arXiv:1905.07612v5 [math.GR] 24 Jan 2021

RIGHT EXACT LOCALIZATIONS OF GROUPS

DANIL AKHTIAMOV, SERGEI O. IVANOV, AND FEDOR PAVUTNITSKIY

Abstract. We introduce several classes of localizations (idempotent monads) on the category of groups and study their properties and relations. The most interesting class for us is the class of localizations which coincide with their zero derived functors. We call them right exact (in the sense of Keune). We prove that a right exact localization L preserves the class of nilpotent groups and that for a finite p-group G the map G → LG is an epimorphism. We also prove that some examples of localizations (Baumslag’s P -localization with respect to a set of primes P, Bousfield’s HR-localization, Levine’s localization, Levine-Cha’s Z-localization) are right exact. At the end of the paper we discuss a conjecture of Farjoun about Nikolov-Segal maps and prove a very special case of this conjecture.

Introduction

By a localization we mean an endofunctor L ∶ C → C on a category C together with a natural transformation η ∶ Id → L such that ηL = Lη ∶ L^≅→ L^2 is an isomorphism. An object c ∈ C is called local with respect to a localization L if the morphism η_c ∶ c → Lc is an isomorphism. Localizations are also known as idempotent monads or idempotent coaugmented functors. Equivalently one can think about localizations as reflections to reflective subcategories. Historically, functors of this kind appeared in topology, for example Sullivan localization [37] and Bousfield homological localization [5]. Later, the connection of these localizations with localizations on the category of groups, such as HR-localization of [4] was discovered. On the other hand, Levin introduced an algebraic closure in [25], now called Levine’s localization as a tool to study link concordance. Later it was found that Levine’s localization is closely connected to the parafree conjecture [12] in group theory. One more example of localization comes from the theory of uniquely divisible groups, see [2]. This broad variety of examples calls for a systematic study of localization functors on the category of groups. Such study was started in works of Farjoun, Libman [28], Casacuberta [7] and others. The present work is a continuation of the above-mentioned research program.

We are interested in localizations on the category of groups. There are several works which are focused on properties that are preserved by localizations (see [7] for discussion). For example it is known that the following classes of groups are preserved by localizations: abelian groups; nilpotent groups of class two or less; abelian groups of bounded exponent; finite abelian groups; divisible abelian groups; rings; commutative rings; fields; modules over rings [28], [7]. On the other hand there are counterexamples: the classes of perfect groups [36], finite groups [28]; solvable groups, metabelian groups [33] in general are not preserved by localizations. However, it is not known whether a localization of a nilpotent group is nilpotent. We find this question the most intriguing question in this theory.

When we work with concrete examples of localizations such as Bousfield’s HR-localization, or Baumslag’s P -localization with respect to a set of primes P , we see that they satisfy some nice categorical properties which do not hold for arbitrary localizations. This motivates us to consider some

The main result of the paper (Theorem 3.3) was obtained under the support of the Russian Science Foundation grant N 16-11-10073. The authors also are supported by the grant of the Government of the Russian Federation for the state support of scientific research carried out under the supervision of leading scientists, agreement 14.W03.31.0030 dated 15.02.2018. 1

classes of ‘nice’ localizations and ask which properties of groups are preserved by ‘nice’ localizations, and which known examples of localizations are ‘nice’.

In this note we introduce several classes of localizations on the category of groups, study relations between them and their properties. We also prove that some concrete examples are in these classes. The most interesting class among them is the class of localizations which are equal to their zero derived functor. We call such localizations right exact. In the first two parts of Section 2 we discuss various definitions of right exactness for functors Gr → Gr and equivalences between these definitions. The third part of Section 2 is based on this discussion and devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.9, which is our main tool for working with right exact localizations:

Theorem 2.9. Let L be a localization on the category of groups. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The functor L is right exact.

(2) For a local group A and any its normal subgroup U, if the semidirect product A ⋉ U is local, then the quotient A/U is local.

(3) For any slimplicial group with local components G_● the group π_0(G_●) is local. Further in Section 3 we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let L be a right exact localization on the category of groups and G be a nilpotent group of class n. Then LG is a nilpotent group of class at most n. Moreover, if G is a finite p-group, then G → LG is an epimorphism.

We also prove that some interesting examples of localizations are right exact:

Theorem. Baumslag’s P -localization with respect to a set of primes P, Bousfield’s HR-localization, Levine’s localization and Levine-Cha’s Z-localization are right exact. (see Section 4 for details).

Further, we consider the following five classes of localizations L on the category of groups.

● L_{right exact}. Right exact localizations.

● L_{freely defined}. Freely defined localizations are localizations L which are localizations with respect to the class of morphisms W = {F → LF ∣ F is free}. Roughly speaking, these are localizations which are determined by their values on free groups.

● L_{equational} . Equational localizations are localizations with respect to a class of homomorphisms {F_α → G_α ∣ α ∈ A}, where F_α is a free group. We also give an equivalent description of this class in the language of systems of equations which explains the term (Proposition 6.1).

● L_{epi}. A localization L is called epi-preserving if for any epimorphism of groups G ↠ H the map LG → LH is also an epimorphism. We prove that a localization is epi-preserving if and only if the image of a homomorphism between local groups is local (Proposition 7.1).

● L_{all}. All localizations.

We prove that this is a strictly increasing sequence of classes:

L_{right exact} ⫋ L_{freely defined} ⫋ L_{equational} ⫋ L_{epi} ⫋ L_{all}.

In particular, we give concrete examples from the differences of these classes.

In the last section of the paper we discuss the action of Baumslag P -localization (see Section 4 for the definition) on nilpotent groups. In particular we show that in this case the localization map G → LG is a NS-map: as in [32], the map f ∶ H → G is called a NS-map, if [G, G] = [G, Imf]. This answers the conjecture of Farjoun in case of Baumslag P -localization of nilpotent groups.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Emmanuel Dror Farjoun for helpful discussions. We also want to thank Andrei Lavrenov for the information about right exact functors in the sense of Keune.

1. Preliminaries

In this section we review some necessary background material on localizations and simplicial homotopy theory. This material will be used in the next section in discussion of right exact functors Gr → Gr.

1.1. Basic notions of localizations. Let us introduce some terminology first. If L is a localization on the category of groups, we say that a group A is local (or L-local if we want to emphasize L) if η_A ∶ A → LA is an isomorphism. Note that a localization is uniquely defined by the class of local groups because the map η_G ∶ G → LG is the universal map to a local group. We say that a map f ∶ G → H is an equivalence (or L-equivalence) if Lf is an isomorphism. Let W be a class of maps. A group A is said to be W -local if w^∗ ∶ Hom(H, A) → Hom(G, A) is a bijection for any (w ∶ G → H) ∈ W. A localization L is called localization with respect to W if the class of L-local groups is the class of W -local groups. Note that a localization is always the localization with respect to the class of its equivalences. If W is a set, the localization with respect to W exists [8, Cor. 1.7]. Assuming Vopěnka principle, all localizations can be presented as localization with respect to one map W = {f ∶ G → H} (see [9], also [10]). The localization with respect to a map f ∶ G → H is denoted by L_f . For example, Baumslag’s P -localization (Section 4) is the localization with respect to the map Z → Z[P^{−1}].

1.2. Background on simplicial groups. In the discussion of homotopical aspects of right exactness we prefer to use the language of simplicial groups. Let us remind it.

We use the standard structure of model category on the category of simplicial groups sGr as a framework for doing homotopy theory in this category, see [19]. Following Kan [23], [16], we say that a simplicial group F_● is free if all groups F_n are free and their bases are stable under degeneracy maps. In terms of the model category structure, free simplicial groups are cofibrant objects in the category of simplicial groups [16], [34]. Moreover, a simplicial group is cofibrant if and only if it is a retract of a free simplicial group. For any simplicial group G_● there is a cofibrant replacement F_●^∼↠ G_●, where F_● is a free simplicial group, and this replacement can be made functorial. For example, one can start with the counit of the adjunction G ∶ sSets ⇄ sGr ∶ W between Kan loop group functor G and the classifying space functor W (see [16, Th. 3.3], [19, Ch V. Prop. 6.3]). For a discrete group G, considered as a constant simplicial group, we will call such cofibrant replacement F_●^∼↠ G a free resolution of G, if F_● is a free simplicial group. A free resolution is unique up to a strong homotopy equivalence (loop homotopy equivalence) [23, Prop. 6.5]. We will use this notion later in Section 2 to define derive functors of a given functor Φ ∶ Gr → Gr.

Recall [13, Def. 3.6] that to any simplicial group K_● one can assign a chain complex of (in general non-abelian) groups NK_●, called the Moore complex of K_●, defined as

NK_0 = K_0

NK_n =^n⋂_{i=1} Ker(d_i ∶ K_n → K_{n−1}), n > 0

d = d_0∣_{NKn} ∶ NK_n → NK_{n−1}.

Homology groups of this chain complex are isomorphic to homotopy groups of K_●, see [13, Th. 3.7].

