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GROUPS ELEMENTARILY EQUIVALENT TO METABELIAN
BAUMSLAG -SOLITAR GROUPS AND REGULAR
BI-INTERPRETABILITY

E.DANIYAROVA, A. MYASNIKOV

ABSTRACT. We prove that metabelian Baumslag—Solitar group BS(1,k), k > 1, is
(strongly) regularly bi-interpretable with the ring of integers Z, and describe in algebraic

terms all groups that are elementarily equivalent to BS(1, k).
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2 E.DANIYAROVA, A. MYASNIKOV

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we describe all groups elementarily equivalent to a given metabelian
Baumslag—Solitar group BS(1,k), £ > 1, in the standard group theory language
Lo, = {-, 7',e}. Tt turns out these groups have a very particular algebraic structure,
they come, akin to the classical situation in arithmetic, as the non-standard models of
the initial group BS(1,k). Note that many groups G (for example, all countable groups
with arithmetical multiplication table) have non-standard models G(Z), for each ring of
non-standard integers Z = Z (in particular, G = G(Z)), though in general the elementary
theory Th(G) may have some other models besides the non-standard ones. The important
property of the non-standard models G (Z) is that they are equivalent to G' (and to each
other) in the so called non-standard weak second order logic, which is much stronger then
the first-order one. Hence they more closely resemble the initial group G than the other
models of Th(G). In our case when G = BS(1,k), all models of Th(G) are precisely
the non-standard ones. To prove this, we developed a new approach to the first-order
classification problem based on recent advances of theory of interpretability, especially
on the techniques of bi-interpretability (see, for example, [2, 12, 17, I8, 11} 6]). Our
main technical result is that every group BS(1, k) with k& > 1 is regularly bi-interpretable
with Z. The notion of regular interpretability is somewhat in between the absolute in-
terpretability and interpretability with parameters. The former one fits extremely well
for questions related to the first-order equivalence, but occurs rather rarely. The inter-
pretability with parameters is a more common one, but the parameters are usually not
in the language of G, which presents a problem when describing models of Th(G). The
regular interpretability (bi-interpretability) combines the useful properties of both: it can
be used in first-order classification problem in a way similar to the absolute one, and
occurs almost as often as interpretability with parameters. However, proving regular in-
terpretability (bi-interpretability) is more demanding, it requires one to go deeper into
the model-theoretic properties of the structure G.

The logical and algorithmic properties of the groups BS(1, k) were thoroughly stud-
ied. It does not happen by chance; on the one hand, these groups provide one of the typical

fundamental examples of finitely generated metabelian groups; on the other hand, quite
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often they play the role of principal obstacles in a study of model-theoretic, algebraic,
and algorithmic properties of other types of groups. Noskov showed in [19] that the el-
ementary theories Th(G) of finitely generated solvable not virtually abelian groups G in
the language Lg, are undecidable, in particular, Th(BS(1, k)) is undecidable. In fact,
he proved in this paper, that the ring Z is interpretable (with parameters) in BS(1, k).
In [12] Khélif outlined an argument that shows that BS(1, k) and Z are bi-interpretable
(with parameters) in each other. This implies that BS(1, k) is a prime model of its the-
ory Th(BS(1,k)) and it is QFA, that is, any other finitely generated group H such that
H = BS(1,k) is, in fact, isomorphic to BS(1, k) (see papers [17, [I8] by Nies for this).
In [1I] Kharlampovich, Myasnikov and Sohrabi introduced a notion of a rich structure
and proved that the group BS(1,k) is rich, i.e., every formula of the weak second order
logic in the language L, is equivalent in BS(1, k) to some first-order logic formula in the
language Lg,. This implies that many interesting group-theoretic properties of BS(1, k)
are definable by first-order formulas in BS(1, k) (see [11]). In contrast to the first-order
theory, the universal theory of BS(1, k) in the language Lq, is decidable, see [22] by Gupta
and Timoshenko. In [21] Romanovskii described in algebraic terms all finitely generated
groups universally equivalent to BS(1, k). Note that again, unlike first-order equivalence,
there are infinitely many finitely generated metabelian groups universally equivalent to
BS(1,k). Elementary equivalence of arbitrary (not necessarily metabelian) Baumslag—
Solitar groups was studied in [4], where Casals-Riuz and Kazachkov showed that in this
class of groups elementary equivalence implies isomorphism.

Our solution of the first-order classification problem for metabelain Baumslag—
Solitar groups BS(1,k), k > 1, is based on the following important technical result of
Section

Theorem Bl If k > 1, then the group BS(1,k) is reqularly strongly bi-interpretable with
7.

The notion of regular bi-interpretation is rather technical, we explain it in detail
in Section [2, which also contains all the necessary notation and terminology. To prove
Theorem [3] we need various facts from number theory and commutative algebra on the

ring of Laurent polynomials Z[z, z7!] and the ring Z[1/k], which we prove in Section Bl
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Using these results, we study in detail in Section Ml various sets and predicates definable
in BS(1, k), which are crucial for the model theory of BS(1,k). Note that throughout
the paper, we treat the groups BS(1, k) as semi-direct products Z[1/k| x Z, where Z[1/k]
and Z are viewed as the additive groups of the corresponding rings.

Theorem [3] implies that all groups elementarily equivalent to BS(1,k), k > 1, are
precisely the non-standard models of BS(1, k). For this we need some recent results on
regular bi-interpretations, which we outline in Section

In Section 5.2l we introduce and study the algebraic structure of non-standard models
of the group BS(1,k). We start with an absolute interpretation BS(1,k) ~ A(Z) of
BS(1,k) in Z. By definition, the non-standard version of BS(1,k) is the group A(Z)
obtained by the interpretation A applied to a ring 7 with Z = Z. Tt turns out that the
group A(Z) does not depend on the choice of interpretation A, it depends only on Z. In
fact, for all such interpretations A, the group A(Z) is isomorphic to the group BS(1, k, Z),

which is a semi-direct product
BS(1,k,Z) = Z[1/k"] » Z,

where i[l / kz] and Z are viewed as the additive groups of the corresponding rings. We
need to describe algebraically the ring 2[1 / k;i]. The standard exponentiation x = y?,
where x,y,z € Z, z > 0, is definable in Z, hence the same formula defines a non-
standard exponentiation in Z which satisfies the standard high school identities. In
particular, for any k € N and i € Z" = {u € Z | u > 0} there exists a unique clement
ki € Z*, such that the classical identities k% - k2 = k172 4, i, € Z* hold. Thus, the
set S = {k',i € Z*} U {1} is a multiplicative subset of Z, so one can form the ring
of fractions S~'Z, which we denote by Z[l/l{:z] In Z[l/kz] the elements k',i € Z* are
invertible, and we may write k= = 1/k’. Now, any element = € Z[1/ kz] can be written
as ¥ = z - k', where z,i € Z. In the semi-direct product Z[l/kz] x Z above, Z acts on
Z[1/ kz] via a homomorphism ¢: Z — Aut(Z[1/ kz]), where for m € Z the automorphism
w(m) € Aut(i[l/kz]) is defined as

om):x—x-k7™ x€ Z[l/kz]
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We believe that the groups BS(1,k, Z) are interesting in their own right from al-
gebraic, geometric, and even algorithmic (via Turing machines over Z) view-points. We
leave it for future research; however, we describe here one of their interesting properties.
In [13] Lyndon introduced the notion of a group with an exponentiation in an associative
unitary ring A. Later, Myasnikov and Remeslennikov added one more axiom to Lyndon’s
definition, so the refined A-groups can be viewed as non-commutative A-modules [14]
(termed A-groups). Recall that an A-group G is a group that comes equipped with an

exponentiation g — g%, where g € G,a € A which satisfies the following axioms:

(1) Vg(gt=9g N g°=c¢);e*=¢e, a € A;

(2) Vg (917 = g%g" N g7 =(9°)"), o, B € A;

(3) VgVh (R~ 'gh)* = h™1g®h), a € A;

(4) (MR-axiom) VYgVh(gh=hg — (gh)*=g“h*), a € A.

