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ARITHMETIC OF CUTS IN ORDERED ABELIAN GROUPS
AND OF IDEALS OVER VALUATION RINGS

FRANZ-VIKTOR KUHLMANN

ABSTRACT. We investigate existence, uniqueness and maximality of solutions T’
for equations S; +7T = S5 and inequalities S;+T C Sy where S; and S; are final
segments of ordered abelian groups. Since cuts are determined by their upper
cut sets, which are final segments, this gives information about the corresponding
equalities and inequalities for cuts. We apply our results to investigate existence,
uniqueness and maximality of solutions J for equations I; J = I5 and inequalities
I, J C I, where I; and I are ideals of valuation rings. This enables us to compute
the annihilators of quotients of the form Iy /1.

1. INTRODUCTION

For the notions and notation we use in this paper, see Sections 2.1l and B.1]

The main purpose of this manuscript is to address a problem that comes up in
the papers [2 B]. There we work with a valued field (K, v) and consider quotients
U/UV of ideals U and V of its valuation ring O,. We wish to compute the
annihilator of the O,-module U/UV. In the present manuscript, we will consider
the more general case of quotients I; /I of O,-ideals I, I5 (see Section [3.H). To this
end, we consider equations I;J = I, and inequalities I;J C Iy, as we will describe
in detail below.

Our approach is to translate the appearing questions to questions about final
segments in the value group vK of (K,v). The latter are connected with the
investigation of cuts in ordered abelian groups which has appeared at several points
in the literature. For a survey and a list of references, see [7]. The present paper
uses, and improves, parts of the unpublished manuscript [9]. Let us describe the
background on cuts first.

Take an ordered abelian group (G, <). By a cut in (G, <) we mean a pair

A = (A" AT,

where Al is an initial segment of G and A is a final segment of S such that
AYUAR =8 and AL N AR = 0. We call AL the lower cut set of A, and A? the
upper cut set of A. For operations on cuts and final segments, see Section 2.1]
In the present paper we are particularly interested in the addition of cuts. It can
be defined in various ways. The two immediately obvious ways to define A; + Ag
are the following:

1) the lower cut set of Ay + Ay is AF + AL,
2) the upper cut set of A; + Ay is A+ AZ,
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where for any S1,5, C G, S1+ S :={a+0b|a€S;,be Sy}. The two additions
are usually not the same, but their properties are very similar.

Under both additions, the set of all cuts in G is a commutative monoid. However,
in general it is not a group as for fixed A the function

N — A+ N

may not be injective. There may even be idempotents. For instance, the lexico-
graphically ordered group G = Z X Z has the proper nontrivial subgroup H =
{0} X Z, which gives rise to two idempotent cuts. Indeed, since H + H = H, the
two cuts

{aeG|IbeH :a<b},{aeG|Vbe H:a>b})

and
{aeG|VoeH:a<b},{aeG|3be H:a>b})

are idempotent under both additions.

In the present paper, we will exclusively work with the second definition, which
we call the upper cut set addition. Every cut is uniquely determined by its
upper cut set, so instead of cuts we will just work with final segments (for a reason
that will be explained later).

From our observations about cut addition, the following questions arise:

Take final segments Sy and Sy of G.

(QFS1) Is there a final segment T of G such that S; +T = Sy ?

(QFS2) If yes, is T uniquely determined? If so, determine it.

(QFS3) If T exists but is not uniquely determined, determine the largest final
segment Tyax such that S+ Thax = Sa .

(QFS4) If T does not exist, compute the largest final segment Tyay such that
S1 4 Tiax C So .

Here, “largest T” is meant in the sense that 7" contains all final segments 7" that
satisfy the respective condition; note that the final segments of G are linearly
ordered by inclusion and unions and intersections of any collections of final segments
are again final segments.

The aim of this paper is to answer these questions and to compute T}, explicitly.
This will be done in Section 2.7l A key to this is the notion of invariance group
of a final segment, which always is a convex subgroup of G. This sheds light on
the important role that convex subgroups play in nonarchimedean ordered groups
for the answer to the above questions. The case of archimedean ordered groups is
significantly easier.

Our interest in the above questions arose from our work with cuts and its ap-
plications to ordered abelian groups and ordered fields, see [7, 0] and the citations
therein. Recently, it gained importance through questions that came up in the
papers [2, 3], as we will explain now.

Take a valued field (K, v) with value group vK and valuation ring O,. When
we talk of O,-ideals we will also include fractional ideals; in other words, we talk
about O,-modules I C K. The set of O,-ideals is linearly ordered by inclusion, as
is the set of final segments of vK. The function

(1) v:l — vl :={vb|0#bel}
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is an order preserving bijection from the set of all O,-ideals onto the set of all final
segments of vK (including the final segment ()): J C I holds if and only if v.J C v[
holds. The inverse of this function is the order preserving function

(2) S Is = (aeL|vael) = {a€L|vaecStU{0}.

Further, the function is a homomorphism from the multiplicative monoid of O,-
ideals onto the additive monoid of final segments:

(3) vlJ = vl +wvJ and [S—l—S’ = 15]5/ .

Via this function, the following questions are reduced to questions (QFSI)-
(QFS4):
Take O,-ideals I; and I .
(QID1) Is there an O,-ideal J such that IyJ = I ?
(QID2) If yes, is J uniquely determined? If so, compute it.
(QID3) If J exists but is not uniquely determined, compute the largest O,-ideal
Jmax such that I1 Jyax = I, and the smallest O,-ideal Jyin such that 11 Jynm = 1o .
(QID4) If J does not exist, compute the largest O,-ideal Jyax such that Iy Jyax C
1.

The notions “largest” and “smallest” are defined as in the case of final segments,
using the fact that unions and intersections of any collections of O,-ideals are again
O,-ideals.

We will derive answers to these questions in Section B.4 using the results of
Section 2.7l Here, a key role is played by the notion of the invariance valuation
ring of an ideal I, which corresponds to the invariance group of the final segment
vl.

The final Section is devoted to the computation of the annihilators (I : I;)
of quotients I /Iy of O,-ideals Iy, I . In particular, we answer a question that arose
in the papers [2, 3]: in which cases is the annihilator of I;/I; equal to the maximal
ideal M, of O, 7

Ideals over valuation domains have been studied extensively in the literature,
see for instance [6l Chapter II, $4]. Equations of the form [;J = I, are implicitly
related to groups in the semigroups formed by the isomorphy classes of the ideals,
which for instance are studied in [1]. However, we have not found in the literature
explicit solutions to our questions (QID1)-(QID4), and the exploitation of their
connection with questions (QFS1)-(QFS4).

2. FINAL SEGMENTS

2.1. Preliminaries on cuts and final segments.

Take any ordered set (I', <) (by “ordered”, we will always mean “totally ordered”).
If M, My are nonempty subsets of I' and a € T", we will write a < M, if a < b for
all b € M, and we will write M; < My if a < Ms for all a € M;. Similarly, we use
the relations >, < and > in place of <.

An ordered set (I', <) is discretely ordered if every element has an immediate
successor, and it is densely ordered if for every a,b € I' with a < b thereis c € I’
with a < ¢ < b.



4 FRANZ-VIKTOR KUHLMANN

A subset M of I is called convex in (I', <) if for every two elements a,b € M
and every ¢ € I such that a < ¢ < b, it follows that ¢ € M. A subset S of I is
an initial segment of I if for every a € S and every c € I' with ¢ < a, it follows
that ¢ € S. Symmetrically, S is a final segment of I if for every a € S and every
¢ € I' with ¢ > a, it follows that ¢ € S. Note that S is a final segment of I' if and
only if S is convex and S > I'\ S. Further, S is a final segment of T" if and only if
'\ S is an initial segment of I". Note also that () < T" and T’ < §) by definition; so ()
is an initial segment as well as a final segment of I'. Initial and final segments of I'
are called proper if they are not equal to I'. We will denote the set of all proper
final segments of (I", <) by

rt.

If My, My C T are such that M; < My and I' = M; U My, then we call (M7, M)
a quasi-cut in I'. It follows that M; is an initial segment of I, M is a final
segment of I', and the intersection of M; and M consists of at most one element.
If this intersection is empty, then (M, Ms) is a cut in I', in which case we write
AL:Ml,AR:Mg,and

A = (AR AR,
A cut (AF, AT) with A # () and A% # () is called a Dedekind cut.

For any subset M CT', we let M™ denote the final segment

Mt = {sel|s>M}.

That is, M™ is the largest final segment having empty intersection with M. If
M =0, then M* =T, and if M =T, then M+ = (). Similarly, we set

M~ ={sel|3ImeM:s>m}.

That is, if M~ is the smallest final segment of I' which contains M. If M = (), then
M~ =, and if M =S, then M~ = S.

We will write s instead of {s}* and s~ instead of {s}~. A final segment of the
form s~ will be called principal; it has smallest element s. The principal final seg-
ments are exactly the final segments that contain smallest elements. Analogously,
we define an initial segment to be principal if it contains a largest element.

Lemma 2.1. Take a final segment S of the ordered set I'. If S is nonprincipal,
then {t € S| s <t for somes € S} = S. If S is principal with smallest element
so, then {t € S| s <t for somese€ S}t=5\{so}=s5.

