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Abstract

In this dissertation, we study further properties of BH-lattices, which is a subclass of
BH-monoids. We furnish certain examples of BH-monoids that are not BH-lattices. We
give a characterization of BH-lattice in terms of bounded BH-lattice and commutative
l-group. Also, we prove that every BH-lattice is a direct product of Heyting algebra and
commutative l-group under certain conditions. Further, we obtain the decomposition

theorem in terms of Boolean algebra and a commutative l-group.

Moreover, we introduce the concept of filters in BH-lattices and furnish certain exam-
ples. We obtain certain basic properties of BH-lattices. Also, we characterize the filter
generated by a given subset of a BH-lattice. Besides these, we prove that the set of all

filters with set inclusion forms a Heyting algebra

Furthermore, we define the congruence relation on BH-lattices and obtain a one-to-
one correspondence between the set of congruences and the filter of BH-lattices, which
gives more insight for constructing quotient algebra. Also, we prove that the quotient

algebra is a BH-lattice.

Finally, we introduce different types of filters in BH-lattices, furnish examples, and
prove certain properties of each type of filter, their interrelation, and state some open

problems for further study in the area.
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Introduction

The ring theoretic generalizations of Boolean rings and lattice theoretic generaliza-
tions of Boolean algebras have been studied by many authors. Some of the lattice
theoretic generalizations of Boolean algebras are Distributive lattices, Brouwerain al-

gebras, Heyting algebras, Semi Heyting algebras and residuated lattices.

It is Ward and Dilworth [31] who initiated the study of residuated lattices and, as a
result, a study on lattice-ordered semigroups with residuation as an operation has been
introduced by Swamy [27] under the name Drl-semigroups. He did extensive study in
this class [28, 29]. Drl-semigroups are a common abstraction of Brouwerian algebras (of
[6]) and commutative lattice ordered groups in the sense that every Drl-semi group can

be represented as a direct product of Browerain algebra and a commutative 1-group.

Different scholars introduced and investigated certain properties of filters in various
classes of algebraic systems (both in fuzzy and crisp algebraic systems). Michiro K
and Wieslaw A. D [16] investigated fundamental properties of some types of filters
(Boolean, positive implicative, implicative and fantastic filters) in BL-algebra - which
were introduced by M. Haveshki et al. [15]. Abdullah M. Al. Roq et al. [2] introduced
the notion of normal uni-soft filters in R, -algebra and investigated related properties.
A. Badawy [1] introduced and characterized De Morgan filters of decomposable MS-
algebra. M. Sambasiva Rao [17, 18] introduced the notion of S-filters and e-filters
of MS-algebra and A. E. Badawy [3] studied the concept of filters of p-algebras with

respect to a closure operator.

After Zadeh L. A [33] introduced the theory of fuzzy sets and fuzzy relations, vari-

ous scholars developed the concept of fuzzy filters in various fuzzy algebraic systems.
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Berhanu Assaye Alaba and Teferi Getachew Alemayehu, [4, 5], introduced and charac-

terized - fuzzy filters and e- fuzzy filters of MS-algebra and their characterizations.

Yiquan Zhu and Yang Xu [32] developed the theory of general residuated lattices, and
they also introduced the concept of regular filters and fuzzy regular filters in general

residuated lattices and derived some of their characterizations.

Two algebras, Browerian and Heyting, are generalizations to Boolean algebra (lattice)
and dual to each other. There is confusion in the literature regarding the nomencla-
ture of these two algebras. Brouwerian algebra defined in [19] by Nordhaus, EA and
Leolapidus is called as Heyting algebra by Birkhoff G [6].

To clear the confusion between the two algebras, recently Swamy [26] introduced the
notion of Brower-Heyting monoids (for short, BH-monoids) as a general class containing
both Browerian algebra and its dual Heyting algebra. He also observed that commu-
tative po-groups and dual Drl-semigroups are examples of BH-monoids. Further, he

obtained decomposition theorems for both BH-Monoids and for BH-lattices.

Motivated by the above-mentioned ideas, here we study further properties of BH-
lattices, which are a subclass of BH-monoids. We furnish certain examples of BH-
monoids that are not BH-lattices. Moreover, we introduce the concept of filters in
BH-lattices and furnish certain examples. Characterize the filter generated by a given
subset of a BH-lattice. Furthermore, we define congruence relations on BH-lattices and
prove the one - to - one correspondence theorem between the set of congruence (Con

L) and the st of all filters of BH-lattice L (IF).

Finally, we introduce different types of filters in BH-lattices, furnish examples, and
prove certain properties of each type of filter, their interrelation, and state some open

problems for further study in the area.

This thesis is divided into five chapters. The first chapter is preliminaries. To avoid the
confusion mentioned above, we recall the two definitions in the preliminaries and also
we recall all the existing literature on BH-monoids and BH-lattices. The second chap-

ter is further properties of BH-lattices. In this chapter, we obtain further properties on
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BH-lattices which we use in the sequel. The third chapter is devoted to decomposition
theorems. In this we prove every BH-lattice can be represented as a direct product
of Heyting algebra and a commutative l-group with certain conditions. The fourth
chapter is on filters and congruence relations of BH-lattices. In this chapter we intro-
duced the concept of filters and congruence relations, give examples and prove certain
properties of them. The last chapter is about some types of filters on BH-lattices. Here
we introduce prime and maximal filters, deductive filters, implicative and positive im-
plicative filters and Boolean filters. We also prove certain properties of each filter and

also their relations.



Chapter 1

Preliminaries

This chapter is devoted to some basic definitions and results concerning certain special
types of lattices. For the basic notation and results, we refer to different standard

sources, which are cited at each point where required.

1.1 Basic Concepts of Lattice

Definition 1.1.1. [6/,/8],[11],[13],[24] A set P equipped with a binary relation < is
called a partially ordered set (also called a poset) if it satisfying the following three

properties Vx,y,z € P.
1. x <z (reflexive property).
2. Ifx <y andy < z, then x =y (antisymmetric property).
3. If x <y and y < z,then x < z (transitive property).

Definition 1.1.2. [6/,/8],[11],[13].[24] A partial order < on P is a total order, if for
x,y € P, x <y ory <z Ifthe order on a poset is total order, then it is called a

totally ordered set, or a linearly ordered set, or simply a chain.

Notation: If the set P together with binary relation < is a Poset, then it is simply
denoted by (P, <).
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Note: In a Poset P, for x,y € P we use the expression z < y to mean = < y but

T #y.

Example 1.1.3. For a set X, (P(X), Q) is a poset, where C is the set theoretic subset.

This is not a total order.

Example 1.1.4. For the set of all real numbers R, the usual ordering < is a partial

order. It is also a total order on R.

Definition 1.1.5. [6],/24] Let (P, <) be a poset. The dual poset (P, <) is the poset
with the same underlying set but whose order relation is the opposite of <, that 1is,

r<yer>y.

Definition 1.1.6. [6/, [11],/24] Suppose that A is a subset of a poset P and p,q € P.
Then P is called an upper bound for A if a < p,Ya € A . And it is called the least
upper bound of A ( or simply lub of A), or supremum of A (Sup A) if p is an upper
bound of A, and a < b for every a in A, then p <b.

Analogously q is called a lower bound for A if ¢ < a,VYa € A. And q is the greatest
lower bound of A ( or simply glb of A), or infimum of A (inf A) if q is a lower bound
of A, and b < a for every a in A, then b < q.

Definition 1.1.7. [6/, [8], [11] A poset L is a lattice if and only if for every x,y in L
both sup{x,y} and inf{x,y} exist (in L).

An alternative definition of a lattice is given under

Definition 1.1.8. [6/, [8], [11] Suppose L is a non-empty set and V and A are two
binary operations (read “join” and “meet” respectively) on L. Then the system (L,V,\)

15 called a lattice if it satisfies the following identities:

1. commutative laws

(a) xVy=yVax (b)xhNy=yAzx

2. associative laws

(a) xV (yVz)=(xVy Vz (b)xN(yANz)=(@Ay) Az
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3. absorption laws

(a) z =2V (xAy) (b)x=xN(zVy)
Note

1. Observe that the idempotent laws
(a) zVe=ux (b) A x = z, follows from the absorption laws, as x V x =

zV [z A (x V)] =2x. Dually, one can prove x A x = z.

2. The remaining axioms in the definition of lattice are independent. i.e, no one of

them can be proved from the others.
Remark 1.1.9. Here after we write L for the lattice (L,V,N).

Definition 1.1.10. [6/, [8], [11], [21] Let L be a lattice with 0 and 1. The two special
elements 0,1 € L are called bound elements if 0 < a <1 for all a € L. In this case L
1s called a bounded lattice.

The element 1 is called the upper bound, or top of L and the element O is called the

lower bound or bottom of L.

Definition 1.1.11. [0/, [8], [11] A poset P is called complete if both sup A and inf A
erist (¢ P ), VA C P.

Remark 1.1.12. A lattice L which is complete as a poset is a complete lattice, and all

complete posets are lattices.

Definition 1.1.13. [10], [11], [12] If L is a bounded lattice, then we say thaty € L is
a complement of v € Lifx NA\y=0andxVy=1.

If every element has a complement, then we say L is complemented lattice.

Remark 1.1.14. A complement of an element is not necessarily unique, it may not

exist.

For instance, in M; (see Figure 1.1), all elements other than zero and the unit have

two complements each.

Definition 1.1.15. [10], [11], [12] Let the interval I = [b,c| is contained in a lattice
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Figure 1.1: The structure of M5 and N5 lattice

L and a € I . Then x € L is called a relative complement of a in [b, c] if aV x = ¢
and a Nx =b

An element a € L is called relatively complemented if for every interval I in L with
a € I, it has a complement relative to 1. The lattice L itself is called a relatively
complemented lattice if every element of L is relatively complemented. Equivalently, L

15 relatively complemented iff each of its interval is a complemented lattice.
Remark 1.1.16. In a lattice L,
1. Ify is a complement of x, then x is a complement of y.
2. For a lattice L, if 0 and 1 exists, then they are complements of each other.
3. A relatively complemented lattice is complemented if it is bounded.
4. Complemented lattices are not necessarily relatively complemented.

Example 1.1.17. Consider the lattice given in fig 1.2 which is a complemented lattice

. But it is not relatively complemented as ¢ has no complement in [b, 1].

Definition 1.1.18. [6/,/10], [11], [12], [21] Let L be a lattice with zero. An element

a* € L is a pseudo-complement of a (€ L) if
lTaNa* =0
2anz=0=zx<a*

Definition 1.1.19. [6/,/10], [11], [12], [21] A pseudo-complemented lattice is one in

which every element has a pseudo-complement.
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l=avb=avc

O0=arb=ahic

Figure 1.2: Example of complemented but not relatively complemented lattice

Remark 1.1.20. Complemented lattices are not necessarily pseudo-complemented.

Example 1.1.21. Consider the lattice Ms. Both the elements a, b and ¢ have no

pseudo-complement. So it is not pseudo-complemented.
Note
1. An element can have at most one pseudo-complement.

2. Let L is a lattice, a € L and a* is a pseudo-complement of a. Then:

aNr=0&a" Nez=z<x<a"

Remark 1.1.22. Every pseudo-complemented lattice is bounded. Indeed, since 0\y = 0

for every y € L, we validate that y < 0* for every y € L. Hence 0" is the upper bound
of L.

Example 1.1.23. For any non-empty set X, (P(X),N,U) is pseudo-complemented
lattice, where for each A € P(X), A* = A'.

Theorem 1.1.24. [6], [10], [11], [12] In any lattice L, for x,y,z € L,

r<y=zANz<yAzandxVz<yVz.

Theorem 1.1.25. [6],/10], [11], [12] In any lattice L, for x,y,z € L, (distributive
inequalities holds)
(y V=)

a. (xAy)V(zAz)<zA 2
zV(yAz)

b. (xVy)AN(zVz)>
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Theorem 1.1.26. [6/,/10], [11], [12], [21] In any lattice L the following identities are
equivalent, Vx,y,z € L.

a. (xANy)V(EANz)=xA(yV=2)

b. (xVy)AN(xVz)=xV(yAz)

Definition 1.1.27. [6],[10], [11], [12], [21] A lattice L is called a distributive lattice if
it satisfies either of the distributive laws, Vx,y,z € L.
Di:(xAy)V(zAz)=xA(yV=2)

Dy:(zVy)AN(zVz)=2xV(yAz)

Example 1.1.28. For any non empty set A, (P(A),U,N) is a distributive lattice.

Theorem 1.1.29. (/21], Theorem 9.3) A lattice L is a distributive lattice iff zAc = yAc

and xV ¢ =1y V c implies x =y, for every elements c,x,y € L .

Corollary 1.1.30. Complements and relative complements that exist are unique in a

distributive lattice.

Theorem 1.1.31. (/11] Corollary 103, [21] Theorem 11.2) A lattice L is distributive

iff each element has at most one relative complement in any interval.

Definition 1.1.32. [6/ A sub-lattice of a lattice L is a subset L' of L in which for
x,y€ L', bothx Ny, zVyeL.

Definition 1.1.33. [6] In a lattice L, the subset J of L is called convex if z,y € J and

c € L such that x < c <y, thenc € J.
Example 1.1.34. For any lattice L, [z,y] is conver, Vx,y € L.

Definition 1.1.35. [8] A closure operator on set X is a mapping C : P(X) — P(X)
such that for A, B C X, it satisfies:

1. ACC(A) (extensive)
2. C?(A) = C(A) (idempotent)
3. ACB=C(A) CC(B) (isotone).
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If A is subset of X and C(A) = A, then A is called a closed subset of X. L. denote the

poset of closed subsets of X with set inclusion as the partial ordering.

Theorem 1.1.36. (/8], Theorem 5.2) For a closure operator C on a set A, L. is a

complete lattice with

/\ C<Ai> = ﬂ C(Ai)
and

Vo) = o4

iel el
1.2 Certain Special Classes of Lattices (Algebras)

In this section we collect certain definitions, examples and results concerning certain
types of lattices (algebras). We refer from [6], [9], [10], [13], [14], [19], [21], [23], [25],
[27],[28] and [29].

1.2.1 Boolean Algebra

Definition 1.2.1. [6/,/23] [24] A Boolean algebra is a non-empty set B, together with
two binary operations N\ and \V, a unary operation’, and two distinguished elements 0
and 1, satisfying the following axioms:

By : (B,V,A) is a distributive lattice

By:xANO=0;zVvV1=1

By:x N2 =0;zVva =1.

In other words a Boolean algebra is a complemented distributive lattice.

Example 1.2.2. Let P(X) be the class of all subsets of X (the power set of X). The
class of all subsets of an arbitrary set X is an example of a Boolean algebra, under the
natural set-theoretic operations on P(X) (the binary operations of union and intersec-

tion, and the unary operation of complementation).

Lemma 1.2.3. /23] If p,q are elements of Boolean algebra B, then p A ¢ = p if and

only if pV q=q

Proof. Suppose B is any Boolean algebra, p,g € Band pAq=p

10



Preliminaries Certain Special Classes of Lattices (Algebras)

=pVqg=(pANq)Vq=q (by law of absorption in the definition of lattice).
Conversely let pVg=4q. = pAqg=pA(pVq) = p (by law of absorption in the
definition of lattice) O

Lemma 1.2.4. If p,q,r, s are any elements of a Boolean algebra B, then p < q and

r<s=pAr<qgAsandpVr<qVs

Proof. Let B be a Boolean algebra, p,q,7,s € B,p<gandr <s. =pAr<qgAr
and g Ar < g A s (using Theorem 1.1.24)

= pAr < gAs (transitive property of the partial order).

Again from the given inequities

pVr<qgVrand qgVr<gqVs (using Theorem 1.1.24)

= pVr <qVs (transitive property of the partial order). ]

Theorem 1.2.5. [n a Boolean algebra B, every element a has a unique complement

and hence B is relatively complemented.

Proof. The uniqueness of complement follows from Corollary 1.1.30.

Let B is a Boolean algebra, [z,y] C B and a € [z, y]

Then using the distributive property

(dVvz)Ny=(d Ny)V(zAy)=(d ANy)Vz.

Thus using distributive and associative property
aVidVvz)Nyl=laVv(dVz)AaVy)=1AN(aVy) =(aVy) =y
anN[(@ANy)Va]=[aN(dAy)|V(eNz)=0V(aNz)=2x

Hence (a' V x) Ay is the relative complement of a in [z, y]. Since both a and [z, y] are

arbitrary, B is relatively complemented. O]

Theorem 1.2.6. [6/, [2/] In a Boolean algebra B, for a,b € B
1. (') = a (Involution)
2. (aAb) =da Vb and (aVb) =a AV (De Morgan’s Law)

Proof. Let B be a Boolean algebra and a,b € B. Since a Aa’ =0 and a V a' = 1, the

11
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unique complement (by Theorem 1.2.5) of @’ is a. Hence (a’)" = a. Hence (1) holds.
Using the commutative, associative and distributive property
(anb)V(dVV)=(aV(dVI)ANDV(dVY)=1A1=1
(aND)AN(@VY)=((aND)ANd)V ((aNb)AY)=0V0=0.

Hence the unique complement (by Theorem 1.2.5) of aAbis a/Vb'. Hence (aAb) = a'Vb'.
The other law is established similarly. Thus (2) holds. O

Theorem 1.2.7. [6], [2/] In a Boolean algebra B, Ya,b,c € B
1a<beb <d (Order-reversing))
2a<bealb =0&d Vb=1 (Order and complements)
3. anb<csa<cVl;

4.avVb>c&a>cAb.

Proof. Suppose that B is a Boolean algebra and a,b,c € B. a < b< aAb=a (by the
definition of <)

& (anb) =d VI =d (by 2 of Theorem 1.2.6)

< b <d (by Lemma 1.2.4 and definition of <). Hence (1) holds.

Let a < b, thenaVb=5b

aNbt =aAn(aVDd)

=aA (a' ANV) (De Morgan’s Law)

=(aNd)ND =0Ab =0 (associativety)

Hencea <b=aAb =0 (i)
Let a A = 0. Then

a'Vb=ad V() (Involution)

=(aNb) =0 =1 (De Morgan’s Law)

Hence

aAl =0=dVb=1 (i)
Finally let «’ Vb = 1. Then

a=aANl=aN(dVb)=(aNd)V (aAb) (Distributive)

=0V (anb)=(anb) <b.

12
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=a <hb.

Henced' Vb=1=a<b (iii)

Thus from (i), (ii) and (iii) it follows that a < b < aAb =0« a Vb = 1. Thus (2)
holds.

Let aANb<ec.

= (aANb) VY <cV (by Theorem 1.1.24)

= (aVVU)AN (VDY) <cVl (distributive law)

= (aVV)AN1<cVl

sa<aVd <cVl.

Conversely, let a < cV V.

=aAb< (cV)Ab (by Theorem 1.1.24).

=(cAb)V (' Ab) =cAb< c (distributive law and definitions of complement and A).
Hence (3) holds.

Let (aVb) > c.

= (aVb) AV >cAl (by Theorem 1.1.24)

= (aNV)V(OAY)=(aNb)>cAb ( by definition of complement and distributive
property).

=sa>aNbl >cAl.

=a>cAVl.

Conversely, let a > c AV

=aVb>(cAV)VDb

=aVb>(cVb) AWM VY)=cVb>c(by definition of complement and distributive
property). Thus (4) holds. O

1.2.2 Brouwerian Algebra

The following results are referred to from [19]

Definition 1.2.8. A lattice (L,V, ) is called Brouwerian algebra if it is bounded and
for each a,b € L there is a least x such that xV b > a. The least element is denoted by
a—b.

Example 1.2.9. Any finite chain is a Brouwerian algebra.

13
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Example 1.2.10. Fvery Boolean lattice is Brouwerian algebra. To show this consider

the following. For a Boolean algebra B define a —b =1V A a. Then

1. (anNb)Vb= (bVV)A(aVDb) (Boolean algebra is distributive.)
=1A(aVb)=(aVb)>a

2. Let x € B such that zV b > a.
= ((xVvb)Vvd)=1 (by Theorem 1.2.7)
Now consider the following
(aNb)Vz=(@VV)Ve=(xVbVd =1 (by Theorem 1.2.6, commutative
and associative property).
= (' Na) < x (by Theorem 1.2.7). Hence b’ A a is the least element of B such

that x Vb > a.
Hence B is a Brouwerian algebra.

Remark 1.2.11. The converse is not true in general. For instance consider the lattice
gwen in Fig 1.3. Since it is not complemented , it is not Boolean algebra. Clearly it is

a Brouwerian algebra.

Figure 1.3: Example of Brouwerian lattice which is not a Boolean lattice

Theorem 1.2.12. In a Brouwerian algebra L, the following holds, Vx,y, z € L.
1.y—z<uy, 0—2=0
2.x<yesr—y=0andr—x=0

3. xVy=yV(x—y)andr—0==x

14
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4o ly=z—y<z—=x.

S. (x—y)—y=z—y

Proof. Suppose that L is a Brouwerian algebra and x,y, 2 € L.
1. AsxVy >y, Clearly y — x <y and consequently 0 — x = 0.

2. Letz <y =ax<zVz<yVzVzeL (by Theorem 1.1.24).
=x—y<zVzel
=z—y=0.

Conversely let t —y=0. =2 —y <0

=z < 0V y = y. Hence the first equality holds. And trivially z — 2z = 0 as a

consequence of the first equality. Hence (2) holds.

3. z—y <z (byl)
=yV (r—y) <xzVy (by Theorem 1.1.24).

Again by definition x < y V (x — y). Since y < y V (x — y), it follows that
zVy <yV(r—1y). Hence the first equality x Vy =y V (z — y) holds. For the
second equality let y = 0 in the first equality. So (3) holds.

. Since by definition x — y is the least z such that zVy > z,s0o v <y V (x — y).
Let x <.
=z2<azV(z—z)<yV(z—2z) (by Theorem 1.1.24).

= z —y < z — z (by definition of least). Hence the inequality in (4) holds.

. (x—y) —y <x—y (by Theorem 1.2.12(1)) (i)
Again ((x —y) —y)Vy=(z —y)Vy =2 Vy>x (by Theorem 1.2.12(3))
=z —y < (xr —y)—y (by definition) (ii)
Hence from (i) and (ii), we obtain that (zr —y) —y =2 —y

Theorem 1.2.13. In a Brouwerian algebra L, the following holds, Vx,y, z € L.

lLz<y=a0—2<y—=z

15
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2. (zVy)—z=(x—2)V(y—2)
3. L is a bounded distributive lattice.