1.3. (Pre)crossed modules. Let G be a group. We say that U is a G-group, if U is a group together with a right action of G on U by automorphisms. Morphisms of G-groups are homomorphisms preserving the action of G. The category of G-groups is denoted by G-Gr. A normal subgroup U of G will be always considered as a G-group with the action by conjugation.

Recall that a precrossed module ∂ is a G-group morphism ∂ ∶ U → G, where U is a G-group. The image of a precrossed module is a normal subgroup of G and the quotient by the image is denoted by π_1(∂) = G/Im ∂. The category of precrossed modules is denoted by PCr. Moreover, if the following condition u^{∂(u2)}_1 = u^{u2}_1 holds for all u_1, u_2 ∈ U, the precrossed module ∂ is called the crossed module. The theory of crossed and precrossed modules is discussed in detail in [6]. Importance of these constructions comes from the fact that crossed modules serve as algebraic models for homotopy 2-types in a similar way as simplicial groups algebraically encode connected topological spaces. Here we sketch one aspect of this equivalence.

It is well known that the category of crossed modules is equivalent to the category of simplicial groups whose Moore complex is of length one ([29, Lemma 2.2], see also [14] and [31, Theorem 1.132]). Moreover, this equivalence of categories preserves homotopy groups. For a crossed module ∂ ∶ U → G the corresponding simplicial group E_● = E_●(U → G) is called the nerve of the crossed module ∂. It has the following components E_0 = G, E_{n+1} = E_n ⋉ U = (. . . (G ⋉ U) ⋉ . . . ) ⋉ U.

Its face and degeneracy homomorphisms are defined as d_0(g, u_1, . . . , u_n) = (g∂(u_1), u_2, . . . , u_n), d_i(g, u_1, . . . , u_n) = (g, u_1, . . . , u_iu_{i+1}, . . . , u_n), 0 < i < n, d_n(g, u_1, . . . , u_n) = (g, u_1, . . . , u_{n−1}), s_i(g, u_1, . . . , u_n) = (g, u_1, . . . , u_{i−1}, 1, u_i, . . . , u_n), 0 ≤ i ≤ n. (1.1)

Then π_0(E_●) = H and π_i(E_●) = 0 for i ≠ 0.

2. Right exact functors

The aim of this section is to remind the notion of a right exact functor in the sense of Keune [24], prove that a functor is right exact if and only if it coincides with its zero derived functor and give some other equivalent descriptions of right exact functors (Theorem 2.5).

2.1. Definitions of right exact functors. Let G, H be groups. Following Keune [24] we denote by double arrow f ∶ G ⇒ H a triple of homomorphisms α = (α_0, α_1, α^0), where α_0, α_1 ∶ G → H and α^0 ∶ H → G such that α_0α^0 = id_H = α_1α^0. We call such triple a splitted couple of epimorphisms.

G^α�⇒ H, G H α_0α^1α^0 , α0α0 = idH = α1α0.

Splitted couples of epimorphisms arise in the beginning of the diagram of a simplicial group. For a splitted couple of epimorphisms α ∶ G ⇒ H we set I(α) ∶= { (α_0g, α_1g) ∈ H × H ∣ g ∈ G }.

Note that I(α) = Im((α_0, α_1) ∶ G → H × H). On the other hand, for a homomorphism φ ∶ G → H Keune defines the following set K(φ) ∶= { (g_0, g_1) ∈ G × G ∣ φg_0 = φg_1 }, which is a pull-back G ×_H G.

Lemma 2.1. Consider a diagram

(2.1) G^{′ α}�⇒ G^φ�→ G^{′′}, where α is a splitted couple of epimorphisms and φ is an epimorphism. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) There is an equality I(α) = K(φ) (in particular φα_0 = φα_1). (2) If we set N = Ker(α_1), then the sequence

N^{α̃0}�→ G^φ�→ G^{′′} �→ 1

is exact, where α̃_0 is the restriction of α_0. (3) The map φ is the coequaliser of the couple (α_0, α_1).

(4) There is an equality φα_0 = φα_1 and the map (α_0, α_1) ∶ G^′ → G ×_G′′ G is an epimorphism.

Proof. (1)⇒(2). For any n ∈ N we have (α_0n, 1) ∈ I(α) = K(φ). Then φ(α_0n) = 1. Hence Im(α̃_0) ⊆ Ker(φ). If g ∈ Ker(φ), then (g, 1) ∈ K(φ) = I(α). Then there exists g^′ ∈ G^′ such that (α_0g^′, α_1g^′) = (g, 1). Then g^′ ∈ N, and g ∈ Im(α̃_0). Therefore Im(α̃_0) = Ker(φ).

(2)⇒(1). First we prove that φα_0 = φα_1. Indeed, for any g^′ ∈ G^′ we have g^′ ⋅ (α^0α_1g^′)^{−1} ∈ N. Set n ∶= g^′ ⋅(α^0α_1g^′)^{−1}. Then, since φα̃_0 = 1, we have 1 = φα_0n = φα_0(g^′ ⋅(α^0α_1g^′)^{−1}) = (φα_0g^′)⋅(φα_1g^′)^{−1}. Hence φα_0g^′ = φα_1g^′.

Since φα_0 = φα_1, we have I(α) ⊆ K(φ). Let (g_0, g_1) ∈ K(φ). Then there exists n ∈ N such that α_0n = g_0 ⋅ g^{−1}_1 . Take g^′ ∶= n ⋅ α^0g_1. Then α_0g^′ = g_0 and α_1g^′ = g_1. Hence (g_0, g_1) ∈ I(α). Therefore I(α) = K(φ). (3)⇔(2). We claim that H ∶= Im(α̃_0 ∶ N → G) is normal in G. Indeed (α_0n)^g = α_0(n^{α0g}) and n^{α0g} ∈ N. Then we need to prove that the projection φ ∶ G → G/H is the coequalizer of the couple of maps (α_0, α_1). Since (1)⇔ (2), we obtain that φα_0 = φα_1. On the other hand, for any homomorphism ψ ∶ G → G^{′′} satisfying ψα_0 = ψα_1 we have H ⊆ Ker(ψ). The assertion follows.

(1)⇔(4). It follows from the equations K(φ) = G ×_G′′ G and I(α) = Im((α_0, α_1) ∶ G^′ → G × G). □

Definition 2.2 (Right exact functor). Such a diagram (2.1) satisfying the equivalent statements (1),(2),(3),(4) of Lemma 2.1 is called a right exact diagram. Following Keune [24], we say that a functor Φ ∶ Gr → Gr is right exact (in the sense of Keune) if it preserves right exact diagrams. Lemma 2.1 implies that a functor is right exact if and only if it commutes with coequalisers of splitted couples of epimorphisms.

Remark 2.3. Right exact functors may not commute with coequalizers of arbitrary couples of homomorphisms. They commute only with coequalizers of splitted couples of epimorphisms.

Remark 2.4. Some authors define right exact functors as functors commuting with finite colimits. We do not use this definition. By a right exact functor we always mean a right exact functor in the sense of Keune.

Alternatively, as mentioned in Section 1, one can define derived functors L_nΦ of Φ using cofibrant replacement functor: for G ∈ Gr define

(2.2) L_nΦ(G) ∶= π_n(ΦF_●),

where F_● is a free simplicial resolution of G. The extension of Φ to the category of simplicial groups sends a strong homotopy equivalence to a strong homotopy equivalence in sGr, hence the definition does not depend on the choice of F_●. In this paper we are only interested in the zero derived functor L_0Φ. It is easy to see that there is a natural map L_0Φ → Φ. Below we prove (Theorem 2.5) that functor is right exact if and only if the map is an isomorphism L_0Φ ≅ Φ.

As an example of right exact functor, one can consider a cartesian square Φ ∶ G ↦ G × G with diagonal map as a coaugmentation. Indeed, it is easy to see that its derived functors L_nΦ are trivial for n > 0 and L_0Φ = Φ.

Let G be a group. Let us discuss one more construction Φ_G derived from a given functor Φ, now in connection with the category of G-groups. Let Φ ∶ Gr → Gr be a functor. For a group G we consider a functor from the category of G-groups to the category of ΦG-groups Φ_G ∶ G-Gr �→ ΦG-Gr given by Φ_GU ∶= Ker(Φ(G ⋉ U) → ΦG).

The action of ΦG on Φ_GU is determined by the map ΦG → Φ(G ⋉ U). Note that there is an isomorphism Φ(G ⋉ U) = ΦG ⋉ Φ_GU.

Consider a precrossed module ∂ ∶ U → G. It induces a homomorphism μ_∂ ∶ G ⋉ U �→ G, μ_∂ (g, u) = g∂(u). This induces a map μ^Φ_∂ ∶ Φ_GU �→ ΦG, which is the composition of Φ(μ_∂ ) and the embedding Φ_GU ↪ Φ(G ⋉ U). It is easy to check that μ^Φ_∂ is a precrossed module again, where the action of ΦG on Φ_GU goes via the map ΦG → Φ(G ⋉ U). This gives a functor Φ^{PCr} ∶ PCr �→ PCr, Φ^{PCr}(∂) = μ^Φ_∂ .