Proof. If S is nonprincipal, then it has no smallest element. Hence for every ¢’ € S
there is s € S such that s < ', whence t' € {t € S | s < t for some s € S}. This
proves the first statement. If S = s5, then all ' € S\ {so} satisfy so < ' and are
therefore contained in {t € S | s < t for some s € S}. Since S is a final segment,
the latter is equal to sg. This proves the second statement. 0

For every subset M of I', we will denote by M€ its complement in I'; i.e.,
Me=T\M.
We note that if S is a final segment of I', then S = {t € I" | t < S}.
An element s € G is called infimum of a final segment S if it is the smallest

element of S or S is nonprincipal and S = s'. Analogously, suprema of initial
segments are defined.
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The proof of the following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 2.2. Tuke a final segment S of the ordered set T'.

1) If S is nonprincipal but has infimum s in I, then S° is principal with largest
element s.

2) We have that S¢ has a supremum if and only if S has an infimum in T,

3) If T is densely ordered, then an element s € G is an infimum of S if and only
if it is a supremum of S°€.

Every ordered set I' carries a topology with the open intervals (s,t), s,t € I’
with s < t, as its basic open sets. We leave the proof of the following lemma to the
reader.

Lemma 2.3. Tuke a final segment S in T

1) If S is principal, then it is closed, and it is clopen if and only if T is discretely
ordered.

2) If S does not have an infimum in I, then it is clopen.

3) If S is nonprincipal but has an infimum in T, then S is open, but not closed.
4) The final segment S is closed if and only if S is principal or does not have an
infimum in T

Given a final segment S in I', we set

A SuU{g} if S has infimum g in G, and

S = )
S otherwise.

Then S is the closure of S in I'. We leave the proof of the following lemma to the

reader.

Lemma 2.4. Take a nonempty subset M of I'. Then the closure of the final
segment {s € I' | s > M} is the final segment {s € I' | s > M}, and the two final
segments are equal if and only if M does not have a largest element.

The function
(4) I'ss— s el

is an embedding of (I',<) in (I'T,C). Also sending s to s™ produces such an
embedding, but throughout this paper we will work with the embedding ().

2.2. Final segments in ordered abelian groups.

From now on, we will work with ordered abelian groups (G, <) and their final
segments. The definitions and results of the previous section remain valid for
I' = G. We note that (G, <) is discretely ordered if and only if it contains a
smallest positive element, and it is densely ordered otherwise.

If M, My and M are subsets of G, then we set My + My ={a+b|a€ M;,be
My} and My — My = {a—0b | a € My,b € My}. From this, the sets a + M,
a — M and M — a are obtained via replacing a by {a}. Now the embedding () is
a homomorphism, that is,

(5) (s14+82)” = s7 +55 -
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We note that
(6) s+ 07 ="
Further, the reader may prove:

Lemma 2.5. 1) Assume that G is densely ordered. Then 07 + 0% = 0*.

2) Assume that G is discretely ordered with smallest positive element g. Then
0t = ¢ and 0T + 0%t = (29)~. Moreover, if the final segment S of G has an
infimum, then this is the smallest element of S.

Proposition 2.6. 1) The sum of two final segments is again a final segment. The
sum of two principal final segments is again a principal final segment. The sum
of two final segments of which at least one is nonprincipal is a nonprincipal final
segment.

2) If S is a final segment of G with infimum s; and Sy is a final segment of G
with infimum sy, then the final segment S7 + Sy has infimum s; + ss.

Proof. The proof of part 1) is straightforward.

2): If both S; and Sy are principal, then the assertion follows from (). If at least

one of them is nonprincipal, then by part 2) of Lemma 25 G must be densely

ordered. Now we have to consider the following two cases (up to symmetry). If

S) = s; and Sy = s, then by (6) and (&),

Sp+ 8 =587 485 =857 +55 +07 = (s1+82) +07 = (s1+52)".

If S; = s{ and Sy = s3, then by (@) and () together with part 1) of Lemma 25,

Si+ S =857 +s3 =57 40" +55 +07 = (s1+52)" +07 = (s14+5)".
OJ

Via the embedding (@) we can view (G, <) as an ordered subgroup of the ordered
monoid (GT, C), consisting of all principal final segments in GT. We note that 0~
is the neutral element of the monoid G7, i.e.,

S+0" =S5

for every final segment S. From this, we obtain the following positive answers to
questions (QFS1) and (QFS2) in the case of principal final segments. The proofs
are straightforward.

Proposition 2.7. Take principal final segments sy and s5 of G.

1) The function GT > T w s7 +T is a bijection with inverse GT > T — (—s;)~+T.

2) If S is any final segment of G, then the unique final segment T of G such that
s, +1T =SisT =S+ (—s1)”. In particular, the unique final segment T of G
such that s; +T = s5 is T = (sa — s1)~.

Analogously to what we already mentioned in the case of cuts, for certain final
segments S, the function

(7) G'sT — S+Ted"
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may not be injective. Part 1) of the previous proposition shows that the function
([@) is injective if S is principal. Part 3) of the following Lemma shows that if S is
nonprincipal, then the function (7)) is never injective, provided that G is nontrivial.

Lemma 2.8. Tuke a final segment S of G.

1) We have that 0t + S ={t € S| s <t for some s € S}.
2) If there is g € G such that S = g—, then 07 + S = g*.
3) If S is nonprincipal, then 0t + S = S.

Proof. The proof of statements 1) and 2) is straightforward. Statement 3) follows
from 1) together with Lemma 2.1 O

For the conclusion of this section, we note the following fact; its proof is straight-
forward. If M C @G, then

(8) 0"+ M = M".

2.3. Subtraction of final segments.

The notion of subtraction of Dedekind cuts has been defined in several articles in
the literature. When upper cut set addition is used, then for two Dedekind cuts
Ay = (AE AR) and Ay = (AL, AE), their difference A; — Ay has been defined to be
the cut with upper cut set A — AL = A4 (—AZ). Note that since Al is an initial
segment, —AL := {—a | a € AL} is a final segment. Hence, Af — AL is a sum of
two final segments and thus again a final segment.

Analogously, we can define a difference of two proper final segments S; and S
of G as

Sl —cut Sg = {a—b|a651,b€S§}
which is the sum of the final segments S; and —S§. This definition has for instance
been used in [0, §]. However, it does not extend the difference operation of the
embedded copy of G. Indeed, for every a € G we have (™) ={be G| b < a},
whence
(@) ={veG|y>—a},

which is nonprincipal. Hence, a~ —. @~ is nonprincipal and thus not equal to the
neutral element 0~. In fact,

4~ —eqt @~ = 0.
In order to obtain a difference operation that extends the one of GG, we define the
final segment difference of two proper final segments S; and S; as

Sy —s 51 = {a—bla€ Sy, b< S},
This extends the difference operation of G: for arbitrary a,b € G,
9) a — b =a + (=b)” = (a—0b)".
Lemma 2.9. A final segment of G has an additive inverse if and only if it is
principal.

Proof. By (@), a principal final segment a~ has additive inverse (—a)~. On the
other hand, if a final segment S is nonprincipal, then by part 1) of Proposition
the equation S 4+ T = 0~ cannot have a solution 7" since 0~ is principal. 0J
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To simplify notation, for a proper final segment S of G, we set
AS = {ceG|c>-5}.
We observe that
AO™ = 0"
and more generally,
(10) Aa” = (—a)”
for every a € G.

Lemma 2.10. Take a proper final segment S of G. If S = a~ for some a € G,
then AS = (—a)” = Z5¢ if G is densely ordered, and AS = (g —a) if G
1s discretely ordered with smallest positive element g. If S is nonprincipal, then
AS = —§°= _gSe, Consequently, AS is always closed.

Proof. Assume that S = a~ for some a € G. Then 5S¢ ={b € G | b < a} and
therefore, =S¢ = {c € G | ¢ > —a} = (—a)*. If G is densely ordered, then —a
is the infimum of (—a)*, whence which is equal to AS by equation ([I0). If G is
discretely ordered, then (—a)™ = (¢ —a)” as —a + g = g — a is the immediate
successor of a.

Assume now that S is nonprincipal. Then ¢ > - & —c< S & —c< S &
—c€ S ce—5%s0AS =-S5 If§ = a™ for some a € G, then Aa™ is closed
by equation (I0), so —S¢ = —S¢ in this case. If S has no infimum in G, then S°¢

has no supremum and —S°¢ has no infimum, hence again, —5¢ = —ge. 0
Remark 2.11. The final segment a™ is nonprincipal if and only if G is densely

ordered; if G has smallest positive element g, then a™ = (a + g)~. Therefore, we

have
Aat — (—a)~ if G is densely ordered,
@ = (—a—g)~ if G is discretely ordered.

Lemma 2.12. Take three proper final segments Sy, Sy and S of G.

1) We have that
Sy —5 S1 = So + AS; .

