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GENERIC TORSION-FREE GROUPS AND RUBIN ACTIONS

THOMAS KOBERDA AND YASH LODHA

ABSTRACT. We use model theoretic forcing to prove that a generic countable
torsion-free group does not admit any nontrivial locally moving action on a
Hausdorff topological space, and yet admits a rich Rubin poset.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we investigate the question of whether a generic countable torsion-
free group admits sufficiently rich actions on topological spaces. We are motivated
primarily by the problem of deciding whether or not there exists a countable torsion-
free group which admits no nontrivial action on a compact manifold.

Let X be a Hausdorff topological space, and let G < Homeo(X) be a subgroup.
For U € X open, we write Gy for the rigid stabilizer of U, which is to say the
subgroup of G consisting of elements which restrict to the identity outside of U.
We say that the action of G is:

(1) Locally dense if for all U € X open and for all p € U, we have that the
closure of the orbit Gy - p has nonempty interior.
(2) Locally moving if for all nonempty U € X, we have Gy is nontrivial.

It is generally the case (though not always, like in the case of a manifold with
boundary) that requiring an action to be locally moving is weaker than requiring it
to be locally dense. Locally dense actions of groups find their importance through
the following fundamental result of Rubin [10] [T, 1], 4]:

Theorem 1.1. Let X and Y be locally compact and Hausdorff topological spaces
with no isolated points, and let G be a group acting faithfully and locally densely on
both X and Y. Then there is a G-equivariant homeomorphism X — Y.

Such an action will be called a Rubin action. We will say that a group G is a
Rubin group if G admits a Rubin action, and a weakly Rubin group if it admits a
homomorphism to Homeo(X) for some Hausdorff space X with at least two points,
whose image is a locally moving group of homeomorphisms.

Let G < Homeo(X) be a Rubin group. The driving force behind Rubin’s Theo-
rem (Theorem [[T]above) is that from the local moving condition, one can recover a
substantial amount of the topology of X. Specifically, one can recover a dense sub-
set of the Boolean algebra RO(X) of reqular open sets of X; this fact has been used
to investigate the model theory of homeomorphism groups of manifolds; see [5G [7].
Here, we say an open set is regular if it is equal to the interior of its closure. Regular
open sets in X arise from supports of homeomorphisms of X.

A homeomorphism g of X has an open support supp g, which consists of the
points in X which are not fixed by g. We define the extended support of g, or
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supp® g as the interior of the closure of supp g; this is the smallest regular open set
containing supp g. We say that g € G is algebraically disjoint from f € G if for all
h € G such that [f, h] # 1, there are elements a,b € C(g) such that

7 [CL, [ba h]] € CG(g)'

Here, Ci(g) is the centralizer of g in G; note that algebraic disjointness makes
sense in an arbitrary group and not just in a homeomorphism group. Also, note
that if ¢ is algebraically disjoint from f, then [g, f] = 1, for indeed choosing h = ¢
provides a contradiction. Algebraic disjointness is not necessarily a symmetric
relation; for example, if G is the symmetric group on {1, 2, 3,4}, the permutation
(12) is algebraically disjoint from (12)(3 4), but not vice-versa.

In the proof of Rubin’s theorem, a partially ordered set is constructed purely
from the algebraic structure of the group, and this poset is shown to be isomorphic
to inclusion ordered poset of finite intersections

{supp®(g1) N - " supp®(gn) | 91,---,9n € G,me N, n = 1}
We recall the algebraic construction. For f € G, let
Sy = {g'? | g € G algebraically disjoint from f}

and let Ce(Sy) be the centralizer of Sy in G. The group Cg(Sy) is nontrivial since
it follows from the definition of algebraic disjointness that f € Cg(Sy). Also, note
that it is possible that Cq(Sy) = C(Sy) for distinct elements f, f' € G. Let P(G)
be the poset consisting of elements

{Cg(Sfl) NN Cg(an) | fl,...,fn eG, 1< neN},

and partially ordered by inclusion. In the presence of a Rubin action on a space X,
the poset P(G) is naturally isomorphic to the inclusion ordered poset of extended
supports of elements of G in X [I1l (I, [4]. Indeed, the map Cg(Sy) — supp®(f)
defined for all f € G extends to such an isomorphism.