In case when U is normal subgroup of G we set μ_U ∶= μ_∂ and μ^Φ_U ∶= μ^Φ_∂ .

2.2. Equivalence of definitions. Now we will show that definitions of right exactness in terms of diagrams (2.1) and in terms of derived functors (2.2) are equivalent.

Theorem 2.5 (cf. [24, Th.8], [21, Prop. 2.26]). Let Φ ∶ Gr → Gr be a functor. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The functor Φ is right exact.

(2) The natural map L_0Φ^≅→ Φ is an isomorphism. (3) For a short exact sequence U ↣ G ↠ H the sequence

Φ_GU^μ Φ U�→ ΦG �→ ΦH �→ 1 is exact.

(4) For a precrossed module ∂ the natural morphism π_1(Φ^{PCr}(∂))^≅→ Φ(π_1(∂)) is an isomorphism. (5) For a simplicial group G_● the natural morphism π_0(ΦG_●)^≅→ Φ(π_0G_●) is an isomorphism. (6) For any epimorphism of groups G ↠ H the following diagram is a coequalizer diagram Φ(G ×_H G) ⇉ Φ(G) → Φ(H), where the maps that are coequalized are natural projections G ×_H G → G.

Proof. First we prove that (2),(3),(4),(5) are equivalent.

(2)⇒(3). Since G ↠ H is an epimorphism we can choose free resolutions F_● ↠ G and F^′_● ↠ H and the lifting F_● → F^′_● of the epimorphism such that F_n → F^′_n is an epimorphism for any n. For example, we can choose the bar resolutions. An epimorphism between free groups splits. It follows that Φ(F_0) → Φ(F^′_0) is a split epimorphism. Therefore L_0ΦG → L_0ΦH is an epimorphism, and hence, ΦG ↠ ΦH is an epimorphism. So, Φ is epi-preserving.

Now consider a crossed module ∂ ∶ U ↪ G and its classifying space E_● as in Section 1.3. Take a cofibrant replacement by a free simplicial group F_●^∼↠ E_●. Then F_● is a free resolution of H. We obtain a diagram

(2.3)

ΦF_1 ΦF_0

Φ(G ⋉ U) ΦG

If we set N = Ker(d_1 ∶ F_1 → F_0), the map s_0 ∶ F_0 → F_1 induces an isomorphism F_1 ≅ F_0 ⋉ N. Note that d_1 ∶ G ⋉ U → G is just the projection but d_0 = μ_U ∶ G ⋉ U → G.

After switching to Moore complexes, from (2.3) we obtain the following diagram

Φ_{F0} N ΦF_0 L_0ΦH

Φ_GU ΦG ΦH, ≅ μ^Φ_U

where the upper row is exact, vertical maps are epimorphisms and the right-hand vertical map is an isomorphism. Simple diagram chasing shows that the lower row is also exact.

(3)⇒(4). Take a precrossed module ∂ ∶ U → G. Set I ∶= Im∂ and H = π_1∂. Note that (3) implies that Φ is epi-preserving. It follows that Φ_GU → Φ_GI is surjective. Then we obtain the diagram Φ_GU ΦG π_1(Φ^{PCr}(∂))

Φ_GI ΦG ΦH. μ^Φ_∂ μ^Φ_I

The upper row is exact by definition. The lower row is exact by assumption. Then the five-lemma implies that the right hand map is an isomorphism.

(4)⇒(5). For any simplicial group G_● one can construct a precrossed module N_{≤1}(G_●) = (∂ ∶ N_1 → G_0), where N_1 = Ker(d_1 ∶ G_1 → G_0) and ∂ = d_0∣_{N1} . This gives a functor N_{≤1} ∶ sGr → PCr such that π_1(N_{≤1}(G_●)) = π_0(G_●). It is easy to check that the diagramsGr PCr

sGr PCr

N_{≤1}

ΦΦ^{PCr}

N_{≤1}

is commutative. The assertion follows.

(5)⇒(2). Obvious.

So we proved that (2),(3),(4),(5) are equivalent.

(1)⇔(4). The languages of splitted couples of epimorphisms and precrossed modules are equivalent. Let us give translations. For a splitted couple of epimorphisms α ∶ G ⇒ H we denote by N(α) the precrossed module α̃_0 ∶ N → H, where α̃_0 is the restriction of α_0 and H acts on N by the formula n^h = n^{α0h}. It is easy to see that the group G can be reconstructed from the precrossed module because there is an isomorphism H ⋉ N ≅ G, (h, n) ↦ α^0h ⋅ n. On the other hand, if we have a precrossed module ∂ ∶ N → H we denote by C(∂) the splitted couple of epimorphisms α ∶ H ⋉ N ⇒ H, where

α_0(h, n) = h ⋅ n, α_1(h, n) = h, α^0(h) = (h, 1).

It is easy to check that these two functors N ∶ SplCoupEpi → PCr and C ∶ PCr → SplCoupEpi induce equivalences of categories of splitted couples of epimorphisms and precrossed modules

SplCoupEpi ≃ PCr.

There is a commutative diagram of functors SplCoupEpi PCr

SplCoupEpi PCr

ΦNΦ^{PCr} N .

Coequalizer of a splitted couple of epimorphisms α is isomorphic to π_1(N(α)) by Lemma 2.1. The assertion follows.

Thus we proved that (1),(2),(3),(4),(5) are equivalent.

(1)⇒(6). The triple α = (pr_0, pr_1, Δ), where pr_0, pr_1 ∶ G×_H G → G are projections and Δ ∶ G → G×_H G is a diagonal map, forms a splitted couple of epimorphisms α ∶ G ×_H G ⇒ G. The assertion follows.

(6)⇒(1). (6) implies that Φ sends epimorphisms to epimorphisms. Let G^′ ⇒ G → G^{′′} be a right exact diagram. Lemma 2.1 implies that G^′ → G×_G′′ G is an epimorphism. Hence Φ(G^′) → Φ(G×_G′′ G) is an epimorphism. It follows that the coequalizer of Φ(G^′) ⇉ Φ(G) equals to the coequalizer of Φ(G ×_G′′ G) ⇉ Φ(G). The assertion follows. □

2.3. Right exact localizations and equivariantly local groups. In this part of the paper we introduce a convenient reformulation of the property of localization functor being right exact in terms of locality of quotients of local groups by local normal subgroup of special kind (Theorem 2.9), which will be our main tool for working with right exact localizations.

Let L = (L, η) be a localization on the category of groups and A be a local group with respect to L. If we identify A = LA, we obtain that the functor L_A acts from the category of A-groups to itself L_A ∶ A-Gr �→ A-Gr such that L(A ⋉ U) = A ⋉ L_AU. Moreover, there is a natural map U → L_AU and L_A is a localization on the category of A-groups. We say that an A-group U is equivariantly local, if it is local with respect to L_A. Note that U is equivariantly local if and only if A ⋉ U is local.

Lemma 2.6. If A and B are local groups and f ∶ A → B is a homomorphism, then Kerf is equivariantly local.

Proof. The class of local groups is closed under small limits. Thus A ×_B A is also local. The map A ×_B A → A ⋉ Kerf given by (a_1, a_2) ↦ (a_1, a^{−1}_1 a_2) is an isomorphism. Hence, A ⋉ Kerf is local. Therefore, Kerf is equivariantly local. □

Corollary 2.7. If A is a local group, then A is equivariantly local as A-group.

Corollary 2.8. If A is a local group and U ◁ A such that A/U is local, then U is equivariantly local.

Theorem 2.9. Let L be a localization on the category of groups. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The functor L is right exact.

(2) For a local group A and any equivariantly local normal subgroup U the quotient A/U is local. (3) For any slimplicial group with local components G_● the group π_0(G_●) is local.

Proof. (1)⇒ (2). Follow from (2)⇒(3) of Theorem 2.5.

(2)⇒ (1). For any group G we have L_{LG} ○ L_G = L_G because there are isomorphisms LG ⋉ L_GU = L(G ⋉ U) = LL(G ⋉ U) = L(LG ⋉ L_GU) = LG ⋉ L_{LG}L_GU, which are compatible with maps to LG. It follows that L_GU is LG-local for any G-group U.

Lemma 2.6 together with the assumption implies that the image of a homomorphism A → B between two local groups is local. It follows that if U and V are two equivariantly local A-groups and U → V is an A-group morphism, then its image is also equivariantly local.

Consider a short exact sequence U ↣ G ↠ H. Then the groups LG and L_GU are LG-local, and hence, the image I = Im(L_GU → LG) is a LG-local normal subgroup. Therefore LG/I is local by assumption. Hence LG/I is the cokernel of the map L_GU → LG in the category of local groups. On the other hand the functor L considered as a functor to the category of local groups L^′ ∶ Gr → Loc commutes with cokernels because it is left adjoint to the embedding. Then LG/I ≅ LH. The assertion follows from (3)⇒(2) of Theorem 2.5.

(1)⇒(3). This follows from (1)⇒ (5) of Theorem 2.5.