2) If Sy is nonprincipal, then
(11) Sy —gs S1 = So — ST
3) If Sy = a~ for some a € G, then
Sy =g S1 = Sz + (—a)” .
4) The sets ASy, So —5 S1, —S§ and Sy — S are again final segments of G.
5) The following holds:
(12) S1+ (82 =1 S1) = (51— S1) + 52

~

6) We have that A(AS) = S.
7) The following holds:

Sz —t (S2 —t S1) = Sz + ASy + S; = (S5 —5 S2) + Si.
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In particular,
(13) 07 =& (07— S1) = Si.
Proof. 1): We compute:
So =551 = So +{-b|b< S} =S+ {c|c>—-5} =5 + AS;.

2): This follows from part 1) together with Lemma ZT0.
3): This follows from part 1) together with equation (I0).
4): For AS; this holds by definition, so for Sy —¢ S it follows from part 1). For
—S5§ we observe that S{ is an initial segment, hence —S7 is a final segment and the
same holds for Sy — S¢ = Sy + (—5F).
5): The proof is straightforward, using the equality a + (b —¢) = (a — ¢) + b.
6): We compute:
A(AS) = A{laeGla>-S} ={beG|b>—{aecG|a>-5}}
= {beG|b>{ceG|c<S}} = 8.
Here, the last equality is seen as follows. If S has infimum g in G, then ¢ < S < ¢ <
g and therefore, {be G |b>{ce G |c<S}}={beG|b>g}=S.1If S has
no infimum in G, then {c € G| ¢ < S} ={c € G | ¢ < S} has no supremum in G,
whence {be G |b>{ceG|c<S}}={beG|b>{ceCG|lc<S}}=5=5.
7): First, we observe:
ASy+S) = {aeG|la>—(5%+9} ={acG|a>—-5+ (-9}
{beG|b>—-5} +{ceG|c>-5} = AS, + AS.
Using this together with parts 1) and 5), we compute:
S —5 (S2 —s S1) = S3 + A(Sy — S1) = S5 + A(S2 + ASy)
= S5+ ASy + S = (S5 — So) + S .
From what we have just proved, together with part 5) and equation (I0]), we
obtain: 07 —g (0_ —fs Sl) =0+ A(O_) + A(ASl) =0"+0 +5,=05. Ol

Remark 2.13. The final segment S5 —¢ 57 is closed, except in the following cases.
If Sy =a' and S; = b~ for some a,b € G and a has no immediate successor in G,
then a + b has no immediate successor in G and therefore, Sy —¢ S1 = (a + b)™ is
not closed. If Sy and S7 have no infimum in G, then Sy —¢ .S7 may or may not have
an infimum in G. For instance, if G = Q and S; = Sy = {a € Q | a > 7}, then
AS; ={a€Q|a>—7n}and Sy —¢ S; = 07 which is not closed although S; and
Sy are.

The question arises whether the difference operation —g provides some positive
answer to our questions (QFS1) and (QFS2). At this point, we can give a first
immediate answer:

Lemma 2.14. Take two proper final segments Sy and Sy of G.
1) If Sy is principal, say S, = a~, then
St —t 51 = 07
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and
(14) S1+ (S2 —g S1) = S

with T = Sy —g S1 = Sy + (—a)™ the unique solution of S; +T = S, .

2) If Sy is principal but Sy is not, then there is no final segment T such that
S1+T=.29,.

3) Assume that Sy is nonprincipal and T is a proper final segment oAfG. IfS1+T =
Sy, then also S1 +T = Sy holds. If S1+T C Sy, then also Sy +T C Sy holds.

Proof. 1): For S; = a™, the first equation follows from equation (@). Now equation
(I4) follows from equation (I2]). The uniqueness of the solution 7" = Sy + (—s1)~
is stated in part 2) of Proposition 271

2): This follows from part 1) of Proposition 2.6

3): It suffices to show the second statement, as it implies the first. Since S is
nonprincipal, part 3) of Lemma 2.8 shows that S; = S; + 01, If T is closed in G,
then 7' = T and there is nothing to show. If 7" has infimum g € G\ T, then T=g
and0++T:g+:T.Thus,51+T:51+0++T251+T§52. O

2.4. The case of an archimedean ordered abelian group.

An ordered abelian group (G, <) is archimedean ordered if it admits an order
preserving embedding in the additive group of the reals. We will now investigate the
special case of an archimedean ordered abelian group (G, <); w.l.o.g. we will assume
that (G, +, <) is an ordered subgroup of (R, +, <). Then every final segment S of
G has an infimum in R.

When we try to answer questions (QFS1)—(QFS4), part 3) of Lemma sug-
gests to compute S —g S. We know already that S —¢ S = 07 if S is principal.

Lemma 2.15. Assume that (G, <) is archimedean ordered, and take two proper
final segments S and Ss .
1) If Sy is nonprincipal, then
Si — S1 = 07,
and the following holds:
(15) Sy 4+ (Sy = S1) = 0T +8, = {teSy|s<t for somese Sy}.

2) We have that Sy —s S1 = 0% if and only if Sy is nonprincipal.
3) If S1 and Sy are nonprincipal, then equation (14) holds.

Proof. 1) Since we assume that (G, <) is a subgroup of (R, 4, <) and S; # G, S has
an infimum r in R, and 7 is the supremum of S{. Pick any g € G. Every proper final
segment in an archimedean discretely ordered abelian group is principal. Hence our
assumption on S implies that GG is densely ordered. Thus there is some a € S;
such that a —r < g/2 and some b € S¢ such that r —b < g/2. We obtain a—b < g.
In view of part 2) of Lemma [212] this proves that

0" C S —8 =8, — 5.
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On the other hand, if a € S; and b € S¢, then a # b, so 0 ¢ S} — S1. This
proves that S; —g S; = 07. Equation (IH) follows from this by use of part 5) of
Lemma and part 1) of Lemma 2.8

2): This follows from part 1) of Lemma 2.14] together with what we have just
proved.

3): This follows from equation (IH]) together with part 3) of Lemma 2.8 O

2.5. Invariance groups.
Throughout, we let G be an arbitrary ordered abelian group. For a subset M of
G, we define its invariance group to be

GM) :={geG|M+g=M}.

Lemma 2.16. Take any non-empty subset M C G. Then we have:
1) G(M) is a subgroup of G.
2) We have that
(16) GM) ={9geG|M+gCMand M —gC M}.
3) The following holds:
G(M) = G(—M) = G(M°).
4) If 0 € M, then G(M) C M.
5) If M is convex, then G(M) is a convex subgroup of G.
6) If M has an infimum in G, then

GIM™) = G({te M |s<tforsomese M}) = G(M) = {0}.
In particular, for every a € G,

(17) G(a™) = G(a") = G({a}) = {0},
which shows that the invariance group of every final segment that has an infimum
in G is trivial.

Proof. 1): Take a,b € G(M). Then M +a+b= M+b = M, whence a+b € G(M).
Further, M —a = M 4+ a—a = M, whence —a € G(M). This proves that G(M) is
a group.

2): The inclusion “C” in (I6) follows from the definition of the invariance group
and part 1) of our lemma. If M +¢g C M and M — g C M, then M + g C M =
M —g+9gC M+ g, whence M + g = M. This proves the inclusion “2” in (I6]).

3):  The first equality holds since g € G(M) & —g € GIM) & M —g=M &
—M+g=—-M < ge G(M), where we used that G(M) is a group.

To prove the second equality, we observe that if g ¢ G(M), then there exists
some a € M such that a + g ¢ M, whence a+ g € M°. Thena+g—g=a ¢ M€,
so g ¢ G(M¢) by (I6). This shows that G(M¢) C G(M). The reverse inclusion
follows by substituting M€ for M in our argument.

4): f0e M, then G(M)=0+G(M) C M+ G(M) =M.
5): By part 1), it suffices to show that G(M) is convex. Take a,b € G(M) and
ge Gwitha < g<b. Thenforallce M, c+a<c+g<c+bandc+a,c+be M.



12 FRANZ-VIKTOR KUHLMANN

Hence ¢ + g € M by convexity of M. This proves that M + g C M. In the same
way, we also obtain that M — g C M because —a, —b € G(M) (since G(M) is a
group) and —b < —g < —a. By part 2) it follows that g € G(M).

6): Assume that a € G is the infimum of M in G. Then for every positive g € G
there is b € M such that 0 < b—a < g. Hence b—g < aso that b—g ¢ M
and thus ¢ ¢ G(M) by (I6). This proves that G(M) = {0}. Since a is also
the infimum of M~ and {t € M | s < tforsome s € M}, we conclude that
GM™)=G({t e M |s <t forsomese M})={0}, too. O

We set G70:= {g € G| g > 0}.

Lemma 2.17. Take a proper final segment S of G. Then G(S) is the largest of all
convez subgroups H of G satisfying that (S°+ H)NS = 0. The latter holds if and
only if SN (S + H) =0, and this holds if and only if HN (S —S¢) = 0. Further,
(18) S—5°= G\ G(S) = G(9".
Proof. Since every convex subgroup H of G contains 0, it satisfies 5S¢ C S+ H.
The latter is an initial segment of G since it is the union of initial segments of the
form S¢+ g with g € H. Therefore, as G is the disjoint union of S¢ and S, we have
that S¢ =S¢+ H if and only if (S 4+ H) NS = (). This proves the first assertion.
For the second and third assertion, just observe that (S¢+ g) NS # 0 if and
only if SN (S — g) # 0, and this holds if and only if g € S — S°. In particular,
GS)N (S —5¢ = . Since a < b whenever a € S° and b € S, it follows that
S —5¢C G7°\ G(S). For the converse, assume that g € G>°\ G(S). Then there is
some a € S¢ such that a + g € S and therefore, g € S — S¢. This proves (I8). O

If G is archimedean ordered, then it admits only {0} and itself as convex sub-
groups. Hence if S is a proper final segment of G, then G(S) = {0} since G +
S = G # S. Therefore, the following is a generalization of parts 1) and 3) of
Lemma 2.15
Corollary 2.18. Take proper final segments S and Sy of G.

