degree
c and of exponent p form a closed subspace of G. We denote it by Gcnilp.

Theorem 2.7 The space Gcnilp has a generic group.

Proof. Consider Gcnilp as the space XM,cnilp under the scenario of case I.
According to Theorem 1.2 of [7] we have to verify that JEP and WAP hold
for Bcnilp. Since nilpotent groups of degree c and of exponent p form a variety
(we call it Gcnilp), JEP is satisfied: apply ⊕ for domains of the corresponding
diagrams. In order to verify WAP we will apply Proposition 2.3.

Firstly note that since nilpotent groups are residually finite (see Section
5.2 in [4]) t-isolated diagrams are dense in Bcnilp. Furthermore, t-isolated
groups of the variety Gcnilp are exactly finite ones, see Remark 2.5 and the
comment after it. Thus Proposition 2.3 can be applied to finite groups.
However, we need some additional algebraic material.

Let G ∈ Gcnilp and

〈1〉 = Γc+1(G) ≤ Γc(G) ≤ . . . ≤ Γ1(G) = G,

〈1〉 = Z0(G) ≤ Z1(G) ≤ . . . ≤ Zc(G) = G

be the lower and the upper central series of G respectively. It is clear that

for any group extension A ≤ B and for any i ≤ c we have Γi(A) ≤
Γi(B) ∩A.

9



We now need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8 For any finite group G0 ∈ Gcnilp there is a finite group G1 ∈
Gcnilp such that G0 ≤ G1 and for every finite C ∈ Gcnilp containing G1 and
every i ≤ c, we have that Γi(G1) ∩G0 = Γi(C) ∩G0.

Proof. To satisfy the conclusion of the lemma for i = 1 take G1 = G0.
We now apply induction. Let k < c and assume that we already have some
H ≥ G0 satisfying the statement for all i ≤ k. Let G1 be a finite extension
of H with maximal Γk+1(G1)∩G0. Since for all i ≤ k we have Γi(G1)∩G0 =
Γi(H) ∩G0, the statement of the conclusion of the lemma holds for G1 and
all i ≤ k + 1. �

In [2] A. Baudisch defines expansions of groups from Gcnilp by additional
unary predicates P2, . . . , Pc. In order to present these expansions let G be
a group in Gcnilp and let Q1(G) = P1(G) = G. When 1 < n ≤ c + 1
let Qn(G) = 〈

⋃

ℓ+k=n[Pℓ(G), Pk(G)]〉 and Pn(G) be a subgroup of G with
Qn(G) ⊆ Pn(G) ⊆ Zc+1−n(G) and Pn(G) ⊆ Pn−1(G). Let GP

c,p be the class
of all groups in Gcnilp with additional predicates P2(G), . . . , Pc(G) as de-
scribed above. Let L+ be the corresponding language that extends the lan-
guage of groups. Note that if we extend a group G ∈ Gcnilp by predicates
Qi(G) = Pi(G) = Γi(G) for 1 < i ≤ c then we get an L+-group from GP

c,p.
The following statement is the main result of [2] (see Theorem 1.2 and the
discussion after it).

The class of finite structures from GP
c,p has hereditary property

and the amalgamation property.

We can now finish the proof of Theorem 2.7. Let us verify the amalga-
mation condition from Proposition 2.3. Let G0 ∈ Gcnilp be finite, and let
G1 ∈ Gcnilp be a finite group as in Lemma 2.8. Let G2, G3 ∈ Gcnilp be two
finite extensions of G1.

Consider G1, G2 and G3 as L
+-structures defining Pi on them by Γi(G1),

Γi(G2) and Γi(G3) respectively (1 < i ≤ c). Now for any i ≤ c let Pi(G0) =
Γi(G1)∩G0. By hereditary property (G0, P2(G0), . . . , Pc(G0)) is also an L+-
structure from GP

c,p.
Since G1 is a subgroup of G2 and G3 then by Lemma 2.8, for any i ≤ c,

we have that Pi(G0) = Pi(G1)∩G0 = Pi(G2)∩G0 = Pi(G3)∩G0. In particular
(G0, P2(G0), . . . , Pc(G0)) is an L

+-substructure of both (G2, P2(G2), . . . , Pc(G2))
and (G3, P2(G3), . . . , Pc(G3)). By Theorem 1.2 of [2] there is L+-structure
G4 amalgamating G2 and G3 over G0. Thus the condition of Proposition 2.3
is satisfied. �

We finish this section by a discussion if WAP in Proposition 2.3 can be
replaced by CAP, the cofinal amalgamation property. We recommend [10]
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for some general material concerning this question. Note that in the case
c = 2 the following statement strengthens the final argument of the proof of
Theorem 2.7.