(3)⇒(2). Let A be a local group and U be its equivariantly local normal subgroup. Consider the nerve E_● = E_●(U ↪ A) of the crossed module U ↪ A. Set G_● ∶= LE_●. Since A is local and U is equivarianly local, we have G_0 = E_0 = A and G_1 = E_1 = A ⋉ U. Therefore π_0(G_●) = π_0(E_●) = A/U, and hence, A/U is local. □

Corollary 2.10. If L is a right exact localization and A and B are local groups, then the image of a homomorphism A → B is local.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.9. □

Remark 2.11. From Theorem 2.9 it is clear that if for the localization L the category of L-local groups forms a variety (in sense of universal algebra), then localization L is right exact. Indeed, since variety is closed under epimorphic images, every quotient of L-local group is L-local. In particular, nilpotent reduction functor G ↦ G/γ_n is an example of right exact localization.

3. Right exact localizations of nilpotent groups

In the following section we establish a behaviour of right exact localizations with respect to central extensions. Using the properties of this behaviour we are able to answer some questions of [7] for a class of right exact localizations.

We denote by Z(G) the center of a group G. We say that an epimorphism f ∶ G ↠ H is a central extension if Ker(f) ⊆ Z(G).

Lemma 3.1. Let L be a localization on the category of groups and f ∶ G → H be a homomorphism. Then Im(f) ⊆ Z(H) implies Im(Lf) ⊆ Z(LH).

Proof. We claim that that η(Z(H)) ⊆ Z(LH), where η = η_H ∶ H → LH is the coaugmentation. Indeed for any z ∈ Z(H) we obtain that the inner automorphism φ_{ηz} ∶ LH → LH satisfies φ_{ηz} η = η, and hence, φ_{ηz} = id and ηz ∈ Z(LH). It follows that Im(η_H f) = Im((Lf)η_G) ⊆ Z(LH). Take an element b ∈ LH and denote by φ_b ∶ LH → LH the corresponding inner automorphism. Since Im(η_H f) ⊆ Z(LH), we obtain φ_b(Lf)η_G = (Lf)η_G. Since LH is local, we have that η^∗_G ∶ Hom(LG, LH) ≅ Hom(G, LH), and hence φ_b(Lf) = Lf for any b ∈ LH. The assertion follows. □

Lemma 3.2 (c.f. [15]). Let L be a right exact localization on the category of groups and G ↠ H be a central extension. Then LG ↠ LH is also a central extension and, if we set K = Ker(G ↠ H), the sequence LK → LG → LH → 1 is exact.

Proof. We have an isomorphism L_GK = LK because G ⋉ K = G × K and L commutes with products. Hence the sequence LK → LG → LH → 1 is exact by (1)⇒(2) of Theorem 2.5. Lemma 3.1 implies that the image of LK → LG is in the center. □

Theorem 3.3. Let L be a right exact localization on the category of groups and G be a nilpotent group of class n. Then LG is a nilpotent group of class at most n. Moreover, if G is a finite p-group, then G → LG is an epimorphism.

Proof. It is known that for an abelian group G its localization LG is also abelian [28] (it also follows from Lemma 3.1). Then the result about nilpotent groups follows by induction from Lemma 3.2.

Now consider the second assertion. For any localization L we have L(Z/p) ≅ Z/p or L(Z/p) = 0 (see [28, Th.2.3]). Here we use the fact that a localization on the category of groups induces a localization on the category of abelian groups. This gives the basis of induction. For the step of induction it is enough to prove that for a central extension G ↠ H such that Ker(G ↠ H) ≅ Z/p, if H → LH is an epimorphism, then G → LG is an epimorphism. Denote by I the image of L(Z/p) → LG. Then Lemma 3.2 implies that I ↣ LG ↠ LH is a short exact sequence. Therefore we obtain a morphism of short exact sequences Z/p G H

I LG LH.

The snake lemma implies that the map G → LG is an epimorphism. □

4. Examples of right exact localizations

4.1. Baumslag’s P -localization. Let P be a set of prime numbers. We denote by Z[P^{−1}] the subring of Q, consisting of numbers whose denominator’s prime factors are in P. We denote by L_P the localization functor with respect to the map Z → Z[P^{−1}]. A group A is local with respect to L_P if and only if it is uniquely P -divisible i.e. the p-power map A → A, a ↦ a^p is a bijection for any p ∈ P (such groups are called D-groups in Baumslag’s papers [2], [3]). Note that on the subcategory of abelian groups Baumslag P -localization is just tensoring with Z[P^{−1}].

Theorem 4.1. Baumslag’s localization at a set of primes P is right exact.

Proof. We are going to prove this statement using our characterising property of right exact localizations given in Theorem 2.9. Let us consider a local group A and its equivariantly local normal subgroup U. Then A and A ⋉ U are uniquely P -divisible. It is easy to check by induction that (a, u)^n = (a^n, a^{−n}(au)^n) for any (a, u) ∈ A ⋉ U. Therefore, A ⋉ U is uniquely P -divisible if and only if for any p ∈ P and any (a, u) ∈ A⋉U there exists a unique (b, v) ∈ A⋉U such that (b^p, b^{−p}(bv)^p) = (a, u). Since A is uniquely P -divisible, this is equivalent to the following statement:

(∗) for any p ∈ P, a ∈ A and u ∈ U there exists a unique v ∈ U such that u = a^{−p}(av)^p.

Thus it is sufficient to show that A/U is uniquely P -divisible. It is easy to see that it is P -divisible, hence only uniqueness need to be proved. We prove that for any a_1, a_2 ∈ A such that a^p_1a^{−p}_2 ∈ U we have a_1a^{−1}_2 ∈ U. Take u = a^p_1a^{−p}_2 and a = a^{−1}_1 . Thus (∗) implies that there exists v ∈ U such that a^p_1a^{−p}_2 = a^p_1(a^{−1}_1 v)^p. Dividing both of the sides by a^p_1 and extracting the p-th root, we obtain: a^{−1}_2 = a^{−1}_1 v, and hence, a_1a^{−1}_2 = v ∈ U. It follows that A/U is uniquely P -divisible. □

4.2. Bousfield’s HR-localization. We denote by R a subring of Q or the ring Z/n for some n. Then the functor of HR-localization is the functor of localization with respect to the class of R-2-connected homomorphisms i.e. homomorphisms f ∶ G → H which induce an isomorphism H_1(G, R) ≅ H_1(H, R) and an epimorphism H_2(G, R) ↠ H_2(H, R) (for details see [4]). Nilpotent groups are examples of HZ-local groups, but in general computation of HZ-localization of the given group can be a difficult problem. Example of such computation is given in [22, Prop. 9.2] for G = Z ⋉ Z.

Following Bousfield [4] we say that a subgroup B of a group A is HR-closed, if for any bigger subgroup B ⊊ B^′ ⊆ A the map H_1(B, R) → H_1(B^′, R) is not an epimorphism.

Bousfield has proved the following statements.

Proposition 4.2 (Bousfield [4]).

(1) A subgroup of an HR-local group is HR-local if and only if it is HR-closed [4, Cor. 2.11]. (2) The image of a homomorphism between HR-local groups is HR-local [4, Cor. 2.12]. (3) A homomorphism between HR-local groups A → B is an epimorphism if and only if H_1(A, R) → H_1(B, R) is an epimorphism [4, Cor.2.13].

(4) In particular, the functor of HR-localization is epi-preserving.

Definition 4.3. Let A be a group and let U be an A-group. We say that an A-subgroup V ≤ U is HR-A-closed, if A ⋉ V is HR-closed in A ⋉ U. Note that H_1(A ⋉ V, R) = H_1(A, R) ⊕ H_1(V, R)_A. Hence, V is HR-A-closed in U if and only if for any bigger A-subgroup V ⊊ V^′ ⊆ U the map between coinvariants H_1(V, R)_A → H_1(V^′, R)_A is not an epimorphism.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be an HR-local group and let U be a normal subgroup. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The quotient A/U is HR-local.

(2) The quotient A/U is transfinitely R-nilpotent, i.e. intersection of the transfinite lower Rcentral series, as in [4, p. 48], is trivial.

(3) The group U is HR-A-closed in A.

(4) The group U is L_A-local, where L is the functor of HR-localization.

Proof. (1)⇒(2). Any HR-local group is transfinitely R-nilpotent [4, Prop. 1.2].

(2)⇒(3). Assume that U ⊆ V ◁ A and H_1(U, R)_A → H_1(V, R)_A is an epimorphism. It follows that U/[U, A] ⊗ R → V /[V, A] ⊗ R is an epimorphism. If we set V^′ = V /U and A^′ = A/U, we obtain V^′/[V^′, A^′] ⊗ R = 0. Since A/U is transfinitely R-nilpotent, this implies V^′ = 1, and hence V = U.

(3)⇒(1). We denote the functor of HR-localization by L and H_∗(−) ∶= H_∗(−, R). Since L sends epimorphisms to epimorphisms, we obtain that A → L(A/U) is an epimorphism. Denote the kernel of this epimorphism by U^′ and consider the diagram:1 U A A/U 1

1 U^′ A L(A/U) 1. id η_{A/U}

Since η_{A/U} is R-2-connected, we obtain the isomorphism H_1(A/U) ≅ H_1(L(A/U)) and the epimorphism H_2(A/U) ↠ H_2(L(A/U)). Then 5-lemma applied to the diagram

H_2(A) H_2(A/U) H_1(U)_A H_1(A) H_1(A/U)

H_2(A) H_2(A/U^′) H_1(U^′)_A H_1(A) H_1(L(A/U)).