1) If Sy is nonprincipal, then
Si = S1 = S =57 = G(S)",

so that
(19) Si 4 (S2 =t S1) = G(S1)T+ 52 €5,
2) If Sy and Sy are nonprincipal and G(Sy) = {0}, then

Si =S =S -5 =07,
and equation (14) holds.
3) If Sy is nonprincipal and G(S1) € G(S2), then equation (1) holds.
Proof. 1): This follows from equation (1) in part 2) of Lemma together with
Lemma 217 The inequality holds since G(S1)* only contains positive elements.
2): This follows from part 1) together with part 3) of Lemma 2.8

3): Since S is nonprincipal, we can apply part 1). As G(S1) € G(Ss), there is
some a € G(S1)T N G(S2). We obtain that Sy = a+ Sy C G(S1)t + S3. In view of
(I9)), this proves statement 3). O
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Observe that in the linear ordering given by inclusion on the set of all convex
subgroups,
H1 U H2 = H1 + H2 = max{Hl,H2}

for every two convex subgroups H; and Hs .

Lemma 2.19. 1) If My, M, are arbitrary subsets of G, then
G(M;)UG(My) C G(M; + My) .

2) If both Sy, Sy are initial segments or final segments of G, then

G(S1+52) = G(S1)UG(Sy) .

3) Ifa € G and S is a final segment of G, then a + S = a~ + S is again a final
segment of G, and

Gla+S) = G(9).
4) If S is a final segment and H a convex subgroup of G, then G(H) = H and
G(S+H) =G(S)UH.
5) For every convex subgroup H of G,
GH) =GH") =H.

Proof. 1): Take g € G(M;) and g € G(M;). Then for all a; € M; and ay € My,
(a14a2)+g1 = (a1+g1)+az € Mi+ M, and (a3 +az)+gs = a1+ (azg+g2) € M+ M.
Hence, g1, 92 € G(M; + Ms).

2): In view of part 1), it suffices to show that G(S; + S2) C G(S1) U G(S2). Let
S and Ss be final segments of G; the proof for initial segments is similar. Take a
positive g € G such that g ¢ G(S1) U G(Ss). Then there are a; € S; and as € Sy
such that a; — g ¢ S; and ag — g ¢ Sy. Since S; and Sy are final segments of G,
this means that a; — g < S and as — g < S5 . Thus a; + ay — 29 < S7 + .55, which
means that 2g ¢ G(S; + S3) and hence g ¢ G(S; + 95).

3): The proof of the first statement is straightforward. It follows that G(a+ S) =
Gla=+S)=G(a)Uug(s) = {0} Ug(S) = G(5), where we have used part 2) of
our lemma and equation (7)) of Lemma

4): If H' is any convex subgroup of G, then it is comparable to H by inclusion.
Hence H + H' = H holds if and only if H* C H. This shows that G(H) = H.
Thus we obtain from part 1) that G(S)UH = G(S)UG(H) C G(S + H). Take a
positive g € G such that g ¢ G(S) U H. Then there are a; € S and ay € H such
that a; — g < S and as — g < H. Thus a; + as — 29 < S + H, which means that
29 ¢ G(S + H) and hence g ¢ G(S + H).

5): By equation ([8), H~ = 0~ + H. Hence by part 4) and equation (I7) of
Lemma 216, G(H™) = G(0- + H) = G(07) + H = H. We observe that the
complement of —H™ in G is H~. Applying part 3) of Lemma [ZT0 twice, we obtain
that G(HY) =G(—-H")=G(H") = H. O

For a final segment S, we define

nS :={a1+...4a,|a; €S}.



14 FRANZ-VIKTOR KUHLMANN

Note that the set {na | a € S} is a final segment if and only if G is n-divisible; in
general, n.S is the smallest final segment that contains {na | @ € S}. By a repeated
application of part 2) of the last lemma, we obtain:

Corollary 2.20. Take a final segment S of G. Then
G(nS) = G(9).
From part 1) of Lemma we obtain:

Proposition 2.21. Tuke final segments S1 So and T'. Then the equation S1+T =
Sy can only hold if G(S1) C G(Ss).

Lemma 2.22. Take proper final segments S and Sy of G.
1) The following holds:

G(=51) = G(S1) = G(57) = G(AS).
2) We have that
G(S2 —g S1) = G(S1) +G(S52) .

Proof. 1): The first and second equality are special cases of part 3) of Lemma
The equality G(S7) = G(AS)) is seen as follows. If S} is nonprincipal, then by part
2) of Lemma 2.12] AS; = —S§ and the equality follows from what we have already
proved. If S; is principal, say S; = a~ for some a € G, then AS; = (—a)~ by (I0),
whence G(AS;) = {0} = G(S1) by (IT).

2): This follows from part 1) of our lemma together with parts 1) and 4) of
Lemma 212 and part 2) of Lemma 2.19] U

It is also possible to define the invariance group of a quasi-cut.
Proposition 2.23. If (AL, A®) is a quasi-cut in G, then
G(A") = G(A").
If (AE, AR) is not a cut, then these groups are trivial.
Proof. The first statement follows from the fact that for every g € G,
A tg=A o Af4g= AR,

If (A%, A®) is not a cut, then AL N A® = {g} for some g € G. It follows that
AT = g~ hence by part 1) of Lemma 222 G(AL) = G(AR) = {0}. O

For every quasi-cut A = (AY, A®) we can now define

G(A) == G(AY) = G(AT).
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2.6. Ordered abelian groups modulo convex subgroups.

In what follows, G will be an ordered abelian group with arbitrary convex subgroup
H. The quotient G/H carries a canonical ordering such that for all «, 8 € G,

(20) a<f=a+H<[S+H.

Note that under this induced ordering on G/H, we have a + H < b+ H if and
only if it holds for a + H and b+ H as subsets of G as defined at the beginning of
Section 2.1

For the image of an element g € G under the canonical epimorphism G — G/H,
i.e., the coset g+ H, we prefer to write g/H since we also have to deal with subsets
of the form g + H in G. With this notation, M/H = {g/H | g € M} for every
subset M C G. Since the epimorphism preserves <, we have that M/H is convex
if M is convex, and S/H is a final segment (or initial segment) of G/H if S is a
final segment (or initial segment, respectively) of G. We note that for each subset
M of G the preimage of M/H is M + H.

Proposition 2.24. Take a subset M C G, a final segment S of G, and a convex
subgroup H of G.
1) If H C G(M), then

G(M/H) = G(M)/H .
2) If G(S) C H, then G(S/H) is trivial.
3) If G(S) is trivial, then also G(S/H) is trivial.
4) If G(S) € H, then S/H is principal.
Proof. 1): Assume that H C G(M). Then M + H = M. It follows that M + H +
g+ H = M + g for every g € G, so we have M/H + g/H = M/H if and only if
M +¢g= M. Hence, G(M/H) =G(M)/H.
2): Assume that G(S) C H. Take a convex subgroup H’ of G containing H such
that G(S/H) = H'/H. That is, S/H+ H'/H = S/H. Tt follows that S+ H + H' +
H = S+ H, showing that H' is a subgroup of G(S+ H). By part 4) of Lemma 2.19]
G(S+H)=G(S)UH = H. We conclude that H' = H and thus, G(S/H) = H'/H

is trivial.

—~

3): This follows from part 2) since the trivial subgroup is contained in H.

4): Since G(S) € H, we have S+ H # 5, so there is some a € S + H such that
a < S (since S is a final segment). As a € S+ H, it follows that a/H € S/H. We
wish to show that a/H is the smallest element of S/H. Take any b € G such that
b/H < a/H. This means that b+ H < a < S, s0 SN (b+ H) = 0 and therefore,
b/H ¢ S/H. This proves our claim. O

We note that if (A%, A®) is a cut in G, then A*/H < A®/H, hence
(21) A/H = (A*/H,A"/H)
is a quasicut in G/H.

Remark 2.25. If 0 € AL, then G(A) C AL by part 4) of Lemma 216l Symmetri-
cally, if 0 € AT, then G(A) C AE. Tt follows that G(A) = G if and only if AF or A%
is empty, that is, if A is not a Dedekind cut.
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Theorem 2.26. The induced quasi-cut (21) in G/H is a cut if and only if H C
G(A). If H C G(A) # G, then AJH is a Dedekind cut in G/H. The invariance
group of the cut A/G(A) in G/G(A) is trivial.

Proof. The quasi-cut A/H is a cut in G/H if and only if AL/H N A®/H = (). This
holds if and only if A¥ + H C A*. By definition of G(A), this in turn holds if and
only if H C G(A).