Proposition 2.9 The variety G2nilp has the following property: any finite
G0 can be extended to a finite G1 such that every two finite extensions of G1

can be amalgamated over G1 in a finite group.

Proof. We need some material concerning amalgamation bases in 2-step
nilpotent groups, see Theorems 3.3 - 3.6 in [13]. It can be deduced from these
theorems that a 2-step nilpotent group G of exponent p is an amalgamation
base if and only if G′ = C(G). Below we only need sufficiency of this and
the latter can be shown easier. Indeed, consider G ∈ G2nilp with G′ = C(G).
Note that any embedding of G into any H ∈ G2nilp preserves every unary
predicate P with the property H ′ ≤ P ≤ C(H) where P on G is defined by
P = G′ = C(G). By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 of [1] the class G2nilp in the language
extended by P with H ′ ≤ P ≤ C(H), has the amalgamation property.

It now suffices to verify that every finite group G0 ∈ G2nilp extends to
a finite group G1 ∈ G2nilp with G′

1 = C(G1). This can be again deduced
from the amalgamation result of [1]. Indeed, consider G0 with the predi-
cate P (G0) = C(G0). Since P (G0) is a vector space over Fp we decompose
P (G0) = G′

0 ⊕ 〈e1, . . . , ek〉 where e1, . . . , ek is a basis of the complement of
G′

0. Now take a finite H ∈ G2nilp such that H ′ = C(H) = 〈e1, . . . , ek〉.
The amalgamation process described in Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 of [1] applied to
(G0, P ) and (H,P ) gives the result. �

We do not know if the statement of this proposition holds for c-step
nilpotent groups where c > 2. The argument in the beginning of the proof
together with [2] proves that if a group G ∈ Gcnilp satisfies Γi(G) = Zc+1−i(G)
for all 1 < i ≤ c then G is an amalgamation base. Is it possible to embed
every H ∈ Gcnilp into G with this property?

3 Strong undecidability implies non-WAP

In this section we will give several group-theoretic properties where the cor-
responding space of enumerated groups does not have generics. Throughout
the section we are under the setup of one of the cases I - II of Section 1.2. We
will assume below that Th(M) is ω-categorical and T is a universal theory
including group axioms for the sort Gp.

3.1 Completeness and Kuznetsov’s theorem

The following proposition can be viewed as a generalization of the theorem
of Kuznetsov that a recursively presented simple group has decidable word
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problem.

Proposition 3.1 Assume that D(c̄) ∈ BT and an extension D′(c̄′) ∈ BT is
t-isolating for c̄. Let (M, r̄) ∈ [D′(c̄′)]. Assume that D′(c̄′) is a computably
enumerable set. Then in (M, r̄) the elements of c̄ which belong to the group
sort Gpr̄ generate a recursively presented group with decidable word problem.

Proof. We may assume that c̄ contains all elements of the sort Gpr̄ which
are distinguished in (M, r̄) as constants. Let us extend D(c̄) by all equations
and inequations with parameters from c̄ which can be logically deduced from
D′(c̄′). The obtained set, say Σ, is computably enumerable. The set of group
words w with (w = 1) ∈ Σ forms a computable presentation of 〈c̄ ∩ Gpr̄〉.
Remember that this presentation does not depend on the expansion (M, r̄).

The deciding algorithm is as follows. Let w be a group word in the alpha-
bet c̄∩Gpr̄. We verify (w = 1) ∈ Σ using the corresponding enumeration. The
algorithm stops when this procedure gives w = 1 or w 6= 1 in Σ. If the first
case does not hold then in any member of [D′(c̄′)] the group 〈c̄∩Gpr̄〉 satisfies
w 6= 1. If w 6= 1 does not belong to Σ then Th(M, c̄′) ∪D′(c̄′) ∪ T ∪ (w = 1)
is consistent. This contradicts ω-categoricity of Th(M, c̄′)). We see that the
second case holds. �

The following theorem will be the main tool for proving absence of gener-
ics in GT .

Theorem 3.2 Assume that D(c̄) ∈ BT (where c̄ includes all distinguished el-
ements of M) satisfies the property that every extension D′(c̄′) is computably
enumerable and for every (M, r̄) ∈ [D(c̄)] the group 〈c̄ ∩ Gpr̄〉 (defined in
(M, r̄)) has undecidable word problem.

Then D(c̄) does not have an extension required by the property that BT

satisfies WAP.