4. (x—y)V@nry) ==

Proof. Let L be a Brouwerian algebra and x,y,z € L

l.Let e <y=2<y<zVy==zV(y—2) (by Theorem 1.2.12)
= 2V (y — z) > x (by transitivity)

=>Yy—z>2xr—2

2.z<zVyandy<zVy
=sr—z<(zxVy)—zandy—2z2<(zxVy)—=z(byl)
= (z=2)V({y—2) < (xVy)—=2 (i)
Again by definition it is true that
(x—z)Vz>zand (y—2)Vz>y
=(x—2)Vy—2)Vz>(zVy)
= (z=2)V(y—2) = (xVy)—=2 (i)
From (i) and (ii), (zxVy) —z=(z — 2) V (y — 2)

3. Obviously, L is bounded. By the theorem of distributive inequalities, it is enough
to show that 2V (yAz) > (xVy) A (zV z). To show this, consider the following:
zVz>(@xVyA(xVz)andzVy > (xVy)AxVz2)
=z>[(zVy ANeVz)—zandy >[(zxVy) A(zVz)|—=z
=yANz>[(xVy ANz Vz)]—x

=V (yAz)>(xVy)A(xVz). Hence it is distributive.

4. (x—y)V(zAy)=[(r —y) V] A|(x —y) Vy| (distributive)
But + —y < z (by Theorem 1.2.12). So (x — y) V& = x and by Theorem
1.2.12(3), (r—y)Vy = xVy. Hence (z—y)V(zAy) = [(z—y)Vz]A[(x —y)Vy] =
rAN(xVy)=x

16
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Definition 1.2.14. Suppose that (L,V, ) is a Brouwerian algebra and a € L be any
element. The Brouwerian complement of a is 1 — a, which is denoted by —a. Similarly

—|—|a:1——|a

Theorem 1.2.15. A Brouwerian algebra L is a Boolean algebra < aN(1—a) = 0,Va €
L

Proof. (=) Let a Brouwerian algebra L is a Boolean algebra. Hence every element
a € L has a complement a’.
=aANd =0andaVa =1.
From a Vv d' = 1, it follows that a V @’ > 1 and consequently from the definition of a
Brouwerian algebra we have 1 —a < d
= (1—a)vd' = d (i)
Since for any a,b € L,aVb = (a —b) Vb > a (by Theorem 1.2.12), it follows that
(I1—a)Va=aVvl=1 (ii)
Again from a A a’ = 0, we have
(I—a)V(aNnd)=(1—-a)VO=1—-a
= ((I1—=a)Va)A((1- ) a') = 1 — a (distributive)
=1A((1—-a)Vvd)=1-a (by (ii))

= (1—a)Vd' =1-a (iii)
From (i) and (iii), it follows that ' =1 —a. Hence aA (1 —a) =aAd =0
(<) Since (1 —a)Va=aV1=1ifaAn(l—a)=0,then a =1—a Hencel is

Boolean algebra. []

1.2.3 Heyting Algebra

The following results are referred to from [22]

Definition 1.2.16. A lattice (L,V, ) is called a Heyting algebra if it is bounded and

for any given elements a and b in L, there is a greatest x such that x ANa <b
Remark 1.2.17. The greatest element x is denoted by a — b. Clearly a — b is unique.

Example 1.2.18. Any chain that contain a least element 0 and a greatest element 1

17
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18 a Heyting algebra. In such case a — b =1 when a < b, and b otherwise.

Example 1.2.19. Every Boolean algebra is Heyting algebra. To show this consider the
following. Let (B,V,N\,,0,1) be a Boolean algebra and for a,b € B; define a — b to
be a’ V' b. Then

1. (dVb)ANa=(aNd)V (aAb) (Boolean algebra is distributive)
=0V(aAb)=(anb)<Db

2. Letx Na <b
= (xANa) ANV =0 (by Theorem 1.2.7(2))
=z A (aNb) =0 (associative)
=z A (a'Vb) =0 (by Theorem 1.2.7)
=1 <da Vb (by Theorem 1.2.7(2))

Hence (B,V,A\,—,0,1) is a Heyting algebra. That is, Every Boolean algebra is a
Heyting algebra, with a — b given by a’ V b.

Remark 1.2.20. The converse fails.i.e; Heyting algebra is not a Boolean algebra. For

instance consider the example given at the end of this section.

Remark 1.2.21. Both Brouwerian and Heyting algebras are generalizations to Boolean

algebras and are dual to each other.

Theorem 1.2.22. The following hold in a Heyting algebra L, Ya,b,c € L.

~

.b<a—b

2.1=a—1

3. a<bsa—>b=1. Hence0O —b=1 foranyb e L.
4. aN(a—>b)=aNnbd

5 bA(a—b)=band ((aANb) —a)Nc=c

6. b=1—b

18
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7. If a < b, then (¢ — a) < (c —b)

Proof. Suppose that L is a Heyting algebra and a, b, c € L.
1. Since b A a < b, the inequality holds by the definition.
2. This is simply a consequence of 1

3. Let a < b. Since 1 Aa =a <b. Hence a — b = 1. Conversely let a — b = 1,
then trivially a < b holds.

4. By (1), b <a — b, soaAb < aA(a — b). Alternatively, by definition of
Heyting algebra, a A (a — b) < b. Further, from the definition of A we have

al(a—b)<a. SoaA(a—b)<aAb.
5. Follows from 3 and 4.
6. This is consequence of 4 (Simply replace a by 1 in 4)

7. using (4),cA(c—a)=cha<a<b

= ¢ — a < ¢ — b (by definition)

Theorem 1.2.23. In a Heyting algebra L the following hold, Ya,b,c € L.
I.a<b=(b—c)<(a—c
2.a—=0b—c)=(aNb) »c=(a—b) — (a—c)
3. (a—=bANa—=c)=a—=(bAc)
4. (@a=b)ANe=((cha)— (cADb) Ac

5. L is a bounded distributive lattice.

Proof. Assume that L is a Heyting algebra and a,b,c € L.

I.Leta<b=aAn(b—c) <bA(b—c)=bAc < c(By Theorem 1.1.24 and 1.2.22
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)

=aN(b—c)<c

= b — ¢ < a — ¢ (by definition).

2. We shall use (4) of Theorem 1.2.22 above a number of times, and the fact that
=y iff x <y, y <z First equality:
(@a—= (b—=c)ANanb)=(aN(b—c))AD
=bAb—=0)ANa
=({bAc)Na<ec
Soa— (b—c¢)<(aAb)—c (i)
Then again, ((a Ab) - c)ANaAb=aAbAc<c
so ((aAb) = ¢) Na < b— ¢, and consequently
(anb) = c<a—(b—c). (ii)
From (i) and (ii) the first equality holds.
Second equality:
Using Theorem 1.2.22(4), ((a Ab) = c) A(a—b)ANa= ((aAb) = c)A(aNb) =
(anb)ANe<c,so((anb) —c)A(a—b)<a—c
and consequently (a Ab) — ¢ < (a — b) — (a — ¢). (iii)
On the other hand,
((a—=b) = (a—=c)ANaNb)=((a—=b) = (a—=c)AaA(a—=D)=(a—
b)A(a—c))Aa=(aAb)A(a—c)
=bA(aNnc)<c,
so (@ —=b) = (a—c)<(aNb) —c. (iv)

From (iii) and (iv) the second equality holds.

3. Since bAc < band bAc < ¢, using 7 of Theorem 1.2.22 it follows that a —
(bAc)<a—banda— (bAc) <a—c. Hencea — (bAc) < (a = b)A(a — ¢).
Again by definition it is true that, a A (a — b) < band a A (a = ¢) < ¢. so
aN(a — c)A(a — b) < (bAc). Which implies that (a — ¢)A(a — b) < a — (bAc).

Hence (a = ¢) A (a—b) =a — (bAc)

4. (a —>b) AN (cNa)=aA (a—Db)Ac (commutativity, associativity of A)
=aAbAc<bAc (Using 4 of Theorem 1.2.22)
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=a—b<(cNa)— (bAc) (by definition of Heyting algebra).

= (a—= b Ac<[(cha) = (bAc)] Ac. (i)
On the other hand using 2 and 4 of Theorem 1.2.22
(a—=bANc=cN(c—(a—=Db)=cA((aNc)—D).

But using 1 of Theorem 1.2.22,b < (a A ¢) — b.
=bAc<((aNc)—=b)Ac<(aNc)—b.

= (aNc)—= (bAc)<(aAc)—[(aAc)— b (Using 7 of Theorem 1.2.22)

= (a A ¢) = b(Using 2).

= [(anc) = (bAC)|Ae < [(anc) — b Ac. (ii)

From (i) and (ii), [(aAc) = (bA¢)]Ac=[(aAc) = b Ac.

5. Obviously L is bounded. By the theorem of distributive inequalities, it is enough
to illustrate that aA(bVe) < (aAb)V (aAc). To show this, consider the following:
aNb<(aNb)V(aAc),sob<a— ((anb)V (aAc)).

Similarly, ¢ < a — ((a Ab) V (a Ac)).
Hence bVe<a— ((anb)V(aAc)),

=aAN(bVe)<(aAnb)V(aAc).

The alternative definition of Heyting algebra is given under.

Definition 1.2.24. A non empty set L with three binary operations A , V and —
and two distinguished elements 0 and 1 is a Heyting Algebra if the following conditions
hold:

(Hy) (L,V,N,0,1) is a lattice with 0,1

(Hy) zN(x = y) =z Ay

(H3) x ANy — 2) =z AN[(x ANy) — (z A 2)]

(Hy) (xANy) —z=1

Theorem 1.2.25. The definitions given in 1.2.16 and 1.2.24 are equivalent.

Proof. Assume 1.2.16. Then 1.2.24 follows from the Theorem 1.2.22 and 1.2.23.
Suppose 1.2.24 holds. Let a,b € H. By (Hs),a A (a —b) =aAb<b ie,aA(a—
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b) <b. If a A c < b for some ¢ € L, then by (Hj),

cN(a—=b)=cA((cha)—= (cAb)=cA((aNbNc)— (bAc)).

Applying (H,) yields

cAN((anNbAhc)—= (bAc)) =c.

SocA(a —b) =c ie,c <a— b Thus,a — bis the greatest of the elements c

satisfying a A ¢ < b. O

Remark 1.2.26. Heyting algebras are pseudocomplemented (with a* = a — 0 as the
pseudocomplement of a). To show this consider the following. Suppose that L is a

Heyting algebra and a € L. Then
I.aNa*=aAN(a—0)=aAN0=0(by Hy)

2. Assume aANx =0. = (a - 0) = (zANa) - 0=0— 0= 1(by Theorem
1.2.23(2) and a - a=1,Ya € L).
=z < (a - 0) = a* (by Theorem 1.2.22(3) ). Hence a* = a — 0. Since a is

arbitrary, L 1s pseudocomplemented.

For a* = a — 0, it is not in general true that a V a* = 1, thus a* is only a pseudo-

complement, not a true complement, as would be the case in a Boolean algebra.

Remark 1.2.27. Any Heyting algebra L is a Boolean algebra < for each a € L,a V

—a =1, where —a = a — 0.

To show this consider the following. Let Heyting algebra L is Boolean algebra. Hence
every element a € L has a complement a’. Hence a A o' = 0.

= a' < —a (by definition of pseudo-complement)

= -aANd =d (i)
Again, aVad =1

=-aA(aVd)=-aNl=-a

= (-aNa)V(maANd)=-aNd =-a (ii)
From (i) and (ii) it follows that ' = —a. Hence aV —a =a Vv d' = 1.

The converse follows trivially from the definition of Boolean algebra.

Example 1.2.28. (Heyting algebra is not necessarily a Boolean algebra)
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For instance consider the three element chain whose — operation is defined in the table

given in fig.1.4. In this ezample, aV —-a =aV (a = 0) =aV 0 =a # 1. falsifies that

1@

0 1 1 1
a o

g 0 1 1

1 0 a 1
0e

Figure 1.4: Example of Heyting algebra which is not a Boolean algebra

1t 18 Boolean algebra.

1.2.4 Po-Group

The following results are referred to from [7], [13].

Definition 1.2.29. [7], [13] A non-empty set G with binary operation . and binary
relation < is called a partially ordered group(po-group) if the following axioms are

satisfied.
1. (G,.) is a group
2. (G, <) is a poset
3. x<y=uxz<yz,
4. x <y=zx < 2yVr,y,z € G.

Note
The above two conditions can be equivalently stated as, for
a,b,r,y € G,x <y = axb < ayb (called translation-invariant).

Example 1.2.30. The additive group of real numbers with the usual order relation;
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the group F(X,R) of functions from an arbitrary non-empty set X into R, with the
operation (f + g)(x) = f(z) + g(x) and order relation f < g iff f(z) < g(z),Vo € X

are examples of po-group.
Definition 1.2.31. A po-group is called an l-group if (G, <) is a lattice.

Example 1.2.32. The additive groups Z. - integers, Q -rationals, R - reals are the

simplest examples of I- groups with respect to the usual ordering.

Example 1.2.33. Let X be a non empty set, G = F(X,R) be a set of all functions
[+ X — R with the coordinate order (i.e f < g,f,g € G & for f(z) < g(z)

for all x in X). Then G is an l-group under the partial order < and the addition
(f +9)(x) = f(z) + g(x).

Remark 1.2.34. Fvery subgroup H of a partially ordered group G is a partially ordered
group itself, where H inherits the partial order from G. Note that a subgroup of an I-

group is not necessarily an I-group.

Lemma 1.2.35. [13] The following relations hold in a po-group G, Vz,y,z,t € G.
(1) v <y=z"twz < 27lyz;
(B)r<yey <zl

(3) x <y andz <t= xz <yt

Proof. Directly follows from the definition by a routine verification. O]

Theorem 1.2.36. The following proprties hold in a po-group G, Vg, h € G.

1. If x Vy emists, then so does x=* Ay~L. Furthermore, t=' Ay=' = (z vV y)~ L.

1 1

2. If v ANy exists, then so does x='V y~t. Furthermore, z7 ' Vy ' = (x Ay) L.
Proof. Since x < x V y, using Theorem 1.2.35 it follows that (z V y)™! < z7%
Similarly,(z V y)™' < y7'. If 2 < 271y~ then z,y < 27!, Then z vy < z7%
Therefore, z < (x V y)~'. Thus by definition, 27! A y™' = (z V y)~!. Hence 1 hold.

Using duality, we could prove 2 by interchanging V and A. [
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Theorem 1.2.37. [7] A po-group G is lattice-ordered iff sup {x,e} exists for Vo € G,
where e is the identity element of the group G.

Proof. The forward is clear.

Conversely, assume a,b € G and suppose that z = (ab™! V e)b € G. Obviously ,
r>ab 'b=aand x > eb=1" (since ab™! <ab"'Ve,e<ab ! Ve).

Hence x is upper bound of {a,b}. Now let y € G and y > a and y > b. Then
yb™ ! >abland yb~ ! >bb "l =e

Hence yb~! > ab™! V e and accordingly y > (ab™' V e)b. Hence a V b exists in G and is
(ab™t Vv e)b.

Again consider the element ¢ = (a=! Vv = 1)~1

a ! <altvb ! (property of V)

= (a'vb )t < (a7!)7! = a (by Theorem 1.2.35(2) )

Similarly (a=' Vb1~ < (b71)"' = b. And hence t = (a7 v b1)7! is a lower bound
for {a,b}.

Let z € G be such that z <a,z<b.

=a ! <z71 b <z7! (by Theorem 1.2.35(2) )

=a'Vvb ! <zt (by V property)

= 2 < (a7'vb )" =t (by Theorem 1.2.35(2) )

Thus a A b exists in G and is (a=' vV b~1)~! = t. Hence G is a lattice by definition of a

lattice. O

Theorem 1.2.38. [13] In any l-group G
1 (zvy) t=atAyt (xny)t=atvy!

2zx(xANy)ly=aVy, r(zVy)ly=zAvy.

Proof. Let x,y € G. Since xVy > x,vy, using 2 of Theorem 1.2.35, (zVy)~! <z~ 1 ¢yt
= (zvy) ' <ainy (i)
Againas z ' Ayt <zl oyt (7' Ay > 2,y (using Theorem 1.2.35(2)).

= (P Ay H T > vy

=z 'Ay~t < (zVy)~! (using Theorem 1.2.35(2)). (ii)
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Hence from (i) and (ii) (z Vy)~' = 27! Ay~'. The dual identity can be proved analo-
gously. Hence Property (1) holds.

From (1) and the definition z(z A y) 'y = (2~ V y~1)y. Now observe the following.

r i<z lvyltandy ! <atvy!

sy=xrly<z(x'Vy yandx=zyly <z(z'Vvyly

= rVy < z(z"'Vy )y = z(zAy) "y (iii)
Again x ANy < z,y

= (x Ay)~' > 271 y~! (by Theorem 1.2.35(2)).

sxzANy) > ly=yay ly=1x

= z(zAy) 'y > yVa (iv)
Hence from (iii) and (iv) zVy = z(x Ay)~'y. Here also, the dual identity can be proved
analogously. Hence property (2) holds. O

Theorem 1.2.39. [13] In l-group G, (G,V, ) is distributive.

Proof. f xVy=xVzand x Ay=x Az for x,y,z € G, then

y=(xAy)z'z(z Ay)ly=(z Ay)x~(z Vy) (by Theorem 1.2.38)

= (z A 2)z7'(x V z) (by assumption)

= (z A z)x7lz(x A 2)7'z (by Theorem 1.2.38)

= Z. Hence by Theorem 1.1.29, G is a distributive lattice. O

Theorem 1.2.40. ([7], Theorem 9.8) If (G,<) is an ordered group such that (G, <)

1s a semi-lattice, then it is a lattice.

1.2.5 Drl-monoid

Dually residuated lattice ordered semigroups (briefly Drl-semigroups) were introduced
and studied by K.L.N. Swamy as a common generalization of commutative lattice

ordered groups (l-groups) and Brouwerian (and hence also Boolean) algebras.

Definition 1.2.41. A system A = (A,+,0,V, A, —) is called a Drl-monoid if the fol-

lowing conditions are satisfied, (Vx,y,z € A)

1. (A,+,0) is an abelian monoid;
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2. (A,V,A) is a lattice;
3. (A,+,V,A,0) is an l-monoid;

4. If < denotes the order on A induced by the lattice (A,V,N\), then x — y is the

smallest z € A such that y+ z > x;
5 ((x—y)v0)+y<zVy.

Example 1.2.42. Let A be the multiplicative semigroup of the set of mon negative
integers ordered by the divisibility relation. Then A is a Drl semigroup with least

element 1 and greatest element 0.

Example 1.2.43. Let A be the additive semigroup of the non negative integers with

usual ordering. Then A is a Drl semigroup with least element 0.

1.3 Brouwer-Heyting Monoids

Swamy [27] initiated the study of dually residualed lattice ordered semigroups (Drl.
semigroups for short) in the context of obtaining a common abstraction of Brouwerian
algebras (of [6]) and lattice ordered groups. They are called dually residuated because
the residuation on is dual to that of ward and Dilworth.

In this section we study the concept of Brouwer-Heyting (BH- for short) Monoids and

results concerning BH-Monoids.

1.3.1 Definition and Examples of BH- Monoids

We begin with the following.
Definition 1.3.1. [26] A system (G, o, e, p,—) is a BH- monoid where
“6”

1 (G.o,e€) is a commutative semigroup with identity

2 (G, p) is a partially ordered set and — is binary operation on G such that for all

z,a,bin G, (xob)pa < xpla —b).

We now give some examples.
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Example 1.3.2. [26] Suppose that (G,o0,e,<) is a commutative po-group. Define
a—b=aob'. Then G is a BH-Monoid.

To show that this system is a BH- monoid, we have to show that condition (ii) holds.
Let (G, o,e,p) is a commutative po-group and z,a,b € G

Clearly — is a binary operation on the set G.

Let (zob) < a < (wob)ob™! < aob™ ( by the translation invariant property in the
definition of a po-group)

& z < aob™! ( using the group property of the po-group)

Hence it is a BH- monoid.

Example 1.3.3. [26] Suppose that (B,V,A,0,1) is a Boolean algebra. Let o = A,
p =< and define apb ifaNb=a,e=1,a —-b=aVb.

To show that this system is a BH- monoid consider the following.

1. Clearly from the definition of a Boolean algebra, (B, A, 1) is a commutative semi

group with identity 1

2. Again from the order relation in Boolean algebra, (B, p) is a partially ordered set

and

3. Since V is a binary relation on the Boolean algebra B, it follows that — is binary
operation on B.
To show that (zob)pa < zp(a — b), Vx,a,b € B, consider the following. This is
equivalent to showing (r Ab) <a < x < (aVV), Vr,a,b € B.
(<) Let z < (a V)
=z A (a V) =z (by the definition of <)
= (zANa)V (z AV) =z ( distributive property of A over V in Boolean algebra)
= [(zANa)V(xAV)]Ab=2x Ab( by the Property of A)
= [(x Aa) Nb]V [(x AD') Ab] =2 Ab ( distributive property)
= [(x Aa) ANb]VO=x Ab (since [(zAV)AD =0)
= (x Ab) Aa=x Ab ( by commutative and associative property of A)
= (z Ab) < a ( by definition of < in the Boolean algebra)
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(=) Let (zxAD) <a

)
= (x Ab) ANa =z Ab ( by the definition of < in the Boolean algebra)
= [(x Ab)ANa]VV =[x Ab VI ( by property of V)

= [(zVV)ANDVI]AlaVV]=[zVV]A[DV] ( by distributivity)
= [zVV|Aflavl]=[zVV](asbVl =1and z A1 =2x)
=acA[(xVI)A(aVV)] =[xA(xV)] (by property of A)

=[xz A(xVE)A(@VY) =[x A(xV)| (by associativity of A)

=z A (aVV) =2z (by absorption law )

=z < (a V) ( by the definition of < in the Boolean algebra)

Hence it is a BH-monoid.

Example 1.3.4. [26] Suppose that (G,V,NA,0,1) is a Heyting algebra. Let o = A,

e =1, p s the lattice order and a — b is the largest x such that x Nb < a.

To show that this system is a BH- monoid consider the following.(Notice that the

implication here and the one in the Heyting algebra are reverse of each other.)