If G(A) # G then by Remark 225, A" and A® are non-empty. Hence also A/ H
and A"/H are non-empty. So A/H is a Dedekind cut as soon as it is a cut.

The last statement follows from the definition of G(A) together with Proposi-
tion [2.24] m

2.7. The equation S;+7T = S, in ordered abelian groups of arbitrary rank.
In this section we will first assume that S;, Sy are proper final segments of the
ordered abelian group GG and that the equation

(22) S+ T = S,

has a solution T' = Ty. We determine whether it is unique, and if not, compute
the largest solution.

Lemma 2.27. Take proper final segments Sy, So and Ty of G and assume that 6;1
is nonprincipal and G(Sz) is trivial. If T = Ty is a solution of (23), then T = Tj
is the largest solution of (22).

Proof. If S; + Ty = Ss, then by part 3) of Lemma 2.14] also S + Ty = S, holds.
Suppose that 7" is a larger solution, and pick some t' € T'\Tj. If Ty has a minimum,

then denote it by ¢. If TO has no minimum, then TO To has no infimum and G'\ Tj
has no supremum, so there is t € G such that t' <t <Ty. In both cases, we have
that t < Ty. Consequently,

Sy = S +Ty € S+t C S+t CS+T =8,
so equality holds everywhere. It follows that So+t'—t = S1+t+t'—t = S1+t' = 55,
whence ' —t € G(S2) = {0}. Thus ¢ = t, a contradiction. O

Remark 2.28. If S; is principal, then TAO will not always be a solution, even if
G(S,) is trivial. As a simple counterexample, consider the equation 0~ + 7 = 0%,
Then T'= 0" is a solution, but 7" = 0~ is not.

Take a proper final segment T of G. We set
T9 = a” +G(T)

if there exists a € G such that a/G(T) is the infimum of 7/G(T) in G/G(T);
otherwise, we set T¥ := T. Observe that T% = T holds if and only if T/G(T) is
closed in G/G(T). If G(T) is trivial, then T® =T

Lemma 2.29. Take a proper final segment T of G.

1) For each a € G, a= +G(T) is the preimage of (a/G(T))~ under the epimorphism
G — G/G(T).
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2) Take proper final segments S; and Sy of G. Assume that G(S1) C G(Ss2) and
that S1/G(S1) is principal, say S1/G(S1) = (a/G(T))~ for some a € G. Then
T =S5+ (—a)~ is a solution of equation (22).

—

3) The final segment T< is the preimage of T/G(T).
4) If T/G(T) is nonprincipal, then AT is the preimage of

A(T/G(T)) = {c/G(T) | ¢/G(T) = =T/G(T)} -

Proof. 1): The preimage of (a/G(T))™ contains the final segment a= +G(T) = (a+
G(T))~. If it were larger, then there would exist b € G such that b < a+G(T'), which
implies that b+ G(T) < a + G(T'). However, this means that b/G(T) < a/G(T),
contradiction.

2): By part 1) of Lemma 2.T4], applied to G/G(S;) in place of G,
S1/G(51) + 52/G(S1) + (—a/G(S1)” = 52/G(51) .

Passing to preimages, using part 1) of our Lemma, we thus obtain
Sl + 52 + (—CL)_ = Sl +g(51) + Sg+g(51) + (—a)_+g(51) = 52+Q(Sl) = 52,
where we have used that G(S;) + G(S1) = G(51).

3): If T/G(T) is closed in G/G(T), then TTQ(\T) = T/G(T), whose preimage is
T + G(T) = T which by definition equals T in this case. If T/G(T) is not closed
in G/G(T), then there is some a € G such that a/G(T) is the infimum of T/G(T).

Then T/G(T) = a/G(T)~. By part 1), its preimage is a~+G(7T'), which by definition
equals T in this case, too.

4): As T/G(T) is nonprincipal, also T is nonprincipal, so —7 has no maximal
element and we thus have AT = {c € G | ¢ > T} = {c € G| ¢ > T}.
Similarly, since 7'/G(T1) is nonprincipal we have A(T/G(T')) = {c¢/G(T) | ¢/G(T) >
~T/G(T)} ={c¢/G(T) | ¢/G(T) > =T/G(T)}. By implication 20), {c € G | ¢ >
—T} is contained in the preimage of A(T/G(T)). By the contrapositive of the
same implication, the preimage of {¢/G(T) | ¢/G(T) > —=T/G(T)} is contained in
{c € G| c¢> —T}, hence it is equal to AT . O

Proposition 2.30. Tuke proper final segments Sy and Se of G and assume that
T = Ty is a solution of equation (22). Set T\ := Ty + G(S2). Then the following
statements hold.

1) If S1/G(S2) is principal, then T'= T} is the largest solution of (22).

2) If S1/G(S2) is nonprincipal, then T = TY is the largest solution of (23).

PT’OOf. Sil’lCG S1 + T1 = Sl + T() + g(Sg) = Sg + Q(Sg) = Sg, we have Sl/g(Sg) -+
T1/G(Sy) = S5/G(Sy). If T is the maximal final segment of G/G(S;) such that
S1/G(Sy) + T = S5/G(S,), then the maximal final segment T of G satisfying
Sy +T = S, is equal to the preimage in G of T.

1): If S1/G(S,) is principal, then by part 2) of Proposition B, T = T/G(S,) is
the unique solution of S;/G(S2) + T = S9/G(S2). Hence T = Ty + G(S,) = T} is
the largest solution of (22]).

2): We observe that G(53/G(S)) is trivial bl_@rt 2) of Proposition 2.24] so we

can apply Lemma 2.27 to infer that T = T1/G(S,) is the maximal final segment
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of G/G(S,) such that S;/G(S2) +T = S9/G(Ss). Since S; + Ty = Sa, we know
from part 2) of Lemma that G(S2) = G(S1 + Ty) = G(S1) U G(Ty), whence
G(To) € G(Ss). Using part 4) of the same lemma, we conclude that G(T)) =
G(To + G(S2)) = G(Tp) U G(S2) = G(S52). Therefore, we can apply part 3) of
Lemma to obtain that T{ is the maximal final segment T' of G such that

—

T/G(S2) = T1/G(S2). This proves statement 2). O
Remark 2.31. Remark shows that T'= T} is not always a solution of (22).

For an arbitrary proper final segment S of G, the following application of the
foregoing proposition gives an interesting characterization of S<:

Corollary 2.32. Take a proper final segment S of G. Then T = S is the largest
solution of the equation

S+T =85+65.

Proof. Since G(S + S) = G(S) by Corollary and S + G(S) = S, we can apply
the foregoing proposition to 73 = S. If S/G(S) is nonprincipal, then our claim
follows from part 2) of the proposition. If S/G(S) is principal, then by part 1) of
the proposition, S is the largest solution, and we need to show that S = S¢ in this
case. If S/G(S) is principal, then it is closed in G/G(S) and by our remark before
Lemma .29, we indeed have S¢ = S. O

Now we turn to the question when solutions of equation (22)) exist.

Theorem 2.33. Take proper final segments Sy and Sy of G. The equation (22)
has a solution if one of the following cases holds:

a) Sy is principal,

b) G(S1) € G(S2) and S1/G(S1) is nonprincipal,

c) G(S1) = G(S2) and S1/G(S1) and Ss/G(S1) are nonprincipal,
d) {0} # G(S1) C G(52) and S1/G(S1) is principal.

In cases a)-c), T = So—51 is a solution. In case d), write S1/G(S1) = (a/G(S1))~
for some a € Sy ; then T = Sy + (—a)~ is a solution.

If none of the above cases holds, that is, one of the cases
i) G(52) € G(51) or
i) G(S1) = G(S2) and S1/G(S1) is nonprincipal, but S2/G(S1) is principal
holds, then equation (23) has no solution.
Proof. 1f Sy is principal, then by part 1) of Lemma 214l T = Sy — S is a solution

of equation (22). Under the condition of b), the same follows from part 3) of
Corollary 218 because if S1/G(S1) is nonprincipal, then so is S .

Now assume that G(S7) = G(5;) and S1/G(S;) and S3/G(S;) are nonprincipal.
From part 2) of Proposition 2.24] we know that G(S,/G(S1)) = G(S2/G(S1)) = {0}.
Hence by part 2) of Corollary 2.18 together with Lemma applied to G/G(S1)
in place of G,

S1/G(S1) + S2/G(S1) + A(S1/G(S1)) = S2/G(S1) .
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Passing to preimages altogether, using part 4) of Lemma 2.29) we obtain

S1 4+ Sy + AS; = S14+G(S1) + Sa+G(S1) + AS; = S+G(51) = 5.
Since Sy —g S1 = So + ASy by part 1) of Lemma 212] this proves our statement
in case c).