Theorem M. For every k > 1 and 7.=7 the group BS(1, k, Z) is a Z-gmup.

In [15] a general notion of a tensor A-completion G ® A of a group G by a ring
A was introduced and its algebraic properties for various groups G were studied. In [I]
authors went further and defined a tensor product G ®y A in a variety of groups V. In
particular, tensor completion G ® a4, A is defined in the variety of metabelian groups Ms.
It will be very interesting to compare Z-groups BS(1, k, Z) and BS(1, k) @, Z.

Finally, in Section we prove the following result that describes all groups ele-
mentarily equivalent to BS(1, k).

Theorem Bl Let k be an integer, k > 1. Then for any ring Z =7 one has
BS(1,k) = BS(1,k,Z)

and, conversely, every group elementarily equivalent to BS(1, k) has the form BS(1, k, Z)
for some 7. = 7. Moreover, this description of models of Th(BS(1,k)) is a bijection: for
any 21 =7 = 22 one has

BS(1,k,Z,) ~ BS(1, k, Zy) <= 7y ~ Zs.
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2. INTERPRETABILITY AND NON-STANDARD MODELS

In this section, we discuss various types of interpretability of structures; some of
them are well known, others are new. Each of them serves different purposes. Our
focus is mostly on the regular interpretability, which suits well to the classical first-order
classification problem.

In the following we work only with groups and rings, so to simplify arguments, we
consider only algebraic structures without predicates in the signature. Even though all
the model-theoretic results below hold for arbitrary languages.

Let L be a functional language with a set of functional (operational) symbols {f, ...}
together with their arities ny € N, and a set of constant symbols {c,...}. We write
f(z1,...,2,) to show that n; = n. The standard language of groups {-, ~!, e} includes
the symbol - for binary operation of multiplication, the symbol ~! for unary operation of
inversion, and the symbol e for the group identity; the standard language of unitary rings
is {+, -,0,1}. An interpretation of a constant symbol c in a set A4 is an element ¢! € A.
For a functional symbol f an interpretation in A is a function f4: A™ — A.

An algebraic structure in the language L (an L-structure) with the base set A is
denoted by A = (A; L), or simply by A = (A; f,...,c,...), or by A = (A; f4 ... A ..).
For a given structure A by L(A) we denote the language of A.

We usually denote variables by small letters z, v, 2, a, b, u, v, . . ., while the same sym-
bols with bars z, g, ... denote tuples of the corresponding variables, say = = (z1,...,z,),
and furthermore, Z is a tuple of tuples = = (Z1, ..., Z,,), where |Z;| = n.

2.1. Definable sets and interpretability. Let B = (B; L(B)) be an algebraic struc-
ture. A subset X C B" is called 0-definable (or absolutely definable, or definable without
parameters) in B if there is a first-order formula ¢(xy,...,x,) in the language L(B) such

that
X =A{(b1,...,b,) € B" | B E ¢(by,...,b,)}.
The set X is denoted by ¢(B). Fix a set of elements P C B. If ¢(z1,...,Zn, Y1, .-, Yk)

is a formula in L(B) and p = (p1,...,px) is a tuple of elements from P, then the set

{(bl,...,bn) EBn‘B ):’Lpa)l,...,bn,pl,...,pk)}
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is called definable in B (with parameters p). It is denoted by (B, p) or ¥(B", p).

Equivalently, X C B"™ is definable in B if and only if there exists a finite set of
parameters P C B and a formula t(z1,...,z,) in the language L(B) U P such that
X = ¢(Bp), here the algebraic structure Bp = (B; L(B) U P) is obtained from B by
adding new constant symbols from P into the language.

Let X C B™, Y C B™ be sets and ~x, ~y be equivalence relations on X, Y,
respectively. A map g: X/~x — Y/~y is called definable in B, if the following set
(termed the preimage in B of the graph of g)

((biy. o boycry e em) € BY™ |

g((br, .. bn)/~x) = (c1, -y em) /[~y
(bl,...,bn) GX,(Cl,...,Cm) S Y}

is definable in B. Note that g may also be a constant (i.e., a function of arity 0).

Note that definable sets in arithmetic N, the so-called arithmetic sets, are well-
studied. In particular, it is known that every computably enumerable set in N is definable.
The same holds for the ring of integers Z. Furthermore, every element of N (or Z) is

absolutely definable in N (Z), so every definable set in N (Z) is absolutely definable.

Definition 1. An algebraic structure A = (4; f,...,c,...) is O-interpretable (or absolutely
interpretable, or interpretable without parameters) in an algebraic structure B = (B; L(B))

if the following conditions hold:
1) there is a subset A* C B™ 0-definable in B,

2) there is an equivalence relation ~ on A* O-definable in B,

3) there are interpretations f4,..., ¢, ... of the symbols f,...,c,... on the quotient
set A*/~ all O-definable in B,

4) the structure A* = (A*/~: fA ... c¢* ...} is L(A)-isomorphic to A.

A more general case is the interpretation with parameters.

Definition 2. An algebraic structure A = (A; f,.. . ¢c,...) is interpretable (with param-
eters) in an algebraic structure B = (B; L(B)) if there is a finite subset of parameters

P C B, such that A is absolutely interpretable in Bp. In this case, we write A ~~ B.
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The structure A* from Definitions [I 2| is completely described by the tuple of
parameters p (all the parameters used in the formulas from 1), 2), and 3) above) and the

following set of formulas in the language L(B):

I'= {UF(ZE,@), Ef(faijvg)aQF(fla cee athag) | Q € L(A)}7 (1)

where Z, ' and ; are n-tuples of variables and § = (y1, ..., yx) is a tuple of extra variables
for parameters p. Namely, Ur defines in B a set Ar = Up(B",p) C B™ (the set A* in
Definition [Tl), Er defines an equivalence relation ~pr on Ar (the equivalence relation ~ in
Definition [l), and the formulas Qr define the preimages in B of the graphs for constants
and functions ) € L(A) on the quotient set Ar/~r in such a way that the structure
['(B,p) = (Ar/~r; L(A)) is isomorphic to A. Note that we interpret a constant ¢ € L(A)
in the structure I'(B, p) by the ~p-equivalence class of some tuple b, € Ar defined in B
by the formula cp(Z,p). The number n is called the dimension of ', denoted n = dimT".
We refer to k as the parameter dimension of I" and denote it by dimy,, I'.

We refer to I' as the interpretation code or just the code of the interpretation A ~~
B. Sometimes we identify the interpretation A ~» B with its code I' or (I',p) (if the
interpretation has parameters p). We may also write A > B, A 5 B, A ~ I'(B) or
A ~T(B,p). To stress that the interpretation I' is absolute we write A ~ I'(B, ().

By ur we denote a surjective map Ar — A that gives rise to an isomorphism
pr: T'(B,p) — A. We refer to pur as the coordinate map of the interpretation (I', p). Note
that such pr may not be unique because pir is defined up to an automorphism of A. For
this reason, the coordinate map pur is sometimes added to the interpretation notation:
(I, p, ur). A coordinate map pur: Ar — A gives rise to a map uf': AP — A™ on the
corresponding Cartesian powers, which we often denote by pr.

When A is definable in B, so the formula Er defines the identity relation (z; =

/

Y A A (x, = 20), the surjection pur is injective. In this case, (I', p, ur) is also called

an injective interpretation.

Definition 3. We say that A is regularly interpretable in B if there exists a code I' ([I]) and
an L(B)-formula ¢(y1, ..., yx), such that ¢(B) # 0 and for each p = (p1,...,pr) € ¢(B)
['(B, p) gives an interpretation A ~ I'(B, p) of A in B.
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We denote by (I, ¢) the regular interpretation with the code I' and the formula ¢ for
the parameters. If for all p € ¢(B) the interpretation (I', p) is injective, then the regular
interpretation (I, @) is called injective. We write A ~ T'(B, ¢) if A is regularly interpreted
in B by a code I and a formula ¢.