Proof. Assume that an extension D′(c̄′) witnesses WAP. By Proposition
3.1, D′(c̄′) is not t-isolating for c̄. This means that there are (M, r̄), (M, r̄′) ∈
[D′(c̄′)] and a word w(c̄0) with c̄0 ⊆ c̄∩Gp such that (M, r̄) |= w(c̄0) = 1 but
(M, r̄′) |= w(c̄0) 6= 1. We see that the two extensions of D′(c̄′) by w(c̄0) = 1
and by w(c̄0) 6= 1 (domains of these extensions are enriched by values of
subwords appeared in w) cannot be amalgamated over D(c̄). �

We now give several applications of Theorem 3.2 for concrete spaces of
enumerated groups. In these applications we are under Scenario I of Section
1.2. In particular the structure M is just (ω, 1).

Corollary 3.3 The space of torsion free enumerated groups Gt.f does not
have a generic group.
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Proof. Since the class of torsion free groups is universally axiomatizable,
all torsion free groups form a closed subspace of the logic space G of enumer-
ated groups. Furthermore, this axiomatization is computable. In particular
every member of BT is computably enumerable.

In Proposition 5.2.13 of [6] the authors present a construction (of A.
Darbinyan) of a finitely presented left orderable groupG = 〈c̄ | R(c̄)〉 with two
elements w1(c̄), w2(c̄) ∈ G such that every homomorphic image of G where
w1(c̄) 6= w2(c̄), has undecidable word problem. This group is torsion free. We
may assume that values of all subwords appearing in R(c̄) ∪ {w1(c̄), w2(c̄)}
are in c̄. Applying Theorem 3.2 we see that (c̄,R(c̄) ∪ {w1(c̄) 6= w2(c̄)}) is
a diagram without extensions witnessing WAP. Indeed, for every (M, r̄) ∈
[D(c̄)] the group 〈c̄〉 (defined in (M, r̄)) is a homomorphic image of G and
thus has undecidable word problem. �

Note that the proof of this corollary also demonstrates that the space G
of all enumerable groups does not have generic groups. It also proves that
the subspace of left orderable groups does not have generics too. These state-
ments were major theorems of [6]. On the other hand we should emphasize
that the idea of Darbinyan’s group used above is taken from [6]. We now
give a new application. It is somehow opposite to the material of Section
2.3. Let Gexp.n denote the variety of groups of exponent n.

Corollary 3.4 There is a constant C such that for every odd integer n ≥ C,
the space Gexp.n of all groups of exponent n does not have a generic group.

Proof. Since the class of torsion groups of exponent n is universally axiom-
atizable, this class forms a closed subspace of the logic space of enumerated
groups. Furthermore, this axiomatization is computable. In particular every
member of BT is computably enumerable.

It is proved in [12] that there is a constant C such that for every odd
integer n ≥ C, the following is true. Let a group H from the variety Gexp.n be
given by a countable set of generators a1, a2, . . . and a recursively enumerable
set of defining relations R in these generators. Then H is a subgroup of a 2-
generated group E finitely presented in Gexp.n. Furthermore, it easily follows
from the construction that the embedding H → E is computable. Indeed,
it is shown in the proof of Corollary 1.2 of [12] that the group H can be
presented as a subgroup of E = B(2, n)/P of the form KP/P , where

• B(2, n) is the free 2-generated Burnside group,

• K ∼= B(∞, n) the free ω-generated Burnside group,

• K = 〈w1, w2, . . .〉 and w1, w2, . . . is a computable set of words in B(2, n),

• the set P in this presentation is computably enumerable.
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Thus the map ai → wi defines the corresponding embedding in a computable
way.

We now perform the Miller’s construction (i.e. from Proposition 5.2.13
of [6]) as follows. Fix recursively inseparable recursively enumerable subsets
M,N ⊂ ω. Let A0 be the free abelian group on countably many generators
ai. Consider the following abelian quotient A of A0:

A = 〈a1, a2, . . . | a
n
i = 1 (i ∈ ω) , a1 = ai if i ∈M and a2 = aj if j ∈ N〉.

Let π0 be the quotient map from A0 to A. Applying the construction of
Corollary 1.2 of [12] (described in the beginning of our proof) we computably
embed A into a 2-generated group G, which is finitely presented in Gexp.n.
Denote this embedding by φ. Set F = {φ(a1), φ(a2)} ⊂ G. Let us verify
that, for any surjective homomorphism, say π from G to a group H that
is injective when restricted to F , we have that H has undecidable word
problem. Indeed, if the word problem of H was decidable, then the set
L := {i ∈ ω | (πφπ0)(ai) = (πφπ0)(a1)} is computable, contains M , and is
disjoint from N , contradicting the recursive inseparability of M and N .