Our statement in case d) follows from part 2) of Lemma [2.29

Now assume that none of the cases a)-d) holds. Then one of the cases i) or ii)
must hold; note that in both cases it follows that S; is nonprincipal. In case i),
Proposition 2.21] shows that equation (22)) has no solution. Assume that case ii)
holds and that the final segment 7" is a solution of equation (22]). Then S;/G(S1) +

T/G(S1) = S2/G(S1), but this contradicts part 1) of Proposition 2.6 applied to the
group G/G(S). O

Remark 2.34. Assume that case d) holds with G(S1) € G(S3). Then S is non-
principal since G(S1) # {0}. Thus it follows from part 3) of Corollary 2.18 that
also T = Sy —g Sy is a solution. This is no longer true when G(S;) = G(S2) and
also So/G(S1) is principal, as we will see in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.35. Take proper final segments Sy and Sy of G. Assume that G(Ss) C
G(S1), or that G(S2) C G(S1) and both S1/G(S1) and S3/G(S1) are principal. Then
S1+ (52— 51) € 5.

Proof. Under the assumptions of our lemma we have G(S;) # {0}, so S is nonprin-
cipal and we can again apply part 1) of Corollary 218 to obtain that S; —g S1 =
G(S1)". We also have that Sa/G(S) is principal since in the case of G(S53) € G(51)
this follows from part 4) of Proposition 224l We write S3/G(S1) = (b/G(S1))~
with suitable b € G. Now we compute, using part 5) of Lemma 212
(S1+ (52 =1:51))/G(51) = ((51 = 51) + 52)/G(51)

= (82 = 51)/G(S1) + S2/G(S1)

= G(S1)"/G(S1) + (b/G(S1))~

= (0/G(S1))" + (b/G(S1))” = (b/G(S1))"

C S3/G(5) .
This implies Sl + (Sg —fg Sl) g 52. O

The question arises whether by modifying our definition of the subtraction of

final segments we can obtain a universal solution. Analyzing the proof of our
theorem, we see that the problem in case d) is that AS; is not the preimage of
(—a/G(S1)~. Therefore, we modify the definition of Sy —¢ S7 as follows:
(23) Sg —dfs Sl = SQ + (ASl)O
The reader may think of —g as “deep subtraction of final segments”.
Proposition 2.36. Take proper final segments Sy and Sy of G. Assume that one
of the cases a)-d) of Theorem[2.33 holds. Then the following statements hold:
1) (AS))? is the preimage of A(S1/G(S1)) under the epimorphism G — G/G(S1),
2) in cases a), b) and c), we have (AS;)¥ = AS;,
3) T = Sy —qgs S1 18 a solution of equation (22),
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4) G(S2 —ags S1) = G(S2).

Proof. 1): Assume first that G(S;) = {0}. Then (AS))® = AS, = AS; =
A(S1/G(S1)), where we have used that AS; is closed by Lemma 210

Now assume that G(S;) # {0}. By part 1) of Lemma 222 G(—S;) = G(51).
Take any ¢ € G that satisfies ¢ > —S;. For every b € —S; we have b+G(S;) C =51,
so ¢ > b+G(S) and therefore ¢/G(S1) > b/G(S1). This shows that (ASy)/G(S1) C
{c/G(S1) € G/G(S1) | ¢/G(S1) > —S1/G(S1)}. The reverse inclusion follows from
the contrapositive of implication (20). We find that the closure of A(S;)/G(S1) =
{c/G(S1) € G/G(S1) | ¢/G(S1) > —51/G(S1)} is A(S1/G(S1)). Now the assertion
of part 1) follows from part 3) of Lemma [2.29

2): In case a), G(S;) = {0} and therefore, (AS;)® = AS; = AS; since AS; is
closed by Lemma 2.100

In cases b) and c), S1/G(S1) is nonprincipal by assumption. Hence it follows
from part 4) of Lemma and from part 1) of our lemma that (AS;)¢ = AS; .

3): In cases a), b), c) we have (AS;)® = AS; by part 2) of our lemma. Hence in
these cases, Sy —qs S1 = Sg —gs S1 which is a solution by Theorem 2.33]

In case d), S1/G(S1) is principal, say S1/G(S1) = (a/G(S1))~ for some a € Sy,
and G(S1) € G(S3). Thus by part 2) of Lemma 229, "= Sy + (—a)~ is a solution
of equation (22). Further, we have A(S;/G(S1)) = (—a/G(S1))~, and by part 1) of
Lemma its preimage is (—a)~ 4+ G(S1). On the other hand, as we have shown
above, also (AS;)? is the preimage of this set, so it is equal to (—a)™ + G(S}).
Therefore, T = Sg —dfs Sl = Sg + (ASl)O = Sg + (—a)‘ + Q(Sl) = 52 + Q(Sl) +
(—a)” = S3+ (—a)~ is a solution of equation (22)).

4): In all cases a)-d), we have G(S1) C G(Ss). For the cases a), b), d), as well as case
c¢) when S /G(S)) is nonprincipal, it is shown in the proof of part 2) that (AS;)¢ =
ASy, therefore by part 2) of Lemma 2.22] G(S2 —ags S1) = G(S1) UG(S2) = G(S).

For the remaining cases it is shown in the proof of part 1) that Sy —gp S1 =

Sy 4+ (—a)™, whence G(Sy —qgs S1) = G(So + (—a)”) = G(Ss) U{0} =G(S3). O

Theorem 2.37. Take proper final segments Sy and Sy of G. Assume that one of
the cases a)-d) of Theorem[2.33 holds. Then the largest solution T of equation (22)
is equal to Sy —qags S1 in cases a), b) and d), and to (Sy —a S1)° in case c).

Proof. By part 3) of Proposition 2:30] in all cases a)-d), 77 = Sg —qg 51 is a solution
of equation (22)), and by part 4) of Proposition .30, G(Ss —ag S1) = G(S2). Hence
we can apply Proposition with 77 = Sy —ags S1+ G(52) = S —ags S1- In case
a), Sp is principal, hence so is S1/G(S2). In case b), S1/G(Ss) is principal by part
4) of Proposition 224l In case d), S1/G(S2) is principal since S;/G(S;) is principal
and G(S1) C G(S,) by assumption. Thus in these three cases, Proposition
shows that the largest solution 7" of equation (22)) is equal to Ss —qgg St

In case c¢), we have that S;/G(S}) is nonprincipal and G(S2) = G(S;) by assump-
tion, so S1/G(S2) is nonprincipal. In this case, Proposition 230 shows that the
largest solution T of equation (22) is equal to (Sy —ag S1)°. O

The following theorem addresses question (QFS4) in the case where no solution
to equation (22]) exists:
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Theorem 2.38. Tuke proper final segments Sy and Sy of G.

1) Assume that G(S3) € G(S1). Then there exists a mazimal nonempty final seg-
ment S contained in Sy having invariance group G(S1). We have that Sy C S, .
Further, T' = S§ —qags S1 is the largest final segment T such that Sy +T C Sy ; it is
the largest solution of S; +T = S}.

2) Assume that G(S1) = G(S2) and S1/G(S1) is nonprincipal, but So/G(Sy) is
principal, say S2/G(S1) = (a/G(S1))” for some a € G. Then T = Sy —qzs S1 is the
largest final segment T' such Sy + T C Sy ; it is the largest solution of S; + 1T =
(a+G(51))" S 5.

Proof. 1): By the definition of G(S5), there is some a € S, such that a + G(S;) is
not contained in Sy. Set S; = (a + G(51))". By definition, S} is a final segment,
and since a € Sy \ S5, we have that S, C Sy. We show that G(S5) = G(S51). Take
any positive g € G(57) and suppose that there is some b € S} such that b—g ¢ S5,
that is, b—¢g < S}. Then there is some ¢ € a+G(S;) such that a < cand b—g < c.
Then b=c+g=a+c—a+g. However, c—a € G(51), whence c —a+ g € G(S1)
and therefore, b € a + G(S1), contradiction. This shows that G(S7) C G(S5). On
the other hand, if ¢’ > G(S1), then a+¢ € Sy and a =a+ ¢ — ¢, s0 ¢ & G(S55).
This proves that G(S1) = G(5%).

We observe that S is the largest final segment S contained in S5 such that
G(S) = G(S1). Indeed, otherwise there would exist an element b € (a+ G(S1)) NS,y
such that b + G(S;) € Sy. However, it would follow that b — a € G(S;) and
a+G(S1) =b+G(S1) C Sy, contradiction. Consequently, if S; + 7T C Ss, then we
must have that S;+7 C S}, because of G(S1) C G(S1+7T) by part 2) of Lemma[2.T9l
Now the assertion of part 1) of our theorem follows from Theorem 2.371

2): It follows from part 1) of Corollary together with equation (@), applied to
G/G(S1) in place of G, that S1/G(S1) + S2/G(S1) + A(S1/G(S1)) = (0/G(S1))T +
S2/G(S1) = (a/G(S1))" . Passing to preimages, using part 1) of Lemma [2.306, we
obtain

S1 + Sy + (ASl)O =5 +Q(S1) + So +Q(S1) + (ASl)O = (a+Q(S1))+.