Note that every absolute interpretation I' is a particular case of a regular interpre-
tation. Indeed, one can add some fictitious variable y in all the formulas of the code I'
and put ¢(y) = (y = ).

Let T" be the code described in (). The admissibility conditions ACr(y) (see [5]) for
the code I is a set of formulas in the language L(B) with free variables § = (y1,...,vx),
where k = dim,,, I', such that for an arbitrary L(B)-structure B and an arbitrary tuple ¢ in
B the construction of F(IE, q) described in Definitions [l Pl indeed gives an L(A)-structure
if and only if B |= ACp(q). Observe that the admissibility conditions ACp(q) state that
the L(A)-structure I'(B, §) is well-defined, but they do not claim that A ~ I'(B, q).

Suppose that ¢(7) is an L(B)-formula and B is an L(B)-structure as before. We
say that an algebraic structure F(ﬁ, @) is well-defined if ¢(1§) # () and for every q € ¢(1§)
F(E, q) is an L(A)-structure and all these structures F(IE, q),q € qﬁ(@), are isomorphic to

each other (again, they may not be isomorphic to A).

2.2. The composition of interpretations. It is known that the relation A ~» B is
transitive on algebraic structures (see, for example, [B, [8]). The proof of this fact is based
on the notion of I'-translation and composition of codes, which we present now.

Let

I'= {UF<~f7g>7EF<j7j/7g)vQF(a_jla cee 7~ftQ7g> ‘ Q € L<A>}

be a code as above, consisting of L(B)-formulas. Then for any formula ¢(x1,...,z,) in
the language L(A) there is a formula ¢r(zy, ..., Zm,y) in the language L(B) such that if
A ~T(B, p), then for any coordinate map pr: Ar — A one has

A ): Qp(ah B ’GJM) — B ): @F(ugl(al)a s ’”El(am)aﬁ)

for any elements a; € A (see [5]). Here pup'(a;) means an arbitrary preimage of a; under
pr. Furthermore, for any elements b; € B if B |= ¢r(by, . .., by, p) then b; € up'(a;) for
some a; € A with A = p(ay, ..., an).
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Note that if the language L(A) is computable then there is an algorithm that given
¢ computes ¢r.

Definition 4. Let L(A), L(B), L(C) be languages. Consider codes
I'={Ur(z,9), Er(z, 7, 9), Qr(Z1,. .., %40, ¥) | Q € L(A)}
as above and
A ={Ua(u,2), Ea(u, 4, 2), Qa(tiy, ..., Uy, 2) | @ € L(B)}

which consists of L(C)-formulas, where |u| = |@'| = |u;| = dim A, |2| = dim,, A. Then

the composition of the codes I' and A is the code

['o A = {Urea, Erea, Qroa | @ € L(A)} = {(Ur)a, (Er)a, (Qr)a | @ € L(A)},

where dimI'o A = dimI' - dim A and dimy, I' 0 A = dimye, I' - dim A 4 dimyy,, A.
The following is an important technical result on the transitivity of interpretations.

Lemma 1 ([5]). Let A = (A;L(A)),B = (B; L(B)) and C = (C; L(C)) be algebraic
structures and I'; A be codes as above. If A S B and B> C then A5 C.

Furthermore, the following conditions hold:

1) If p, q are parameters and ur, pa are coordinate maps of interpretations I'; A then
(p,q), where p € ux*(p), are parameters for T' o A;

2) For any coordinate map pa of the interpretation B ~ A(C, q) and any tuple p €
px' (p) the L(A)-structure T o A(C, (p,q)) is well-defined and isomorphic to A;

8) The L(A)-structure T o A(C, (p,q)) does not depend on the choice of p € ux*(p),
when pua s fived;

4) pr o pia = pr o MZ’UFOA(C,@,Q)) is a coordinate map of the interpretation A ~
o A(C,(p,q)) and any coordinate map piroa: Uroa(C, (p,q)) — A has a form
pr1 © pia for a suitable coordinate map pri of the interpretation A ~ T'(B,p),
provided pa s fixed;

5) If T, A are absolute, then T' o A is absolute too;

6) If T', A are injective, then T' o A is injective too;
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7) If T', A are regular with the corresponding formulas @, 1, then I' o A is regular too
with the formula pa N .

Remark 1. Note that by construction the structure I' o A(C, (p,q)) depends on the
choice of pia, i.e., the set Upoa(C, (p,q)) € CUmT°A  the relation ~rpoa, the constants
cron, and the functions froa in general depend on pa. On the other hand, the structure

['o A(C, (p,q)) does not depend on the choice of urp.

Remark 2. Let (I, ¢), (A, ) be regular interpretations as in Then for any tuples
of parameters p € p(B) and ¢ € 1(C) and any coordinate map pa of the interpretation
B ~ A(C, ), and any preimages p € ux'(p) the tuple (p,q) is in pa A (C). Also the
L(A)-structure T'oA(C, (p, q)) is well-defined and isomorphic to A, by item[2)] Conversely,
any tuple 7 € pa A (C) has a form 7 = (p, q), where ¢ € ¥(C), p € pa(C, 7). For any
coordinate map pa of the interpretation B ~ A(C, q) the tuple p = pa(p) is in p(B).
So the L(A)-structure I"o A(C,7) =T o A(C, (p, ¢)) is well-defined and isomorphic to A,
again due to item .

2.3. Bi-interpretations and elementary equivalence. In this section we discuss
a very strong version of mutual interpretability of two structures, so-called bi-

interpretability. The following definition uses notation from Lemma [Il

Definition 5. Algebraic structures A and B are called strongly bi-interpretable (with
parameters) in each other, if there exists an interpretation (I',p, ur) of A into B and
an interpretation (A, g, ua) of B into A (so the algebraic structures I' o A(A, (p, q)) and
A o I'(B, (q,p)) are uniquely defined and T" o A(A, (p,q)) is isomorphic to A, while A o
['(B, (q,p)) is isomorphic to B), such that the coordinate maps pur o pa: Aroa — A and
pa © pr: Baor — B are definable in A and B respectively.

Note that there is another slightly different notion of bi-interpretation, which we
sometimes call a weak bi-interpretation for contrast, where in the above definition the
condition of definability of maps ur o ua and pa o ur is replaced by a weaker one that
requires definability of some coordinate maps Aroan — A and Ba.,r — B.

Often, the authors did not even mention the difference, implicitly assuming either

one or another. To be precise, we endorse these two notions explicitly. Observe that
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the bi-interpretation defined in the books [§] and [I1] is weak, but in the paper [2] it
is strong. There are many interesting applications of strong bi-interpretations which we
cannot derive from the weak ones. However, it is important to mention that right now we

do not have examples of weak interpretations of algebraic structures that are not strong.

Definition 6. Algebraic structures A and B are called regularly bi-interpretable, if

1) there exist a regular interpretation (I',¢) of A in B and a regular interpretation
(A, 9) of B in A;

2) there exists formula 6p(u,z,7) in L(A), where |a|] = dimI'-dimA, |f| =
dim,e, I' 0 A, such that for any tuple 7y € pa A P(A) the formula 04 (u,z, 7))
defines some coordinate map Urona (A, 7o) — A;

3) there exists formula Og(@,z,t) in L(B), where |u| = dim[-dimA, [{] =
dimy,, A o T, such that for any tuple ¢y € ¢¥r Ap(B) the formula 6g(u, z, t) defines

some coordinate map Uaor (B, o) — B.

Regular bi-interpretability allows us to describe non-standard models of one alge-

braic structure by means of another one (see Theorem [I] below).