≅ ≅ ≅

implies that H_1(U)_A → H_1(U^′)_A is an epimorphism. Using that U is HR-A-closed, we obtain that U = U^′, and hence A/U = L(A/U) is HR-local.

(3)⇔ (4). Proposition 4.2 states that a subgroup of an L-local group is L-local if and only if it is HR-closed. Therefore an A-subgroup of an L_A-local A-group is L_A-local if and only if it is HR-A-closed. □

Theorem 4.5. The functor of HR-localization is right exact.

Proof. By Theorem 2.9 it is sufficient to show that for any HR-local group A and its equivariantly local normal subgroup U the quotient A/U is HR-local. But this follows Lemma 4.4 part (4) ⇒ (1). □ 4.3. Levine’s localization and Levine-Cha’s Z-localization. In this subsection we will discuss Levine’s localization [25] which is called the “algebraic closure” in that paper (see also [26], [27]) and show that this localization is right exact (Theorem 4.11). We will also use some facts about the so-called “R-algebraic closure” of groups introduced by Cha in [11], which we call Levine-Cha R-localization.

For a subgroup H of a group G we denote by H^G the normal subgroup of G generated by H.

Let G be a group, X be a set and F (X) be a free group generated by X. Elements of G ∗ F (X) are called monomials (with coefficients in G). A monomial is called contractible if it lies in the kernel of the projection G ∗ F (X) → F (X). The set of contractible monomials forms the normal closure of G in G ∗ F (X). A monomial is called acyclic if it is in the kernel of the projection to the abelianization G∗F (X) → F (X)_{ab}. The set of acyclic monomials forms the group G^{G∗F (X)}[G ∗ F (X), G ∗ F (X)].

Lemma 4.6. Let G be a group, H be a subgroup and φ ∶ X → G be a map such that G = ⟨H ∪ φ(X)⟩. Then the following statements about an element g ∈ G are equivalent.

(1) The element g lies in H^G.

(2) There exists a contractible monomial w ∈ H ∗ F (X), whose image in G is g. Moreover, the following statements about an element g ∈ G are also equivalent.

(1) The element g lies in H^G[G, G].

(2) There exists an acyclic monomial w ∈ H ∗ F (X), whose image in G is g.

Proof. Obvious. □

Let G be a group and X = {x_1, . . . , x_n} be a finite set. Levine’s system of equations is a set of the form E = {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n } ⊆ G ∗ F (X), where w_i are contractible monomials. One thinks about this set as a set of equations {x_i = w_i}. Following Cha [11], we define a Z-nullhomologous system of equations as a set of the form E = {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n } ⊆ G ∗ F (X), where w_i are acyclic monomials. A solution of a Levine’s (or Z-nullhomologous) system of equations is a map φ ∶ X → G such that E lies in the kernel of corresponding homomorphism G ∗ F (X) → G.

A group G is called Levine local (resp. Levine-Cha Z-local) if any Levine’s (resp. Z-nullhomologous) system of equations has a unique solution. Levine’s localization (resp. Levine-Cha’s Z-localization) of a group G is the universal map from G to a Levine local (resp. Levine-Cha Z-local) group. Both localizations exist for any group and give functors L_{Lev}, L_{Lev-Cha} ∶ Gr → Gr (see [11]). Levine localization is called the “algebraic closure” and Levine local groups are called “E-local” in [25]. It is known that Levine’s localization is the localization with respect to the class of 2-connected normally surjective homomorphisms f ∶ G → H such that G is finitely generated and H is finitely presented [25]. Similarly, the Levine-Cha Z-localization is the localization with respect to the class of 2-connected homomorphisms f ∶ G → H such that G is finitely generated and H is finitely presented [11, Th. 5.2.]. As with HZ-localization, nilpotent groups are both Levine local and Levine-Cha Z-local.

A normal subgroup H of a group G is called invisible if it is the normal closure of a finite number of elements H = ⟨h_1, . . . , h_n⟩^G and H = [H, G]. A Levine local group does not contain nontrivial invisible subgroups [25].

Proposition 4.7 (c.f. Lemma 4.9. [11]). The following statements about a group G are equivalent.

(1) The group G has no nontrivial invisible subgroups. (2) A Z-nullhomologous system over G has at most one solution. (3) A Levine’s system over G has at most one solution.

Proof. (1)⇒(2). Assume that {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n } is a Z-nullhomologous system of equations and φ, ψ ∶ X → G are two of its solutions. Set φ_i = φ(x_i), ψ_i = ψ(x_i) and h_i = φ_iψ^{−1}_i . We prove that H ∶= ⟨h_1, . . . , h_n⟩^G is an invisible subgroup. In the following computation the symbol ≡ means equation modulo [H, G]. Note that h_ig ≡ gh_i for any g ∈ G. We need to prove that h_i ≡ 1. Fix i and let w_i = g_1x^{ϵ1}_{k1} g_2 . . . g_mx^{ϵm}_{km} g_{m+1}, where g_j ∈ G and ϵ_i ∈ {−1, 1}. Then

φ_i = g_1φ^{ϵ1}_{k1} g_2 . . . g_mφ^{ϵm}_{km} g_{m+1} and ψ_i = g_1ψ^{ϵ1}_{k1} g_2 . . . g_mψ^{ϵm}_{km} g_{m+1}.

Set φ^{(l)}_i = g_1φ^{ϵ1}_{k1} g_2 . . . g_{l−1}φ^{ϵl}_{kl−1} g_l and ψ^{(l)}_i = g_1ψ^{ϵ1}_{k1} g_2 . . . g_{l−1}ψ^{ϵl−1}_{kl−1} g_l. Hence

h_i = φ_iψ^{−1}_i = φ^{(m)}_i φ^{ϵm}_{km} g_{m+1}g^{−1}_{m+1}ψ^{−ϵm}_{km} (ψ^{(m)}_i )^{−1} ≡ φ^{(m)}_i (ψ^{(m)}_i )^{−1}h^{ϵm}_{km} ≡ . . .

⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ≡ φ^{(m−1)}_i (ψ^{(m−1)}_i )^{−1}h^{ϵm−1}_{km−1} h^{ϵm}_{km} ≡ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ≡ h^{ϵ1}_{k1} . . . h^{ϵm}_{km} .

Since x^{ϵ1}_{k1} . . . x^{ϵm}_{km} ∈ [F (X), F (X)], we obtain h^{ϵ1}_{k1} . . . h^{ϵm}_{km} ≡ 1. Therefore h_i ≡ 1.

(2)⇒(3). Obvious.

(3)⇒(1). Let H = ⟨h_1, . . . , h_n⟩^G be an invisible subgroup. Then H = [H, G], and hence, h_i can be presented as a product of commutators h_i = [a_{i,1}, g_{i,1}]^{ϵi,1} . . .[a_{i,N} , g_{i,N} ]^{ϵi,N} , where a_{i,j} ∈ H and ϵ_{i,j} ∈ {−1, 1}. Set X = {x_1, . . . , x_n}. Since a_{i,j} ∈ ⟨h_1, . . . , h_n⟩^G there exist monomials u_{i,j} ∈ G ∗ F (x_1, . . . , x_n) which lie in the normal closure ⟨x_1, . . . , x_n⟩^{G∗F (X)} such that a_{i,j} is the image of u_{i,j} with respect to the map {x_1, . . . , x_n} → G sending x_i to h_i. Consider the monomials w_i = [u_{i,1}, g_{i,1}]^{ϵi,1} . . .[u_{i,N} , g_{i,N} ]^{ϵi,N} in G ∗ F (x_1, . . . , x_n). Note that w_i ∈ ⟨x_1, . . . , x_n⟩^{G∗F (X)} because u_{i,j} is in this subgroup. The map X → G sending x_i to h_i is a solution of the Levine’s system of equations {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n }. The map X → G sending x_i to 1 is also a solution of this system. Hence h_i = 1 for any i and H = 1. □

Proposition 4.8. Let A be a Levine local group and B be its subgroup. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The subgroup B is Levine local.

(2) If C = ⟨B ∪ {c_1, . . . , c_n}⟩ for some c_1, . . . , c_n ∈ A such that C = B^C , then B = C.

Proof. (1)⇒(2). Since C is the normal closure of B in C, c_i can be presented as w_i(c_1, . . . , c_n), where w_i is a contractible monomial of B ∗ F (x_1, . . . , x_n). Then c_i is the solution of the Levine’s system of equations {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n } over A, which is unique. Since B is local, c_i ∈ B.

(2)⇒(1). Assume that {x_1w^{−1}_1 , . . . , x_nw^{−1}_n } is a Levine’s system of equations and c_1, . . . , c_n is its solution in A. Thus C = ⟨B ∪ {c_1, . . . , c_n}⟩ satisfies the assumption C = B^C , and hence C = B. It follows that the elements of the solution c_1, . . . , c_n lie in B. Then B is local. □

Lemma 4.9. Let U ⊆ V be two normal subgroups of a group G. Then

(4.1) (G ⋉ U)^{G⋉V} = G ⋉ U[V, G].