This proves that T = Sy —a¢ S; = Sy + (AS])? is a solution of S; + T = (a +
G(S1))" and satifies S; + T C Sy. Take any g € G such that g < Sy —ggs S71.
Since G(S2 —ags S1) = G(S2) by part 4) of Lemma and G(S;) = G(S2) by
assumption, it follows that g+ G(S1) < S —ags S1- This implies g/G(S1) < (S2 —ars
51)/G(51) = (a/G(51))” + A(S51/G(51)). Therefore, (g —a)/G(S1) = g/G(S1) —
a/G(S1) < A(S1/G(S1)). Consequently, (9 — a)/G(S1) € —S1/G(S1), whence (a —
9)/G(S1) € S1/G(S1) and a/G(S1) € S1/G(S1) + g/G(S1). Since S1/G(S;) and
thus also S1/G(S1) + g/G(S1) is nonprincipal, S1/G(S1)+¢g/G(S1) = (a/G(S1))™ is
impossible, so S1/G(51) + g/G(S1) will also include elements smaller than a/G(S).
Therefore, S5/G(S1) € S1/G(S1)+g/G(S1), showing that Sy C S; +g. This proves
both assertions of part 2). O

Remark 2.39. As mentioned already in the introduction, a survey and a list of
references on the arithmetic of cuts is given in [7]. However, there we missed
(at least) one important reference, namely to the work of Schikhof, see e.g. [10].
The solution of equations of the form S; + T = S, is implicitly connected with
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the investigation of the set S; + G, which is done in [I0]. Also there, invariance
groups, appearing under the name of stabilizer, play a crucial role, as well as the
final segments H~ and H". At this point, let us mention that in our terminology
indicated in [7], the cuts determined by H~ and H™" are called group cuts, and the
shifted cuts determined by g+ H~ and g+ H™, with g € G, are called ball cuts.

3. O-IDEALS

Throughout, we consider a valued field (K, v) with valuation ring O, and denote
its maximal ideal by M, . We will consider (possibly fractional) O,-ideals I, I,
I, J...

3.1. Preliminaries on valuation theory.

For general background from valuation theory, we recommend [4, I1]. The set R
of all valuation rings which contain O, is linearly ordered by inclusion. For every
O e R, we set

H(O) := vON =00 = vO™.
This is a convex subgroup of the value group vK of (K, v). In fact, v is finer or equal
to the valuation w associated with O (i.e., O, C O, or equivalently, M C M,,

where M denotes the maximal ideal of O), the value group of w is canonically
isomorphic to vK/H(O) since the valuation w is (up to equivalence) given by

(24) wa = va/H(O)

for every a € K, and the value group of the valuation induced by v on the residue
field Kw is canonically isomorphic to H(O) (cf. [11]).
Conversely, for every convex subgroup H of vK, we set

(25) OH) ={be K|Jaec H: a<uvb}.
Therefore,

(26) vO(H) = H™.

Note that

(27) vO(H)* = H,

or in other words, O(H)* = v~ (H).
We recall the following facts from general valuation theory (cf. [11]):

Proposition 3.1. The map H — O(H) is an order preserving bijection from the
set of all convex subgroups of vK onto the set R of all valuation rings which contain
O, . Its inverse is the order preserving map R > O — H(O). Thus,

(28) O(H(O)) = O and H(OH)) = H.
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3.2. O-ideals.
We recall:

Proposition 3.2. The map v : I — vl establishes an order preserving bijection
between the O,-ideals and the final segments of vK; its inverse map is S — Ig =

v1(S).

Therefore, we can expect to read off information about an O,-ideal I from the
invariance group of the associated final segment v/. We start with the case of
I = O € R. Note that for every O € R with maximal ideal M, we have that O
and M are O,-ideals.

Lemma 3.3. For every O € R with maximal ideal M,
(29) H(O) = G(vO) = G(wuM) and O = O(G(vO)) = O(G(vM)).

Further, vO is the disjoint union of H(O) = vO* and H(O)" = v M, with H(O) <
vM.

Proof. Denote the valuation associated with O by w. For every a € O* and every
b € M, we have wa = 0 < wb. By the contrapositive of implication (20), this
implies that H(O) = vO* < vM, which shows that vO is the disjoint union of
vO* = H(O) and vM. Here we have used that H(O) = vO* by definition. Thus,
vO = H(O)” and oM = H(O)*. Now (29) follows from part 5) of Lemma
and Proposition [3.11 O

Lemma 3.4. Take any O,-ideal I. Then O(G(vl)) is the largest of all rings O € R
with the property that I is an O-ideal.

Proof. We have that [ is an O-ideal if and only if IO = I, which by Proposition [3.2]
is equivalent to vI + vO = vIO = vl. From Lemma [B.3] we know that vO =
H(O)UuvM with H(O) < vM. Therefore, vl +vO = (vl + H(O)) U (vI + v M).
Since M C M, , we have vl +vM C vl. It follows that vI+vO = vl is equivalent
to vI + H(O) = vI, which in turn holds if and only if H(O) C G(vI). By means
of Proposition B1], this is equivalent to O C O(G(vl)). O

3.3. The invariance valuation ring of an O,-ideal.
Take an O,-ideal I. We set

(30) O() == {beK|bICI} and M) = {beK|bICI}U{0}.
For example, for every O € R with maximal ideal M,

00) = OM) = O  and  M(O) = M(M) = M.
Further, O(K) = O({0}) = K and M(K) = M({0}) = {0}.

Theorem 3.5. For every O,-ideal I, O(I) is a valuation ring of K with maximal
ideal M(I) and containing O, . It is the largest of all valuation rings O of K for
which I is an O-ideal. Further, O(I)* = {be K | bl = I}.



24 FRANZ-VIKTOR KUHLMANN

Proof. 1t is straightforward to prove that O(I) is a ring. As [ is an O,-ideal, we
have that O, = I. Hence, O, C O(I). By general valuation theory, it follows
that O(I) is a valuation ring.

The inclusion {b € K | b = I} C O(I)* holds since bl = I < [ = b~ '] for
b # 0. The converse inclusion holds since if b, b~ € O(I), then I = b~ 'I CblI C 1T
and thus, bl = I.

In every valuation ring, the unique maximal ideal consists precisely of all non-
units. Hence by what we have already proved, the maximal ideal of O(I) is O(I) \
{be K |bl=1}=M().

Finally, it follows directly from the definition that if O is a valuation ring of K
such that [ is an O-ideal, then O C O(I). On the other hand, it is also follows from
the definition that I is an O(I)-ideal; therefore, O([) is the largest of all valuation
rings of K with this property. 0

By this theorem and Lemma 3.4l we find that
(31) O(I) = O(G(vl)),
which shows that definition (30) is coherent with definition (25]). Keeping in mind
that H(O) = G(vO) by ([29)), we define
H(I) := G(vI).
Lemma 3.6. 1) For every O,-ideal I,
O(I) = O(H(I)) = O(G(vI)) and H(I) = H(O(I)) = G(vI).
2) Take O-ideals I and IJ. Then O(1J) = O(I)UO(J).
Proof. 1): From the definition of H(I) and equation (3I)), we obtain O(I) =
O(H(I)) = O(G(vI)). Applying Proposition B.I] and the definition of H(I) gives
us H(O(I)) = HO(H(I))) = H(I) = G(vI).
2): We have G(vlJ) = G(vI+vJ) = G(vI)UG(vJ) by part 2) of Lemma 219 Our
statement follows from this by means of Proposition [B.1], 0J

Lemma 3.7. Take O € R and an O,-ideal I.
1) We have that 1O is an O-ideal with

(32) vIO = vl + H(O).

2)If0#a€ K, then

vaO(I) = va” +G(vl).
3) Denote by w the valuation associated with O. Then the primage of wl =
vI/H(O) in vK is equal to vIO.

Proof. 1): We compute: vIO = vl +vO = vl + (H(O)U HO)") = (vl +
H(O)) U (vI + H(O)"), where we have used Lemma 33l Since H(O)™' consists
only of positive elements, we have vI + H(O)* C vI. Since 0 € H(O), we have
vl Col+ H(O). Thus, (vl + HO)") U (wl+ H(O)) =vl+ H(O).

2): By equations (31) and 26), vO(I) = vO(G(vI)) = G(vI)~. It follows that
vaO(I) = va +vO(I) = va+ 0~ + G(vl) = va~ + G(vI), where we have used
equation (&) twice.
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3): In view of equation (24]), the primage of wl in vK is vI + H(O). By part 1) of
our lemma, this is equal to vIO. O

3.4. The equation [1J = I,.

We will use Propositions B.1] and 3.2 to deduce the results in this section from our
results in Section 2.

The proof of the following facts is straightforward.
Lemma 3.8. 1) For O,-ideals I, , Iy and J, the equation

(33) ]1 J = Ig
holds if and only if
(34) ’UIl + v = ’UIQ .

2) An Oy-ideal I is principal if and only if the final segment vI of vK is principal.
If I; and I, are O,-ideals, then
([2 . Il) = {CL eK | G,Il g [2}

is an O,-ideal. Consequently, J = (I : I;) is the largest O,-ideal that satisfies
IiJ C I,. Our aim now is to use the results of Section [ to compute (I3 : I;)
and to determine under which conditions the equation I;(I3 : I;) = I holds. The
statements in the next lemma follow from the definition of AS and part 1) of
Lemma 2.12]

Lemma 3.9. Take O,-ideals I, and I,. We have

(35) v(ly: ) = {a€vK |a+vl Couly}.

In particular,

(36) (0, : ) = {a€vK |a+vl; >0} = Avly,
and

(37) v(l(0,: ) = vly + Avly = vy — vl .