Definition 7. We say, that A and B are strongly regularly bi-interpretable, if they are
regularly bi-interpretable, i.e., 1)-3) hold, and additionally

4) for any pair of parameters (p,q), p € ¢(B), ¢ € ¥(A), there exists a pair of co-

ordinate maps (ur, ua) for interpretations (I',p) and (4, q), such that for any

Fo = (0,q), p € ux'(p), and o = (¢,p), ¢ € pup(g), the coordinate maps

pr o pin: Upon (A, 7o) — A and pa o pur: Uaor(B,tg) — B are defined in A and

B correspondingly by the formulas 0, (u, z, 7o) and (1, z, to).

Remark 3. Note that item 4) in Definition [7l does not imply items 2), 3) in Definition
The statement in item 2) must be true for all tuples of parameters from the set X =

oA AY(A). From Remark 2] we know that

X ={(p,9) | g€¥(A), pc o), pcu(p}

where pa runs all coordinate maps of the interpretation B ~ A(A, g). Denote by ,u’iq the

coordinate map of the interpretation B ~ A(A, g) from item 4), that corresponds to the
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pair of parameters (p,q). Thus the statement in item 4) must be true for all tuples of

parameters from the set

Y ={(p,q) | €¥(A), pepB), pe (i)' (p)}

So Y C X, but it may be Y # X. Such example we will see in the Theorem [B] below.

If algebraic structures A and B are strongly regularly bi-interpretable then we may
use all conclusions from both regular bi-interpretability and strong bi-interpretation with
parameters.

Recall that the first-order classification problem for a structure A asks one to de-
scribe "algebraically” all structures A such that A = A. In other words, the first-order
classification problem for A requires algebraically to describe all models of the complete
first-order theory Th(A) of A. Here, by "algebraically” we mean that the description has
to reveal the algebraic structure of every model of Th(A).

The following result, in the case of regular bi-interpretation A ~ I'(B, ¢), describes
the algebraic structure of the models of Th(A) via the interpretation I" and the models of
Th(B). The efficacy of this description depends on the understanding of the models B of
Th(B). If F(I@, ¢) is well-defined, that is, the structures F(IE, D), P E ¢(@), are well-defined
and pairwise isomorphic to each other, then we can choose an arbitrary representative
Po € ¢(B) and view I'(B, ¢) as I'(B, po).

Theorem 1 ([6]). Let A and B be reqularly bi-interpretable in each other, so A ~T'(B, ¢)
and B ~ A(A,v). Then
(1) For any B =B the algebraic structure F(IE, ¢) is well-defined and A = F(ﬂ%, b);
(2) Bvery L(A)-structure A which is elementarily equivalent to A is isomorphic to
I'(B,$) for some B = B;
(3) For any By =B = By one has

['(By, ¢) ~ I'(By, ¢) < B, ~ B,.

Following the practice in non-standard arithmetic and non-standard analysis, we
term the structures of the form F(ﬁ,p) for some B = B and p E 1/1(@) above as non-

standard models of A with respect to interpretation I'. In fact, the result below shows that
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quite often the non-standard models in B do not depend on the choice of interpretation

', i.e., there is only one up to isomorphism a non-standard model of A in every B =B.

Theorem 2 (Uniqueness of non-standard models, [6]). Let a finitely generated structure A
in a finite signature be reqularly interpretable in Z in two ways, as I'1(Z, ¢1) and T's(Z, ¢3).
Then there exists a formula 0(Zy1, T2, Y1, Y2), |T:| = dAim Ty, |g;| = dime, I, such that for
any p; € ¢;(Z) the formula 0(Z1, T2, p1, p2) defines an isomorphism U'1(Z, p1) — To(Z, ps).
Moreover, z’fZ = 7, then algebraic structures FI(Z qbl),FQ(Z ¢9) are well-defined and
0(Z1, T, 1, Do) defines an isomorphism T1(Z,p1) — To(Z,7s) for any pr € ¢1(Z), ps €
$2(Z).

Corollary 1. Let A be a finitely generated structure in a finite signature reqularly bi-
interpretable with Z.. Then for every 7. = 7 there is a unique up to isomorphism non-
standard model A(Z) of A and for any structure B one has B = A if and only zf@ o~ A(Z)
for a suitable Z=17.

If A is as in Corollary [l then the structure A(Z) is called the non-standard model
of A with respect to Z. 1f A ~ T'(Z) is an interpretation of A in Z then A(Z) ~ I'(Z) and

the algebraic structure of A(Z) is revealed via the interpretation I

3. SOME FACTS FROM COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA

In this section, we discuss some results from commutative algebra that are certainly
known in folklore. Since we were unable to find direct references, we provide short proofs.
Let R be a commutative associative unitary ring. For r,s € R we write r | s if r
divides s. By R[z,27!] we denote the ring of Laurent polynomials in variable z over R. If
[ € Rlz,x7 '] then deg,,;,(f) and deg,.. (f) denote the minimum and maximum powers

of x that occur in f with non-zero coefficients.

Fact 1. Let R be a commutative associative unitary ring and m,n € Z, n # 0. Then

n | m in the ring Z <= (2" —1) | (2™ — 1) in the ring Rlx,z7].
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Proof. For m = 0 the fact is trivial, so we assume that m # 0. Suppose first that m = n-1,

for some [ € Z. We need to show that there exists a polynomial f € R[z,z~!] with
2™ —=1=(a"-1)-f.
Consider four cases:
e if m,n >0, then [ > 0 and
g™ —1= (2" —1= (2" = 1) fi(z"),
where fi(y) =1+y+...+y"V 1>0;
e if m,n <0, then! >0, (—m) = (—n) -, and
B 1= =@ = 1) =~ — 1) - fi(e ) = 2D - ) - f( ) =
=a"(1—a ") 2"V fia™") = (2" = 1) - fia™);
e ifm>0,n<0,thenl <0, m=(—n)-(-0), and
" —l= (" = 1) (e = e (- - fa(eT) = (@ = 1) a2,

where g;(y) = —y 1 —y 2 — ... -y, 1 <0;
e if m<0,n>0,thenl <0, (—m)=mn-(-I), and

g™ — 1= 2"z —1) = —a"(z" — 1) fy(2") = (2" — 1) - g (™).

Assume now that n { m, so m = n-l+r, where [, € Z and 0 < |r| < |n|. This

gives
g™ —1 =" 1 =2" " " 1 =a2"(z™ — 1)+ (2" — 1) = 2" — 1(mod(z" — 1)).

It suffices to show that (z”—1) { (" —1). Suppose to the contrary that (z"—1) = (z"—1)-f
for some polynomial f € R[z,z7!]. Since deg,;,(f) = deg;,(x" — 1) —deg,;,(z" — 1) and
deg, . (f) = deg . (2" — 1) — deg,,.. (" — 1), we obtain

if r,n > 0, then deg_,.(f) =0 and deg,,..(f) =7 — n;
if r,n <0, then deg,;,(f) =r —n and deg,,..(f) = 0;
if r > 0,n <0, then deg,;,(f) = —n and deg,,.(f) = r;
if r <0,n >0, then deg,,,(f) = r and deg,,..(f) = —n.
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In each case we get a contradiction with deg,,;,(f) < deg,..(f) and 0 < |r| < |n]. O

Recall that for any k € N, k > 1, Z[1/k] = {2k | z,i € Z} is a subring of the ring

of rationals QQ, containing Z.

Fact 2. Let ke N, k> 1, and m,n € Z, n #0. Then
n|m in the ring Z <= (k" —1) | (K™ —1) in the ring Z[1/k].

Proof. If n | m, then by Fact 1 there exists a polynomial f € Z[x,z7!] with 2™ — 1 =
(™ — 1) - f. Specifying z into k one gets k™ — 1= (k" — 1) - f(k), so (k" — 1) | (k™ —1)
in the ring Z[1/k].

On the other hand, let m =n-l+r, I,r € Z, and 0 < |r| < |n|, but (k" — 1) =
(k™ — 1) - 2 for an element z € Z[1/k]. We can write z = 2o - k%, where zy,7 € Z, i > 0.