The main result of this paper is that “most” countable groups are not Rubin
groups (or even weakly Rubin groups), yet admit a rich Rubin poset. Here, count-
able groups are organized into a Polish space of marked countable groups, which
can then be investigated from a descriptive set theory point of view; see [2]. In
particular, the notions of meagerness and comeagerness make sense for the space
of marked countable groups, and a property of groups is called generic if it holds
for groups in a comeager subset of the space of marked countable groups; we will
give a precise definitions in Section 2l The main result of this article is:

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a generic torsion-free countable group.

(1) G does not admit a Rubin group or a weakly Rubin group as a quotient.

(2) The Rubin poset P(G) coincides with the poset of cyclic subgroups of G,
ordered by inclusion, and contains both bi-infinite chains and infinite an-
tichains.

(3) Two nontrivial elements of G commute if and only if they are algebraically
disjoint in G.

It is easy to find groups which do not admit weakly Rubin actions on Hausdorff
topological spaces with at least two points; free groups are one such example,
since no two elements in a free group can generate a copy of Z2. The content
of Theorem is two-fold: most torsion-free groups cannot have weakly Rubin
actions, but look like they should.
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We also remark that a generic torsion-free group has a rich subgroup structure.
In fact it contains every finitely generated torsion-free group with a solvable word
problem as a subgroup. In turn, the poset of cyclic subgroups ordered by inclusion
is very rich: for instance, a generic torsion-free group will contain a copy of Q xz Q,
the amalgamated product of two copies of Q over their respective copies of the
integers. We thus obtain many cyclic subgroups which are all distinct, but which
contain a common cyclic subgroup. One can repeat a process of this amalgamation
and taking direct sums of groups ad infinitum, thus building a small piece of the
very complicated poset of cyclic subgroups of a generic torsion-free group. Also, we
remark that any comeager subset of the space of torsion-free groups will contain
continuum many groups up to isomorphism (this is a direct consequence of Theorem
1.1.6 of [2]).

Theorem is established through model theoretic forcing; the key is to find a
Banach—Mazur game in which one player can force any pair of commuting elements
which do not share a common power to be mutually algebraically disjoint. The
same player also forces any two nontrivial elements to be conjugate, resulting in a
simple compiled group. We also emphasize the fact that our result is much easier
to prove if the torsion-free requirement is dropped, though the requirement that
the group be torsion-free is central to our program of investigating obstructions to
group actions on compact manifolds: indeed, the existence of torsion is often an
elementary source of such obstructions, and should be excluded for the development
of a deeper theory.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we recall some basic notions of Rubin’s theory of group actions
on topological spaces, and model theoretic forcing.

2.1. Algebraic disjointness. Let I' < Homeo(X) be a Rubin action on a Haus-
dorff topological space X. The relationship between algebraic disjointness and
actual disjointness of supports is given by the following;:

Proposition 2.1 (See [I1} 1} 4]). Let I < Homeo(X) be a locally moving action.

(1) If f,g € T satisfy (suppg) n (supp f) = @ then f and g are algebraically
disjoint.

(2) If f,g €T are algebraically disjoint then (supp g*2) N (supp f) = 2.
2.2. The space of enumerated groups. A countably infinite group G can be
abstractly identified with the natural numbers N. The multiplication operation is
then a map N x N — N, and the inversion map is just a map N — N. Countable
groups can be viewed as a subspace of the Polish (i.e. separable and completely
metrizable) space

X = NN o« NN« N,

corresponding to the choice of multiplication and inversion functions, and the
unique identity element; this space is given the natural product topology. The
subspace G € X corresponding to groups is closed in this topology and is therefore
a Polish space in its own right; we discuss this further below. We remark that
spaces of countable models of a theory are of general interest in infinitary logic and
descriptive set theory; see [9].
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Let z denote a finite tuple of variables. We let ¥(x) be a quantifier-free formula in
the language of group theory consisting of finitely many equations and inequations
of the form w(z) = 1 or w(z) # 1. Such a X(x) is called a system. If g is a
finite tuple of natural numbers, the system X(g) defines a clopen set Us in G by
considering the groups in which ¥(g) holds, and these clopen sets determine a basis
for the topology of G. B

The preceding remarks have the important consequence that the subspace of
countable torsion-free groups Gir is closed in G. Indeed, the requirement that a
particular element of a group has a fixed finite order is an open condition, and so
the property of being torsion-free is a closed condition; cf. [2]. It follows that Gi¢
is a Polish subspace and the intersection of the aforementioned clopen sets with
Gis provides a basis of clopen sets for Gis. Since Gyt is Polish, the Baire Category
Theorem holds: a countable intersection of open dense sets in Gif is dense.