Proof. Since commutator subgroup of G ⋉ V is equal to [G, G] ⋉ [V, G], it contains in the right hand side of (4.1), hence G ⋉ U[V, G] is normal and contains the normal closure of G ⋉ U. For the inclusion in the opposite direction it is sufficient to show that G ⋉ [V, G] is contained in the left hand side of (4.1), this follows from the chain of inclusions

1 ⋉ [V, G] ⊆ [G ⋉ V, G ⋉ U] ⊆ (G ⋉ U)^{G⋉V} . □ Proposition 4.10. Let A be a Levine local group and U be a normal subgroup. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The quotient A/U is Levine local.

(2) The quotient A/U has no nontrivial invisible subgroups. (3) The subgroup U is equivariantly Levine local.

(4) If V = ⟨U ∪ {v_1, . . . , v_n}⟩^A for some v_1, . . . , v_n ∈ A such that V = U[V, A], then V = U.

Proof. (3)⇔(4). Any subgroup of A ⋉ A containing A ⋉ U is a group of the form A ⋉ V, where V is normal. The semidirect product A ⋉ V is the normal closure of A ⋉ U in A ⋉ V if and only if V = U[V, A]. Then it follows from Proposition 4.8.

(2) ⇔ (4). The equality V = U[V, A] is equivalent to the equality V^′ = [V^′, A^′], where V^′ = V /U and A^′ = A/U. Then a normal subgroup V ⊇ U satisfies the assumption of (4) if and only if V /U is invisible.

(1) ⇔ (2). It is easy to see that any Levine’s system has a (non necessarily unique) solution in A/U because A is Levine local. Then this follows from Proposition 4.7. □

Theorem 4.11. Levine’s localization is right exact.

Proof. This follows from (1)⇔ (3) of Proposition 4.10 and Theorem 2.9. □

Similarly one can prove the following results.

Proposition 4.12. Let A be a Levine-Cha Z-local group and B be its subgroup. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The subgroup B is Levine-Cha Z-local.

(2) If C = ⟨B ∪ {c_1, . . . , c_n}⟩ for some c_1, . . . , c_n ∈ A such that C = B^C [C, C], then B = C.

Proposition 4.13. Let A be a Levine-Cha Z-local group and U be a normal subgroup. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The quotient A/U is Levine-Cha Z-local.

(2) The quotient A/U has no nontrivial invisible subgroups. (3) The subgroup U is equivariant Levine-Cha Z-local.

(4) If V = ⟨U ∪ {v_1, . . . , v_n}⟩^A for some v_1, . . . , v_n ∈ A such that V = U[V, A], then V = U.

Theorem 4.14. Levine-Cha’s Z-localization is right exact.

We believe that similar results can be proved for Levine-Cha’s R-localization for arbitrary R.

5. Freely defined localizations

In the following three sections we introduce more classes of localizations (with some examples and non-examples) which properly extend the class of right exact localizations.

5.1. Freely defined localizations. A localization L is called freely defined if it is a localization with respect to the class of maps {η_F ∶ F → LF }, where F runs over all free groups. In other words, a group A is local if and only if Hom(LF, A) → Hom(F, A) is a bijection for any free group F .

Proposition 5.1. Any right exact localization is freely defined, i.e.

L_{rightexact} ⊆ L_{freely defined}.

Proof. Assume that L is right exact and a group A satisfies the property that Hom(LF, A) → Hom(F, A) is a bijection for any free group F . We prove that A is local. It is enough to prove that Hom(LG, A) → Hom(G, A) is a bijection for any group G. Consider a free simplicial resolution F_●^∼↠ G. Since L is right exact, LG is the coequaliser of LF_1 ⇉ LF_0. Then we have a commutative diagram

Hom(LG, A) Hom(LF_0, A) Hom(LF_1, A)

Hom(G, A) Hom(F_0, A) Hom(F_1, A), ≅ ≅

where rows are equalizers. Then the left vertical map is also a bijection. □

5.2. The localization of the abelianization with respect to the map Z → Z_p. This subsection is devoted to an example of a freely defined localization, which is not right exact. We denote by p a prime number and by Z_p the abelian group of p-adic integers. Note that End(Z_p) ≅ Z_p and any endomomorphism of Z_p is given by multiplication by an element of Z_p. Indeed End(Z_p) = Hom(Z_p, lim←� Z/p^i) = lim←� Hom(Z_p, Z/p^i) = lim←� Z/p^i = Z_p. Hence the map Z → Z_p is local (i.e. Hom(Z_p, Z_p) ≅ Hom(Z, Z_p)).

Consider the localization on the category of abelian groups with respect to the map Z → Z_p ℓ_p ∶ Ab �→ Ab, ℓ_p ∶= ℓ_{Z→Zp}.

Any localization on the category of abelian groups is additive, so ℓ_p is also additive and we can consider its derived functors in the sense of classical homological algebra.

Lemma 5.2. For any free abelian group A we have ℓ_pA = A ⊗ Z_p. Moreover, the zero derived functor is given by tensoring by Z_p L_0ℓ_p = − ⊗ Z_p, which is not a localization functor. In particular, ℓ_p is not equal to its zero derived functor.

Proof. Let α be any cardinal number. We prove that Z^{⊕α}_p is local with respect to the homomorphism Z → Z_p. First we note that the product Z^{∏α}_p is obviously local Hom(Z_p, Z^{∏ α}_p ) ≅ Hom(Z_p, Z_p)^{∏ α} ≅ Hom(Z, Z_p)^{∏ α} ≅ Hom(Z, Z^{∏α}_p ).

Then we have a commutative diagram Hom(Z^p, Z^{⊕αp} ) Hom(Z, Z^{⊕αp} )

Hom(Z_p, Z^{∏ α}_p ) Hom(Z, Z^{∏α}_p ). ≅

This implies that the upper horizontal map is a monomorphism. On the other hand it is an epimorphism because for any map f ∶ Z → Z^{⊕α}_p we can lift it using the Z_p-module structure f^′ ∶ Z_p → Z^{⊕α}_p f^′(a) = a ⋅ f(1). Thus Z^{⊕α}_p is local.

Assume that B is a local group. Then we have Hom(Z^{⊕α}, B) ≅ Hom(Z, B)^{∏ α} ≅ Hom(Z_p, B)^{∏ α} ≅ Hom(Z^{⊕α}_p , B).

It follows that the map Z^{⊕α} → Z^{⊕α}_p is a universal map to local groups and ℓ_p(Z^{⊕α}) ≅ Z^{⊕α}_p . In other words, for any free abelian group A we have ℓ_pA ≅ A⊗Z_p. By the universal property of the morphism A → A ⊗ Z_p we see that the isomorphism ℓ_pA ≅ A ⊗ Z_p is natural. If two additive functors coincide on free abelian groups, then their derived functors coincide. Hence L_0ℓ_p = − ⊗ Z_p. The functor − ⊗ Z_p is not a localization because Z ⊗ Z_p ⊗ Z_p = Z_p ⊗ Z_p /≅ Z_p = Z ⊗ Z_p. □

Proposition 5.3. Let L ∶ Gr → Gr denote the composition given by LG ∶= ℓ_p(G_{ab}). Then the following holds.

(1) The functor L is the localization with respect to the map f ∶ F_2 → LF_2 = Z^2_p, where F_2 is the 2-generated free group L = L_f . (2) The zero derived functor of L can be described as follows L_0L(G) = G_{ab} ⊗ Z_p, which is not a localization.

(3) The functor L is freely defined but it is not right exact, therefore we have:

L_{rightexact} ≠ L_{freely defined}.

Proof. It is easy to see that L is a localization. Note that L-local groups are abelian groups which are local with respect to the map Z → Z_p. We claim that a group is local if and only if it is local with respect to the map f ∶ F_2 → Z^2_p. Indeed, any f-local group A is abelian because for any two elements a, b ∈ A we can consider a map F_2 → A sending generators to a, b and lift it to a map from an abelian group Z^2_p → A. On the other hand the map Z → Z_p is a retract of the map f, and hence, all f-local groups are Z → Z_p-local. Hence L = L_f .

Consider the set W = {F → LF ∣ F is free}. Since f ∈ W and L = L_f , we obtain that L is freely defined.

Now we prove that L_0L(G) = G_{ab} ⊗ Z_p. Let us consider a free resolution F_●^∼↠ G of a group G. The functor of abelianization is right exact π_0((F_●)_{ab}) = G_{ab}. Hence d_0 − d_1 ∶ (F_1)_{ab} → (F_0)_{ab} is the beginning of a free resolution of G_{ab} in the category of free groups. Then Lemma 5.2 implies that the cokernel of ℓ_p((F_1)_{ab}) → ℓ_p((F_0)_{ab}) is G_{ab} ⊗ Z_p. It follows that L_0L(G) = G_{ab} ⊗ Z_p. The functor G ↦ G_{ab} ⊗ Z_p is not a localization because Z_p /≅ Z_p ⊗ Z_p. □

6. Equational localizations

A localization L on the category of groups is called equational if there exists a class of homomorphisms W = {F_α → G_α ∣ α ∈ A} such that F_α is a free group for any α and L is the localization with respect to this class. It follows from the definition that a freely defined localization is equational, namely, L_{freely defined} ⊆ L_{equational} .