1. Clearly from the definition of a Heyting algebra, (G, A, 1) is a commutative semi-

group with identity 1

2. Again from the order relation in Heyting algebra (G, p) is a partially ordered set

and

3. Also from the definition of Heyting algebra, it follows that — is binary operation
on G (by remark 1.2.17 ).
To show that for all z,a,b € G, (zob)pa < zp(a — b). i.e, x,a,b € G, (x ANb) <
aer<(a—Db).
This follows from the definition of Heyting algebra and Theorem 1.2.22(3). Hence

it is a BH-monoid.

Example 1.3.5. [26] Let (L,V,A,0,1) be Brouwerian lattice. Let p = (the dual of <
(the lattice order)) >, 0 =V monoid operation, the least e = 0 as identity element and
a — b be the smallest x (denoted by a—b) such that Vb > ai.e.a <xVb< a—b < .
Then (L,V,0,>,—) is a BH- monoid.
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To show that this system is a BH- monoid consider the following.

1. Clearly from the definition of Brouwerian lattice, (L, V,0) is a commutative semi

group with identity 0

2. Again from the order relation in lattice, (L,>) is a partially ordered set (as the

dual of partial ordering is a partial ordering) and

3. From the definition of —, it is a binary operation on the Brouwerian lattice L.
Showing that (zob)pa < xp(a — b), Vr,a,b € L is equivalent to showing (zVb) >
a< x> (a—>), Vr,a,b € B. And this follows directly from the definition of

Brouwerian lattice.

Example 1.3.6. [20] Let (G,+,<,—,0) be a Drl- monoid. We have z +b > a &
a—b < x(By the definition of Drl monoid). Thus (G,+,>,—,0) is a BH-monoid (the
dual of Drl-monoid is a BH- monoid).

To show that this system is a BH- monoid consider the following.

1. Clearly from the definition of Drl- monoid, (G, +,0) is a commutative semi group

with identity 0

2. Again from the order relation in lattice (G, <) it follows that (G, >) is a partially

ordered set.

3. From the definition of Drl- monoid, — is a binary operation.
To show that for all z,a,b € G, (zob)pa < zp(a — b). ie, for z,a,b € G,
(x+b) >a< x> (a—0>b). And this follows directly from the definition of Drl-

monoid.

1.3.2 Some results on BH Monoids

Here after for the sake of convenience, we use < instead of p. Let (G, 0,e,<,—) be a

BH- monoid and a,b,c € L. Then:
Lemma 1.3.7. [26/b<c¢=aob<aoc
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Proof. Let b < ¢, coa = aoc ( o is commutative)

= coa < aoc ( < is reflexive).

= ¢ < (aoc) — a ( by definition condition of —).

= b < ¢ < (aoc) — a( by the given hypothesis).

= b < (aoc
= (boa) <

— a ( by the transitivity of <).

aoc) (by definition condition of —).

(
)
(
= (aob) < (aoc) (by the commutativity of o). O

Lemma 1.3.8. [26/ a < (aob) —b.

Proof. aob < aob ( by reflexivity of <)

= a < (aob) — b ( by definition condition of —). O
Lemma 1.3.9. [206] (a —»b)ob<a

Proof. (a — b) < a — b (by reflexivity of <)

= bo(a — b) < a (by definition condition of —). Hence the result holds O

Lemma 1.3.10. /26/c¢— (aob) = (c —>b) - a=(c—a) —b.

Proof. (¢ — (aob))o(aob) < ¢ ( by Lemma 1.3.9)

= ((¢c — (aob))oa)ob < ¢ (o is associative)

= ((¢ = (aob))oa) < ¢ — b ( by definition of —)

= (¢ = (aob)) < (¢ = b) — a ( by definition of —) i

Moreover, ((¢ = b) — a)oa < ¢ — b (by Lemma 1.3.9)
= ((¢ = b) — a)o(aodb) < (¢ — b)ob) ( by Lemma 1.3.7, commutativity and associa-
tivity of 0 )

¢ ( by Lemma 1.3.9). That is ((¢ = b) — a)o(aob) < ¢
= (¢ = b) = a < ¢ — (aob) (by definition of —) ii
From (i) and (ii) we have, ¢ = (aob) = (¢ - b) — a iii
Using the commutativity of o in (iii), ¢ — (aob) = ¢ — (boa) = (¢ — a) — b . So the

result holds O
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Lemma 1.3.11. [26/e —e=¢

Proof. eoe = e (since e is the identity element)

= eoe < e ( by reflexivity of <)

= e < e — e (by the definition condition of —) i
= e = eoe < (e = e)oe (by Lemma 1.3.7) < e( by Lemma 1.3.9)

Thatise — e = (e — €)oe < e (because e is an identity element,) ii

Hence from (i) and (i7) we have e — e = e which is the required result. O

Lemma 1.3.12. [26/a —e=a

Proof. aoe = a (because e is an identity element).

= aoe < a ( because of reflexivity of <)

= a < a — e (by the definition condition of —)

= a < (a — e)oe ( because e is an identity element) < a ( by Lemma 1.3.9)

That is a < a — e < a. Hence by antisymmetry property of <.a =a — e [

Lemma 1.3.13. [26/e<a—a

Proof. eoa = a < a (by reflexivity of <)

= e < a — a ( by definition condition of —) O

Lemma 1.3.14. /[26/a<b=>a—c<b—c

Proof. co(a — ¢) = (a — c)oc ( o0 is commutative.)
< a ( by Lemma 1.3.9) < b ( by the given hypothesis). That is (a — ¢)oc < b.
= a — ¢ < b — ¢ (using the definition condition of —)

Hence a < b= a — ¢ < b — ¢ which is the required result. O

Lemma 1.3.15. [26/a<b=c—b<c—a

Proof. Let a <b. = (¢ — b)oa < (¢ — b)ob ( by Lemma 1.3.7) < ¢ ( by Lemma 1.3.9

)
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That is (¢ — b)oa < ¢ ( by transitivity of <).

= ¢ — b < ¢ — a (using the definition condition of —). O

Lemma 1.3.16. /26/b<a<e<a—b

Proof. Let b < a < eob < a ( e is an identity element).

& e < a— b ( by defining condition of —) O

Lemma 1.3.17. [26] (a -+ b)o(b—c¢)<a—c

Proof. co(a — b)o(b — ¢) = co(b — ¢)o(a — b)

= (b — c)oco(a — b) ( 0 is commutative.)

< bo(a — b) ( by Lemma 1.3.9, (b — ¢)oc < b, and Lemma 1.3.7)

< a ( by Lemma 1.3.9 and commutativity of o ).

= (a = b)o(b — c)oc < a (by transitivity of < and commutativity of o)

= (a = b)o(b - ¢) < a — c¢ ( by definition condition of —). Hence the result

holds. O

Lemma 1.3.18. [26] If a\V'b exists, then (coa)V (cob) exists for any ¢ and co(aVb) =
(coa)V (cob)

Proof. Let t = a Vb = lub{a,b} exists for any a, b.

= a < t,b <t (by the definition of lub)

= coa < cot, cob < cot ( by Lemma 1.3.7)

= cot = co(a V b) is an upper bound for coa and cob. (i)

To show the other containment consider the following. Let u be any upper bound for
{coa, cob}. Then coa < u,cob < u( by the definition of an upper bound )

= aoc < u,boc < u (o0 is commutative).

= a <u—c¢,b<u—c(by the definition condition of —)

= a Vb <u— c (by the definition of [ub)

= co(a V b) < u (by the definition condition of —).

That is co(a Vb) < wu (ii)
From (i) and (ii) we have co(a V b) = (coa) V (cob). O
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Lemma 1.3.19. [26] If a V b exists, then (¢ — a) A (¢ — b) exist for any c and

¢c—=(aVb)=(c—a)A(c—Db)

Proof. Let u = a V b exists for any a,b. since a < aV b, b < a Vb (by the definition of
lub ), we obtain that ¢ »aVb<c¢—a,c—aVb<c—b(byLemma 1.3.15).

So ¢ — a Vb is a lower bound for ¢ — a and ¢ — b. To show the other containment,
consider the following. Let u be any lower bound for ¢ — a and ¢ — b.

= u < c—aand u < c— b (by the definition of lower bound ).

= uoa < ¢,uob < ¢ (by the definition condition of —)

= aou < ¢,bou < ¢ (by the commutativity of o)

= a < c¢—u,b<c— u (by the definition condition of —)

= a Vb < c— u (by the property of V)

=c— (c—u) <c—(aVb) (by Lemma 1.3.15) (i)

Since by Lemma 1.3.9, (¢ — u)ou < ¢, it follows that, uo(c — u) < ¢ (commutativity
of 0).

u < ¢ — (¢ — u) ( by definition condition of —) (i)

From (i) and (ii) ,u <c— (c > u) <c— (a V)

= u < c¢— (aVb) ( by transitivity of <). So the result ¢ — (aVb) = (¢ = a)A(c — b)
holds. ]

Lemma 1.3.20. [26] If a \b ezists, then (a Ab) — ¢ exists for any ¢ and (a A\ b) —

c=(a—=c)N(b—c).

Proof. Let a A b exists. Then a Ab < a,aNb<b ( by definition of gib)

= (aNb) - c<a—c¢(anb) —c<b— c(by Lemma 1.3.14). So (a Ab) — cis a
lower bound of @ — ¢ and b — ¢. Let u be any lower bound for (¢ — ¢) and (b — ¢).
Then u < a — ¢,u < b — ¢ ( by definition of lower bound).

= uoc < a,uoc < b (by definition condition of —). Hence woc is lower bound for a
and b. So uwoc < a A b (by definition of ¢lb).

= u < (aAb) — ¢ ( by definition condition of —). So for any lower bound u of (a — ¢)

and (b — ¢), u < (a A b) — c. Accordingly, (a = ¢) A (b—¢) = (aAb) — c. O
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1.3.3 BH-lattices

Definition 1.3.21. [26] A BH- monoid system (L,o0,e,<,—) is a BH- lattice if
1. (L, <) is a lattice with glb and lub denoted N\ and \V respectively
2. z0o(yNz)=(xoy)A(xroz),Vr,y,z€L
3. ((y—ax)Ne)ox=x ANy Vr,y €L

Theorem 1.3.22. [26] A lattice (L,V,N\,0,e,—), where (L,o,¢e) is a commutative

monoid and — be a binary operation on L,is a BH lattice <
1. (y—=z)ox <y
2. (zNz)—my<z—y
3. x<zoy—yVr,y€L
4. ao(bAc)=(aob)A(aoc),Va,bce L

5 ((b—a)ANe)oa=aAbVa,bceL

Proof. (=) Let a lattice (L, V, A, 0,e,—), where (L, 0, €) is a monoid and — be a binary

operation on L,be a BH- lattice. Then

—_

. Follows from Lemma 1.3.9

2. x A z <z (by the definition of < in the lattice (L, V, A, o0,¢e,—))

= (zNz2) >y <x—y (by Lemma 1.3.14)

3. Since (L, <) is a partial ordering, oy < xoy (by reflexivity)

= x < zoy — y (by definition condition of —)
4. Follows from (2) in the definition of BH lattice.
5. Follows from (3) in the definition of BH lattice.

(<) Let (L, V, A, 0,e,—) be a lattice, where (L, 0, €) is a commutative monoid and —
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be a binary operation on L. And let the conditions (1) to (5) be satisfied. Then
1. (L,0,€e) is a commutative monoid ( given)

2. If we define < on L by a <biff a =aAb, then (L, <) is a lattice with glb and

lub denoted A and V respectively.

3. — be a binary operation on L (Given). To show (zob) < a & = < (a — b),
consider the following.
Let zob < a. Then a A (zob) = xob. (by the definition of < in the lattice)
Now z < (xob) — b (by 3 in the given condition)
= (a A (xzob)) — b ( by assumption condition a A (xob) = zob )
< a — b (by 2 in the given condition).
Hence zob<a=x<a—b (i)
Let x <a— b= 2 A (a—b) =z (by definition of < in the lattice )
= bo[z A (a — b)] = zob (0 is a commutative binary operation on L).
= (box) A [bo(a — b)] = xob (by 4 in the given condition)
= xob = (box) A [bo(a — b)] < (a — b)ob < a (by 1 and property of A). Hence
r<a—b= zob<a. (ii)
So from (i) and (ii) it follows that (xob) < a < x < (a — b). Hence (L, 0,¢e, <, —)

is a BH- monoid.
4. ao(bAc) = (aob) A (aoc) for all a,b, c € L (follows from 4 in the given condition).

5. ((b = a) Ae)oa = a Ab, Va,b € L (follows from 5 in the given condition). Hence
it is a BH- lattice.

Remark 1.3.23. [26] Theorem 1.3.22 shows that BH- lattices can be defined by means

of identities alone.
Here after, throughout this section L. denote a BH- lattice.
Theorem 1.3.24. [26] In BH-lattice a — a =e, Ya € L.
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Proof. e < a — a (by Lemma 1.3.13 ) (i)
Let d = a — a, then

dod = (a — a)o(a — a) < a — a=d ( by Lemma 1.3.17) (ii)
Moreover, e < a — a (by Lemma 1.3.13)

= eod < (a — a)od (by Lemma 1.3.7)

=d=a—a< (a— a)ola— a)=dod (iii)
Hence from (ii) and (iii) dod = d. By (3) in the definition of BH-lattice, for any = with
e<z, ((e—z)Ne)oxr =e Nz = e (by definition of A).

Now, for x = d using (i), ((e > d) Ae)od =eNd=c¢

= d = eod = ((e = d) A e)odod

But (e — d) Ae < e — d (using the definition of A)

=d = ((e = d) Ne)odod < (e — d)odod (by Lemma 1.3.7)

= (e —>d)od <e(asdod=d, by Lemma 1.3.9 )

Hence by transitivity d < e (iv)

From (i) and (iv), @ — a = e which is the required result. O

Theorem 1.3.25. [26/ Any BH-lattice L is distributive.

Proof. Recall that, by Theorem 1.1.31 a lattice L is distributive iff any element has at
most one relative complement in any interval. So it is enough to show that relative
complements are uniquely determined. Let for a,b,xz,y,y € L,a < x < b, such that
rANy=xANy =a,xVy=zxzVy =0
Now y =y A (y V x) (absorption law)
=((y = (yVva)) Ae)o(y V) (by (3) in the definition of BH-lattices )
(y = y) A (y = x) Ae)o(y V z) (using Lemma 1.3.19)

A(y — x)Ae)o(y V x) ( by Theorem 1.3.24)
(y = z) Ne)o(y V z) ( by the property of A)

(y = x) A (z — x)]o(y V x)(by Theorem 1.3.24)

Y ANz) — x)o(y V x) (by the hypothesis)
(Y — x) A (x — z)]o(y’ V x) (by Lemma 1.3.20)

= (

= (e

(

[

((y ANzx) — z)o(y V) ( by Lemma 1.3.20)
((v/

[

(

(v — ) ANe)o(y' V x) (by Theorem 1.3.24)
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(y — x) ANe) Aelo(y V z) (by the property of A)

I
(Y = )N (Y — ) Ne)o(y' V) (by Theorem 1.3.24)
(

(v = (¥ V) ANe)o(y Vz) (by Lemma 1.3.19)
=y A (y V) ( by (3)in the definition of BH-lattices)
= y' ( absorption law). Hence relative complements are uniquely determined and

consequently it is a distributive lattice. O]

Theorem 1.3.26. [n BH-lattice L (aV b)o(aAb)=aob, Ya,be L.

Proof. [a — (aV b)]ob = [(a — a) A (a — b)]ob ( by Lemma 1.3.19) = [e A (a — b)]ob (
by Theorem 1.3.24) = [(a — b) A e]ob ( A is commutative in a lattice) = a A b ( by (3)
in the definition of BH-lattices).

Hence a Ab=[a — (aV b)]ob (i)
Now (a A b)o(a V b) = [[a — (a V b)]oblo(a V b) (using (i))

= [[a = (aVb)|o(aVb)|ob (by commutativity and associativity of o) (ii)
< aob ( by Lemma 1.3.9 and 1.3.7 )
Hence (a Ab)o(aVb) = [[a — (aV b)]oblo(aVb) < aob (iii)

Again [a — (aV b)] Ae < [a — (a Vb)] ( by the definition of A ) = [[a = (a V b)] A
elo(a vV b)ob < [a — (a V b)]o(a V b)ob ( by Lemma 1.3.7 ) = [a A (a V b)]ob = [[a —
(aVb)] AeJo(aVb)ob < [a— (aVb)o(aVb)ob (by (3) in the definition of BH-lattices)
= [aA(aVb)|ob < [a — (aVb)]o(aVb)ob = aob = [aA(aVb)]ob < [a — (aVb)|o(aVb)ob
(by absorption law )

Hence aob < [a — (a V b)]o(a V b)ob = (a A b)o(a V b) (by ii) (iv)
Hence from (iii) and (iv), (a A b)o(a V b) = aob O

Corollary 1.3.27. [26] In BH-lattice L, a =aoe= (aVe)o(aAe), VYa € L.

Proof. Let b = e in the above Theorem 1.3.26. O

Theorem 1.3.28. [26] In BH-lattice L, any x € L with e < x is invertible.

Proof. let e <z = e - x < e — e = e ( by Lemma 1.3.15 and 1.3.11 ) = (e —

r)Ne=e— x,e Nz = e ( by the definition of A ) (i)
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Now by (3) in the definition of BH- lattice, for any = with e < 2 we have ((e —

r)ANe)oxr =eANx = (e = x)ox = e ( by (i) above) and hence inverse of x is e — x. [

Theorem 1.3.29. [26] In BH- lattice L, for x € L, eV x is invertible.

Since by Theorem 1.3.28, any x with e < z is invertible and from the definition of

V,e < eVx. Soitis invertible.

Theorem 1.3.30. [26] In BH-lattice L, for x € L, if = is invertible, then e — x is

verse of .

Proof. Let z is invertible. = Jy such that yoxr = e = yor < e ( Reflexive.) = y <
e — x ( by definition condition of —). = yor < (e — x)oxr ( by Lemma 1.3.7).
= e =yor < (e = z)oxr < e ( by Lemma 1.3.9 ). = (e — x)ox = e ( antisymmetric
property of <) Hence e — x is the inverse of x ( by uniqueness of an inverse in

associative algebraic structure). ]

Remark 1.3.31. Theorem 1.3.30 holds also in BH- moniods.

Theorem 1.3.32. [26] In BH-lattice L, if b is invertible, then a — b = ao (e — b),
Va,b e L.

Proof. Let b is invertible. By Theorem 1.3.30,e — b is the inverse of b. So that
(e = b)ob = e. Since for any a, we have aoe = a = ao(e — b)ob = a. Suppose that
r =a — b, then zob = (a — b)ob < a ( by Lemma 1.3.9) = zobo(e — b) < ao(e — b)
( by Lemma 1.3.7) = zoe < ao(e — b) (since bo(e — b) =€) = = < ao(e — b)

That is x = a — b < ao(e — b) (i)
But by Lemma 1.3.12,a — e = a , ao(e — b) = (a — e)o(e — b) < a — b ( by Lemma
1.3.17) Hence ao(e =+ b) < a — b

Thus from (i) and (ii), ao(e = b) =a — b O

Theorem 1.3.33. [26] If in BH-lattice L, a and b are invertible, then aob is invertible

and (e — a)o(e — b) is the inverse of aob, Va,b € L.
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Proof. Let in BH-lattice L, a,b € L are invertible. It follows from Theorem 1.3.30 and

associativity of the algebraic operation and uniqueness of an inverse. O]

Theorem 1.3.34. [26] In BH-lattice L, for x € L, e — x is invertible.

Proof. For any z,z0e = x = (z V e)o(x A e) ( by Theorem 1.3.26) = ¢ — x = ((e —
z)Ve)o((e = x)Ae), ( replacing x by e = z ). Now x Ae < e ( by the definition of A)
=e—e<e— (xAe)(by Lemma 1.3.15 ) = e <e — (x Ae) (by Theorem 1.3.24).
Hence by Theorem 1.3.28,¢ — (z A e) is invertible.
Again by Theorem 1.3.29, x V e is invertible.
Hence by Theorem 1.3.33(2), (e — (x Ae)) — (z V e) is invertible.
Thus, (e = (zAe)) = (zVe)=(e— [(xAe)o(z Ve)]) (by Lemma 1.3.10)

= e — z (by Theorem 1.3.26) which is invertible. [

Theorem 1.3.35. [26] In BH-lattice L, G = {x € L : x is invertible element } is an

l-group.

Proof. since eoe = e,e € G . By Theorem 1.3.33,a,b € G = aob € G. Hence (G, o)
is a group (by Theorem 1.3.30,1.3.34). And by Lemma 1.3.7,a < b = coaod < cobod.
Consequently using the definition G is a po-group . For any a € G,a Ve € G (by
Theorem 1.3.28). Hence by Theorem 1.2.37 G is an l-group. O

Theorem 1.3.36. (Decomposition Theorem for BH- Monoids)
[26] A BH- monoid L is the direct product of po- group and a BH- monoid with greatest

element iff
1. e — a is invertible, VYa € L.

2. a—a=e,Vac€ L.

Proof. Let L is a BH- monoid and assume that (1) and (2)holds. Let G = {zx € L : x

is invertible element } and H = {a € L : e — a = e}. Clearly (G, <,0) is a po-group.
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To show that H is a BH- monoid with greatest element, consider the following.
i. By (2) e € H. So that H is non - empty.

ii. Let a € H = e — a = e (by the definition of H )
= e < e — a ( reflexive)
= a = eoa < e. ( using the definition condition of — in L). Hence e is the

greatest element in H

iii. Let a,b € H, e — (aob) = (e — a) — b ( by Lemma 1.3.10) = ¢ — b = e (using
the definition of H). Thus H is closed under o.

iv. Let a,b € H = a < e (e is the greatest element) = a — b < e — b = e (by
Lemma 1.3.14) = ¢ — (@ — b) > e — e = e. (using Lemma 1.3.15).
Hencee — (a — b) > e
Nowasbe H b<e=a—b>a— e=a(by Lemma 1.3.15 and Lemma
1.312) =e— (a > b) <e—a=e ( by Lemma 1.3.15).
Hencee — (a — b) <e
Hence from (i) and (ii) it follows that e — (@ — b) = e and hence a,b € H =
(a — b) € H. Consequently — is a binary operation on H. So that H is a BH-
monoid with greatest element e (the other axioms for BH- monoid holds in H, as

HcCL).