2.3. Banach—Mazur games. Let P be a property of countable groups, and let Gp
be the subset of G consisting of groups satisfying P. A Banach-Mazur game [3, 9]
is a game in which players A and B take turns choosing finite systems {X;(g)}ien
such that the clopen sets U; = Uy, are nested and whose intersection determines a
unique group in G called the compiled group. Player A wins if the compiled group
lies in Gp. Player A has a winning strategy if for any position U, in the game,
there is a possible choice of systems for which player A wins. It is a standard fact
that player A has a winning strategy if and only if Gp is comeager, which is to say
that Gp contains a countable intersection of dense open sets. We say that P is a
generic property of groups if this holds. Note that a countably infinite conjunction
of generic properties is generic, from the Baire category theorem.

3. SOME COMBINATORIAL GROUP THEORY

This section contains a technical foray into combinatorial group theory, which
will be crucial for setting up a suitable Banach—Mazur game in Section 4l We will
use standard ideas from combinatorial group theory, which could be found in [12,[g],
for instance.

We will always assume that abstract relations in a group are reduced and cycli-
cally reduced. Moreover, when dealing with a group presentation, we will always
assume that the set of relations is closed under taking inverses and cyclic permu-
tations. Our standing notation will be that G = (g, h | Ry) is a subgroup of larger
ambient torsion-free group {f, g, hy, wherein [f, h] # 1 but [f,g] = 1. Note that
this implies that h ¢ (g) and that if G is cyclic then g = h™ for some n € Z with
|n| > 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be nontrivial and torsion-free group. Suppose furthermore that
g, h # 1, and if G is cyclic then g = h™ for some n € Z with |n| > 1. Then there
exists a finitely generated torsion-free group T' such that:

(1) G embeds as a subgroup of T'.
(2) There exists an a,b e I'\1 centralizing g € G.
(3) The commutator [a,[b,h]] # 1 and centralizes g.

To prove Lemma [3.1] for the non-cyclic case, we need to first establish the fol-
lowing lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Let K = {g,7v) be a nontrivial and torsion-free group, and suppose
that for all nonzero n € Z we have v ¢ {{g))k. Then there is a finitely generated
torsion-free overgroup I' and a nontrivial a € T' such that:

(1) K embeds as a subgroup of T.
(2) The commutator [a,~] is nontrivial and centralizes g.

3) [a,g] =1.

Proof. Let K1 and K> be two isomorphic copies of K, with g;,v; € G;,1 < i < 2
being the corresponding generators in the two copies. Set

F:Kl X (KQ*Z),

and let

K3 = {(g1,1), (71,72))-

Clearly, I' is torsion-free.
Observe that G3 is isomorphic to G via the map ¢ sending

g— (917 1) e (71772)'

Indeed, if the map ¢ is a well-defined homomorphism of groups then it is clearly
surjective; moreover, by projection onto the first factor, we see that it must be
injective as well. Thus, it suffices to show that if w(g,~) is a relation in g and ~
then ¢(w(g,v)) is the identity. By the definition of ¢, we see that ¢(w(g,7)) will
be the identity if and only if w has zero exponent sum in 7. Since we assumed that
¥ ¢ {{g))q for all nonzero n, it is immediate that any relation in G will have zero
exponent sum in .

It thus suffices to find the desired element a € Cr(g); we simply take a generator
a € Z of the infinite cyclic group in the free product. By construction, (1,a)
commutes with (g1,1) € G3, and the commutator [(1,a), (1,72)] is nontrivial and
commutes with (g1,1). O

Our goal is to show that Lemma Bl can be reduced to the hypotheses of
Lemma [3.2]

Lemma 3.3. Let G = {(g,h) be a non-cylic and torsion-free group, and let H be
a free product with amalgamation of two copies G1 = {g1,h1) and Go = {g2, hs)
of G, wherein the subgroups {g1) and {g2) being amalgamated into a single cyclic
group {g). Let K = {(hy"'hy,g). Then for all nonzero n € Z, we have