Let A, X be two sets. Denote by F A and F X the free groups generated by them and by F A ∗ F X their free product. We say that A is the set of parameters and X is the set of variables. A system of equations is a triple of sets (A, X, E), where E ⊆ F A ∗ F X. We say that a group G satisfies the system of equations (A, X, E) if for any function A → G there exists a unique function X → G such that E is contained in the kernel of the induced map F A ∗ F X → G.

For example, consider A = {a}, X = {x} and E = {x^2a}. Then G is uniquely 2-divisible if and only if G satisfies the system of equations (A, X, E).

Assume E = {(A_α, X_α, E_α) ∣ α ∈ A} is a class of systems of equations. A group G satisfies E if it satisfies each of the systems. We say that a localization L is defined by the class of equations E if the class of L-local groups is the class of groups satisfying E.

For example, Bousfield’s HZ-localization can be defined by the class of so-called Γ-systems of equations [18]. Levine’s localization is by definition a localization defined by a class of systems of equations [26], [27]. Baumslag’s P -localization is also defined by a class of systems of equations E = {({a}, {x}, {x^pa}) ∣ p ∈ P }.

Proposition 6.1. A localization is equational if and only if it is defined by some class of systems of equations.

Proof. Let E = {(A_α, X_α, E_α) ∣ α ∈ A} be a system of equations. Set

F_α = F A_α, G_α = (F A_α ∗ F X_α)/⟨⟨E_α⟩⟩,

where ⟨⟨E_α⟩⟩ denotes the normal subgroup generated by E_α. It is easy to see that a group satisfies (A_α, X_α, E_α) if and only if it is local with respect to the map F_α → G_α. On the other hand, since any map F → G can be presented in form F A → (F A∗F X)/E for some sets A, X and E, any equational localization is defined by some class of systems of equations. □

Proposition 6.2. The localization with respect to the map 1 → Z/2 is equational but it is not freely defined, therefore: L_{freely defined} ≠ L_{equational} .

Proof. The localization is equational by definition because the trivial group is free. Moreover, the same localization can be defined as a localization with respect to the homomorphism F → F × Z/2, where F is any free group. Indeed, the class of local groups in both cases is the class of 2-torsion-free groups. Free groups are local with respect to this localization i.e. LF = F. Hence the corresponding class of morphisms {F → LF } consists of identity morphisms. Therefore the localization is not freely defined. □

7. Epi-preserving localizations

A localization L is called epi-preserving if for any epimorphism G ↠ H the map LG → LH is also an epimorphism.

Proposition 7.1. A localization is epi-preserving if and only if the image of a homomorphism between a pair of local groups is local.

Proof. Assume that L is epi-preserving A and B are local group and A → B is a homomorphism. Denote by I the image of this homomorphism. Applying the localization to the epimorphism A ↠ I we obtain an epimorphism A ↠ LI. It follows that η_I ∶ I ↠ LI is also an epimorphism. On the other hand, the composition I → LI → B is the embedding I ↪ B. Thus η_I is an isomorphism and I is local.

Assume now that L satisfies the property that an image between local groups is local. Take an epimorphism G ↠ H and prove that the map LG → LH is an epimorphism. Denote by I the image of LG → LH. It is local by the assumption. Note that the image of Im(H → LH) ⊆ I. Indeed Im(H → LH) = Im(G ↠ H → LH) = Im(G → LG → LH) ⊆ Im(LG → LH). Then [28, Lemma 1.7] implies that I = LH. □

Proposition 7.2. An equational localization is epi-preserving, hence

L_{equational} ⊆ L_{epi}.

Proof. Assume that L is defined by a class of maps {F_α → G_α}. Let A and B be local groups and let A → B be a homomorphism. By Proposition 7.1 it is enough to prove that its image I = Im(A → B) is local. Take a homomorphism f ∶ F_α → I. Since F_α is free, we can lift it to a homomorphism f̃ ∶ F_α → A. Since A is local, there exists a lifting f̃ ′ ∶ G_α → A of f̃. Its composition with the projection A ↠ I is a lifting f^′ ∶ G_α → I of f ∶ F_α → I. It is unique because B is local. □

Proposition 7.3. The localization L_{Z/4↠Z/2} is epi-preserving but it is not equational, therefore we have:

L_{equational} ≠ L_{epi}.

Proof. A group is local with respect to L_{Z/4↠Z/2} if and only if there is no 4-torsion in the group (which is not 2-torsion). Thus a subgroup of a local group is local. Hence by Proposition 7.1 L_{Z/4↠Z/2} is epi-preserving.

Prove that the localization is not equational. Assume the contrary, that L_{Z/4↠Z/2} is the localization with respect to a class of maps {F_α → G_α}, where F_α is free for any α. Let us concentrate our attention on abelian groups. An abelian group is local with respect to the class {F_α → G_α} if and only if it is local with respect to the class of their abelianisations {A_α → B_α}, where A_α = (F_α)_{ab} and B_α = (G_α)_{ab}. Since A_α is a free abelian group, it has no 4-torsion, and hence it is local. Hence A_α is local with respect to the map A_α → B_α. Therefore A_α → B_α is a split monomorphism and

B_α = A_α ⊕ C_α. It follows that an abelian group D is local if and only if Hom(C_α, D) = 0 for any α. On the other hand we have an exact sequence 0 �→ Hom(C_α, Z/2) �→ Hom(C_α, Z/4) �→ Hom(C_α, Z/2), so if Z/2 is local, then Z/4 is also local. It is a contradiction because Z/2 is local but Z/4 is not local. □ Let A_n denote the alternating group. Libman proved that for n ≥ 7 the embedding A_n ↪ A_{n+1} is a local map i.e. L_{An↪An+1} (A_n) ≅ A_{n+1} [28, Example 3.4]. Note that if group G does not contain A_n as a subgroup, it is L_{An↪An+1} -local.

Proposition 7.4. The localization L_{An↪An+1} for n ≥ 7 is not epi-preserving, hence: L_{epi} ≠ L_{all}.

Proof. Consider an epimorphism F ↠ A_n from a free group and set L = L_{An↪An+1} . Note that F is local. Then we obtain a commutative diagram F A^n LF LA_n = A_{n+1}. ≅

Hence the image of LF → LA_n = A_{n+1} is A_n, so it is not an epimorphism. □

8. Nikolov–Segal maps and P -localization Now we discuss one more conjecture of Emmanuel Dror Farjoun. A homomorphism f ∶ H → G is called NS-map (Nikolov–Segal map, see [32]) if it satisfies [G, G] = [G, Imf]. Note that the cokernel (quotient by the normal closure of the image) of an NS-map is abelian. Nikolov and Segal proved a theorem [32, Theorem 1.6] that implies that for a finitely generated group G the map to its pro-finite completion G → Ĝ_{fin} (see [35, Ex. 2.1.6]) is an NS-map.

Conjecture (Farjoun). For any localization L on the category of groups and any group G the map η ∶ G → LG is an NS-map. In particular, the cokernel of η is abelian.

In this section we prove that for a nilpotent group N and any set of primes P the map N → L_P N is an NS-map, where L_P is Baumslag’s P -localization.

The theorem of Nikolov–Segal has a stronger corollary: it implies that for any finitely generated group G and any closed normal subgroup of its pro-finite completion U ◁ Ĝ_{fin} the following holds [U, Ĝ_{fin}] = [U, Im(G → Ĝ_{fin})].

We prove an analogue of this statement for Baumslag’s P -localization and nilpotent groups. Namely, we prove (Proposition 8.1) that for a nilpotent group N and any P -divisible normal subgroup U◁L_P N the following holds [U, L_P N] = [U, Im(N → L_P N)].

We denote by P a set of primes and by L_P Baumslag’s P -localization i.e. the localization with respect to the map Z → Z[P^{−1}]. Since L_P is right exact (Theorem 4.1), for any natural c it takes nilpotent groups of class at most c to nilpotent groups of class at most c (Theorem 3.3). Then, if we denote by Nil_c the category of nilpotent groups of class at most c, the restriction L^{(c)}_P ∶ Nil_c → Nil_c is the left adjoint functor to the embedding of P -local nilpotent groups of class at most c. It follows that L_P N coincides with P^′-localization N_P ′ considered by Hilton [20, Def. in §4], where P^′ is the completion of P. If P is the set of all primes, this localization is known as Malcev’s completion. In this section for the sake of simplicity we assume that P is fixed and set L ∶= L_P .