If i =0 then (k" — 1) = (k" — 1) - 29 and

e if r,n > 0, the this contradicts to |k" — 1| < [(k™ — 1) - 20];

o if r,n < 0, then k™=I". (1 — kI"l) = (1 — k") . 25 and since (k, (kK" — 1)) =1, we

obtain that &™~I"l'| 25 in Z and find a contradiction as above;

e the cases r > 0,n < 0 and r < 0,n > 0 are similar to the one above.

Now, let ¢ > 0 and (2, k) = 1. Thus, k- (k" — 1) = (k" — 1) - 29 and 0 < |r| < |n|.
If n < 0 then k"l - k- (k" — 1) = (1 — k") - 25 and hence k | 2. Now, assume n > 0. If
r <0, then k' - (1 — k") = (k" — 1) - 25 - k"l If |r| < 4 then k | 2, hence we may assume
that |r] > 4. If r < 0 then k% (k" — 1) = (k™ — 1) - 25 does not hold, since z is an integer.
Therefore, r,n,i > 0 and zy = 2 - k" — (k" — 1) - k%, so we obtain a contradiction with

(20, k) = 1 again. O
Fact 3. Let n,l € Z, then there exists a polynomial g € Z[x,x~1] such that
" —1=(@a"—=1)-(I+@z"—1)9).

Proof. It n =0 or [ = 0 then the statement is obvious, so we assume that n,[ # 0.
If I >0 then 2™ — 1 = (2" — 1) - fy(z"), where fi(y) =1+ (y—1+1)+ (y—1+
D2+... +(y—1+1)"" =1+ (y—1) -k for some polynomial h; € Z[y]. In this case, the

desired polynomial g equals h;(z™).
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If | <0then 2" — 1= (2" — 1) - g;(2"), where
g)=—y =y ==y ==y faly) = =y (Sl (= 1) ha) =y (= (y— 1) ho).
Thus we have
g 1= (2" =1)-2"(I— (2" —1)-h_y(2") = (2" —1)-(a™ = 14+1)-(I— (2" —1)-h_(a™)) =
S 1) (= " 1) () £ (= (" = 1) ha™) - (@ — 1)),
And since 2™ — 1 = (z" — 1) - g;(z") it suffices to put

g= (=" =1)-ha(z")) g(z") = hoa(a").

Corollary 2. Let z € Z and k € N, k > 1. Then for every n € Z \ {0} one has

!
k-1

= z(mod (k" — 1))
in the ring Z[1/k].
Fact 4. Let k € N, k > 1, and y € Z[1/k] such that for every n € Z* one has
y = 0(mod (k" — 1))
in the ring Z[1/k]. Then y = 0.
Proof. Assume that y = yo - k™%, yo € Z, i € Z, i > 0. For every n € Z* there exists
gn € Z[1/k] such that yo = (k" — 1) - g, - k*. As yo € Z and (k™ — 1,k) = 1, it should be
gn- k' € Z. Thus (k" —1) | yo in Z for every n € Z*. But k** —1= (k" —1)- (k" +1) and

GCD((k™ —1), (k" + 1)) € {1,2}, therefore the set of distinct prime divisors for numbers
{k™ —1,n € Z*} is infinite. It implies that yo = 0, hence y = 0, as required. O

Corollary 3. Let k € N, k> 1, and z € Z, I,t € Z[1/k]. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) 1-z=t;

(2)1- (k" —=1)=t- (k" — 1) (mod (k" — 1)?) in the ring Z[1/k] for every n € Z.
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Proof. For (1) = (2) we use Corollary [2

(1) = l-z=t(mod (k" —1))VneZ —
= |- (K" =1)/(k"=1)=t(mod (k" —1))Vn e Z\ {0} = (2).

And for (2) = (1) we refer to Fact [ and Corollary

2) =1-(k-1)/(k"—1)—t=0(mod (k" —1))Vn € Z* =
= [-2—t=0(mod (k" —1))Vn e Z" = (1).
0

As usual, by U(R) we denote the multiplicative group of units (invertible elements)
in a ring R. Note that U(Z[1/k]) is generated (as a multiplicative group) by all divisors
of k, i.e.,

U(Z[1/k]) = (d | d divides k).

Fact 5. Let k € N, k > 1, and y € Z[1/k]. Then one has
y e U(Z[1/k]) <= VtecZ[1/k] 3zi€Z, y-z=1t-k"

Proof. 1f y € U(Z[1/k]) then there exists an element 1/y € Z[1/k]. For any t € Z[1/k] we
can find i € Z such that z =t-1/y - k' € Z and the result follows.
Suppose now that y satisfies the converse condition. Take ¢t = 1. There exist 2,1 € Z

such that y -z = k%, hence 1/y = 2z - k=% O
4. REGULAR BI-INTERPRETATION OF BS(1,k) AND Z

We start with reminding some known facts about the metabelian Baumslag — Solitar
groups BS(1,k). As was mentioned above the group BS(1, k) is defined by one-relator
presentation:

BS(1,k) = (a,b | b~tab = a*),
where k € Z*. If k = 1, then BS(1,1) is free abelian of rank 2. To exclude this trivial
case we always assume that k& > 2. Clearly, a®b' = bia®" (or b~la* = aZkib*i) for all
2,0 € Z, i > 0, thus any element g € BS(1,k) has a form g = 0'a*b~" 0™, z,i,m € Z,
©20.
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4.1. BS(1,k) as a semi-direct product. It is known that the group BS(1,k) is iso-
morphic to the semi-direct product Z[1/k] x Z of abelian groups, where

Z[1/K]) = {zk" | z,i € Z}

is a subgroup (in fact, a subring) of the additive group (Q;+, —, 0) of rationals (the ring
Q), and the action p: Z — Aut(Z[1/k]) of Z on Z[1/k] is given by

p(m) = om,  om(z)=z-k™", x€Z[l/k], m € Z.

Recall that elements in Z[1/k] x Z are pairs (zk%, m), where zk' € Z[1/k], m € Z;
the identity element is (0,0), and the product in Z[1/k] x Z is defined as

(Zlk’il,ml)(ZQk’iQ, mz) = (Zlk?il + ngfi2_m1, my + mg). (2)
The inverse of an element (zk*,m) is defined by
(Zki7 m)_l = <_Zki+m7 _m) (3)

It is follows from () and @) that for 1 = (y1,m1), 2 = (y2, m2), y; € Z[1/k], m; € Z,

one has

x5 w1 e = (Y2, ma) " (Y1, ma) (Y2, ma) = ((y1 — ya) k™ + yok™ ™ my),

[1’1, xQ] = [(ylv ml)v (y27 m2)] = <_y1kml + y2km2 + (yl - y2)kml+m27 0)7
in particular, if m; = 0, then
x5 Ty = (Y2, m2)” " (Y1, 0)(y2, m2)" = (0,m2) "21(0,m2)", n € Z. (4)

For elements a = (1,0) and b = (0,1) one has b~"a*b'b™ = (2k',m), z,i,m € Z.
Therefore, a and b generate the group Z[1/k] x Z and b~lab = a*.
a — (1,0), b — (0,1) gives rise to an isomorphism \: BS(1,k) — Z[1/k] x Z. Note also
that Z[1/k] = ncl(a) = Cps@k(a) and Z = (b) = Cpsa x)(b).

Furthermore, the subgroup ncl(a) has a structure of Z[1/k]-module and it is torsion-

Thus the map

free. It is convenient to use powers when writing multiplication of elements z = (y,0)

from ncl(a) to coefficients from Z[1/k]:

2 = b = (y, 0% = (y- 2,0), y e ZL/H, 2i € L.
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It gives an easy form for elements from ncl(a), namely, ncl(a) = {a? |y € Z[1/k]}. There-
fore, every element g € BS(1,k) has a form g = a¥b™, where y € Z[1/k], m € Z are
uniquely defined: g = (y,m) = a¥d™.
If m # 0 then by induction on |n| it easy to see, that

k—mn —1
Ve =1
4.2. Absolute interpretation of BS(1,k) in Z. Let us define an interpretation A of
the algebraic structure (BS(1,k), -, !, e) in the algebraic structure (Z,+, -,0,1) with

g" = (y,m)" = ( ,mn), n€Z. (5)

the base Z? and the coordinate map
pa: (z,i,m) € Z> — (zk',m) € BS(1,k). (6)
An equivalence on Z3 is defined by the rule
(21,01, m1) ~a (22,02, mg) <= 21k = 2k A m; = ms. (7)

The rules ), @), (@), that determine the relation ~, and group operations on triples,
allow us to assert that they are definable in Z. And also Z?/~ is isomorphic to BS(1, k).
Thus BS(1, k) is absolutely interpretable in Z.