(hy'h)" ¢ Lok
Assuming Lemma 33 we obtain Lemma BTt

Proof of Lemma[3 1l In the case where G is cyclic, then it must be the case that
for some n € Z with |n| > 1 we have that k™ = g. Indeed, if ¢" = h then h
must commute with f which contradicts our assumption. We may produce the
required overgroup by amalgamating a copy of Z* generated by elements {a, b, c}
with G, by identifying the cyclic subgroups {¢) and {(g). Using the normal form for
amalgamated free products, it is clear that [a, [b, h]] # 1. Moreover,

[[CL, [ba h]]v g] =1,
since [a, g] = 1 for each « € {a, b, h}.
Assume now that G is noncyclic. Let @ be the group H obtained by amalgamat-
ing two copies of G along their respective copies of g, and let S be the automorphism
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of @ which fixes g and exchanges the two copies hy and hy of i in @), coming from
the two amalgamated subgroups. We set 'y to be the semidirect product of @ with
Z, where Z acts on @ by B. Clearly I'y is torsion-free.

We identify the generator of Z as an element b of I'g, and we note that b cen-
tralizes g. Observe that [b, h1] = hy Lhy; we call this commutator v, which clearly
represents a nontrivial element of I'y.

Let K = {(g,7). By Lemma B3] we have that v ¢ {{g))k for any n € Z\{0},
and so by Lemma [B.2] the group K embeds in a torsion-free overgroup K, wherein
some nontrivial a € K centralizes g and satisfies [a,7] # 1 and [a, ] centralizes g.
Now, amalgamate K and Ty over their respective copies of K, and call the resulting
group I'. In T', we have

1# [aﬁ] = [a7 [b7 hl]]u
and all three of a and b and [a, [b, h1]] centralize g. Since (g, h1) is an isomorphic
copy of GG, we are done. (I

We now need only prove Lemma [3.3] For this, we use Van Kampen diagrams
over H; of course, Van Kampen diagrams will generally depend on a particular
choice of presentation. When we construct H, we have two copies of G, and as
such there are two copies of the set of relations Ry, which we call Ry and R,
respectively. Thus, relations in R; involve g = g1 = g2 and h; only. We fix the
resulting presentation for H once and for all.

We make some observations about several special kinds of relations in G.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that in G there are nonzero integers n,m € 7Z such that
hg"h~' = g™. Then in the group H, we have [g", hy 'hi] = 1.

Proof. This follows immediately from computing the relevant commutator. (|

In a Van Kampen diagram A over H, we call cells in the interior of A tiles.
Tiles coming from relations in R, will be called i—tiles, for i € {1,2}. A maximal
connected (without cut vertices) union = of i—tiles for a fixed value of i will be
called an i—region. Observe that if a 1-tile shares an edge with a 2-tile then the
label of that edge is g.

If A is a disk diagram over H (i.e. a Van Kampen diagram with no cut edges
and no cut vertices) and if Z is an i-region, then we will say that = is separating
if the complement of = in A contains at least two components ©; and ©s which
meet 0A; even if = is nonseparating, = itself may fail to be simply connected and
may still topologically separate A. Since A is homeomorphic to a disk, an easy
combinatorial topology argument shows that A admits at least one non-separating
i—region, for some i € {1,2}. If Z is a non-separating i—region in A then = meets
JA in an arc.

Proof of Lemma[3.3 Assume the contrary, and let w(g,h;lhl) be a word that
expresses a nonzero power (hy 'hi)™ as a product of conjugates of g and its inverse
by elements of K. Observe that the expression (h; "h1)™ = w(g, hy *h1) is equivalent
to some other word w’ (g, hy 'hy) representing the identity in H and having exponent
sum n in hy 'hi. We therefore let A be a reduced minimal area Van Kampen
diagram for a word w(g, hy 1hl) which has nonzero exponent sum in h; Lhy, and
which has a minimal number of occurrences of h; 'hi. Generally, A may not be a
disk diagram and so may have separating vertices and edges, though there will be
at least one positive area disk diagram Ay € A.
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Observe first that dA¢ must have at least one occurrence of hy 'hy, since oth-
erwise Ag proves that g has finite order in H, which is not the case. Choose a
non-separating i—region =, which we may assume without loss of generality is a
1-region. Observe that the label of the arc 0= n 0Ag must be of the form

hflg"h%l or h%lg"h%l or h%lg"

for some nonzero value of n. Indeed, otherwise the label of the arc 0= n 0Ag must
be g"; since the remainder of 0= coincides with arcs in the boundaries of 2-regions,
we conclude that 0Z is a power of g, which is not the case since G is torsion-free and
because we assumed the set R to consist of reduced and cyclically reduced words.