Now to show that L is direct product of G and H, consider the following. Now let
a € L. Put 2 = aole = a),y =e¢ = (e - a). e >z =¢€¢ — [ao(e — a)] =
(e - a) = (e = a) = e( by Lemma 1.3.10 and (2) in the hypothesis given). So
that x belongs to H and y is invertible by hypothesis (1) and so is in G. Now zoy =
[ao(e — a)lole — (e — a)] = aoe = a. (since (e — a) and e — (e — a) are
inverses of each other (by Theorem 1.3.30)). Now let a = 2'oy’,2' € H,y € G.
e >a=e— 2oy =(e—2') =y (by Lemma 1.3.10) = e — ¢/ (as e — 2’ = ¢,
being ' € H). Alsoe - a=e¢ — xoy =e - y. Nowe — y = e — /. That is
inverse of y and inverse of y' are equal. = e¢ — (e = y) = e — (e — ) ( since
— is a binary operation). = y = ¢’ (as y and 3’ are elements of a group). Now

a = zoy = x'oy = woy = 2oy ( since y = ') = zoyole — y) = 2'oyo(e — y)
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/

(since o is a binary operation) = x = 2’. To show that G N H = {e}. Clearly
eeGNH. Letae GNH. = a € Gand a € H = ais invertible and e = a = e.
= aole — a) = e = aoe = ¢ = a = e . Hence a BH- monoid L is the direct product

of po- group and a BH- monoid with greatest element. O

Theorem 1.3.37. (Decomposition Theorem for BH- Lattices)
[26] Any BH- lattice L is the direct product of a commutative I-group and a BH- lattice

with greatest element. The converse is obvious.

Proof. Suppose that G = {x € L : z is invertible element } and H ={a € L:e — a =
e}. By Theorem 1.3.36, L is already direct product of G and H, as BH- monoids. G
is a commutative l-group by Theorem 1.3.35 and definition of BH- monoids. Now we
show that H is a BH- lattice. For a,b € H, clearly aVb,aAb e L. e — (aVb) = (e —
a)A(e = b) = eANe = e. (By Lemma 1.3.19). Hence aVb € H. To show e — (aAb) = e.
Using the proof of Theorem 1.3.36,a0b € H. = e =€ — (aob) = e — ((a V b)o(a A D))
(by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem 1.3.26) = (e — (a Vb)) — (a Ab) ( by Lemma 1.3.10)
=e—(aNb) (ase— (aVb)=e). Hence aAb € H. ie,a,b€ H e — (aANb) € H
and e — (aVb) € H. So (H,<) is a lattice with glb and lub denoted by A and V
respectively. The other properties for a BH-lattice holds in H as they holds in L.
Hence L is the direct product of a commutative l-group and a BH-lattice with greatest

element. O
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Chapter 2

Further Properties of BH-lattices

In this part we furnish examples of BH-lattices and develop further properties of BH-

lattices.

2.1 Examples of BH-lattices

Example 2.1.1. Boolean algebra as defined in example 1.5.3 above are BH-lattices.

To show this consider a Boolean algebra (B,V, ).
1. Clearly by example 1.3.3 above, it is a BH-monoid.
2. Clearly it is a lattice.
3.xo(yNz)=xANyNz)=@Ax)ANyAz)=(xAy)A(zAz).
4 (x=y)Ne)oy=((zVy) e)ANy=(zVy) Ny=(xAy)V(yAY)=a Ny
Hence a Boolean algebra is a BH-lattice as defined in example 1.5.3 above.

Example 2.1.2. Heyting algebra as defined in example 1.3.4 above are BH-lattices.
To show this consider a Heyting algebra (H,V,N).

1. Clearly by example 1.3.4 above, it is a BH-monoid.

2. Clearly it is a lattice.
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3. xoynz)=xzANyNz)=(@Ax)AN(yAz)=(xAy) A(xAz).
4. ((z = y)Ne)oy=(x—y) Ny=x Ay (by (4) of theorem 1.2.22).
Hence a Heyting algebra is a BH-lattice as defined in example 1.3.4 above.

Example 2.1.3. Commutative [-groups are BH-lattices with — defined as in example
1.3.2 abowve.

To show this consider a commutative l-group G.
1. Clearly by example 1.3.2 above, it is a BH-monoid.
2. Clearly by definition it is a lattice.

3. xo(yAz)= () to(yAz) = (yAz) = at (by definition of — and property of
inverse in a group) = (y — YA (z = 271 (by Lemma 1.3.20) = (yo(z™')"1) A
(zo(z™1) ™) = (yox) A (20z).

4. ((x = y) Ne)oy = ((woy™") Ae)oy = ((woy=")oy) A (eoy) (by 3 above) =
zvo(y toy) Ny=x Ny.

Hence a commutative [-group is a BH-lattice as defined in example 1.3.2 above.

Bounded commutative l-groups, Boolean algebra and Heyting algebra are examples of
bounded BH-lattices while unbounded l-groups are examples of unbounded BH-lattices.

Now we have the following examples which are BH-monoids but not BH-lattices.

Example 2.1.4. In a commutative po-group (G, o, e, p) given in example 1.3.2 above

the system (G, <) may not be a lattice. So it is not a BH-lattice.

Example 2.1.5. Consider the lattice given in Fig 2.1. Clearly it is a Brouwerian al-
gebra and hence a BH-monoid. Since b= [(c — b) AeJob = [(c — b) AN0Job # ¢ Ab = a.
Hence condition 3 in the definition of BH-lattices is failed. Thus Brouwerian algebra

as giwen in FExample 1.3.5 is not a BH-lattice.
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Figure 2.1: Example of BH-monoid which is not a BH-lattice

Example 2.1.6. Consider the set A - the multiplicative semigroup of the set of non
negative integers ordered by the divisibility relation. Then A is a Drl- semigroup with
least element 1 and greatest element 0. By example 1.5.6, it is a BH-monoid. For
T,y €A r—y= [ij, where | .| is the floor function for y # 0, y Az = GCF(z,y)
and yVx = LCM (x,y). Then for the BH-monoid induced from the above Drl-monoid,
[(B3—=2)Ae]o2 = (1A1).2=1.2=2%#3A2=06. Hence condition 3 in the definition of
BH-lattices is failed. Hence it is not a BH-lattice. Thus Drl-monoid is not a BH-lattice.

Note: After now on (L, o0, e, <,—) or simply L stands for a BH-lattice (L, 0, e, <, —)

and z,y, z € L.

2.2 Further Properties of BH-lattices

Theorem 2.2.1. In BH- lattice L, for x,y € L, if v and y are invertible, then x — y

15 invertible and y — x 1s the inverse of x — y.

Proof. Suppose that L is a BH-lattice and z,y € L are invertible elements.
=z —y=uzo(e »y)and y - = = yo(e — x) (By Theorem 1.3.32).
= (z = y)o(y — x) = [zo(e = y)]o[yo(e — z)]
= zo[[(e = y)oylo(e — x)](associative)
= zoleo(e — x)] = e. (By Theorem 1.3.30)
Hence the result holds. O

Theorem 2.2.2. For every BH- lattice L, the following properties holds Vx,y,z € L.
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Lz<y—=(y—z). SoxANy<ly— (y = z) Az = (x = y)].
2. z < (xoz) = (x Ny) or equivalently (x Ny) < (zoz) — 2

3. x Ny < [(zoy) — y] A [(woy) — a] = zoy — (zV y)

Proof. Assume that L is a BH-lattice and x,y, 2 € L.

y — x <y — x(reflexive).

= (y = x)or = zo(y — x) < y (commutative and the defining condition of —).

=z <y — (y — ) (the defining condition of —).

Similarly one can show that y <z — (x — y).

Hence z Ay <[z — (x = y)] Aly = (y — z)]. Hence (1) holds.

x Ay <z (from the definition of A).

= (z ANy)oz < xoz (by Lemma 1.3.7).

= (x ANy) < (zoz) = z and z < (z0z) — (x Ay) (by definition condition of —).
Similarly x Ay < (zoy) — y and x Ay < (zoy) — z. Hence z Ay < [(zoy) —
z] A [(zoy) — y] = xoy — (z V y) (by Lemma 1.3.19). Hence (2) and (3) holds. O

Remark 2.2.3. [In any BH-lattice L and a,b € L, b — a = max{x € L : aox < b}
Theorem 2.2.4. FEvery BH-lattice L satisfies the following properties, Vx,y,z € L.
1.z < ((zVy)oz) = z,2 < ((xVy)ox) =y
2.0—-y<(z—y) — (2 > x)

3 r—=y<(x—2z2)—(y—2)

Proof.

1. xoz < (z Vy)oz,zoy < (z V y)ox (by definition of V and Lemma 1.3.7)

=z < (zVyoz— z,x < (xVy)or — y (by defining condition of —).

2. 2 <z— (z— ) (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.2 above)
=z —y<[z— (2> 2) =y (by Lemma 1.3.14).

=z — (yo(z — z)) (by Lemma 1.3.10).
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=(z—y) — (2 = z) (by Lemma 1.3.10).

Thus, z -y < (z = y) = (2 = 2).

3. (y = 2)oz <y (by Lemma 1.3.9)
=z —y<z—|[(y— 2oz (by Lemma 1.3.15) )

=(x — 2) = (y = z) (by Lemma 1.3.10). O

Corollary 2.2.5. Let x,y € L. Thenx —y <e— (y — x)

Proof. Replace z by x in 3 of Theorem 2.2.4 O

Notation: For x € L, e — x is denoted by the symbol z~.

Theorem 2.2.6. Fvery BH-lattice L satisfies the following properties, Vx,y € L.
1. (zoy)” =2~ —my=y —=x

2.2 <y=y <ax”

S rx<z " andx” =x"
4. (xVy) =2 Ay  andz" Vy < (xAy)”
borx—-y<y  —a”

0. 27~ =y =y —ax

Proof. Let x,y € L and 2~ = e — .

(xoy)” =e — (zoy) = (e > ) >y = (e = y) — = (by Lemma 1.3.10)
= (zoy)” =2~ -y =1y — x. Hence (1) holds.

Let  <y=e—y<e—x (by Lemma 1.3.15)

=y~ < z~. Hence (2) holds

r<e—(e—ax)=2x"" (bylof Theorem 2.2.2).

<z .

Now replacing = in the place of x in the above inequality we have = < 7~ ~. But
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by 2 in the inequality x < 27—, we obtain that 7=~ =e — (z77) < (e > 2) = x~.
So 2~~~ = z~. Hence (3) holds
Moreover, (xVy)" =e— (zVy)=(e > x)A(e > y) =2 Ay (by Lemma 1.3.19)
x Ay < x,y (by definition of A)
se—r=1x <e—(xAy)=(xAy)" (by Lemma 1.3.15)
Similarly y~ < (x Ay)~. Hence z~ Vy~ < (z Ay)~. Hence (4) holds.
r—y<(e—y) — (e >x)=y" — a (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4). Hence (5) holds.
Furthermore, y~~ = e — y~ is invertible (by Theorem 1.3.34)
=1~ —y  =a ole >y ") (by Theorem 1.3.32)

=z "oy (ase—y T =y )

=2 "oy~ (by 3 of Theorem 2.2.6)

=y ole »>x7)

=y~ — 1z~ (by Theorem 1.3.32 and Theorem 1.3.34). Hence (6)
holds. ]

Theorem 2.2.7. FEvery BH-lattice L satisfies the following properties, Vx,y € L.
1. (xANy) =z <e

2.e<z— (xAvy)

Proof. * Ay < x (by definition of A)

=xANy—x<x—x=e (by Lemma 1.3.14 and Theorem 1.3.24).

Further, x A y < z (by definition of A)

=e=1—x<x—zAy (by Lemma 1.3.15 and Theorem 1.3.24). O

Theorem 2.2.8. forz,ye Lix = (y—z)=cz=>z—(x—>y)=y— (y =)

Proof. Let x,y € L and x — (y — x) = x.
z=(z—oy)=(@—>Yy—>2)—=(@—>y)

=(x — (r = y)) = (y = z) (by Lemma 1.3.10).
y <z — (r—y) (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.2)

=y—(y—z)<(r—(r—vy)) — (y— z) (by Lemma 1.3.14)
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=(x— (y > 2)) = (x — y) (by Lemma 1.3.10)
=1z — (x — y) (by the given hypothesis).
=y—(y—z)<z— (r—=y). Analogously, r — (z = y) <y — (y — x).

Hence z — (v —y) =y — (y — 2) O

Theorem 2.2.9. Let a,b,x,y € L and a < b, x < y, then the following properties
hold.

1. aox < boy
2. (a—=x)Vb—y <b—ux
3. a—y<(a—z)N(b—vy)

4.a—=y<b—ux

Proof. Suppose a < b and x < y.

= aox < box and box < boy (by Lemma 1.3.7).

= aox < boy. Hence (1) holds.

Further, a — 2z < b — z (by Lemma 1.3.14) and b - y < b — z. (by Lemma 1.3.15)
= (a =)V (b—y) <b— x. Hence (2) holds.

Moreover, a — y < b — y (by Lemma 1.3.14) and a — y < a — = (by Lemma 1.3.15).
=a—y<(a—x)A(b—y). Hence (3)holds.

From (2) and (3),a wy<(a—x)AN(b—=y) <(a—=z)V(b—y) <b— x. Thus, by

transtivity a — y < b — . O

Theorem 2.2.10. Fvery BH-lattice L satisfies the following properties, Vx,y, z,s,t €
L.

1. x =y < woz — yoz

2. (x = y)o(s = t) < (ros) — (yot)

Proof. x < (roz) — z (by Lemma 1.3.8).

=1z —y < [(roz) — z] - y (by Lemma 1.3.14 )
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= zoz — yoz (Lemma 1.3.10). Hence the first inequality holds.
Now using the first inequality we have xr — y < xos — yos and s — t < yos — toy.
= (z = y)o(s = t) < (zos — yos)o(yos — yot) (by Theorem 2.2.9)
< zos — yot (by Lemma 1.3.17). So the second inequality holds. ]

Theorem 2.2.11. Letz,y€ L. (xAy) = (xVy) =(x = y)A(y — x)

Proof. x Ny —xVy=I[xAy)— z]A[(xr ANy) — y| (by Lemma 1.3.19)

[(z = 2)A(y—=2)]AN[(z—=y)A(y — y)] (by Lemma 1.3.20)
= eN(y = x)A(x — y) (by Theorem 1.3.24) (i)
Further,
(@Vy)ol{(z = y) Ay = 2)} = [zo{(z = y) Ay = )} V [yo{(z = y) A (y = 2)}]
(by Lemma 1.3.18)
<Azo(y = x)} V{yo(r — y)} (by Lemma 1.3.7 and property of V and A)
<z V y(by Lemma 1.3.9 and property of V and A)
Le; (zVylo{(z 2 y) Ay = 2)} <z vy
==y ANy—x)<(xVy)— (zVy)=e (by definition condition of —)
= (z = YAy = z)he = (z = y)A(y — z) (ii)

Hence from (i) and (ii) we have xt Ay = zVy = (z — y) A (y — z) O
Theorem 2.2.12. Letx,y€ L. y<z = (y > x)ox =y

Proof. Suppose y < x = (y — z) < e (by Lemma 1.3.14) and Theorem 1.3.24
= (y—az)hNe=(y = )
= ((y = x) Ne)ox = (y — x)ox
=z Ay = (y — x)ox (by 3 in the definition of BH-lattice)

=y = (y — x)ox. O
Theorem 2.2.13. In a BH-lattice L ((x — y) Ae)o(z Vy) =z,Vr,y € L.

Proof. x = (x — (x Vy))o(x Vy) (by Theorem 2.2.12)
=((x = y) A (z — z))o(xz Vy) (by Lemma 1.3.19).
= ((x = y)ANe)o(x Vy) (by Lemma 1.3.24). L
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Theorem 2.2.14. In a BH-lattice L [(x — y) A (y — x)]o(x Vy) =z Ay, Vo,y € L.

Proof. [(x — y) Ay — z)]o(zVy) =[(z ANy) = (zVy)lo(x Vy) (by Theorem 2.2.11)
=2z Ay (by Theorem 2.2.12) O

Theorem 2.2.15. In a BH-lattice L x < y < z = (x = y)oly — z) =z —

z,Vr,y,z € L.

Proof. Suppose that z <y < z.
= (y — z)oz =y (by Theorem 2.2.12)
=z—-y=z—{(y— 2)oz}

= (x — z) = (y = 2) (by Lemma 1.3.10).
= (= yoly = 2) = ((z = 2) = (y = 2))oly — 2).
r<y=z—2<y— 2z (by Lemma 1.3.14)
= (z = y)oy = 2) = ((z = 2) = (y = 2))o(y = 2)

=2 — z ((by Theorem 2.2.12)). O

Theorem 2.2.16. In any BH-lattice L, the following properties hold, Vx,y,z € L.
1. (z = yoz<z—(y—2),
2. (x = 2)oy < (zoy) — =

3. (e = x)ole = y) < e— (zoy)

Proof. (y — z)oz <y. (by Lemma 1.3.9)
=z —y<xz— (y— 2)oz (by Lemma 1.3.15)
=(r — (y = 2z)) = z (by Lemma 1.3.10,)
= (z — y)oz <z — (y — z). Thus, the first inequality holds.
z < (zoy) — y (by Lemma 1.3.8).
=1 — 2z < ((xoy) = y) = z (by Lemma 1.3.14 )
= ((xoy) = z) — y (by Lemma 1.3.10)
= (x — 2)oy < (zoy) — z (by defining condition of —). Thus the second inequality
holds.
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Finally, (e —» z)o(e = y) <e = (xr = (e > y)) and z — (e = y) > (v — e)oy (using
the first inequality )

= zoy (by Lemma 1.3.12).
=e— [z — (e > y)] <e— (xoy) (by Lemma 1.3.15).

Hence (e — z)o(e — y) < e — (zoy). O

One can also prove (3) in Theorem 2.2.16 by using Theorem 2.2.10.

Theorem 2.2.17. Forz,y € L,(xoy)”” < (x oy~ )" =a~ oy ~

Proof. (e — x)o(e = y) < e — xoy (by 3 of Theorem 2.2.16).
(xoy)~~ <e—[(e = x)o(e — y)] (by Lemma 1.3.15)
= (e — (e » 2)) = (e —» y) (by Lemma 1.3.10)
=r " =y
= (z7oy~)~ (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.6).
= (z7oy")" =2~ =y =2a ole -y ) (by Theorem 1.3.32 and Theorem 1.3.34)
=z oy [l

Theorem 2.2.18. For z,y,z € L the following properties hold.
I.xANy=e=zxANz=xA(yoz)=e

2.xVy=e=xVz=zV(yoz)=e

Proof. Let x,y,z€ Landz ANy=e=x A z.

=e<uxy,2.

=e<zxAyAzande < yoz (by Theorem 2.2.9).

= e < A (yoz). (i)

and z = zoe < zo(x Ay A z) (by Lemma 1.3.7)

= oA (yoz) < {zxo(xAyAz)}A(yoz) = (zvox)A(zoz) A(yox)A(yoz) = (xAy)o(xAz) =

eoe = e (by property of A and distributive property)

i.e, xA(yoz) < e. (ii)
So from (i) and (ii) it follows that x A (yoz) = e.

Suppose that tVy=e=2xV z.
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=uz,y,2 < e.
=z VyVz<eand yoz < e (by Theorem 2.2.9).
= zV(yoz) < e. (iii)
and ro(z VyV z) < zoe = x (by Lemma 1.3.7 and property of V
= {zxo(z VyV 2)}V (yoz) = (zox) V (xoz) V (yox) V (yoz) (by Lemma 1.3.18))
= (x Vy)o(z V z) = eoe = e (by Lemma 1.3.18))
and {zo(x VyV 2)}V (yoz) < xV (yoz) (by the property of V).
ie, e <xV(yoz). (iv)

Hence from (iii) and (iv) it follows that = V (yoz) = e O

Notation: For any x and y in a BH-lattice L, (z — y) A (y — z) is denoted by z * y.
Thatisz*xy = (z = y) A (y = x).

Theorem 2.2.19. For any x,y,z € L, the following properties hold.
1. zxy < e with equality iff xt = y.
2. xxy=yxx
3. (xVy)*x(xANy)=xx*y
4. (xxy)o(y*z) <zx*xz
b rxy<(r—y)xe

6. r<e=zr*xe==z

Proof. zxy=(z —y) N\ (y = z)

= (xANy) — (zVy) (by Theorem 2.2.11)

< e (by Lemma 1.3.14, Theorem 1.3.24 and the fact (x Ay) < (zVy)). If
x =y, then by Theorem 1.3.24, x x y = e. Conversely, if x x y = e, then
rxy=(xAy) = (xVy =e
=e<(zAy) = (xVy).
= (zVy) < (zAy) (by defining condition of —)
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= x Vy =z Ay and consequently we obtain that x = y. Thus, (1) holds.
Evidently (2) is trivial.
(xVy)x(xAy)=[(xVy A(xAy)] = [(zVy)V(zAy)] (by Theorem 2.2.11)
=(xAy) = (zVy)
= x * y. Hence (3) holds.
x=oyYNy—z)<z—yy—zand (y=>2)A(z—y) <y— 22—y
= (zxyo(yx2) =[x > y) Ay = 2)lol(y = 2) A (z = )]
< (x = y)o(y = z) (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.9 )
< x — z (by Lemma 1.3.17).
That is (x xy)o(y * z) < x — z. By a similar argument (z * y)o(y % z) < z — z. So we
obtain that (x * y)o(y * z) < (x — 2) A (2 — ) = x x z. Hence (4) holds.
y—x<(r—2x)— (r—y) (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4)
=e¢ — (r — y) (by Theorem 1.3.24)
=zxy=(x—=>y Ay—x)
<(@—=y)A(e—=(z—y)
= (x —y)*e.
So zxy < (x — y) *e. Hence (5) holds.
Finally, let z <e
= e —e=e¢<e— x (by Theorem 1.3.15).

sr=eANzx<zA(e—z)=xxe <z (by Theorem 1.1.24). Hence z xe = x O

Definition 2.2.20. For n € N and © € L, define 2" = zoxo...ox (n times).

Theorem 2.2.21. In a BH-lattice L, if there exists an element x € L such that e < x,

then the set L is an infinite and not bounded above.