To construct a converse interpretation I' of Z in BS(1, k) we need some information

about systems of generators in the group BS(1,k).

4.3. Another generators of BS(1,k). Along with the standard generators a, b of the
group BS(1,k), it is convenient for us to consider other pairs of generators. We will use

the following notations:
A=ncl(a) ={a’ € A |y € Z[]1/k]},
Ay ={a’ € Ay € U(Z[1/K])},
Ab = {a’b |y € Z[1/k]}.
Note that an element a; € BS(1, k) belongs to A; if and only if ncl(a;) = A. Also

an element b; € BS(1, k) belongs to Ab if and only if by = (y, 1), y € Z[1/k]. Therefore,

since (), all elements form Ab act on A by the same way as b does:

by ubl =b"ub” =u*", b€ Ab,uc A necZ (8)
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Lemma 2. Let a; € Ay and by € Ab. Then the map a — a1, b — by defines an

automorphism X\ of the group BS(1,k).

Proof. By (8), one has b;'a;b; = a¥, therefore, there exists an endomorphism A of
BS(1,k), such that A(a) = ay, A\(b) = by, and Ma?b™) = @b} for all y € Z[1/k],
m € Z. Since af b" = (x,m), then a b7* = e implies m = 0 and after that y = 0, so \ is
a monomorphism.

Suppose that a; = a* with z € U(Z[1/k]), so 1/z € Z[1/k]. Then for an arbitrary
@V € A, y € Z[1/k], one has a¥ = a¥*V* = V% = X(av'/?), therefore, ncl(a) C
MBS(1,k)). Since by = agh, ag € A, then we get b = ay'b; € A\(BS(1,k)). So A is an

epimorphism and, therefore, it is an automorphism. O

Corollary 4. If a; € Ay and by € Ab, then every element g € BS(1,k) has a form
g=aj b, wherey € Z[1/k], m € Z are uniquely defined.

Corollary 5. For an element by € Ab one has Cg(i,k)(b1) = (b1).

It is important for our purposes to show that the sets A, Ab, A; are 0-definable in
BS(1,k). We prove it in Lemmas Bl @ [7 below. By the way, it follows that the group
BS(1, k) has no automorphisms other than those described in Lemma 21

Lemma 3. The formula

defines A in BS(1,k).

Proof. If x € ncl(a), then «a(z) is obviously true in BS(1,k) on x. Conversely, let x =
<y7m)7 Y€ Z[l/k], m e Z, then

h=a"lza=(1,0)""(y,m)(1,0) = (y — L+ k ", m),
9= [h7 l‘] = [(y -1+ kimam)a (yam)] = (_(km - 1)2a 0)7
so if m # 0, i.e., x ¢ ncl(a), then g # (0,0) and «a(z) is false in BS(1,k) on x. O
Lemma 4. The formula

Bly) =V (alz) — y oy =a")
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defines Ab in BS(1,k).

Proof. Take an element y = (z,1) € Ab, x € Z[1/k]. For any element h = (z,n),
z € Z[1/k], n € Z, one has

g=y " hy = (z,1) " (z,n)(x,1) = ((z — 2)k + k', n),

in particularly, if (z,n) € ncl(a), i.e., n = 0, then g = (zk,0) = (z,0)*. Thus any element
(x,1) satisfies the formula §. Conversely, let w = (z,m), x € Z[1/k], m € Z, then

g=wtaw = (x,m)"}(1,0)(z,m) = (k™,0) = (1,0)"",

soif w ¢ Ab,i.e., m # 1, then g # (1,0)*, thus the element w does not satisfy the formula
B. O

4.4. Regular interpretation of Z in BS(1,k). Now let us define a regular injective
interpretation (I', 5) of Z in BS(1, k) with dim " = dim,,, I' = 1. First we put

Ur(z,b1) = ([z,04] =€),

and ~r is the identity = on the set Ur(BS(1, k), b1). Take any parameter by € (BS(1, k)).
By Corollary Bl and Lemma [ one has Ur(BS(1,k),b;) = (b;). We define the coordinate

map in this way:

Mp:bTE<bl> — m € Z. (9)
It is obvious that addition of integers is definable on (b;) with parameter by, also 0
corresponds to e and 1 corresponds to b;. It remains only to show that multiplication of

integers is definable on (b;), namely, that there exists a formula v(z,y, z,t) in the group

language, such that
BS(1,k) E~@", 6,67, b) <= n-l=m, n,l,mcZ. (10)

Lemma 5. The multiplication of integers is definable on (by) with parameter by, provided
b, € Ab.
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Proof. To prove that multiplication is definable on (b;) it is enough to show that divisibility

is definable on (b;) as well [20], because

m=n-l < (n+l)-n+l+)=n-(n+1)+1-(I+1)+m+m,
l=n-(n+1) <
<~ (n+n+1)|(l+1—n)A

ANNVm|me—(n|mA (n+1)|m)), mmnleZ\{0,—-1}. (11)

According to Fact 2 n | m in Z if and only if (k™ — 1) | (k™ — 1) in Z[1/k]. The
last means that there exits ¢t € Z[1/k] such that ¥ — 1 = ¢t - (k" — 1). It gives that
AL = (HF' L for any ¢ € ncl(a), i.e., bmcb™et = bt Let us define the

following formula:
dz,y) = Ve (ale) — Fu (alu) Az, = [y,ul)).

Suppose that x,y € (by), say x = b*,y = b}, and n # 0. If n | m, then for any
c € a(BS(1,k)) = ncl(a) there exists u = ¢!, such that b="c 'b™c = b~"u"'0"u, and
by &), by"c0c = by"u b, ie., [z,¢] = [y,u]. Therefore, BS(1,k) E d(z,vy).
Inversely, if BS(1,k) = §(x,y), then for ¢ = a=! we obtain a1 = u¥"~1 for some
u € A, i.e., there exists ¢t € Z[1/k], such that u = a’, and, therefore, k™ —1 =t (k™ — 1),
thus n | m. So the formula é(x,y) defines divisibility of integers on (b;).

Now one can construct the formula v (I0) for multiplication of integers on (b;) using

the formula ¢ and formulas (I1J), and separately describing cases n,l,m € {—1,0}. O
4.5. Strong regular bi-interpretation of BS(1, %) and Z.

Theorem 3. If k > 1, then the group BS(1,k) is reqularly strongly bi-interpretable with
the ring Z.

Notice that we have defined below the regular injective interpretation (I", 5) of Z in
BS(1,k) and the absolute interpretation A of BS(1,k) in Z. And now we need to show
that there exist formulas 7 and 0pg(1,x), that define coordinate maps for the compositions

['o A and A oI'. We start here with several preliminary results.
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Lemma 6. The formula

T(x,y,h,b1) = a(z) A ay) A ([h,b1] =€) A B(by) A
AVYoYw ([v,b] =[w, 0] =e A y(h,v,w, b)) —
— Ju (a(u) A [v,y] = [w, z][v, [u, v]]))
is true in BS(1,k) on elements z,y, h,by if and only if v,y € A (i.e., v = d', y = d’,

t,l € Z[1/k]), by € Ab, h € (by) (i.e., h=1V}, z €Z) and -z = 1.