Observe furthermore that 0= n 04 cannot read h;—rl g”h;—rl. Indeed, since the
boundary of A is a word in g and hy L, a negative power of h; must be immediately
followed by a positive power of ho and a positive power of h; must be immediately
preceded by a negative power of hs. It also cannot be the case that 0= n 0A( reads
h;—rl g™, since in this case we see that h coincides with a power of g, a contradiction.

It follows that 0= reads hlg"hflgm for some suitable value of m. We must
have m # 0 since otherwise we obtain ¢" = 1 in G. Then, by Lemma 3.4 we see
that hs 'hi commutes with ¢" in H. Now, since the boundary of Aq is a word
wo(g, h;lhl), the arc 0= n 0A lies in a larger arc whose boundary reads

hy 'hig"hy tho;
we may therefore decrease a pair of occurrences of h; Lhy, hflhg in the boundary

word w of A, while maintaining its exponent sum in hg 'hi. This violates the
minimality of the choice of w. O

4. FORCING ALGEBRAIC DISJOINTNESS THROUGH BANACH—MAZUR GAMES

In this section we study generic torsion-free countable groups. In other words, we
study comeager subsets of the space of enumerated torsion-free groups. A general
reference for this section is [3].

Recall that a generic property in this space is a property for which there is a
comeager subspace in which all groups satisfy the property. The following is direct
consequence of Theorems 1.2.1. and 1.1.2 in [2]; since a countable conjunction
of generic properties is a generic property, in this section we shall assume that a
generic torsion-free group satisfies all the properties listed in this theorem:

Theorem 4.1. There is a comeager set X in the space of enumerated torsion free
groups such that for all G e X:

(1) All nontrivial elements 1 # g € G are conjugate. In particular, G is simple.

(2) If H is a finitely generated torsion-free group with a solvable word problem
then the group G admits H as a subgroup.

(3) The group G is verbally complete.

In Theorem [4.1] a group G is called verbally complete if for every reduced word
w in the free group on k generators (for k € N arbitrary) and all g € G, the equation
w(Z1,...,o,) = g admits a solution in G.

In this section, we prove the following fact:

Proposition 4.2. Let G be a generic countable torsion—free group. Then for all
pairs of nontrivial elements f,g € G such that [f,g] = 1, we have that f is alge-
braically disjoint from g. In particular, Sy = Ca(f) for each f € G.
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The conclusion of Proposition also holds for generic countable groups, which
is to say without the requirement that G be torsion-free.

Proof of Proposition [{.2 We play a Banach-Mazur game on the space of countable
torsion-free groups. In order to prove that a generic group G has the desired
properties, it suffices to prove that the first player (player A) has a winning strategy
which forces the compiled group to satisfy that for all pairs of nontrivial elements
f,g € G such that [f,g] = 1, we have that f is algebraically disjoint from g. Since
the space of countable torsion-free groups is closed and therefore Polish, it suffices
to show that at any stage of the game, the conditions played so far are compatible
with torsion-freeness.

In a given stage of the game, a move (i.e. a finite system of equations and
inequations) is called admissible if it is consistent with the moves played so far. In
other words, there is an enumerated torsion-free group which witnesses the union
of the posited equations and inequations.

An equation w(k) = 1 or an inequation w(k) # 1 is said to be forced at stage
n if it is a formal consequence of the union of moves played until stage n. This
means that no matter what moves are played for the rest of the game, any compiled
group will satisfy the forced condition. Thus, if an equation (or inequation) and
its negation has not been forced at stage n, this means that it is admissible and
therefore can be played legally as part of a move at stage n + 1.

Let

{(fn:gn, hn) | n € N}

be an enumeration of all 3-tuples in N x N x N. In the first move, player A fixes
1 to be the identity element. In the n'" turn of player A, which is the (2n — 1)
turn overall, A does the following: let A be an instance of a compiled group that
satisfies all the moves played until the (2n — 2)™¢ turn.

Case 1 : It has been forced by now that [f,,g,] = 1. We consider the following

subcases:

1.1 : Tt has been forced by now that [f,,h,] = 1. In this case, player A
plays an empty system as a move.