Proof. Suppose that e < x and x # e. Consider the sequence {7?"},cy, where N is the
set of non-negative integers. With Lemma 1.3.7, 2 < 22. If 22 = z, then by Lemma
1382 < 2> w o =2 — 2 =c ie x < e. Since e < z, it follows that x = e,
which is a contradiction. So x? # x. If 2> = e, thenz =2 5 e =2 = 2 = (z —
r) = x =e — x. Since e < z, by Lemma 1.3.15,¢ — 2 < e — e = e. This implies

x=e¢ — x <e. Hence x = e. In both cases there is a contradiction. So e < = < x2.
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This implies that x*> < z*. If 22 = 2%, then by Lemma 1.3.8, 2% < [2%02?] — 2% = e.
i.e; 22 < e. Hence 2% = e which is a contradiction. Hence e < z < 22 < z%.

Suppose that ¢ < 7 < 22 < 2* < ... < 2% for some n € N. This implies that
2" < 2% ox? . If 22" = 2% 0%, then by Lemmal.3.8, 2% < [22"02?"] — 2% = e.
i.e; 22" < e. Hence 22" = e which is a contradiction. Hence by the principle of
mathematical induction, the chain e < # < 22 < 2* < ... < 22"... does not terminate

at some point. So, the sequence of elements x2" are all distinct. Hence the set L is

infinite and unbounded above. 0
Corollary 2.2.22. If L is bounded above by the element t, then t = e.
Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 2.2.21. O

Theorem 2.2.23. In any BH-lattice L, the following properties hold, Vx,y € L.
l.z<eandy<e<s xoy<zAy
2.e<zande<y=zVy<zoy

3.e<zrandy<e=y<zoy<uw

Proof. Suppose that z,y € L,z <eandy <e
= roy < y and zoy < z (by Lemma 1.3.7).
= zoy < z Ay (by the definition of A).
Conversely, let zoy < x A y.
= zoy <z Ay <yand zoy <z Ay <z (by definition of A)
= zoy < y and zoy < x (transitive)
=z <y—y=candy <z — x=-ec (by defining condition of —
and Theorem 1.3.24). Hence (i) holds.
Suppose that z,y € L,e <z and e <y
= y < zoy and z < zoy (by Lemma 1.3.7).
= x Vy < zoy (by definition of V).
Suppose e <z and y < e.

=y < zoy < z (by Lemma 1.3.7). L
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Theorem 2.2.24. Forx € L and anyn e Nj2" <e < x <e.

Proof. Forn=2,(zVe)> = (xVe)orV (zV e)oe(by Lemma 1.3.18).
= zox V eox V xoe V eoe
=z*VzVe.
Suppose that for some k € N, (x Ve)k =28 v a1V ...V Ve Then
(xVe)tt = (zFvahFtv..vaVve)V(zVe)
= {(@*vattv..vave)or}V{(zFVvai*tVv .. VrVe)oe} (by Lemma
1.3.18)
= (2"t vakv. .. vave) V(P v lv.. . vaVve) (by Lemma 1.3.18)
=gFtvaPv..veVve.
Thus, by principle of mathematical induction we have
(xVer=z"VvVaz"lv..VzVe
=(z"Ve)V(z"'V..VzVe)
=a2"1v..VzVve (asaz" <e)
= (zVe)" L. Thatis (zVe)o(zVe)" = (zVe)"!
= (zVe)<[(zVeolxVe) ] = (zve)" ' =(xVe)t = (zVe)" !t =e (by of
Theorem 1.3.8).
=xrVe=e
=z <e. Hencez <e.

The converse follows from Theorem 2.2.9 by induction. [
Corollary 2.2.25. Forz € Lixxe=x & x <e.

Proof. Suppose that, x A (e = z) = x *xe = z.

srx<e—zx

= 22 < e (by defining condition of —).

= < e (by Theorem 2.2.24). The converse follows from Theorem 2.2.19. O

Corollary 2.2.26. In a BH-lattice, if x,y € L and y is invertible element, then for
any n € N,

<yt r<ly.
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Proof. Let x™ < y™.

= (zo(e = y))" = z"0(e — y)" < y"o(e — y)" (by Theorem 1.3.7).
= (yole = y))" =€

= zo(e = y) < e (by Theorem 2.2.24)

= zo(e — y)oy < eoy (by Lemma 1.3.7)

= x <y (by Theorem 1.3.30 and y is invertible element).

The converse follows from Theorem 2.2.9 by induction. [

Theorem 2.2.27. Forx € L and anyn e N,z"=e &z =e.

Proof. Let 2" =e= 2" <e.
= = < e (by Theorem 2.2.24). Perceive that
r=x—e=x—=1"=1x— (voz" ') = (z = z) = 2" ! (by Lemma 1.3.10 )
=e— 2" ! = 2" — 2" (by Theorem 1.3.24).
Since z < e, x Ae = x. Thus, by the distributive property of o over A, using repeatedly,
we have 2" = (z Ae)" =" Ax" ' A Az he=2"TA Az Ahe=(zhe)" ! ="

1

Hence by Theorem 1.3.24, x = 2™ — 2™~ = e. The converse is trivial. ]

Corollary 2.2.28. In an [-group, every element other than the identity element has

an infinite order.

Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 2.2.27. [

Definition 2.2.29. An element | € L is called unity if and only if vo(l — x) =
lol,Vx € L.

Example 2.2.30. Every bounded chain is a BH-lattice with unity [ = 0.

To show this consider the following. Let H be a bounded chain. Hence by Example
1.2.18, H is a Heyting algebra. Hence it is a BH-lattice and for any a € H,0 — a = 0.
Hence, ao(0 — a) =a A0 =0 = 000. Thus, [ = 0 is the unity element of H.

Lemma 2.2.31. In L with unity [, the following properties hold.

1. lol =1
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2. 1<e

3.e=e—l=(e—=1)—1

Proof. Let x = e in definition 2.2.29. Then it is immediate that (ol = [. So (1) holds.
[ < (lol) - | = e (by Lemma 1.3.8 ; Theorem 1.3.24 and condition (1)). So (2) is
satisfied.
Let t =e — [. Then
t=e— (lol) (by (1))

= (e = 1) = [ (by Lemma 1.3.10)

=t—liet=t—1.
se=t—>t=(t—1)—t=t—(lot)=(t >t) >1l=e— 1=t (by Lemma 1.3.10
and Theorem 1.3.25). Thus e — [ = e. Thus (3) holds. O

Theorem 2.2.32. Unity element is unique, if it exists in L.

Proof. Let I and I be unities.

=l<eande—[l=e=e— ' (by Lemma 2.2.31).

=1—1'<e—1l'=e (by Lemma 1.3.14 and Lemma 2.2.31).

Hence by (3) in the definition of BH-lattices and definition of unity element,

INU =[(l = U)Nelol' = (I — ")ol'’ =1 . By a similar argument I’ Al = {’. Hence
[=1. O

Corollary 2.2.33. L with unity is an l-group if and only if | = e.

Proof. Suppose that L is a BH-lattice with unity. If L is an l-group, then every
element of L is invertible. Hence by Theorem 1.3.30, xo(e — z) = e = eoe. Thus
by the definition of unity e is a unity element and hence by Theorem 2.2.32,1 = e.
Conversely, if [ = e, then zo(e — =) = e = eoe. Hence every element of L has an

inverse. Thus, (L, 0) is an group. Hence by the definition L is an l-group. O]

Theorem 2.2.34. If L with unity | contains a least element o, then o =1
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Proof. Since « is least element of L, a < e

= (aoa) < eoa = a (by Theorem 1.3.7).

= aoa = « (as « is least). Thus,

=1l=(l = a)oa = (I - a)o(aoa) (by the definition of unity)
= {(l = a)oa}toa (associative)
= loar (by the definition of unity and 1 of Theorem 2.2.31)
< eoa = « (since | < e and Lemma 1.3.7).

= a = (since « is least). O

Theorem 2.2.35. If a BH-lattice L with unity I, contains an element x such that

x <[, then the set L is an infinite set and unbounded below.

Proof. Assume that L is a BH-lattice with unity 1 and there exists an element x € L

such that x <[ and = # (.

= [ < e (by Lemma 2.2.31)
szx<l<e
= 2?2 < lox < x (by Theorem 1.3.7).
If2? =2, thenz =22 <lox <z
= = = lox . Hence,
e =e — [ (by Lemma 2.2.31,)
= (x — z) — | (by Theorem 1.3.24)
=2 — (xol) (by Lemma 1.3.10)
=1 — [ro(l = z)]Jox = x — [2%0(l — z)] (definition of unity element)
=z — zo(l = x)
= 2 — [ (definition of unity element).
=e<z—I
= [ < x (by defining condition of —) which is a contradiction. Thus z? # z.
If 22 = [, then
r—l=z—12>=(x—1x)—x=e— z (by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem 1.3.24).
Since x < e, by Theorem 1.3.15,e <e —x. Soe<e—zr=x—1

= | < z which is a contradiction. Hence 22 # [. In both cases there is a contradiction.

29



Further Properties of BH-lattices Further Properties of BH-lattices

Hence 2% <z <[ < e.
= x%0x? < 2% (by Lemma 1.3.7).
If 22 = 2*, then
e =€ — [ (by Lemma 2.2.31,)
= (2% = 2?) — [ (by Theorem 1.3.24)
= 2% — (z%0l) (by Lemma 1.3.10 and)
= 22 — [2%0(l — x*)]ox? (by definition of unity element)
=22 — zto(l — 2?) = 2% — 2%0(l — 2?) (by assumption z? = x?)
= 2% — [ (by definition of unity element).
=e<2?—1
= [ < 22 which is a contradiction. Hence 2* < 22 <[ < e.
Suppose that 22" < 22" < <zt < <l <e.
= 22" = 2% 02?" < eox?” (by Lemma 1.3.7). If 22" = 22" then
e =€ — [ (by Lemma 2.2.31,)
— (2" — 22") = [ (by Theorem 1.3.24)
= 22" = 20l (by Lemma 1.3.10 and)
= 22" = [2¥0(l = z¥)]ox?" (by definition of unity element)
=22 = 2ol = 2¥) = 2% = 220(1l — 2?") (by assumption 22" = z2)
— 22 — | (by definition of unity element).
=e<a2? 51
= | < 22" which is a contradiction. Hence by principle of mathematical induction
o< a? <2 < < a2t < 2? <1< e and hence the sequence of elements 2" are

all distinct. Hence the set L is infinite and unbounded below. O

Corollary 2.2.36. If L with unity | is bounded below by the element t, then t = L.

Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 2.2.35. [

Theorem 2.2.37. Let L be a BH-lattice with unity I. Then Ly ={zx € L:x — 1 =e}
1s a BH-lattice with least and greatest element. And L; is subset of the BH-lattice

L¢={zeLlL:e—x=ce}.
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Proof. | -1 =e and e — [ = e (by Theorem 1.3.24 and Lemma 2.2.31). Hence both [
and e belong to L;. Let x € L,
=z—l=cande—arx=(r—1) >z
=(r —x) > l=e—1l=ce (by Lemma 1.3.10 and 2.2.31).
se<z—lande<e—zx
= x < e,l <z (by defining condition of —).
= e is the greatest element and [ is the least element in L.
Let x,y € L.
=z <eandy<e.
= zoy < e (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.9).
= (zoy) - 1 <e—1=e (by Lemma 1.3.14).
Furthermore, (z — l)oy < (zoy) — I (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.16 ).
= (z = oy = eoy =y < (voy) — L.
=e=y—1<A{(xoy) =1} = 1= (voy) — lol
= (zoy) — [ (by Lemma 1.3.10, 1.3.14 and 2.2.31 ).
Hence (zoy) — | = e. Thus xoy € L.
(xANy) > l=(x—=>1)AN(y—1) =eNe=e (by Lemma 1.3.20). Hence L, is closed
under both o and A.
z,y <axVy<e (eis greatest element)
=e=@—=>DN(y—1)<(xVy) -1 <e—1=e(by Lemma 1.3.14 and 2.2.31).
Hence x Vy € L;.
Moreover, by Lemma 1.3.10 and Lemma 2.2.31, (z —» y) =l =(x =) > y=e€ —
y=wy—10)—-y=W—y —l=e—l=ec Sox —yeE L. Hence L; is a BH-lattice
with | as least element and e as greatest element.
Let x € L;. Then
e—sr=(r—=Il)—z
= (x — ) — [ (by Lemma 1.3.10)
=e — [ = e (by Theorem 1.3.24 and Lemma 2.2.31).
Thus x € L and hence L; C L¢. Finally, by the proof of Theorem 1.3.36 (Decomposi-
tion Theorem for BH- Monoids), L¢ is a BH-lattice with greatest element e. ]

Theorem 2.2.38. In a BH-lattice L, (L,0) is a group & © — y =x — 2 = y =

61



Further Properties of BH-lattices Further Properties of BH-lattices

z,Vr,y,z € L.

Proof. Suppose that (L, 0) is a group and let for any z,y,z € L,z — y = x — 2. Then
(r—y)t=y—ax=2—2=(x— 2)"" (by Theorem 2.2.1 ).
=y—zz)—(e—=ax)=(2—2x) = (e —>1).

= (y = (zo(e = x)) = (2 = (vo(e — z)) (by Lemma 1.3.10).
=y=y—e=2z—e=2z (by Lemma 1.3.12 and Theorem 1.3.30).

Conversely, assume that for z,y,2 € L,x - y =2 — 2 = y = 2. Then by Lemma
1.3.10, e — {yo(e = y)} = (e > y) = (e > y) = e = e — e. So that yo(e — y) = e.
Hence y is invertible element. Since y is arbitrary, every element of L is invertible.

Hence (L, 0) is a group. O

Theorem 2.2.39. L is an l-group if (L, 0) is a group and further a — b is the solution

of the equation box = a.

Proof. 1f (L,0) is a group, then by the definition of BH-lattice and Theorem 1.3.7,
L = (L,0,<,—) is an l-group. Further, by Theorem 1.3.30 and Theorem 1.3.32,
bo(a — b) = bolao(e — b)] = a. Hence a — b is the solution of the equation box =

a. O

Theorem 2.2.40. BH-lattice L bounded below is Heyting algebra if roy = y A x,
Va,y € L. Also, in L, if (L,<,—) is a Heyting Algebra, then xoy =y A x,Vx,y € L.

Proof. Let BH-lattice L is bounded below by 0 and xoy = = A y,Vx,y € L. Then

1. x=eox =eNz =z <e. Hence (L,V,A\ 0,e=1)is a lattice with 0, 1

2.z Ny ={(z = y) Nefoy ={(z = y)oetoy = (z = y) Ay
3. y — z < (yoxr) — (zox) (by 1 of Theorem 2.2.10).
= (yAx) — (2 Az) (by hypothesis 0 = A)
= (y = 2)Azx < [(yAx) — (zAx)|Az. (i)

Moreover, using 2 and Lemma 1.3.10
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(y—=2)ANe=zAN((y—2) - x)=xA(y — zox)
=2 A (y — zAz) (by hypothesis o = A). (ii)
Further, using Lemma 1.3.8,y < (yox) — .
= yor =y AN x < ((yor) — x) Az (by hypothesis 0 = A)
<(yAz)— 2z <y—z (by Lemma 1.3.14 and y A x < y).
= (yAz) = (zAz) <[y = x] = (2 Az) (Using Theorem 1.3.14)
=y — zo((z A z) (by Lemma 1.3.10)
=y — x A (2 Az) (by hypothesis 0 = A)
=y —zANx.
= [(ynz) - Ax) A <[y = zAz]A Az = [y = z] Az (by (ii)).
(iii) From (i) and (iii) it follows that [(y Ax) = (z Az)| Az =[y — 2] Ax.

4. xANy<zxz=e<z—xAy (by Lemma 1.3.15).

= e=ux — x Ay (e is the greatest element).

For the second part let (L, <,—) be a Heyting algebra.
= For a,b € L,a — b is the largest x such that z A b < a.
aANb<a=a<a—b
=aAb< (a—b)ANb=aAb (by 4 of Theorem 1.2.22, as L is Heyting algebra).
=alN(a—a)=ala
=alNe=a
= a < e. Hence e is the largest element of the lattice.
Hence by Theorem 1.3.7,a0b < a,b = aob < a A b.
= aob = (aob) A (a ANb) = (a AD) A [aob — a A b] (by 4 of Theorem 1.2.22)
=a A b (by 3 of Theorem 1.2.22). O

Theorem 2.2.41. If in a BH-lattice L with unity | (L,V,A\) is a Boolean algebra,

theno=AN and xt =1 — x.

Proof. By Theorem 2.2.34 and Corollary 2.2.22, 1 is the least element and e is the
greatest element of the Boolean algebra. Let x € L. Then there exists an element
2! € L such that x Var=e and z A/ = L.

= zox! = x A x/ =1 (by Theorem 2.2.40,0 = A).
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= 2/ <[ — z (by the defining condition of —).

=e=zVa/<zV(—x)

=z V (I - x) = e (e is the greatest element).

Further, A (I = z) = xo(l — x) =l (by the definition of unity element). So | — x
is the complement of x in the Boolean algebra L. Hence by uniqueness of complement

ol =]—=zx O
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Chapter 3

Decomposition Theorems of

BH-lattices

3.1 Decomposition Theorems

Definition 3.1.1. An element z of a BH-lattice L is called an idempotent element if

x°=x.
In any BH-lattice L, e is an idempotent element.

Lemma 3.1.2. If L is a BH-lattice which satisfies the property v — (z0z) < (z —

z)o(e = z),Vx,y,z € L, then the following are equivalent.
1. H={z € L:zox =z =¢}
2. H ={z € L:zor=ux}

3. B={reLlL:e—»x=c¢}

Proof. Suppose that z — (z0z) < (x — z)o(e — z).
(x = 2)o(e = z) < (xoe) — (zoz) (by Theorem 2.2.10)
Hence (zoe) — (z02) = (z — z)o(e — 2). a

Letx € H=20r > x=c¢€
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=e<zor —>x
= = < zox (by the definition of — in BH-lattices).
Further, < zox — = = e (by Lemma 1.3.8).
= zor < x(by Lemma 1.3.7). So that zox = x.
Also if zox = x, then clearly roxr — x = x — x = e. Thus H is the set of all idempotent
elements with respect to the operation o. That is, H = H'.
Let x € H = (vox) — x =e.
=e¢ =z = {(vor) = 2} - x = (zor) — (ror) = e ( by Lemma 1.3.10). Hence
xr € B.
Furthermore, let y € B=¢e¢ —y =ce.
= y = yoe = yo(e — y) < e (by Lemma 1.3.9)
= y?> <y (by Lemma 1.3.7 )
Moreover, e = y* — y> = (y*> — y)o(e — y) (by equation « above)
=y’ =y
= y < y? (by defining condition of —). Hence y* = y. Therefore y € H'. Thus y € H
and so H = B. O]

Theorem 3.1.3. A BH-lattice L is direct product of Heyting algebra and a commu-
tative I-group if

1. x = (z02) < (z — z)o(e = 2)

2. there exists an idempotent element 0 € L such that 0 < z, for any idempotent

element x € L.

Furthermore, if L is the direct product of a Heyting algebra and a commutative [-group,

then condition (1) holds.

Proof. Suppose that © — (z0z) < (z — z)o(e — z). Since by Theorem 2.2.10, (zoe) —
(z0z) > (x — 2)o(e — z) it follows that

(xoe) = (z0z) = (x — 2)o(e — z). (1)
Consider the set H = {a € L : (aoa) — a = e}. Since e € H, H # (). By Lemma 3.1.2,

H is the set of all idempotent elements with respect to the operation o.
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Further, consider the set G = {a € L : (a0a) — a = a}.

Let a € G. Then ao(e — a) = {(ava) — a}o(e — a) = (aoa) — (aoa) = e (by (1)
above and Theorem 1.3.24). Hence a is an invirtible element. Moreover, let a € L be
an invirtible element. Then ao(e — a) = e (by Theorem 1.3.30)

= (aoaoe) — (aoa) = [(aoa) — alo(e — a)(by (1) above and Theorem 1.3.24)

= a = (aoa) — a(by uniqueness of inverse). Hence G is the set of all invertible ele-
ments. Thus by Theorem 1.3.35, G is a commutative l-group.

Now let’s show that H is a Heyting algebra. Since e € H, H is non empty subset of
the BH-lattice L. Let x € H. Then 2* = zox = x

= ¢ =e¢ — x (by Lemma 3.1.2)

= eor = = < e (by the defining condition of —). Hence H is bounded above by e.
Let x,y € H. Then:

(xoy)o(xoy) = (xox)o(yoy) = woy. Hence H is closed under o. Since H is bounded
above by e,z < e.

=1z —y < (e—y)=e (by Lemma 1.3.14 and Lemma 3.1.2)

=e=e—e<e— (r—y) (by Lemma 1.3.15). Hence e < e — (z — y).

Further, as y € H,y < e.

=r=x—e<z—y (by Lemma 1.3.12 and Lemma 1.3.15)

= e — (r -y <e —- x = e (by Lemma 1.3.15 and Lemma 3.1.2). Thus
e - (r — y) < e and hence e - (z — y) = e. So by Lemma 3.1.2, H is closed
under —. Furthermore, by condition (3) in the definition of BH-lattices z Ay = [(z —
y) Neloy = (x — y)oy € H (as H is bounded above by e). Hence H is closed under A
(as H is closed under o and —). Now as z,y < e, using Lemma 1.3.7, zoy < z,z0y <y
and consequently it follows that zoy < xVy. Thus using Lemma 1.3.18, it follows that
(x Vy)o(x Vy) =12*VzoyVroyVy> = (xVy)V (roy) =z Vy. Hence H is closed
under V. Hence H is a sub BH-lattice of L.

In addition to this, as zoy < x and xoy < y, in that case xoy < z Ay. Again us-
ing Theorem 2.2.9,2 Ay < z,y implies that z Ay = (x A y)o(x A y) < zoy. Hence
T Ay = z0Yy.

Finally by condition 2, H is bounded below. Hence by Theorem 2.2.40, H is a Heyting
algebra.

Clearly GNH =e
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Fora e L,let t =ao(e — a) and s =e — (e — a).

Then e - t = ¢ — [ao(e — a)] = (e = a) = (e — a) = e (by Lemma 1.3.10 and
Theorem 1.3.24). Hence by Lemma 3.1.2,¢ € H. Using Theorem 1.3.34 s is invertible
element. SO that s € G.

Furthermore, Using Theorem 1.3.34, and Theorem 1.3.30 for any a € L, tos = [ao(e —
a)lole = (e — a)] = a.

Now, suppose that a = voy,x € H,y € GG. Then by Lemma 1.3.10, ¢ - a = ¢ —
zoy=(e—x) >y=e—y(ase—x=e, being v € H). Also by Lemma 1.3.10,
e—va=e—>tos=(e—>t)—s=e—s Nowe— s=e—y. Thatisinverse of y
and inverse of s are equal.