Proof. Let z € Z and t,l € Z[1/k]. According to Corollary Bl the identity [ - z = ¢ takes
place if and only if for every n € Z there exists s, € Z[1/k], such that

(k" —1) =t (k" — 1) + s, (k" — 1)%. (12)
For any v € A we may write «*" ™1 = «* w71 = b"ub"u=! = [0",u"!] and, by (§),
(b7, u~t] = [b7, u~!]. So let us continue:

@ = —t- K" —1)=—1-(E"-1)+s5,(k" —1)? <=
— (a—t)k"—l _ (a—l>k"2—1<asn)(k"—1)2 —
= 0" a] =", 00 (o b)) = 07, ] = [0, aJ(bY lam b)),

Ifr=ad,y=a', h=">i and -z =t, then BS(1,k) = 7(z,y, h,b;). Here for any
elements v, w if BS(1,k) E ([v,b1] = [w,b1] =€) A v(h,v,w,b;y), then there exists n € Z
such that v = b} and w = 0}?, thus one can take u = a=*".

Inversely, if z,y,h,b; are elements from the group BS(1,k) and BS(1,k) E
y(x,y,h,by), then by € Ab and = = d', y = a', h = b for some 2z € Z, t,l € Z[1/k].
For any n € 7Z there exits u € A such that [b7,a'] = [b7%, a!][b?, [u,b}]]. Let u = af,
f € Z[1/k], then for s,, = —f one has (I2). Therefore, [ -z =t. O

Corollary 6. Ifa, € A and by € Ab, then
BS(1,k) E7(a1,u,h,by) <= Fz€Z (u=0ai Nh=103).

Proof. Let a; = a' and | € Z[1/k]. If u = af and h = b, z € Z, then
7(ay,u,h,by) = 7(a',a? b% b)), therefore, BS(1,k) = 7(ai,u,h,by). Inversely, if
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BS(1,k) & 7(ay,u,h,by), then there exist z € Z and t € Z[1/k], such that u = d

h = b% and [ - z = t. Therefore, u = a* = a?, as required. 0
Lemma 7. The formula

m(x) = YeVYu (ale) A B(v) — FwIh (w,v] =e A 7(x,w  quw, h,v)))
defines the subset Ay in BS(1,k).

Proof. Indeed, Fact Bl says that y € U(Z[1/k]) if and only if for any ¢ € Z[1/k] there exist
2,0 € Z, such that y- 2 =t - k'. By Lemmal[G] for all ¢t € Z[1/k], i,z € Z one has

y-z=1t-k < BS(1,k) =7(a ™ b)) V(3)b € Ab.

Since a*' = b~ atb! = (b)) 'a'bl, we obtain that a¥ € Ay if and only if for any a' € A
and any b; € Ab there exist 0%, b7 € (by), such that BS(1,k) = 7(a¥, (b))~'a' 0%, b7, by).
Therefore, x € A; if and only if BS(1, k) |= m(x).

UJ

Proof of Theorem[3. We have to show the existence of formulas 67 and 0pg(1 1) that define
coordinate maps for the compositions Aol’ and I'ocA. Let us remind that the interpretation
A is absolute, while dim A = 3, and I" has one parameter by, while dimI" = 1. However,
we may assume that I' has two parameters a; € 7(BS(1,k)) and by € B(BS(1,k)). We
add to formulas from the code I' new free variable a for parameter a;, but in actually
they do not depend on variable a. In this case I' remains regular with the formula
¢(a,b) = m(a) A B(D).

So the compositions of the interpretations (T, ¢) and (A, ) have forms (I'o A, ¢a)
and (A oI ¢). Here formula ¢ depends on six free variables (z,, iq, Mq, 2p, @, My). For-
mulas 67 and Opga ) that we are looking for have four free variables (2,7,7m, x), and
additionally g1 1) has two variables for parameters, while 07 has six. Let us define the

formulas 07, 0pg(1,k) and then check that they meet all the requirements:

Opsan (Z,0,m, =, a,b) = ([i,0] = [m,b] =e) A 7(@, izm i}, 2, b),
L , . 5 - N |
HZ(Z7Z7 m, T, Za,ta, Ma, Zb, Zb7mb> = (.T = m) A (zkl = Zkab L 1 1 )

Remind the requirements for formulas 87 and g1 k) from Definition Bl
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(1) for any parameters 7 € ¢a(Z) and (a1, b1) € ¢(BS(1,k)) there exist coordinate
maps Uroa(Z,7) — Z and Uaor(BS(1, k), a1,b1) — BS(1, k) that are definable by
formulas 0(%,7,m, =, ¥) and Opg k) (Z,7, M, x, a1, by) correspondingly;

(2) for any parameters (a1, b;) € ¢(BS(1,k)) there exist coordinate maps pur;: (b)) —
Z and pai: Z° — BS(1,k) such that the compositions ur; o a1 and pay © piry
are definable by formulas 0z(Z,7,m, x, 7) and Opgq k) (Z,7,m, =, ai,b;) for any

7 € piai((ar, b))

For any parameters (a1,b) € ¢(BS(1,k)) we will consider two coordinate maps
of the interpretation BS(1,k) ~ A(Z,(). The first one will be ur as before (@)
(pa: (z,4,m) € Z3 — (2k',m) € BS(1,k)) and the second one will be the composi-

tion of pua and the automorphism A form Lemma 2 so a1 = Ao pa:
piar: (z,i,m) € 22— ai*'b e BS(1, k).

And let pry will be as before pur ([@): pri: 87" € (by) — m € Z. We are going to prove
that pury o ua and pag o pury satisfy to item [I as well as urq, par satisfy to item Bl of the
requirements above.

Note that the base set of the interpretation BS(1,k) ~ A oI'(BS(1,k),ay,b1) is
UAOF(BS(]., k)),(ll,bl) = UF(BS(]_, k‘),bl)g = <b1>3,

. . . 3 .
and its coordinate map is pa; © pr; = fa1 © MFl}UAop(BS(l Kyar )’

fia1 o purr: (03,060,671 € (b)) — (2,i,m) € Z° — &b € BS(1,k).
Mr1 KAl
The graph of pay o ury is the set {(b%,bi, 07, az*'b7) | 2,4, m € Z}. Meanwhile, one has
BS(1,k) | 0psqx (2,4, m, x,a1,b) if and only if 2,72, m € (by), say Z = b5, 7 = bi, m = b,
and BS(1,k) = 7(ay, b, xb;™by", b7, by). But at the same time, by Corollary [6, one has
BS(1,k) = 7(ay, L 2 b;™by", b7, by) if and only if b} xb;™ b;" = a?,1i.e., x = b ‘a? b, b =

afkib’ln. Thus the graph of yia; © pry is definable by formula 0pga k) (2,7, m, 2, a1,b1).
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Further, as we know,

Z = Oa(Zay la Ma, 26, 1, Mp) <= BS(1,k) E o(pal(za, ta, Ma, 26, 1y, Mp))) <
<= BS(1,k) = ¢((2.k™,ma), (k™ my)) <=

= (24k",m,) € AL, (k™ my) € Ab <= z,k' € U(Z[1/k]),m, = 0,my = 1.

Take arbitrary parameters 7 = (zq4, iq, Ma, 2b, iy, Myp) from ¢a(Z) and put (a1, b)) = pa(7),
a1 = (zok',mya), by = (zk™ my). Since Uron = (Ur)a = ([x,b] = e)a, therefore, the
base set Uroa(Z,7) equals to {(z,1,m) € Z3 | [(zk*, m), (2pk™, my)] = e}. By Corollary []
Crsag(b1) = ((b1)). Since m, = 1 and due to (G), one has (z,k™,my)" = (2k™55=1,n)
for any n € Z, so

==

The composition pry o a is a coordinate map of the interpretation Z ~ I" o A(Z, 7):

Uroa(Z,7) = {(z,i,m) € Z* | 2k" = zk™

pri o pa: (z,4,m) € Upon(Z,7) — (zk',m) = b* € BS(1,k) — m € Z.
HnA Hr1

It is clear, that the graph of ury o ua is definable by formula 67(Z,7, m, z, 7).
Finally, take any tuples of parameters (ai,b;) € ¢(BS(1,k)) and 7 =
(Zas Bas Mas 2,15, mp) € pas((a1,b1)).  Since pai(F) = (af“kiabgn“,aif"kibbgnb) = (a1,b),
therefore, z,k' =1, m, =0, z, = 0, mp = 1. Thus Upoa(Z,7) = {(z,i,m) € Z* | z = 0}.
The coordinate map pry © pay of the the interpretation Z ~ I" o A(Z, 7) is defined as
pry o par: (0,4,m) € Z2 — (0,m) =b™ € BS(1,k) —b" € BS(1, k) —me Z.