1.2 : It has been forced by now that [f,,h,] # 1. Note that in this case,
h, cannot be a power of g, in A. Let a,b be numbers that have not
appeared in a move so far. In this case, player A plays the following
system:

[gn,a] =1 [gn,b] =1
[CL, [ba hn]] #1 [gn7 [a‘v [bv hn]]] =1
Note that this is admissible thanks to Lemma[3.1] since an appropriate
enumeration of the amalgamated free product of A with the group I'
from LemmaBl over the subgroup G = {gy, h,, ) is a torsion-free group
that witnesses the union of the systems played so far, including this
move.
1.3 : If neither [f,, hn] = 1 nor [f,, hn] # 1 has been forced so far, player
A plays [fn, hn] = 1.
Case 2 : It has been forced by now that [f,,g»] # 1. In this case, player A plays
an empty system as a move.
Case 3 : If neither [f,,gn] # 1 nor [f,,gn] = 1 has been forced so far, player A
plays [fn, gn] # 1.
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That the compiled group will have the desired properties is now immediate. [

By modifying the Banach—Mazur game slightly, we can also guarantee:

Corollary 4.3. For all nontrivial g € G, we have Cq(Sy) = {g). In particular, for
each g1,...,9n € G with n = 1, it holds that

Cc(Sg,) -+ Cg(Sy,) = ﬂ (94,

1<isn

which is a trivial or infinite cyclic group. Finally, G is divisible.

Proof. Divisibility is guaranteed by an application of Theorem LIl Now, let g € G
be given, and let 1 # k € G be arbitrary element which is not a power of g. Then,
player A builds an element h that commutes with g but no nontrivial power of
h commutes with k (by building a suitable free product with amalgamation, for
instance). This can be done at each stage of the game with all elements which
have been played up to that point. Then, by Proposition B2 we will have h'? € S,
and so k ¢ Ca(Sy). Since g € Ca(Sy) by definition, we see that {g) coincides with
Cc(Sg). The subsequent claim then follows from the fact that a finite intersection
of infinite cyclic groups is trivial or infinite cyclic. O

Corollary 4.4. The Rubin poset of a generic countable torsion-free group will have
bi-infinite chains and infinite antichains.

Proof. A generic countable torsion-free group G will contain Z? subgroups (thanks
to Theorem FLT]). In Z2, we can find an infinite sequence of distinct elements which
pairwise generate Z2. So any pair of these will be algebraically disjoint, and so
these elements will give rise to a countably infinite antichain in the Rubin poset of
G, from an application of Corollary Finally, from an application of Theorem
[41] we know that a rank 1 divisible group (such as the additive group of rational
numbers) embeds in a generic group. We can find a bi-infinite inclusion ordered
chain of cyclic subgroups in such a group, which applying Corollary 3] forms the
required bi-infinite chain in the Rubin poset. ([l

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

The proof of the main result is now straightforward.

Proof. Suppose that G is a generic torsion-free countable group. By Proposition[4.2]
we may assume that all nontrivial elements of G are conjugate, and that if f, g €
G\{1} commute then f is algebraically disjoint from g. Suppose that

G — Homeo(X)

is a homomorphism whose image I' is locally moving. Since G is simple, we have
that G = T", and so algebraic disjointness in G propagates to algebraic disjointness
in I'. Since each nontrivial element f is algebraically disjoint from itself, by Propo-
sition 21 the elements f!? and f!2 would have disjoint supports as elements of T,
which is impossible.

Another proof of this fact can be obtained by a forcing argument that ensures
that in a generic torsion-free group for any two pairs (f1,g1) and (f2, g2) such that

(firgiy = 7°
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there exists h € G such that ff! = f, and g = go. Then the proof is obtained
by considering any pair f,g € G that have disjoint support (assuming G admits
a locally moving action on a Hausdorff space with at least two points), and ob-
serving that there is an element h € G such that f* = f and ¢" = fg, which is a
contradiction since f and fg do not have disjoint support.

To see that the Rubin poset of the group G consists of cyclic subgroups of G
ordered by inclusion with bi-infinite chains and infinite antichains, we simply quote
Corollary[Z4land Corollary 4.3l Proposition 4.2l shows that two nontrivial elements
of G commute if and only if they are algebraically disjoint in G. O
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