=e— (e >y)=e— (e —>s) (since — is a binary operation).

= y = s (as y and s are elements of a group).

Now a = xoy = tos

= zoy = tos ( since y = s)

= zoyo(e — y) = toyo(e — y) (since o is a binary operation)

= x = t. Thus L is the direct product of H and G.

Furthermore, if L is the direct product of a Heyting algebra and a commutative l-group,

then trivially condition (1) holds. O

Theorem 3.1.4. BH-lattice L is direct product of a BH-lattice with least and greatest

elements and a commutative [-group iff
1. (zoy) — (z0z) < (x — 2)o(y — 2)

2. There ezists an element | such that zo(l — x) = lol

Proof. Let the conditions given in (1) and (2) holds. From (2) forl = x, lo(l — 1) = lol.
Implying that lol = [. And from (1) using Theorem 2.2.10 it follows that (xoy) —
(z0z) = (x — 2)o(y — 2).

[m=e— (lol) = (e 1) = 1=1" — 1 (by Lemma 1.3.10).
se=1"—=>0"=(0"—=1)->1"=(0"—>1")—>l=e—1=1 (by Lemma 1.3.10
and Theorem 1.3.24).

Let G={rel:x—l=z}and B={rx € L:x—[l=e} Sinceee G andl € B,
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both G and B are non empty. Then

(xoy) — 1 = (zoy) — (lol) = (x — l)o(y — 1) (by (2) above) and

(xANy) = 1l=(x— 1) A(y—1) (by Lemma 1.3.20). Hence both G and B are closed
under o and A.

Now assume that x,y € B. Then v — [ = e = [ < z. That is, 1 is the least element of
H.

e—>r=(r—1)—r=(—12)—>1l=e—[]=e (by Lemma 1.3.10).

= r < e. Similarly y < e and so, e is the greatest element of H.

=zVy<e

= (zVy) =1 <e—I(by Lemma 1.3.14)

Since z,y < x Vy, by Lemma 1.3.14, e=2z = l,e=y > [ < (x Vy) = [
=e=(—->)V(y—=>1)<(rVy —1<e—1=e Hence xVy € B. Further, by
Lemma 1.3.10 (x — y) »l=(x =) sy=e—=y=y—=>1)—2y=(y—y) —I1l=
e >l=e Sox —y e B. Hence B is a BH-lattice with 1 as least element and e as
greatest element.

Now let z,y € G. Then by Lemma 1.3.10, (z - y) >l =(r — 1) >y =2 — y and
consequently x — y € G. Furthermore,

zole » x) = (x = l)o{(l = 1) = 2} = (x = D)o{(l - x) — I} (by Lemma 1.3.10)

= {zo(l - x)} — (lol) (by condition (2) above)

= [ — [ = e (by 2 in the hypothesis, Theorem 1.3.24 and Lemma 2.2.31 ). Hence x
is invertible element. And by Lemma 1.3.10, (e - z) =l =(e =) >z =€ — ..
Hence e — x € G, whenever z € G.

Moreover, by Theorem 1.3.26, (z V y)o(x A y) = xoy. So by Theorem 1.3.30, z V y =
(xoy)o(e — (x Ay)). Thus zVy € G and so G is closed under all the operation.
i.e, G is a BH-lattice. And consequently using Theorem 1.3.35, it follows that G is a
commutative l-group

Now for a € L,let t =a — [l and s = a — t . Then by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem
1.3.24,
t—l=(@—=l)—l=a—(lod)=a—l=tand s —l=(a— (a—1) =1l=(a—
[) > (a —1)=e. Thust € G and s € B. Beside these,

[ <e (by Lemma 2.2.31)

=a=a—e<a—1[(by Lemma 1.3.12 and Theorem 1.3.15).
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= tos = (a = l)o(a — (a — 1)) = a (by Theorem 2.2.12)

Now let a = t'os’, where t' € G and s’ € B. Then by (2) above, t =a — | = (t'os') —
lol = (t' = Do(s" = 1) =eo(t' — 1) =t'. Hence t = t' and consequently by Theorem
1.3.34, a = tos = t'os’ = tos’ = (e — t)(tos) = (e — t)(tos’) = s = ¢'. Finally, as
e — | =e, clearly {¢} = G N B. Thus L is the direct product of B and G.

Conversely, if L is the direct product of BH-lattice with least and greatest element

B and commutative l-group G, then trivially conditions (1) and (2) in the Theorem

hold. [l

Theorem 3.1.5. BH-lattice L is direct product of a Boolean algebra and a commutative

l-group iff
1. z = (yoy) < (x — y)ole = y) for all z,y € L

2. there ezists an element | in L such that (I — x)ox = lol and | — (I — z) =

x,Vx € L.

Proof. Suppose that the condition in (1) and (2) hold. Let G be the set of all invertible
elements of L and H be the set of all idempotent elements of L. By the same argument
as in the proof of Theorem 3.1.3, H is a BH-lattice with greatest element e, 0 = A and
L is direct product of G and H.

For any « € H, x < e (is the greatest element)

= e <e—x <e (by Lemma 1.3.15, Theorem 1.3.24 and e is greatest element)
=e=e— .

By Lemma 2.2.31 [ € H, so it follows that e = e — (I — z). So

| = (I - x) = x (by the condition given in 2 )

sl (—-ax))—-l=0—1

=e=e—>(l—-2)=[—-((—2)] —>1=2—1(by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem
1.3.24)

= | < z (by defining condition of —). Hence H is bounded below by the element [.
Thus by Theorem 2.2.40, H is a Heyting algebra with greatest element e , least element
land o = A.

Now for any x € H, by the given condition (2) and Lemma 2.2.31,
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zA(l—z)=z0o(l »z)=1lol=1.
Moreover, [ = [l = {x V (I = z)}]o[z V (I — x)] (by condition (2) )

=l = {zv{—=>2)}ANz]VI]I—=>{zVv(I—2)}A({— z) (by Lemma 1.3.18,
o=AN).
=[l—={zv(i—-2)}jhz=1land [ > {zV (= 2)}]A( — z)] =1 (as 1 is the least
element of H).
=[l—={zVv({—2x)}or=I>land [l = {zV (I — x)}o(l = x)] =1 (because o = A).
=l->{zvl—-2)}<l—-zand!l - {zV({ —-2)} <Il— (I - x) ==z (by the
defining condition of — and condition (2)).
=l—={zVv(i—-2)}<(l—=2z)ANx=(— x)ox =Ilol =1 (by condition (2), 0 = A
and Lemma 2.2.31).
=1l —={xV(—x)} =1 (because 1 is least element).
=e=l—=l=1l-[l—={zV(—2)} =2V (l— z) (by condition (2)).
Hence H is complemented with 2’ = [ — 2 and consequently by definition H is a
Boolean algebra. Thus L is the direct product of Boolean algebra and a commutative
l-group.
Conversely if L is the direct product of a Boolean algebra H and a commutative l-group

G, then trivially condition (1) and (2) hold. O

Definition 3.1.6. A BH-lattice L is called idempotent if x*> = x,¥Yx € L. That is, an

1dempotent BH-latice is a BH-lattice in which every element is idempotent element.

Theorem 3.1.7. An idempotent BH-lattice L with unityl is a direct product of Boolean

algebra and commutative l-group iff | — (I = z) = x,Vz € L.

Proof. Suppose that | - (I - z) =x,Voe € L. Let H={r € L:e -z =¢} and G
be the set of all invertible elements of L. The proof of H is a BH-lattice with greatest
element e is analogous to the proof 2 of Theorem 1.3.36]26] and further L is the direct
product of H and G can be obtained. Furthermore for z,y € H, z,y < e.

= zoy < z and zoy <y (by Lemma 1.3.7).

=xoy <xANy<uxzUy.

= zoy <z Ay = (zAy)o(xAy) < zoy (by Theorem 2.2.9). Thus zoy = z Ay. Finally
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by the same argument as in proof of Theorem 3.1.5,2' =1 — x,Vo € H. Thus His a

Boolean algebra.

Conversely if L is the direct product of Boolean algebra and commutative l-group, then

the condition | — (I — x) = z,Vx € L is trivial. O
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Chapter 4

Congruences and Filters of

BH-Lattices

4.1 Filters on BH-lattices

In this section we introduce the notion of filters in BH-lattices , furnish examples and

prove certain properties of filters.

Definition 4.1.1. A nonempty subset F' of a BH-lattice L is called a filter of L iff
1. z,ye F=zoye F
2. xxe<yxeandxr € F=yeF.

Theorem 4.1.2. Fvery filter F of a BH-lattice L contains the identity element e.

Proof. Since F is non empty subset of L, there exists some element, say a € F. By

Theorem 2.2.19,a x e < e = e x e. So, by definition of a filter e € F'. O]

Theorem 4.1.3. Let F be a filter of BH-lattice L. Then the following properties hold.
1. Ife,ye Fande ANy<a<zxzVy, thena € F.

2. F is closed under all the operations in L.
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Proof. Let x € F. = xxe < e (by Theorem 2.2.19)

=e—e=e<e— (rxe) (By Theorem 1.3.15 and Theorem 1.3.24).
=eN(zxe)=xzxe<(rxe)A(e— (zxe)) = (r*xe)*xe. Thus xxe € F. Hence, for
r,ye F,xxe,yxe€ F,and (z*xe)o(yxe) € F.

Let, z,y,a € L, such that x Ay < a < xVy. Then

axe=aAl (e—a)

>aA(e— (zVy)) (by Lemma 1.3.15 )

> (x Ay) Ale = (zVy)

=(xAy)ANle—=z)AN(e—>y)=(x*xe)A(y+*e) (by Lemma 1.3.19 )

> (zxe)o(y x e) (by Theorem 2.2.19 and Theorem 2.2.23)

= [(z x€e)o(y * €)] *x e (by Theorem 2.2.9 and Theorem 2.2.19).

Hence a € F. Hence replacing a by Ay and z V y, we obtain that x Ay,x Vy € F.
[(zxe)o(y*xe)] xe= (xxe)o(y*e) (by Theorem 2.2.9 and Theorem 2.2.19)
<z*xy=(r*y)*e (by Theorem 2.2.19). Thus,in that case z xy € F.

Furthermore, (x — y)oy < x (by Lemma 1.3.9).

=y —x<y— (r—y)oy(by Lemma 1.3.15)

=e¢ — (r — y) (by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem 1.3.24). So that (z — y) xe = (z —
YAe—=(x—=y)>@—=>y Ay —>2x)=x*xy = (r*y)*e Hence by definition
r —y € F. Thus (2) holds. O

Corollary 4.1.4. A filter F' of BH-lattice L is sub BH-lattice of L.
Proof. Directly follows from the above theorem by definition. n

Corollary 4.1.5. If x is an element of filter F' of BH-lattice L, then the interval
[xANe,xVel CF.

Proof. Directly follows from the above theorem. m

For a BH-lattice L, a sub BH-lattice H of L may not be a filter of L. For this consider
the l-group (R, +) with the usual ordering and H = (Z,+). H is not a filter because
4*6:—4§%*€:—%. But 4 € F and —%§£Z.
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Definition 4.1.6. Fvery BH-lattice L is a filter of itself, called the improper filter; all

other filters will be called proper.

Theorem 4.1.7. For any BH-lattice L, E = {e} is filter of L.

Proof. Clearly exe =e. Let z € L such that exe < z xe.

= e <z *e<e (by Theorem 2.2.19).

=zxe=xN(e—>z)=c¢

= ¢ <z and e < e — z (by definition of A).

= e <z and x < e (by defining condition of —).

Hence x = e € E. Thus E is a filter. O

Definition 4.1.8. The filter E = {e} is called the trivial filter.

Theorem 4.1.9. Z is the only non trivial filter in the BH-lattice (Z,+,0,<,—), where

< is the usual ordering.

Proof. Let F be a filter of BH-lattice (Z,+,0,<,—) and 0 # z¢ € Z. If there exists an
element y € F such that y * 0 < xq % 0, then g € F and Z C F' and the proof is over.
Suppose not. This implies, for all y € F, g %0 < y % 0 (because Z is a chain) .

= 29 A (—20) <y A (—y) (in l-group = — y = zoy ™).

= —[zo| < =yl = [y[ < |zol.

Since F is filter and y € F), |y| € F and further by Theorem 4.1.3, for alln € N,n|y| € F.
Hence nly| < |zo|,¥n € N which is impossible. Hence there exists an element y € F'

such that y « 0 < xg % 0. Thus zg € F. O

Example 4.1.10. Let L = {0,z,y, 2,1} be the lattice given by the Hasse diagram in
fig. 4.1. For o = A\ and — defined by the table 4.1.

Then L is a BH-lattice, Fy = {x, 2,1}, F5 = {y, 2,1} and F3 = {1} is a filter of L.

Example 4.1.11. Let B = {1,2,3,5,6,10, 15,30}, positive factors of 30 is a Boolean
algebra under divisibility. That is, for x,y € B,z < y means x divides y, x Vy =
lem{z,y},z Ny = gef{z,y} and 1" = 30,2 = 15,3 = 10,5 = 6. Then clearly
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I~

Figure 4.1: Hasse diagram of L. = {0, z, vy, z, 1}

- 10 x y z 1
011 y x 0 O
x |1 X X X
y|l vy 1 yy
z (1 1 1 1 z
111 1 1 1 1

Table 4.1: definition of —
F, =1{2,6,10,30}, F5 = {3,6,15,30} and Fs = {30} are filters of B.

Theorem 4.1.12. The set of filters of a BH-lattice are closed under arbitrary inter-

section.

Proof. Let F; 1 € I be family of filters in L and
F=()F.
iel
r,y € F=xy e F,Vi e I. Thus xoy € F;,Vi € I and hence xoy € F. Suppose

re€ Fandorzxe<yxe. Thenzxe F ,Vielandzxe <yxe. Hencey e F;,Viel
and thus y € F. Therefore F is filter of L. O

Consider the filters Fy and Fj in example 4.1.11 above. Fy U F5 = {2, 3,6, 10, 15, 30}.
Clearly, 10,15 € F; U Fy but 10015 = 10 A 15 = gcf(10,15) = 5 ¢ F; U F;. Hence

F1 UF5 is not a filter. Hence we have the following remark.
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Remark 4.1.13. Union of two filters of BH-lattice L is not necessarily a filter.

Theorem 4.1.14. Let L be a BH-lattice with the special property e — (e — x) =
x,Vx € L. Let F and G be filters of L. Then FUG 1is a filter of L if and only if G C F
or FFC (.

Proof. Let F'UG be a filter of L. Suppose that FF ¢ G and G € F. Thus there exists
elements z € F — G and y € G — F. Hence xoy € F UG. And consequently xoy € F
or zoy € G. If xoy € F, then by Lemma 1.3.10, Theorem 1.3.24 and Theorem 4.1.3,
r—>xoy=(xr —2x) >y=e—>yecF. Thuse — (e - y) =y € F, which is a
contradiction. If zoy € G, then y — zoy =e - x € G. Thuse — (e » z) =z € G,
which is also a contradiction. In both cases there is a contradiction. Hence G C F or

F C @G. The converse is trivial. O

Corollary 4.1.15. If a BH-lattice L is an l-group and F and G are filters of L, then
FUG isa filterof Liff G CF or F CG.

Proof. In l-group, every element is invertible and by Theorem 1.3.30 e — x is the

inverse of z. Hence e — (e — x) = z. So it follows by the above theorem. O]

Theorem 4.1.16. For any filter F' of a BH-lattice L, the following hold, Vx,y, z € L.
l.zxyeFsrx—yy—axekF.
2. xxy,yxz € F=>xxzeF.

3. x,y —x € F,thenx ANy € F.

Proof. (xxy)xe=a%y < (x — y)=*e (by Theorem 2.2.19 )

Hence z x y € F implies © — y € F'. By a similar argument by interchanging the role
of x and y, we obtain that y — x € F. Conversely, if © — y,y — = € F, then by
Theorem 4.1.3, zxy = (x — y) A (y — ) € F. Hence (1) holds.

Further, by Theorem 2.2.19, Theorem 2.2.23 and Theorem 4.1.3 if (z*y), (y*z) € F,

then (zxy)o(yxz) € F. And {(z*xy)o(y*xz)}xe= (zxy)o(yxz) <xz*xz= (r*xz)*e.
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And hence z * z € F. So (2) holds. Moreover, if z,y — « € F', by Theorem 4.1.2 and
Theorem 4.1.3 we have z Ay = ((y = x) A e)ox € F. Hence (3) holds. O

Theorem 4.1.17. If F' is a filter of a BH-lattice L and x € L. Then
l.xeF& (vxe)e L.

2.xeF& (xVe), (v Ne) € F.

Proof. Let x € F. Then by Theorem 4.1.2 and Theorem 4.1.3,zxe € F. [f x xe € I,
then (x*e)xe =x*e < xxe. Hence x € F. Thus (1) holds. By Theorem 4.1.2,¢ € F.
Hence by Theorem 4.1.3,z € F' = xVe,x ANe € F. Conversely, let (zVe), (zAe) € F.
Then by Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 2.2.19, (x Ve) * (x Ae) =z xe € F. Hence from
(1), we acquire that € F. Hence (2) holds. O

Theorem 4.1.18. If F' is a filter of a BH-lattice L and x,y € L, then
1 (xVy)xe<(rxe)V(yxe)

2. IfxVy€F, then (xxe)V (yxe) € F.

Proof. (xVy)xe=(xVy) Ae— (zVy))

=(xVy)A{(le = z)A(e = y)} (by Lemma 1.3.19)

={zN((e > z)N(e > y))}V{yA((e = x)A(e — y))} (distributive)

={(zxe)Ale =y} V{yxe)Ale = )}

< (x*e)V (y+*e). Hence (1) holds. Now by Theorem 2.2.9 and
Theorem 2.2.19 in (1), we obtain that (zVy)*xe < (r*xeVyxe)*e. HencexVy e F
implies that (zxe) V (y *e) € F. Hence (2) holds. O

Theorem 4.1.19. If F is a filter of a BH-lattice L bounded above and x,y,z € L,
then the following hold.
l.z—yy—zeF=x—z2ckF.

2. x = y,yoz € F'= zoz € F.
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3. r,z2eFxr<y—z=>yekF.

4. c<y=y—xzckF.

Proof. Suppose that F'is a fiter of a BH-lattice L bounded above. By Corollary 2.2.22,
L is bounded above by e. Hence by Theorem 2.2.19, for any «x € L,z x e = .
Suppose that * = y,y > z € F

= (z = y)o(y = z) < x — z (by Theorem 1.3.17) and (z — y)o(y — z) € F' (by
definition of filter). Hence by definition of filter x — z € F. Thus (1) holds.

Assume x — y,y0z € F = (x — y)o(yoz) = ((xr — y)oy)oz € F (by definition of
a filter and associative property). Since by Lemma 1.3.9 ((x — y)oy) < z, ((z —
y)oy)oz < xoz (by Lemma 1.3.7). Hence zoz € F. Thus (2) holds.

Further, let x,z € Fand x <y — 2

=y—z2€F. = (y— 2z)oz € Fand by Lemma 1.3.9 (y — 2)oz <y. Hencey € F.
Finally to prove (4), let z <y = e <y — x (by Lemma 1.3.14) and by Theorem 4.1.2

ec F . Hencey —-x € F. O

Theorem 4.1.20. If F' and G are filters of BH-lattice L which is bounded above, then
FUG is a filter of L if and only if G C F or FF C G.

Proof. Let L is bounded above. Then by Theorem 2.2.19 and Corollary 2.2.22 Vx €
L,z xe = x. Suppose that F'UG is a filter of L and F ¢ G, G € F. This implies
there exist elements z € F — G and y € G — F. Hence by Theorem 4.1.3 zxy = (x —
YNy —zx)e FUG.

=2y ANly—x)eFor(z—=y Ay—z)eG.

If(x—=y)AN(y—x)€ F,thenas (r > y)A(y > 2z) <y—z,20—yecF. Thus by
definition of a filter and Lemma 1.3.9 (y — x)oz <y and (y — z)ox € F. So, y € F
which is a contradiction. If z xy € G, then x — y € G. Thus by the same argument
as above, r € (G, which is also a contradiction. In both cases there is a contradiction.

Hence G C F or ' C (G. The converse is trivial. O

Theorem 4.1.21. If L is a BH-lattice which is bounded above, then L¢ = {x € L :

e — x = e} is a filter of L.
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Proof. Let x,y € L°. Then by Lemma 1.3.10 e = zoy = (e > ) 2 y=€¢ >y = e.
Hence zoy € L¢. Let x € L® and x < y. Then x < y < e. Thus by Lemma 1.3.15

e=e—e<e—y<e—zr=e Henceye L° O

Theorem 4.1.22. If L is a BH-lattice which is bounded above with unity [, then L; =
{reL:x—1=e}is a filter of L.

Proof. By Theorem 2.2.37, L; is a sub BH-lattice of L. Hence, if x,y € L;, then xoy €
L;. Let x € L; and © < y. Then by Theorem 1.3.14,e =2 — [ <y — | < e. Thus

y — | = e and hence y € L. O

Definition 4.1.23. A non-empty subset H of a BH-lattice L is called
1. multiplicatively closed if xoy € H, whenever x and y belong to H.

2. implicatively closed if v — y € H, whenever z and y belong to H.

Example 4.1.24. For any BH-lattice L, by Theorem 1.3.36 L* ={x € L :e — x = e}
1s both multiplicatively and implicatively closed set. Further, if L is with unity, then by
Theorem 2.2.37 Ly = {x € L : x — | = e} is also both multiplicatively and implicatively

closed set.

Definition 4.1.25. For a subset X of a given BH-lattice L we denote the least filter
containing X by F(X) or [X). i.e., the intersection of all filters containing X, called
the filter generated by X. The elements of X are called generators of the filter [X).

If X =A{xy,...,x,}, then the filter [X) is simply denoted by [x1,xs, ..., x,) and said to
be finitely generated. We can write F(a) instead of writing F'({a}), when X = {a} and

we call it the principal filter generated by a.

Remark 4.1.26. For a BH-lattice L and X C L, clearly by the definition F(X) is

unique.