Thus the graph of ur; o ua; is definable by formula (2,7, m, z, 7) again, as required. O

5. GROUPS ELEMENTARILY EQUIVALENT TO BS(1,k)

5.1. Nonstandard models of arithmetic. Here we introduce some well-known defini-
tions and facts on non-standard arithmetic. As a general reference we follow the book [9].

Let L = {+, -,0,1} be the language of rings with unity 1. By Z we denote the
standard arithmetic, i. e., the set of integers with the standard operations from L. And by
7 we denote non-standard arithmetic, i. e., any L-structure, that is elementarily equivalent

to Z (Z = 7Z), but not isomorphic to Z.
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Let 0 and 1 be interpretations of 0 and 1 in Z. One can identify any integer number
m € 7 with a non-standard number m = 14 ... +1 (or = —(1 4 ... + 1), if m < 0),
which is the sum of m non-standard units 1 in Z.

The map A: m — m gives an elementary embedding Z — Z i.e., A(Z) is an
elementary substructure of Z, so Z is a prime model of the theory Th(Z). In the sequel
we always identify Z with its image A(Z) via A and call elements of A\(Z) the standard
integers. We will write them as 0,1, m,k, ..., omitting tilde. It follows from Peano
induction axiom that Z is not definable in Z (even with parameters from i)

By Lagrange’s four-square theorem, the set of positive integers Z*, hence the stan-
dard linear ordering <, is definable in Z. The same formulas define positive non-standard
integers Z* and a linear ordering < in Z, such that Z = —Z% U {0} U Z*, where
7t =(-1)-Z".

There exists a formula p(x, y, z) in L that defines the standard exponentiation z = y*
in Z (for z > 0). The same formula defines an exponentiation = j in Z (where Z > 0
and 7° = 1). In particular, for any ¥ € N and i € Z* there exists a unique element

ki€ Zﬂ such that the following classical identities hold:

L. ki — k’il+i2, (k,il)iz — kil'i2’ ir,19 € 24" (13)

and k" = k2 implies that i, = 4s. If i € ZT C Z*, then k' is the usual product of i
factors, each equal to k. Thus, the set S = {k’,i € Z*} U {1} is a multiplicative subset
in Z.

Denote by Z[1/k%] the ring of fractions S~'Z. Then the ring Z[1/k%] has no zero-
divisors, Z embeds into Z[1/ k;z], and Z[1/ k;z] has characteristic zero. Further, Z[1/ kz] is
an associative commutative unitary ring generated by Z and the set of elements S~ =
{1/k' i € Z*} (we also write k=' = 1/k') with relations k% - k = k'*i2 for all i1, iy € Z.
Any element z € Z[1/ kz] can be written as z = z - k', where z,i € Z. Furthermore, for

any elements z € SUS™! and i € Z one can define #' € SUS™, such that identities (I3)
hold for any 41,19 € Z.
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5.2. Non-standard models of BS(1, k). In Sectiond.2we constructed an interpretation
BS(1,k) ~ A(Z,0) which is a part of bi-interpretation of BS(1,k) and Z. In the sequel,
we omit () from the notation and write A(Z).

Recall that A interprets BS(1, k) on the set Z?* via the coordinate map
pa: (z,4,m) € Z° — (2k',m) € BS(1,k).
Therefore, the equivalence ~a on Z? is defined by the rule
(21,01, m1) ~a (22,02, my) <= 21k = k™ A my = my,
while the multiplication ® and inversion ~! on Z3 are defined by
(21,11, m1) © (29,12, M2) = (23,13, M3) <= Mg =my + mg A 23k = 2 k1 4 k2™

and
(z,4,m)"t = (—z,i+m,—m)
that correspond via pua to the multiplication and inversion in BS(1, k).
For every ring Z =7 the interpretation A gives a non-standard Baumslag— Solitar
group A(Z) interpreted on 73 by the formulas above for ~A,® and ~'.
Now, we describe the group in more algebraic terms. Let k£ > 1 be an integer. Take

the ring Z and construct the ring of fractions i[l / ki] as above. Define a metabelian group

BS(1,k,Z) as a semidirect product
BS(1,k,Z) = Z[1/k*] » Z,
where 2[1 / ki] and Z are viewed as the additive groups of the corresponding rings, and
7. acts on Z[l/kz] via a homomorphism ¢: Z — Aut(i[l/kz]), where for m € Z the
automorphism ¢(m) € Aut(i[l/kz]) is defined as
em):x—x-k7™ x€ Z[l/kz]
The following result is straightforward, so we omit the proof.

Lemma 8. Let k > 1 and Z = Z. Then the groups A(Z) and BS(1, k,Z) are isomorphic.

Moreover, a map

(z,i,m) € Z2 —s (zk',m) € BS(1,k,Z),
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gives rise to a group isomorphism A(Z) — BS(1,k, 7).

Remark 4. By Theorem [ for any other (regular or absolute) interpretation A; of
BS(1,k) in Z the groups A(Z) and A;(Z) are isomorphic for any Z = Z. Hence all of
them are isomorphic to BS(1,k,Z). We refer to the groups BS(1, k,Z) as non-standard
models of BS(1, k).

As we have mentioned in the Introduction the groups BS(1,k, Z) are interesting in
their own right from algebraic, geometric, and algorithmic view-points. Here, we describe

one of their interesting properties that concerns Z—exponentiation.
Theorem 4. For cvery k > 1 and Z = 7 the group BS(1, k,i) is a Z-group.

Proof. We mentioned in Section [ that in the group BS(1, k) viewed as Z[1/k] x Z, for
an element g = (y, m) € Z[1/k] x Z and for n € Z one has

g = (ym)" = (yE=tmn) ifm #0 14)
’ (ny,0) if m = 0.

This defines Z-exponentiation in the group BS(1, k). It follows that there is a formula
Exp(u,v,t), where u = (uy,us,u3),v = (v1,v9,v3), in the language of rings that de-
fines in Z the standard exponentiation in the interpretation A(Z). Namely, for any

21,11, M1, 22,12, Mo, n € Z the following equivalence holds
Z ): Exp(zlv ilv my, 22, 'L.Qa ma, TL) — ”A(zlv il) ml)n = MA(Z% i27 m2)'

Since Z = Z the formula Exp(u,v,t) in 7 defines a Z-exponentiation in the interpretation
A(Z) which in the group BS(1, k,Z) takes the form of ([d), where y € Z[1/k%], m,n € Z.
Furthermore, this exponentiation satisfies the axioms of Z-groups (1)-(4) (see Intro-

duction), since these axioms can also be written by formulas in Z (using the formula

Exp(u,v,t)). This shows that BS(1, k,i) is a Z—group. O

5.3. First-order classification. The following result describes all groups elementarily

equivalent to BS(1, k).
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Theorem 5. Let k be an integer, k > 1. Then for any ring 7.= 7 one has
BS(1,k) = BS(1,k,Z)

and, conversely, every group elementarily equivalent to BS(1, k) has the form BS(1, k, Z)
for some Z. = 7. Moreover, this description of models of Th(BS(1,k)) is a bijection: for

any Z =7 = iQ one has
BS(1,k,Zy) ~ BS(1, k, L) <= 7y ~ Zs.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorems [l and [2] O
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