We may assume that G is presented in Gexp.n as 〈c̄ | R(c̄)〉 where values of
all subwords appearing in the presentation are in c̄. Thus {v(c̄′) = 1 | v(c̄′) ∈
R(c̄)} ∪ {(φ(a1) 6= φ(a2)} ∈ BT where T is the theory of all periodic grous
of exponent n, and this diagram does not have extensions witnessing WAP.
The corresponding argument is as in the final part of the proof of Corollary
3.3. �

Comparing this result with Section 2.3 we see how crucial the property
of nilpotence is in the context of enumerated groups.

3.2 Generics over rationals

We now give an application of Theorem 3.2 for actions on Q (and thus on
the real line R). Consider Scenario II of Section 1.2, where M0 = (Q, <).
We remind the reader that this structure is ω-categorical, admits elimination
of quantifiers and its theory is decidable. Furthermore, these properties still
hold for any expansion (Q, <, ā) by a tuple ā ∈ Q. Note that the theory of
this expansion is determined by the size of ā.

Now define M to be M0 with the additional sort Gp and the constant
symbol 1 interpreted by 1 ∈ ω. The symbols r̄ are ·, −1 and ac for an action
M0 × Gp →M0 by automorphism.

The theory T contains the universal axioms of groups on the sort Gp with
the unit 1 and the axioms for an action by automorphisms. The space XM,T

is the logic space of all countable expansions ofM where the group structure
is defined on Gp, with a fixed unit 1 and an action ac . We denote it by
X(Q,<).

14



Corollary 3.5 The space X(Q,<) does not have a generic action.

Proof. It is easy to see that X(Q,<) is a closed subspace of the logic space
of group expansions of M as above.

As in Corollary 3.3 we use the construction of A. Darbinyan of a finitely
presented left orderable group G = 〈c̄|R(c̄)〉 with two elements w1(c̄), w2(c̄) ∈
G such that any homomorphic image of G where w1(c̄) 6= w2(c̄) has undecid-
able word problem (see Proposition 5.2.13 of [6]).

The group G acts on (Q, <) by automorphisms. Indeed, take the ordering
< on G so that G acts on it from the left. If < is dense we identify it with
Q. If < is discrete then embed it into (Q, <). Its convex hull in Q can be
identified with (Q, <) again (it is easy to see that there is no maximal element
in (G,<)). As a result we decompose (Q, <) into a family of intervals with
endpoints in G. All of them can be identified with the interval (1, g0), where
g0 is the least positive element of G. Now extend the action of G on G (by
left multiplication) to the rest of Q using this identification.

Now by Theorem 3.2 we see thatR(c̄)∪{w1(c̄) 6= w2(c̄)} defines a diagram
without extensions witnessing WAP. �

4 Semigroups and rings

The approach of Section 3 can be easily generalized to other structures stud-
ied in algebra. In this section we consider how it works in the cases of
semigroups and rings.

In the cases of semigroups we modify Scenario I of Section 1.2 so that the
structure M is just ω and L is empty. Let r̄ consist of the binary function of
multiplication · . Let T be the universal theory of semigroups. Under this
convention each element of BT consists of a tuple c̄ ⊂ ω and a description
of a partial function for · on c̄ (the associativity axiom for · is also added),
i.e. a partial semigroup. The space XM,T is the logic space of all countable
semigroups. We denote it by S.

The case of rings is similar. We now assume that r̄ consist of three
binary functions of addition + , subtraction − and multiplication · .
We also include the constant symbol 0 into r̄. Let T be the universal theory
of associative rings (without unit). Thus each element of BT consists of a
tuple c̄ ⊂ ω and a description of three partial functions for +, − and · on c̄
(with 0 and axioms of a ring). The space XM,T corresponding to T will be
denoted by Ring.

Completeness and Kuznetsov’s theorem for semigroups and rings work as
follows. Firstly define t-isolation.

Definition 4.1 Let c̄ be a subtuple of c̄′ and D(c̄′) ∈ BT . We say that
D(c̄′) is t-isolating for c̄ if in every member of [D(c̄1)] the semigroup (resp.
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ring) 〈c̄〉 satisfies the same semigroup (resp. ring) equalities of the form
w1(c̄

′) = w2(c̄
′′) with c̄′, c̄′′ ⊆ c̄.

Proposition 3.1 can be adapted as follows.