For every O € R with associated valuation w and every proper O-ideal J, we
define:

G aQ if there exists a € K such that wa is the infimum of wJ, and
© 7 1 J otherwise.

Hence, j@ = I~ . We will call j@ the closure of J as an O-ideal. If w.J is closed
in wk, then Jp = J.
The next result follows from equation (I3]) of part 7) of Lemma
Proposition 3.10. For every proper O-ideal J,
O0:(0:J) = Jo.
For every proper O,-ideal J, we define:
JO = I(UJ)O .

We have the following characterizations of J<:
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Proposition 3.11. Take any O,-ideal J.
1) The ideal J® is the closure of J as an O(J)-ideal, that is, J® = J@(J
2) We have

(J2:J) = J.
Hence if vJ/G(vJ) is closed in vK/G(vJ), then (J*:J) = J.
Proof. 1): By Theorem B3], J is an O(J)-ideal. Denote by w_the valuation as-
sociated with O(J). Then j@(]) = I~ that is, wJO(J - wJ. By part 1) of
Lemma B.6, we have H(O(J)) = Q(UJ) By part 3) of Lemma 229, (vJ)? is the
preimage of ijQ—(\vJ) = UJ/E(\( J)) = wJ = wJo in vK. Applying part 3)
of Lemma [3.7, we obtain that J¢ = Iype = JO(J O(J) = j@(]), where the last
equality holds since Jo is an O(J)-ideal.
2): This follows from Corollary U

We now consider solutions J of equation (33]).
Theorem 3.12. Take O,-ideals I and I and assume that J = Jy is a solution of
equation (33). Set J, := JoO(l3). Then the following statements hold.
1) If LO(1Is) is a principal O(1y)-ideal, then (15 : 1) = J;.
2) If LO(L,) is a nonprincipal O(I)-ideal, then (I : I,) = JY.
Proof. Denote by w the valuation associated with O(I5). By part 1) of Lemma [3.6]
we have H(O(Iy)) = G(vly). Hence,
whO(L) = v(hO(l2))/H(O(L)) = vli/H(O(I2)) +vO(I2)/H(O(I2))
= vh/H(O(I2)) + (0/H(O(L2))” = vli/H(O(L)) = vh/G(vly) .
By part 2) of Lemma[3.8 1;0(15) is a principal O(ls)-ideal if and only if wl;O(15)
is principal. Now statements 1) and 2) follow from Proposition O

Lemma 3.13. Take proper O,-ideals I} and I,. Then v(O(Iy) : 1)) = (AvI})?
and

(38) UIQ(O(Il) : Il) = UIQ —dfs ’U]l .

Proof. Denote by w the valuation associated with O(l;). By part 1) of Proposi-
tion 236, (Avl;)® is the preimage of A(vl/H(O(I,)) = Awl, . By equation (30)
with w in place of v, the latter is equal to w(O(l;) : I1). The preimage of the latter
in vK is v(O(1y) : ]1) + H(O(Y)) =v((O(y) : I)O(I)), but as (O({y) : I;) is an
O(1)-ideal, this is equal to v(O(I;) : I;). We have now proved the first assertion of
our lemma. Further, we compute: vly —gp vI; = vl + (AvDL)¢ = vl + v(O(1) :
I) = v(I2(O(I) : 1); this proves equation (38]). O

From Theorems 233 and B.12] together with equation (B7)) we obtain:

Theorem 3.14. Tuoke proper O,-ideals Iy and I .

1) The equation (33) has a solution if one of the following cases holds:
a) Iy is principal,

b) O(1,) € O(I2) and I, is a nonprincipal O(I)-ideal,
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c) O(I) = O(Iy) and I and Iy are nonprincipal O(1y)-ideals,
d) O, # O(I;) C O(l2) and I is a principal O(1y)-ideal.
In cases a)-c), J = I,(O, : 1) is a solution. In case d), write Iy = aO(Iy) for
some a € I ; then J = a™11I, is a solution. In all cases, J = I,(O(I,) : I,) is a
solution.

If none of the above cases holds, that is, one of the cases
7,) O(IQ) g O(Il), or
ii) O(11) = O(Iy) and I, is a nonprincipal O(Iy)-ideal, but Iy is a principal O(I)-
1deal,

holds, then equation (33) has no solution.
2) If one of the cases of part 1) holds, then
11(12 . Il) = [2 3

and (I : I1) is equal to:
o [1,(O(1h) : 1) in cases a), b) and d),
o (L(O(I)): ))® in case c).

Proof. 1): Since O(I) = O(G(vI)) for every O,-ideal I by equation (3I]), we know
that O(I;) C O(ly) if and only if G(vl;) C G(vly). By part 2) of Lemma [B.8] ; is
principal if and only if v/; is principal, and if w denotes the valuation associated
with O(I4), then by Lemma with w in place of v, for i = 1,2, I; is a principal
O(Iy)-ideal if and only if wl; = vl;/G(I;) is principal. Further, by part 1) of
Lemma[B.8 I;J = I; holds if and only if vI; +vJ = vl . Now our assertions about
the existence and the nonexistence of solutions follow from Theorem [2.33]

The assertions about the particular solutions follow from Theorem together
with equation (37) of Lemma [3.9 and equation (38) of Lemma 313l

2): As J = (I3 : 1) is the largest O,-ideal that satisfies I1J C I, it is the largest
solution of the equation I1J = I if any solution exists. Therefore, our statements
follow from part 1) together with Theorem O

The following theorem addresses question (QID4) in the case where no solution
to equation (B3] exists; we derive it from Theorem 2.38 For the translation of
the properties of final segments to the properties of ideals, see the proof of Theo-

rem [3.141

Theorem 3.15. Tuke proper O-ideals I, and I .

1) Assume that O(lz) C O(1y). Then there exists a nontrivial mazimal O(I)-ideal
I} contained in Iy . We have that 15 C Io. Further, J = I,(O(I) : 1) is the largest
O, -ideal such that I,J C Iy ; it is the largest solution of I, J = I} .

2) Assume that O(Iy) = O(1y) and I is a nonprincipal O(1y)-ideal, but Iy is a
principal O(1)-ideal, say Iy = aO(1y) for some a € K. Then J = I,(O(1y) : Iy) is
the largest O, -ideal such that Iy J C Iy ; it is the largest solution of Iy J = aM (1) =
LML) C 1.
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3.5. Annihilators of quotients I;/[5.

Take O,-ideals I; and I;. The annihilator of the quotient I1/I5 is (I3 : I;). In
general, the equation I1J = I, is not solvable and J = (I : I;) will not be a
solution, but it will be the largest O,-ideal such that I;J C I,. However, in the
situation appearing in the papers [2, 3], we have Iy = U and I, = UV for O,-ideals
U,V. Then J = V is a solution of I1J = I, and our task is just to compute the
largest solution (/. : I;), which we do in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.16. Take O,-ideals I and J. Then the annihilator of 1/1.J is

(I 1) = JO(IJ) if IO(1J) is a principal O(1J)-ideal, and
T (JOWIT)® df TO(1J) ds a nonprincipal O(1J)-ideal.

In the special case where O(1) = O(J), we have IO(1J) =1 and JO(1J) = J.

Proof. Our assertions follow from Theorem B.12 If O(I) = O(J), then O(1J) =
O(I)UO(J) = O() = O(J) by part 2) of Lemma [B.6, which yields our last
assertion. 0J

Lemma 3.17. Take O,-ideals Iy and Iy . If the annihilator of I /15 is M., , then
I is a principal O,-ideal.

Proof. If I is nonprincipal, then by part 3) of Lemma 2.8 we obtain vI; = vl; +
0t = vl + oM, , whence I = [M,. As M, annihilates [;/I5, it follows that
I, = [ M, C I,. This means that I;/I, is zero, so that its annihilator is O,. O

Theorem 3.18. 1) Take O,-ideals Iy and Iy. Then the annihilator of I/1s is
equal to M, if and only if I is principal and I, = [[M,, .

2) Take O,-ideals I and J. Then the annihilator of I/1J is equal to M, if and
only if I is principal and J = M,, .

Proof. 1) Assume that I; is principal and I, = Iy M,,. Then M, annihilates I /I5.
On the other hand, I, = 1M, C I3, so I /15 is not zero and O, does not annihilate
it. Thus, M, is the annihilator of /1.

In order to prove the reverse implication, assume that M, is the annihilator of
I /I;. From Lemma [BI7 we infer that /; must be principal, say I; = (a) for some
a € K. As M, annihilates I /I5, we have aM, = [M, C I,. We cannot have
aM, C I since then (a) C I, so that I/l is zero and O, is its annihilator. Thus
we have Iy = aM, = [ M, .

2): By part 1), applied to [; = I and Iy = IJ, the annihilator of I/1J is equal to
M, if and only if [ is principal and IJ = IM, . As [ is principal, the latter is
equivalent to J = M, . O

Finally, we treat the general case. From Theorems [3.14] and BI85 we obtain:

Theorem 3.19. Take proper O,-ideals 11,15. Then the annihilator of I /15 is
L(O(L) : I)° if O(I,) = O(L,) and I, and I, are nonprincipal O(I)-ideals, and
LL(O(1) : I) otherwise.
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