Theorem 4.1.27. For any non-empty subset X of a BH-lattice L, the filter generated
by X is given by, F(X)={z € L: (a1 xe)o(ag*e)o...o(ay xe) < xzxe,a; € X,k € N},

a;’s are not necessarily distinct.
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Proof. Since for any a € X,axe < axe, X C F(X). Let z,y € F(X). Then there
exist elements aq, ..., ag, by, ..., by € X such that (a; * €)o(az * €)o...o(ax x €) < z * e and
(by % €)o(bg * €)o...o(b, x ) < y *e.

= {(ay *x €)o...o(ag * €) }o{(by x €)o...o(by x €)} < (x x e)o(y * €) (by Theorem 2.2.9 )

= (@A (e =)oy Ale = y)) ={(zA(e =)oy} Az Ale = x))ole = y)}

= zoy A (yo(e — z)) A (zo(e = y)) AN{(e = x)o(e — y)} (by distributive property of o
over A)

< zoy AN{(e = x)ole = y)}.

< (xoy) A {e = xoy} = (zoy) x e (by Theorem 2.2.10 ).

= {(ay * e)o...o(ay * €)}o{(by * €)o...o(by x €)} < (woy) A (e — (zoy)) = (zoy) * e.
Hence zoy € F(X). Let © € F(X),y € L and x xe < y*e. Then there exist
elements ay, ..., a;, € X such that (a; * e)o(az * €)o...o(ar *x e) < xxe < y*e. Hence
clearly, y € F(X). Moreover, let F' be any filter of L containing X. Let = € F(X).
There exist elements ay,...,ay € X such that (a; * e)o(az * €)o...o(a, x €) < x x e.
And trivially by Theorem 2.2.9, Theorem 2.2.19, Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 4.1.17,
{(a1x€e)o(ag x€)o...o(arxe)} xe = {(a; xe)o(az xe)o...o(ar xe)} € F. Hence z € F and

consequently we obtain F'(X) C F. Therefore F/(X) is the filter generated by X. O

Corollary 4.1.28. If X is a non-empty implicatively closed subset of BH-lattice L
and e € X, then F(X) ={x € L: (a1 N az)o(az A as)o...o(ax_1 Nag) < x*e,a; € X},

where a;’s are not necessarily distinct.

Proof. Since for any a € X, axe = aA(e = a) = a;Aag, where a; = a,a3 = e — a € X.

In a similar manner by renaming and by Theorem 4.1.27 | the Corollary follows. [

Remark 4.1.29. For BH-lattice L, the filter generated by empty set is the intersection
of all filters of L. By Theorem 4.1.2 and Theorem 4.1.7 we have F () = E = {e}.

Corollary 4.1.30. If L is a BH-lattice and a € L, then the filter generated by a is

Fla)={x e L:(axe)" <xxe,nec N}

Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 4.1.27. O
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Corollary 4.1.31. If L is a BH-lattice and non-empty subset X of L is bounded above
by e, then F(X) ={z € L: ajoazo...ar, < x*xe,a; € X}.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 2.2.19 and Theorem 4.1.27. O

Corollary 4.1.32. If T is filter of BH-lattice L, then F(T) ="T.

Proof. Follows from the definition. Or as a corollary we can prove as follows. Clearly
T C F(T). Let x € F(T). Then by Theorem 4.1.27 there exists ay,as,...,ar € T
such that (a; * e)o(ag x €)o...o(ay, * €) < x * e. By Theorem 2.2.9, Theorem 2.2.19 and

Theorem 4.1.3, we have ay, as, ..., ap € T such that (a; * €)o(as x €)o...o(a *€) € T. So

by definition it follows that = € T". Thus F(T) =T. O

From the above results we observe that
l.ifae Lia<e, then F(a)={x € L:a" <xzxe,nec N}

2. if L is a BH-lattice bounded above, then for any 0 # X C L, F(X) = {x € L :
10220...00, < x,x; € X,Vi=1,2,3,...,n} and F(a) ={z € L:a" < x,n € N}.
Moreover, if X is multiplicatively closed subset of L, then F'(X) reduces to the
form F(X)={re€L:a<z,a€c X}

Corollary 4.1.33. For a Heyting algebra H and a € H, H(a) = {x : a" < z, for

some positive integer n } is the filter generated by a.

Proof. Heyting algebra is bounded above by e and by Theorem 2.2.19,a*xe = x. Hence
the result follows from Corollary 4.1.31. m

Corollary 4.1.34. In a commutative I-group G and a € G, {z : (a Na™')" < x A
x~1, n € N} is the filter generated by a. Particularly, if a < e, then the filter generated

by a is simply given by {x :a” <z Ax~' neN}

Proof. In a commutative l-group, a xe = a A (e — a) = a A a~!. And by Theorem

2.2.19, if a < e,a * e = a. Hence it holds. O]
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Example 4.1.35. Consider the set of all positive real numbers R™ with the usual order-
ing and multiplication operation. Then it is a commutative l-group and so (R*,. 1, <
,—) is a BH-lattice. Thus:

Fl)={z:1<zAzt=azAi}={1}

(
F@B)={z:G)"<azAzt=zAineN}=[33]U[;9U[F27U.. =R

Corollary 4.1.36. If L is a BH-lattice, x,y € L and A, B C L, then the following
properties hold.

1. F(e) ={e} and F(L) = L,

2. A C B implies F(A) C F(B),

3. a <b< e implies F(b) C F(a),

4. if A is a filter, then F(A) = A,

5. if A is a filter and a € A, then F(a) C A.

Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 2.2.9, Theorem 2.2.19, Theorem 4.1.27 and def-
inition of filter. O]

Recall that

- a subdirectly irreducible algebra is an algebra that cannot be factored as a subdirect
product of "simpler” algebras [8].

- by Theorem 8.5 in [8]a subdirectly irreducible algebra is directly indecomposable.

- in l-group (Z, +, <), where < is the usual ordering in the set of integers, the property
e<(zx—>y)Vy—2)=(r+y HV(y+2 ') = (x—y)V(—(xz—y)),Vz,y € Z hold. This
show that, there exists a BH-lattice with the special property e < (x — y) V (y — x).

Theorem 4.1.37. Let L be a BH-lattice which satisfies the special property e < (x —

y)V (y — x). If L is subdirectly irreducible, then L is totally ordered.

Proof. Suppose L is subdirectly irreducible and let L is not totally ordered. Hence
there exist a pair of incomparable elements x,y € L. By Lemma 1.3.16, this implies

that (xt - y) Ae#eand (y — z) Ne#e.
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Let Fi = F((xr - y)Ne)and F, = F((y — x) Ae). Let a € Fy N Fy. Then by Corollary
4.1.30 there exist positive integers m and n such that {(z — y) A e}™ < a*e and
{(y > x) Ne}" <axe. Hence [{(x = y)ANe}"|V[{(y = z) Ne}"] < axe.

Further more, by the hypothesis given and distributive property [{(z — y)Ae}]V[{(y —
z)Nel] ={(z - y)V(y = )} Ne =e. For any t,s € L such that t Vs = e, by
Theorem 1.3.7, Theorem 2.2.9 and the properties of V, s> < e, (¢t V s)ot < t. Thus
tVs* <eand (tVs)otVsos = totV sotV sotVsos = (tVs)o(tVs)=e And
e =to(tVs)V (sos) <tV s? Therefore t V s> = e. Therefore by induction we have
tV s" = e. By a similar argument by interchanging the role of ¢ and s in this result,
we obtain t"™ V s" = e. Now, taking t = {(z — y) Ae} and s = {(y — z) A e} and
using Theorem 2.2.19 gives, e = [{(x — y) Ae}™|V[{(y = ) ANe}"] < axe < e. Thus

a * e = e and hence a = e. Therefore L is subdirectly reducible. O]
Corollary 4.1.38. Any subdirectly irreducible Boolean algebra is a chain.

Proof. In a Boolean algebra B, for z,y € B, (x = y)V (y = 2) = (zVy )V (yVa) =

(xVva)V(yVy)=eVe=e. Hence the corollary follows from the theorem above. [J
Corollary 4.1.39. Any subdirectly irreducible commutative I-group is a chain.

Proof. Suppose that L is a BH-lattice and (L, 0) is a group. Then for any = € L,
e=(zVz)— (zVz ') (by Theorem 1.3.24)

-1 (x V 7)™ (by definition of — in l-group)

=(xVz o

= (z Vo Ho(z7' Az) (by Theorem 1.2.38)
< (z Vv 1?2 (by Theorem 1.3.10 ).

= {(zVva )

= (zVz 1)~ <e (by Theorem 2.2.24)

112 < e (operating both sides by {(x vV z71)71}?).

= e < zVz~! (operating both sides by z\Vz~!). Therefore for any commutative l-group
L, and z,y € L,e < (zoy™) V (zoy™)™' = (zoy™) V (z7loy) = (x = y) V (y — ).
Hence by the above theorem any subdirectly irreducible commutative l-group is a

chain. =

Theorem 4.1.40. If L is a BH-lattice and x,y,z € L such that x,y,z < e, then
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1. (x Ay)o(x A z) <z A (yoz).

2. (xVy)o(zVz) <zxV(yoz).

Proof. Suppose x,y,z < e. By Theorem 2.2.23,x < e,y < e,z < e implies that
xor < x Ax,xoy < x Ay,xoz < x A z. Hence by distributive property of o over
A, ( Ay)o(x A z) = (zox) A (yox) A (zoz) A (yoz) < (x Az) Ay ANx)A(xAz)A
(yoz) <z Ax Az A (yoz) = x A (yoz). Further, by distributive property of o over V
(x Vy)o(x V z) = (zox) V (yox) V (xoz) V (yoz) < (x ANz)V(yAx)V (zAz2)V (yoz) <
zVaVazaV(yoz)=2xV (yoz). O

Theorem 4.1.41. If L is any BH-lattice and F' and T are filters of L, then FFNV'T =
F(FUT)={xz € L: fot <zxe, fe FteT,ft<e} is the smallest filter containing
FUT (under set inclusion).

Proof. By Theorem 4.1.27, F(FUT) ={z € L : (ay *¢€)o...o(apxe) < xxe,a; € FUT}
= {x € L: {(a1*e)o(azxe)o...o(a;xe)}o{(b1xe)o(baxe)o...o(byxe)} < xxe,a; € F,b; €T
(by Theorem 4.1.17, commutative property and renaming )

={x e L: fot <axzxe, f={(a1*e)o(ag*e)o.ola;*xe)} € F;t = {(by * e)o(by *
e)0...o(byxe)} € T, f,t < e} (by Theorem 2.2.19, Theorem 4.1.3)

Let G be any filter and T, F C G. Assume that z € F(F UT). Then there exists
feFteT fit<eand fot <xx*xe. Since f € F C G,t €T C G, by Theorem
4.1.3 fot = (fot) x e € G. Hence by definition x € G. Thus F(FUT) C G and so
FVT=F(FUT). O

Theorem 4.1.42. If L is any BH-lattice, then the set of all filters F of L forms a

complete bounded distributive lattice (under C).

Proof. Suppose L is any BH-lattice and F' and T are filters of L. Take FF AT =
FNT;FVT = F(FUT). Then clearly it is a bounded lattice with 0 = () F and
1 = L. To show it is distributive it suffices to show (FVG)A(FVT) C FV {GefF/\ T) or
FA(GVT) C (FAG)V(FAT) for F,G, T €F. Let z € FA(GVT) = FN(GVT). This

implies that x € F and « € GV T. Hence by Theorem 4.1.41 there exists t € T, g € G
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such that tog < xxe,t,g < eand x € F. Then by Theorem 4.1.40 and Theorem 2.2.19,
(xxe)Vi)o((zxxe)Vg) <(xxe)V(tog) =z *e.

rxe, t < (xxe)Vt= (xxe)Vt € FNT and (zxe),g < (xxe)Vg= (xxe)Vg € FNG
Thus by Theorem 4.1.41 ((z xe) Vt)o((z xe) Vg) € (FNG)V (FNT). Hence
r € (FNG)V (FNT). Therefore the lattice in theorem is distributive.

Let 0 # X C L. Any 2 € L is in F(X) iff there exists elements ay,as,...,a, € X
such that (a; % e)o(as * €)o...o(a, x €) < x * e. Therefore x € F(ay,as,...,a,) and
thus F(X) = (H{F(Y),Y C X,|Y| < n,n € N}. Further, clearly by the definition
of a filter generated by a given set and Corollary 4.1.36, for X, Y C L, X C F(X)
and X C Y implies that F(X) C F(Y) and by Theorem 2.2.9, Theorem 4.1.27 and
induction F(F (X)) = F(X). Hence the mapping X —— F(X) is an algebraic closure
operator whose closed subsets are filters. Since by Theorem 1.1.36, the set of all closed
subsets ( with set inclusion as the partial ordering) is a complete lattice, the lattice in

the theorem is complete. Hence (IF, C) is a complete bounded distributive lattice. [

Theorem 4.1.43. If any BH-lattice L is totally order, then so does (F,C).

Proof. Let F,T € F such that F # T. Then there exists an element x € F — T or
x € T — F. Suppose that x € FF —T. Then by theorem 4.1.17,x xe € F —T. Let
y€eT. Thenyxe € T. If yxe < xxe, then x € T which is a contradiction. Thus
rxe<yxeand hence y € F. Hence T' C F. Therefore (I, C) is totally ordered. [

Theorem 4.1.44. If L is a BH-lattice, T filter of L and a,b € L, then:

1. F(TU{a}) = {x € L : (txe)olaxe)” < xxet € T,n > 0}, where for

r€ L a’=e.
2. F(a) NF(b) C FaxeNbxe)=F((axe)o(bxe)) C F(a)V F(b)
3. F(a)VFE(b) D F((axe)V (bxe))
Proof. The first one is trivial from Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 4.1.27. For the rest

two consider the following. Since by Theorem 2.2.19 a * e = (a * €) * e, from Corollary

4.1.30 it is obvious that F'(a) = F'(a * e). Further, by Theorem 2.2.19 and Theorem
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2.2.23, (axe)o(bxe) < (axe) A (bxe) < ax*ebxe Hence by Theorem 2.2.9 and
induction we have ((a x e)o(bxe))” < (axe ANbxe)” < (axe)”,(bxe)",n € N.
Hence by Corollary 4.1.30, F(a), F(b) C F((a*xe) A (bxe)) C F((axe)o(b*e)). Hence
F(a)ANF(b) € F(a), F(b) C F((a*xe)A(bxe)) € F((axe)o(bxe)). Let G be any filter of
L such that F(a), F(b) C G and let © € F((a*xe)o(bxe)). Then ((axe)o(bxe))” < xxe,
for some n € N. Nevertheless, axe,bxe € G, thus (axe)o(bxe) € G. Therefore z € G.
Hence F((a*e)o(bxe)) C F((axe)A(bxe)), F((axe)o(bxe)) C F(a)V F(b). Hence
(2) holds.

Furthermore, as axe,bxe < (axe)V (bxe), it follows that (axe)™, (bxe)™ < ((axe)V (bx*
e))",n € N. Hence it follows that F'((axe)V (bxe)) C F(axe), F'(bxe) C F(a)VEF(b). O

In 2 and 3 of Theorem 4.1.44 equality does not hold. To show this consider F; and
F5 in example 4.1.11. Observe that FI(2) = {z € B: 2*e)" <z xe} = {z € B :
2 <z} = Fy ={2,6,10,30}. Similarly F(3) = F5 = {3,6,15,30}. Then clearly
F(2) vV F(3) =B = {1,2,3,5,6,10,15,30} while F((2*¢)V (3xe)) = F(2V 3) =
F(6) = {6,30}. Additionally, F'(2) A F(3) = {6,30}, while F/((2xe) A (3xe)) = F(1) =
{1,2,3,5,6,10,15,30}.

In any lattice (P, <), for a,b € P, the relative Pseudocomplement of a with respect to

b is a maximal element ¢ such that a A ¢ < b and it is denoted by b — a.

Theorem 4.1.45. Let L be a BH-lattice and T and K be filters of L. The relative
pseudocomplement of T with respect to K is given by K — T = {x € L : (xxe)V(axe) €
K. Va €T}

Proof. Let H={x € L: (x*e)V (axe) € K,Ya € T}. Since by Theorem 2.2.19 for
any a € Lyaxe <e,(exe)V (axe) =e € K. Hence e € H and so H is non empty set.
Let x,y € H. Then for each a € T, (x x¢e) V (ax¢e),(y*xe)V (axe) € K.
(xxe)o(yxe) ={xA(e = x)to{ly A (e = y)} = xoy Ayo(e — ) Nzole = y) A (e —
z)o(e — y) (distributive).

<zoy A (e = x)o(e = y) < (xoy) * e (by Theorem 2.2.10)

By Theorem 2.2.19 and Theorem 4.1.40, {(z xe) V (axe)}o{(y xe) V (axe)} < {(x *
e)o(yxe)} V(axe) < ((xoy)xe)V (axe). Thus ((xoy) xe)V (axe) € K and hence
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zoy € H. Now let x € H and xxe < y*e. Then (xxe)V(axe) < (yxe)V(axe) € K.
Hence y € H and consequently H is a filter.

IfzxeTNH,thenzxe= (xxe)V (xxe) € K and hence by Theorem 4.1.17 z € K.
Hence T'N H C K. Furthermore, let C' be any filter such that TN C C K. For x € C
and foreach a € T, xxe,axe < {(z*xe)V(axe)}xe=(xxe)V(axe) e TNC C K.
Hence = € C implies that x € H. Therefore H is the maximal element C such that
TNCCK. Hence H=K — T. O

Corollary 4.1.46. For any BH-lattice L and the set of filters F, the system (F,C)
forms a Heyting algebra with K — T = {x € L : (zxe)V(axe) € K,YNa € T}, K, T € F.

Proof. Directly follows from Theorem 4.1.42 and Theorem 4.1.45. O

Observe that for K, T e F,. K - T=\/[{CeF:TNnCC K}.

4.2 Congruence Relations

In this section we introduce the notion of congruence relations in BH-lattices and prove

certain properties.

Definition 4.2.1. An equivalence relation 0 on a BH-lattice (L,o,e,<,—) is called a
congruence relation on L if for (x,y), (¢,d) € 0, (xNc,yNd), (zVe,yVd), (zoc, yod), (x —
¢,y — d) € 0. That is, a lattice congruence 0 on L is a congruence on L if for

(z,y), (c,d) € 0, (zoc,yod), (xr — ¢,y — d) € 6.

For a congruence relation # on BH-lattice L, the congruence class containing x is

denoted by [z] or [z]g and the set of all congruence classes is denoted by L/#.

Theorem 4.2.2. Let F be a filter and define 0 = {(x,y) € LXL : xoh < y,yoh <z

for some h € F}. Then 0F is a congruence relation on L.

Proof. For any z € L,zroe < z and by Theorem 4.1.2,¢ € F. so (z,z) € 6F. Clearly
6F is symmetric. Let (z,y),(y,z) € 6. Then there are elements h,h’ € F and

zoh < y,yoh < z,yoh’ < z,zoh' < y. By Lemma 1.3.7, (zoh)oh’ < yoh' < z and
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(zoh')oh < yoh < x and hoh’ = h'oh € F. So (x,z) € 6. Thus 0¥ is an equivalence
relation on L.

To establish the substitution properties, let (a,b), (z,y) € 6. Hence there are elements
h,h' € F such that aoh < b and boh < a, xoh' < y and yoh' < z. Let k = hoh/ € F,
then by Theorem 2.2.9, (aoh)o(zoh’) < boy and (boh)o(yoh') < aox. This implies that
(aoxz)o(hoh’) < boy and (boy)o(hoh') < aox. Thus, (aox,boy) € 6F.

Further, let ;7 = h Ah' € F. By Lemma 1.3.7,a0j < aoh < b,boj < boh < a and
xoj < xoh! <y,yoj < yoh' < x.

This implies that a < b — j,b<a — j,2 <y — j,y <z — j. Hence by Lemma 1.3.20
aNe<(b—=j)ANy—j)=0Ay) »jandbAy <(a—j)A(xr—j)=(aAz)— ]
Therefore, (a A x)oj < bAy and (bAy)oj < a Az and hence (a A x,bAy) € 6F.
Moreover, by Lemma 1.3.18 (a V x)oj = (a0j) V (zoj) and j < h,h' and this implies
that boj < boh < a,yoj < yoh/ < x and aoj < aoh < b,xoj < woh’ < y. Hence,
(aoj) V (xoj) = (aV z)oj < bV y and (boj) V (yoj) = (b Vy)oj < aV z. Thus,

(aV x,bVy) e O Therefore, the relation 0 is a congruence relation. O

Theorem 4.2.3. Let F be a filter of a BH-lattice L. The relation defined by x = y(0r)

if exy=(xr—=y)A(y— x) €F is a congruence relation.

Proof. Let F be a filter of BH-lattice L. Define z = y(0p) if x xy = (z — y) A (y —
x) € F. Since e belongs to F, by Theorem 1.3.24 it follows that for any element x in
L, x = z(0F). So it is reflexive. Let for x, y in L, = y(r). Since by Theorem 2.2.19
rxy =1yx*x, it follows that y = x(0r). Hence it is symmetric.

Now let z = y(0r),y = 2(0r). Thus xxy and y*z both belong to F. Hence (zxy)o(y*z)
belong to F. Using Theorem 2.2.19, (z * y)o(y * z) < x * z < e. Hence using Theorem
2.2.19, [(x*xy)o(y*x z)|xe = (xxy)o(yxz) < x*z = (x*z)*xe. So, zxz € F and hence
x = z(0p). Thus it is transitive. Hence x = y(0r) is an equivalence relation.

Let x = y(0r) and t = s(0p).

[(zxy)o(t *s)]*xe=(xxy)o(t*s)(by Theorem 2.2.19)

=[x =y AN(y—x)o(txs)={(z = y)o(t*s)} AN{(y — z)o(t x s)} (distributive)

= {(z = y)o(t = s)} AM{{y = x)o(t = )} A{(y = )o(s = )} AM{(z = y)o(s = 1)}
<A{& = ylo(t = s)} AM{(y = x)o(s = 1)}
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<A(zot) — (yos)} A {(yos) — (zot)} (by Theorem 2.2.10)

= (zot) x (yos) = [(zot) * (yos)] x e (by Theorem 2.2.19). Hence by the definition of a
filter (zot) *x (yos) € F. So (xot) = (yos)(0r).

Further, by Lemma 1.3.15, Lemma 1.3.20 and Theorem 2.2.19, [(x At) *x (y A s)] xe =
(xAt)x(yAs) = (x At = yAS)A(yAs — zAt) = (x = yAs)A(t = yAS)A(y — = AE)A
(s = zAt) > (x> y)A(t = s)A(y = 2)A(s = t) = (zxy)A(txs) = [(zxy) A(txs)]*e.
Since by Theorem 4.1.3, (z * y) A (t * s) belongs to F, (z At) * (y A s) belongs to F.
Hence z At =y A s(0r).