Proposition 4.2 Assume that D(c̄) ∈ BT and an extension D′(c̄′) ∈ BT is
t-isolating for c̄. Let (M, ·) (resp. (M,+, 0,−, ·)) ∈ [D′(c̄′)]. Assume that
D′(c̄′) is a computably enumerable set. Then in (M, ·) (resp. in (M,+,−, 0, ·)),
the elements of c̄ generate a recursively presented semigroup (resp. ring) with
decidable word problem.

The proof of this proposition coincides with the proof of Proposition 3.1.
The only changes concern the form of equations and inequations appearing
there. In the semigroup case we should replace expressions w = ( 6=)1 by
w1 = ( 6=)w2 where w1 and w2 are words over c̄. In the ring case we consider
these expressions again, but now w1 and w2 will be polynomials on c̄.

Theorem 3.2 also holds in the cases of semigroups and rings. The proof
is the same (with changes as above).

Theorem 4.3 Assume that D(c̄) ∈ BT satisfies the property that every ex-
tensionD′(c̄′) is computably enumerable and for every (M, ·) (resp. (M,+, 0,−, ·))
∈ [D(c̄)] the semigroup (resp. ring) 〈c̄〉 (defined in (M, ·) or (M,+, 0,−, ·))
has undecidable word problem.

Then D(c̄) does not have an extension required by the property that BT

satisfies WAP.

Theorem 4.3 is applied to enumerated semigroups as follows.

Corollary 4.4 The space S of enumerated semigroups does not have a generic
semigroup.

Proof. It is obvious that all members of BT are computably enumerable.
We now repeat the argument of Corollary 3.3. Let G = 〈c̄ | R(c̄)〉 be a finitely
presented left orderable group with two elements w1(c̄), w2(c̄) ∈ G such that
any homomorphic image of G where w1(c̄) 6= w2(c̄), has undecidable word
problem (see Proposition 5.2.13 of [6]). This group can be converted into
a finitely presented semigroup as follows. Let n = |c̄|. For every ci ∈ c̄
we introduce the letter cn+i. The group G has a semigroup presentation for
generators c̄, 1, cn+1, . . . , c2n as follows. We start with relations saying that
1 is the unit: ci · 1 = 1 · ci = ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n and 1 · 1 = 1. Now add all
relations of the form ci · cn+i = cn+i · ci = 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Every word from
R(c̄) can be rewritten as a semigroup word by replacing each c−1

i by cn+i.
We extend the family of relations by all equalities w(. . . , ci, . . . cn+i, . . .) = 1
for all words rewriting words from R(c̄). It is easy to see that the semigroup
with this presentation is isomorphic to G. Let w′

1 and w′

2 be obtained from
w1(c̄) and w2(c̄) using the rewriting procedure described above for R(c̄).
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Applying Theorem 4.3 we see that the semigroup presentation of G together
with w′

1 6= w′

2 is a diagram without extensions witnessing WAP. This follows
from the argument of Corollary 3.3 together with the observation that every
semigroup homomorphism from G is a group homomorphism. �

Let us consider the case of associative rings.

Corollary 4.5 The space Ring of all assoiative rings does not have a generic
ring.

Proof. V. Belyaev has proved in [3] that given a countable associative
ring A and an enumeration A = {a1, . . . , ai, . . .} (where repetitions are pos-
sible) such that A is presented by a computably enumerable set of relations
in this alphabet, there is a finitely presented ring R, say with generators
{a, b, c, d1, . . . , dk}, such that the function ai → abic, 1 ≤ i, embeds A into
R.

We perform the Miller’s construction (i.e. from Proposition 5.2.13 of
[6]) in the case of rings as follows. Fix recursively inseparable recursively
enumerable subsets M,N ⊂ ω. Let A0 be the ring ⊕ω

i=1Z of countably many
free generators ai, i ∈ ω. Consider the following quotient A of A0:

A = 〈a1, a2, . . . | a1 = ai if i ∈M and a2 = aj if j ∈ N〉.

Let π0 be the quotient map from A0 to A. Applying the construction of
Belyaev from [3] (described in the beginning of our proof) we computably
embed A into a finitely generated ring R, which is finitely presented in Ring.
Denote this embedding by φ. Set F = {φ(a1), φ(a2)} ⊂ R. Repeating
the argument of Theorem 3.4 it is easy to verify that, for any surjective
homomorphism, say π from R to a ring R′ that is injective when restricted
to F , we have that R′ has undecidable problem of equality of terms.

We see that extending the presentation of R by φ(a1) 6= φ(a2) (assuming
that the values of subterms of terms of the presentation are among gener-
ators) we obtain a diagram without extensions witnessing WAP. The cor-
responding argument is as in the final part of the proof of Corollary 3.3.
�
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