If H, K are (not necessarily normal) subgroups of G, we define [H, K] as a subgroup generated by commutators [h, k], where h ∈ H and k ∈ K. Moreover, we denote by [H,_n K] the n-fold commutator subgroup by recursion: [H,_0 K] = H and [H,_{n+1} K] ∶= [[H,_n K], K] [H,_n K] = [H, K, . . . , K �_n ]. Note that the lower central series of a group G can be defined as γ_nG = [G,_{n−1} G]. Moreover, if U is a normal subgroup of G the following holds γ_n(G ⋉ U) = γ_nG ⋉ [U,_{n−1} G].

Proposition 8.1. Let N be a nilpotent group. Then η ∶ N → LN is an NS-map. Moreover, if U is a normal P -local subgroup of LN, then [U,_n LN] = [U,_n Im η] for any n ≥ 1.

Proof. A classical construction of W. Magnus [30] associates to a group G a graded Lie ring gr(G) of the lower central quotients gr(G) ∶=^∞⊕_{n=1} γ_nG/γ_{n+1}G,

whose bracket is induced by the commutator in G. In order to distinguish the bracket in gr(G) from the commutator in G we will denote it by [x, y]_{gr}.

Set A = LN and I = Imη. Then we need to prove that [U,_n A] = [U,_n I] for n ≥ 1. Consider a graded Lie ring of the semidirect product

gr(A ⋉ U) = ⊕_{n≥1} γ_nA γ_{n+1}A ⊕ [U,_{n−1} A] [U,_n A] . The summands^{[U,n−1A]}_{[U,nA]} form an ideal in this Lie ring. Hence, there is a well defined map U [U, A] ⊗ A^{⊗n}_{ab} �→ [U,_n A] [U,_{n+1} A]

, y ⊗ x_1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ x_n ↦ [y, x_1, . . . , x_n]_{gr}.

Consider some elements X_1, . . . , X_n ∈ A and Y ∈ U. Denote their images in A_{ab} and in U/[U, A] by x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ A_{ab} and y ∈ U/[U, A] respectively. Since the map I → A is a P^′-isomorphism (see [20, §4]), there exists a natural k_i whose prime factors are in P such that X^{ki}_i ∈ I. Set X̄_i ∶= X^{ki}_i ∈ I and denote their images in A_{ab} by x̄_1, . . . , x̄_n. Since U is P -local, there exists Z ∈ U such that Z^{k1...kn} = Y. We denote its image in U/[U, A] by z. Then x̄_i = k_ix_i and (k_1 . . . k_n)z = y. Hence y ⊗ x_1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ x_n = z ⊗ x̄_1 ⊗ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ⊗ x̄_n.

Therefore, their images in^{[U,nA]}_{[U,n+1A]} are equal: [y, x_1, . . . , x_n]_{gr} = [z, x̄_1, . . . , x̄_n]_{gr}.

It follows that any element of [U,_n A] can be presented as an element of [U,_n I] modulo [U,_{n+1} A]. Then

(8.1) [U,_n A] = [U,_n I][U,_{n+1} A]

for n ≥ 1. Assume that N is nilpotent of class c. Hence A is nilpotent of class at most c. It follows that [U,_c A] = 1 and [U,_{c−1} A] = [U,_{c−1} I].

Then by induction, using (8.1), we obtain [U,_n A] = [U,_n I] for n = c − 1, c − 2, . . . , 1. □

References

[1] J. F. Adams, Localisation and Completion, lecture notes by Z. Fiedorowicz, University of Chicago, 1975. [2] G. Baumslag. Some aspects of groups with unique roots. Acta Math. 104 (1960) 217–303. [3] G. Baumslag, On free D-groups, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 18 (1965), 25–30.

[4] A. K. Bousfield, Homological localization towers for groups and π-modules, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., vol. 10, no.

186, 1977.

[5] A. K. Bousfield, The localization of spaces with respect to homology, Topology, vol. 14 (2), 1975, 133-150. [6] R. Brown, P.J Higgins, R. and Sivera, Nonabelian algebraic topology: Filtered spaces, crossed complexes, cubical homotopy groupoids, EMS Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 15, European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2011.

[7] C. Casacuberta, On structures preserved by idempotent transformations of groups and homotopy types, Crystallographic groups and their generalizations (Kortrijk, 1999), Contemporary Mathematics 262, American Mathematical Society, Providence (2000), 39–68.

[8] C. Casacuberta, G. Peschke, and M. Pfenniger, On orthogonal pairs in categories and localisation, London Math.

Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 175, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992, pp. 211–223. [9] C. Casacuberta and D. Scevenels, On the existence of group localizations under large-cardinal axioms, Rev. R.

Acad. Cien. Serie A. Mat., vol.95 (2), 2001, pp. 163–170 [10] C. Casacuberta, D. Scevenels, and J. H. Smith, Implications of large-cardinal principles in homotopical localization, Adv. Math. 197 (2005), no. 1, 120–139.

[11] J. C. Cha. Injectivity theorems and algebraic closures of groups with coefficients. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 96(1), (2008), 227–250.

[12] T. D Cochran and K. E Orr, Stability of lower central series of compact 3-manifold groups, Topology, vol. 37 (3), (1997), pp. 497–526 [13] E.B. Curtis, Simplicial homotopy theory, Advances in Mathematics, 6(2), 1971, pp. 107–209 [14] G. Donadze, N. Inassaridze, T. Porter. N-Fold Čech Derived Functors and Generalised Hopf Type Formulas.

K-Theory v. 35, n. 3-4 (2005), 341–373.

[15] W. G. Dwyer and E. D. Farjoun, Localization and cellularization of principal fibrations, Alpine perspectives on algebraic topology, Contemp. Math., vol. 504, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2009, pp. 117–124.

[16] W. G. Dwyer, D. M. Kan. Homotopy theory and simplicial groupoids, Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Indag. Math. 46 (1984), no. 4, 379–385.

[17] E. Dror Farjoun, Cellular Spaces, Null Spaces and Homotopy Localization, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol.

1622, Springer, Berlin Heidelberg New York, 1996.

[18] E. Dror Farjoun, K. Orr, and S. Shelah. Bousfield localization as an algebraic closure of groups, Israel J. Math.

66 (1989), no. 1-3, 143–153.

[19] P.G. Goerss and J.F. Jardine, Simplicial Homotopy Theory, Progress in Mathematics, 174, Birkh¨auser, Basel- Boston-Berlin (1999).

[20] P. Hilton. Localization and cohomology of nilpotent groups, Math. Z. 132 (1973), 263–286. [21] H. Inassaridze, Non-abelian homological algebra and its applications, Math. Appl. 421, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 1997.

[22] S.O. Ivanov, R. Mikhailov, On lengths of HZ-localization towers, Israel Journal of Mathematics, vol. 226 (2), (2018), 635–683 [23] D. Kan, On homotopy theory and c.s.s. groups, Ann. of Math. 68 (1958), 38–53. [24] F. Keune, The relativization of K_2, J. Algebra 54 (1) (1978), 159–177. [25] J. P. Levine, Algebraic closure of groups, Contemp. Math. 109 (1990), 99–105.

[26] J. P. Levine, Link concordance and algebraic closure of groups, Comment. Math. Helv. 64 (1989), no. 2, 236–255. [27] J. P. Levine, Link concordance and algebraic closure. II, Invent. Math. 96 (1989), no. 3, 571-592.

[28] A. Libman, Cardinality and nilpotency of localizations of groups and G-modules, Israel J. Math. 117 (2000), 221—237.

[29] J.-L. Loday, Spaces with finitely many non-trivial homotopy groups, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 24 (1982), 179-202. [30] W. Magnus, Über Gruppen und zugeordneten Liesche Ringe, Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik 182 (1940), 142–149 [31] R. Mikhailov, I.B.S. Passi, Lower central and dimension series of groups. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1952.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009.

[32] N. Nikolov and D. Segal. Generators and commutators in finite groups; abstract quotients of compact groups.

Invent. Math. 190(3) (2012), 513–602.

[33] N. E. O’Sullivan, Localizations of finitely generated soluble groups. J. Algebra 350 (2012), 163–169. [34] D. G. Quillen, Homotopical algebra, Lect. Notes in Math., vol. 43, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1967. [35] L. Ribes, P. Zalesskii, Profinite groups, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2000. 19-77 [36] J.L.Rodríguez J. Scherer, A. Viruel. Preservation of perfectness and acyclicity. Berrick and Casacuberta’s universal acyclic space localized at a set of primes, Forum Math. 17 (2005), 67-75.

[37] D. Sullivan, Localization, Periodicity, and Galois Symmetry, MIT Notes, 1970.

[38] M. Tierney and W. Vogel, Simplicial derived functors, Category Theory, Homology Theory and their Applications I, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 86, Springer, 1969, pp. 167–180.

Laboratory of Modern Algebra and Applications, St. Petersburg State University, 14th Line, 29b, Saint Petersburg, 199178 Russia

Email address: akhtyamoff1997@gmail.com

Laboratory of Modern Algebra and Applications, St. Petersburg State University, 14th Line, 29b, Saint Petersburg, 199178 Russia

Email address: ivanov.s.o.1986@gmail.com

Laboratory of Modern Algebra and Applications, St. Petersburg State University, 14th Line, 29b, Saint Petersburg, 199178 Russia

Email address: fedor.pavutnitskiy@gmail.com