By Lemma 1.3.14, Lemma 1.3.19 and Theorem 2.2.19, [(zV{)*(yVs)|xe = (zVit)*(yV
s) = (xVt = yVs)A(yVs — aVt) = (xVt = y)AN(xzVt = s)A(yVs — ) A(yVs — t)
>x—=yYANt—=>8)ANy—=2)AN(s—=t)=(xxy)A(txs)=[(z*xy)A(t*s)]*e. Since
(x*y) A (t*s) belongs to F, x Vt=yVs(Op).

Finally, Since sxt, zxy € F and using Theorem 2.2.19, [zxy|xe = xxy = (z — y)A(y —
) < (x = y)*xe, (y = x)xeand [sxt]xe=sxt = (s > t)A(t = s) < (s = t)*e, (t —
s)xe, it follows that © — y,y — z,t — s, s — t all belong to F. And since F is a filter it
follows that (s — t)o(z — y) and (y — x)o(t — s) belong to F. Now, by Lemma 1.3.9
and Lemma 1.3.17, to(y — s)o(s — t)o(x — y) < to(y — t)o(z — y) < yo(z — y) <
x. Hence by defining condition of — it follows that (z — t) — (y — s) > (s = t)o(z —
y). Similarly, as so(z — t)o(t — s)o(y — x) < so(x — s)o(y — z) < zo(y » z) <y,
it follows that (y — s) = (x — t) > (t — s)o(y — ).

Hence by Theorem 2.2.19, it follows that [(z — ) x (y — s)]|*xe = (x = ) x (y — s) >
{(s = t)o(z = y)IAM{({t = s)oly = 2)} = [{(s = t)o(x = y)}A{(t = s)o(y = z)}]xe.
So that (x — t)*(y — s) belongs to F, as {(s — t)o(x — y)} A {(t — s)o(y = x)} € F.
Hence (x — t) = (y — $)(0r). Thus if F is a filter of BH-lattice L, then z = y(fr) iff

xxy € F is a congruence relation on L. O

Definition 4.2.4. If L is a BH-lattice and F s a filter of L, then the congruence
relation in Theorem 4.2.3 is called congruence relation related to F and is denoted by

Op. For simplicity the set of all congruence classes L/Or is simply denoted by L/F.

Theorem 4.2.5. Let 6 be a congruence relation on BH-lattice L. If e is comparable

with each x € L, then N ={x € L:x =e(0)} is a filter of L.
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Proof. Let 0 be a congruence relation on L and N = {x € L : x = e()}. Obviously e
belongs to N, so N is nonempty subset of L. If x, y belong to N, then by the definition
of a congruence relation, it follows that zoy belongs to N. That is, x,y € N = zoy € N
Let x belongs to N and x xe < y *xe.

= x = e(f) and as 0 is a congruence relation e = e(f)

=zxe=a/A(e—x)=e(d).

=xxe=(rxe)A(yxe)=e(0)

= [(xxe) A (y*xe)]V(yxe) =y*xe=e(f) (by Theorem 2.2.19, absorption law and
yxe=yx*e(d)).

If y < e, then by Theorem 2.2.19, y x e = y. Hence y = e(). If e < y, then by Lemma
1.315e—y<e<y. Thusyxe =e — y = e(f). This implies that yo(e — y) = y(0).
Hence {yo(e — y)} Ve =y Ve(f). Thus by Lemma 1.3.9 e = y(f), so that y = e(0).
Hence in both cases we have that y = e(f). Thus y belongs to N and hence N is a
filter. O

Corollary 4.2.6. If L is a BH-lattice bounded above and 6 is a congruence relation on

L, then N={x € L:xz=e(0)} is filter of L.

Proof. Follows from Corollary 2.2.22 and Theorem 4.2.5. ]

Theorem 4.2.7. If L is a BH-lattice and e is comparable with each x € L, then there
18 one to one correspondence between the set of all filters F of L and the set of all

congruence relations of L, Con L.

Proof. From Theorem 4.2.3 and Theorem 4.2.5, it suffices to show the following. Define
a function f : F — ConL by f(F) = 0p. For F,G € F, let f(F) = f(G). Then this
implies that 0 = {(z,y) : x*xy € F'} = {(z,y);x*y € G} = 0. Hence, x € F implies
that xxe € F, so x *xe € G. Thus by Theorem 4.1.17 x € G. Therefore F' C G.
By a similar argument, G C F. Thus F' = G and hence f is one to one function. Let
0 € conL. Then by Theorem 4.2.5 N ={z € L:z =e(f)} is a filter. Thus,

f(N) =0y ={(2,y) :xxy € N}

={(z,y) 1z - y,y — v € N} (by Theorem 5.1.9)
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={(z,y) : 2 =y(0)}

= ¢. This is because x —» y =e(f) = (z Ay) = {(z — y) Ae}oy = y(0)
andy —» x =e(l) = (rAy) = {(y = =) Ne}or = x(f). Thus as 0 is a congruence
relation = y(6). Hence f is on to.
Hence, there is a one to one correspondence between congruence relations on L and its

filters. O]

Corollary 4.2.8. The filters of a BH-lattice bounded above correspond one to one to

its congruence relations.

Proof. Directly follows from the above Theorem. n

Corollary 4.2.9. The filters of a Heyting algebra correspond one to one of its congru-

ence relations.

Proof. Directly follows from the above Theorem. O]

Theorem 4.2.10. In a BH-lattice L, for a filter F in L and [z],[y] € L/F,[x] < [y] &
(y > x)NeeF.

Proof. Let [x] < [y]. This implies [z] Aly] = [z] = [t Ay|=[z] = (x Ay) xx € F. As
x Ay <z, by Lemma 1.3.15 and Theorem 1.3.24 v — x =e < x — x A y. Hence by
Lemma 1.3.20 and Theorem 1.3.24 (x Ay)xx = (x = (z Ay))A((zAy) = ) = (v —
(xANy)A(x—2)A\(y — x) = (y — ) Ae. This implies that (y — x) Ae € F.

Conversely, let (y — x) Ae € F. Since x Ay < z,by Lemma 1.3.15 and Theorem 1.3.24
r—>r=e<z—xAy Hencexx(zAy)=(y— x)ANeec F. Thus it follows that
[z A y| = [z] and hence [z] < [y]. O

Theorem 4.2.11. If L is a BH-lattice and F'is a filter of L, then the system (L/F, o, [e],V, A, —
) is a BH-lattice (called quotient BH-lattice corresponding to F), where the operations

in the quotient are defined by [x]oly] = [xoy], [z] V [y] = [z Vy,[z] Aly] = [x Ayl [z] —

ly] =[x — y|. Further, if L is bounded above, so is (L/F,o,[e],V, A\, —).
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Proof. Obviously ([10], [8]) from the definition of congruence relation, all the opera-
tions in the quotient system are well defined. Also it is clear that (L/F,o,[e]) is a
commutative monoid with identity element [e] and (L/F,V,A) is a lattice.

Let [z],|al],[b] € L/F such that [z|o[b] < [a] < [zob] < |a] & (@ — zob) Ne € F &
{la > b) »z}Nee F&z] <la—b < [z] <[a] — [b. Hence the system
(L/F,o0,[e],V,A\,—) is a BH-monoid. Furthermore, [z]o{[y] A [z]} = [zo(y A 2)] =
[(zoy) N (zoz)] = [zoy] A [zoz] = {[z]o[y]} A {[x]o[z]} and by a similar argument
(([x] = [y]) A le])oly] = [z] A [y]. Hence all the other axioms of BH-lattices hold. That
is, the system (L/F,o,[e], V, A, —) is a BH-lattice.

Finally if L is bounded above, then by Corollary 2.2.22 for z € L,z < e

= e <e— x <e (by Lemma 1.3.15 and L is bounded)

= e¢= (e > x)ANe € F. Hence for any [z] € L/F,[z] < [e]. Therefore it is bounded

above. O
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Chapter 5

Some Types of Filters in
BH-Lattices

In the previous chapter we introduced the concept of filters in BH-lattices L. and fur-
nished examples. In this chapter we will classify filters and discus some properties

regarding them.
Notation: Here after F stands for the set of all filters of a BH-lattice L.
Recall that, a non-empty subset F of L is called a filter of L iff

l.z,ye F=zo0yc F

2.zxe<yxeandrx € F=yeF.

5.1 Deductive Filter

Definition 5.1.1. A nonempty subset F of L is called a deductive filter if the following
hold, Vx,y € L.

l.zeFandrxxe<yxe=>yeckF
2. Ifre Fandy —x € F, theny € F.

Example 5.1.2. Consider the filter F(1) = {1} in example 4.1.35. Let for any y €
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Rty—>1eF. =y—>1=1=yol ' =y=1€F. Hence F(1) = {1} is a deductive
filter.

Theorem 5.1.3. If the elements of a filter F' of a BH-lattice L are invertible, then F
18 deductive filter.

Proof. Suppose L is a BH-lattice and F is a filter of L. Let x € F,y € L such that
y — x € F. Hence there exists an element xy € F' such that y = x =2y € F.

= yo(e — ) = xy (by Theorem 1.3.32)

= y = yole = z)ox = xpor € F (by Theorem 1.3.30). Hence F is a deductive
filter. O

Corollary 5.1.4. Every filter F of l-group G is a deductive filter.

Proof. Since every element in l-group is invertible, every filter F of l-group G is a

deductive filter. O

Theorem 5.1.5. Deductive filter F' of a BH-attice L s a filter of L. Moreover, if L
18 bounded above, then every filter F is a deductive filter of L.

Proof. Assume a nonempty subset F of the BH-lattice L satisfies the conditions (1)
and (2). Since F is non-empty, there exists an element, say x € F. Then by Theorem
2219zxxe<e=exe. Soe€ F. Let x,y € F. By Lemma 1.3.10, z — (zoy) = (z —
x) — y. For z = oy, by condition (2) in the hypothesis and Theorem 1.3.24, we have
e = (zvoy) — (zoy) = ((voy) — x) -y € F. = (zoy) —» x € F = (xoy) € F. Hence
x,y € F = xoy € F. Thus F is a filter of L.

Now assume that L is bounded above and F is a filter of L. Clearly, using Corollary
2.2.22 and Theorem 4.1.2; ¢ is the upper bound of L and e € F. Let x,y -z € F =
rANy=|[ly—x)NeJor =zo(y = x) € F

[zo(y = x)] x e = {zo(y = )} ANMe = [woly = x)]}

=zo(y — z) <y (by Lemma 1.3.9, Lemma 1.3.16 and boundedness of L)

=y * e (by Theorem 2.2.19)

= y € F. Hence F is a deductive filter. m
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Corollary 5.1.6. Every filter F' of a Heyting algebra is a deductive filter.

Proof. Since a Heyting algebra is bounded, by Theorem 5.1.5, every filter F' of a
Heyting algebra is a deductive filter. O]
Open Problem 5.1.7. Is every filter F' of a BH-lattice L a deductive filter?

Theorem 5.1.8. If a BH-lattice L is bounded above, then a non empty subset F' of L
18 a deductive filter iff

1. ecF

2. Ifre Fandy —x € F, theny € F:
Proof. The forward is trivial by Theorem 5.1.5. Let F' be a non empty subset of L and
the condition in (1) and (2) are satisfied. Let x € Fly € Land x =z *xe <ykxe=y.

Then by Corollary 2.2.22, Lemma 1.3.15 and Lemma 1.3.16 e = yxe — xxe € F.
Hence by (2) this implies y = y x e € F. Therefore F is a deductive filter. O

Theorem 5.1.9. Let F be a deductive filter of a BH-lattice L. If x,x xy € F, then
ye F,Vx,ye L.

Proof. Let F is a deductive filter and =,z xy € F. Using Theorem 2.2.19, [x x y] x e =
rxy < (y — x) xe. So, by the definition of filter y — = € F. Hence, by the definition
of deductive filter, y € F. O

Definition 5.1.10. For filter F of L and a € L, define
Lo={x€eL:x—acF}.

Remark: For any a € L,a —a=¢ € F,a € L, and hence L, # (.
Theorem 5.1.11. If F is a filter of BH-lattice L and a,b € L, then

Lo N Ly € Lyyy. Further, if L is bounded above, then L, N Ly = Layy.

Proof. Let F be a filter of L and a,b € L.
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re€l,Nly=2x€l,ander € Ly =0 —a€ Fande -beF = (v —a)A(x—
b) € F (using Theorem 4.1.3) = = — (aVb) = (x = a) A (x — b) € F' (by Theorem
1.3.19) = = € Ly Hence L, N Ly C Lgy. Furthermore, if L is bounded above,
€ Loy =2 — (aVb)=(r—a)\(x—0b)€F.

Since (x — a) A (z — b) < (x — a),(z — b) and F is a filter, (zr — a) € F and

(x = b) € F. Hence z € L, N L. O

Theorem 5.1.12. If F' € F is a deductive filter, then L, = F,¥Va € F.

Proof. Suppose a is any element in the deductive filter F. Let x € L,. Thenz — a € F'.
Hence by condition 2 in the definition of deductive filter z € F'. Hence L, C F. Suppose
x € F. Since, a € F by Theorem 4.1.3 x — a € F. Hence x € L,. Thus F C L, and

consequently, L, = F'. O

5.2 Prime and Maximal Filters

Definition 5.2.1. A filter M of a BH-lattice L is called mazimal (ultrafilter) if M is a
proper filter of L and is not a proper subset of any proper filter of L.

Example 5.2.2. The filters Iy = {z,2,1} and Fy» = {y, z,1} of the Heyting algebra

giwen in figure 5.1 are mazimal filters.

]

Figure 5.1: Example of Heyting algebra

Example 5.2.3. The filters F3 = {2,6,10,30} and Fy = {3,6,15,30} of the Boolean
algebra B = {1,2,3,5,6,10, 15,30} with divisibility are maximal filters of B.
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Remark 5.2.4. From the examples 5.2.2 and 5.2.3, we conclude that Maximal filter of

L s not necessarily unique.

Theorem 5.2.5. A proper filter M of a BH-lattice L is mazimal if and only if F(M |J{z}) =
L foranyx e L — M.

Proof. Let M be a maximal filter of a BH-lattice L and x € L — M. Suppose that
F(M U{x}) # L. Hence M C F(M U{z}) C L. Since M is maximal we have
M = F(M U{z}) and hence x € M, which is a contradiction.

Conversely, assume that F(M | J{z}) = L for any © € L — M. Suppose there exists
a filter F' of L such that M C F C L and M # F. Then M C F and there exists
an element € F and = ¢ M. Hence by the assumption condition, F(M |J{z}) = L.
Hence F(M|J{z}) C F(F) C L and F(M |J{z}) = L. Therefore, FI(F) = F = L.

Hence M is maximal. O

Definition 5.2.6. A filter P of L is called a prime filter if (xxe)V (y*e) € P implies
x€ P orye PVx,y€ L.

Example 5.2.7. The filters Fy, F5, F3 and Fy in example 5.2.2 and example 5.2.3 are

prime.

Theorem 5.2.8. For F €F andVx,y € L, (x*xe)V (yxe) € F = (x € F ory € F)
if and only if (xtVy e F andaxVy<e)=(reF oryel).

Proof. (=) Suppose (z*e)V (yxe) € F = (x € Fory € F). Then by the definition
F is a prime filter.

Let (rtVy € Fand xVy < e). Then z,y < xVy < e and hence by Theorem
2219,z =x*xe,y=yxeand xVy = (rxe)V(yxe) € F. Hence z =z *xe € F or
y=yx*xeec k.

Conversely, suppose (zVy € FandzVy <e) = (x € Fory € F). Let (Vx,y €
L), (zxe)V(y*e) € F. Since by Theorem 2.2.19, zxe, yxe < e and thus (zxe)V(y*e) < e.
Hence x xe € F or yxe € F. Hence by Theorem 2.2.19,z € F or y € F. O]

Theorem 5.2.9. A prime filter is finitely meet irreducible element in the filter lattice
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F. That is, if P € F is prime filter and S,T € F such that SANT = P , then S = P or
T=P.

Proof. Suppose P € F is prime filter and S, T € F such that S AT = P. Suppose
that S ¢ P and T ¢ P. Then there exists elements © € S — P,y € T — P. As
rxeyre < (xxe)V(yxe)=[(rxe)V(yxe)*xe, (xxe)V(yxe) € SANT = P.
Therefore x x e € P or y x e € P and hence by Theorem 4.1.17, x € P or y € P which
is a contradiction. Hence SC Por T C P. Thus S=Por T = P. ]

Definition 5.2.10. A prime filter F is minimal if there exists no prime filter T" which
18 properly contained in F.
Theorem 5.2.11. Let {P;}ie; be a chain of prime filters of L. Then P = (| P; is a

iel
prime filter of L. Consequently, every prime filter contains a minimal prime filter.

Proof. Let for x,y € L,(z *xe)V (yxe) € P. Suppose that x ¢ P . Then there
exists some k € I such that © ¢ P,. Hence x ¢ P; for all j € I such that P; C P,.
Thus y € P; for all j € I such that P; C F,. So x € P;. Since for any arbitrary
P; in the family either P, C P, or P, C P;. Thus y € P;,Vi € I and hence y € P.
Therefore P is prime. Hence every prime filter contains the intersection of chain of
prime filters { P; };c; such that P; C P. Therefore every prime filter contains a minimal

prime filter. O

Theorem 5.2.12. Ifin L, xoy = x A y,Vx,y € L, then Maximal filter is a prime
filter.

Proof. Let F' be a maximal filter in L and suppose (axe)V(bxe) € F,a,b € L. Leta ¢ F.
Since F' is maximal filter and F' C F(F U {a}), we have F'(F U{a}) = L. Hence by
Theorem 4.1.44 there exists an element z € F,x < e such that zo(axe)” < bxe,n € N.
Aszxe<(rxe)V(bxe)=|[(xxe)V (bxe)]*e, it follows that (zxe)V (bxe) € F.
By the hypothesis 0 = A, so (a* €)™ = a x e. Hence by the hypothesis and distributive
property bxe = (bxe)V ((axe)"o(zxe)) = (bxe)V ((axe)" A(xxe)) = {(axe)"V (bx
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e} {(xxe)V(bxe)} ={(axe)V(bxe)} N{(z*xe)V (bxe)} € F. Hence by Theorem
4.1.17 b € F and consequently F is prime filter. O]

Corollary 5.2.13. In a Heyting algebra, every mazximal filter is a prime filter.

Proof. By Theorem 2.2.40, xoy = x Ay. So by Theorem 5.2.12, every maximal filter in
Heyting algebra is prime filter. O

Theorem 5.2.14. Prime filter of relatively complemented BH-lattice L, is a mazximal

filter of L.

Proof. Suppose L is relatively complemented and P is a prime filter of L. Let F' € F and
PCF.Letex € F—P,y € Pand z € L. Then by Theorem 4.1.17 xxe € F'—P,yxe € P
and z € L. As (zxe)A(zxe) < zxe < (xxe)V(yxe) and L is relatively complemented,
x % e has a complement 2’ in [(x xe) A (zxe),(x*xe)V (yx*e)]. Hence (xxe)Va' =
(xxe)V (yxe) € Pand by Theorem 2.2.19 2/ < e. Since z xe ¢ P2’ € P C F.
Therefore (xxe) Ao’ = (xxe) A(zxe) € F. AS (xxe)A(zxe) < zxe,zxe € F.
Hence by Theorem 4.1.17 z € F'. Thus F' = L. So P is maximal filter. O]

Theorem 5.2.15. If L is totally ordered, then (F,C) is totally ordered and every filter

F €T is prime.

Proof. Let L is totally ordered and suppose that (I, C) is not totally ordered. This
means, there exists filters F,T € F such that FF ¢ T and T' ¢ F. Then there exists
elements x € F'—T and y € T'— F. Hence by Theorem 4.1.17, x x e € F' — T and
yxe € T — F. Further, x xe < yxe or y*xe < x*e, without loss of generality let
zxe < yxe. Therefore, xxe < (zxe)V(yxe) =yxe € F. Hence y € F, which
is a contradiction. Hence F is totally ordered. Moreover, let (z xe) V (y xe) € F.
Since xxe < yxeor y*xe < xx*e, it follows that (zxe)V (y*xe) =xxe € F or

(xxe)V(y*xe)=yxe€ F. Thus F is prime. O
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5.3 Implicative Filter

Definition 5.3.1. A nonempty subset F of L is called an implicative filter if Vo, y,z € L
1.(z—>y) wzeFandy >z e F=z—xel.
2.x€eFandrxe<yxe=yeck.

Theorem 5.3.2. Implicative filter of L is a deductive filter (filter) of L.

Proof. Let F be an implicative filter of L. Let x,y € L such that =,y — z € F. Then
(y—>1z) >e€ Fandz =x — e € F. Hence, as F is implicative filter, y > e =y € F

. Hence F is a deductive filter and hence by Theorem 5.1.5 F is a filter. [

The converse of Theorem 5.3.2 is not true. For this consider the following example.

Example 5.3.3. For L = {0,x,y,1}, define the binary operations o and — by the
tables 5.1 and table 5.2 respectively.

o0 x y 1 —- 10 x y 1
0/(0 0 0 O 01 x 0 0
x[0 0 x x x (1 1 x x
yi0 x yv vy y |1l 1 1 y
0 x vy 1 1 1
Table 5.1: definition of o Table 5.2: definition of —

Then the system (L,V,A,o0,1,—) is BH-lattice and F = {y,1} is filter of L. Since
0—=2z)—mzx=1c¢Fande—z=1€ Fbut0—xz=x¢F, Fisnot an implicative

filter of L.

Theorem 5.3.4. Filter F of L is an implicative filter if L, is a deductive filter of
L, Ya € L. Further, if L is bounded above and F is implicative filter, then L, is a
deductive filter, Va € L.

Proof. Suppose that L is a BH-lattice, F is a filter and L, is a deductive filter of L,
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Vae L. Let (z »y) >ax€ Fandy - x € F. Then z -y € L, and y € L. Since by
hypothesis L, is a deductive filter of L, z € L,. Hence z — x € F' and consequently F
is implicative filter.

Conversely, let L be bounded above, F be an implicative filter of L and a € L. Clearly
a € L, and hence L, # (). Suppose =,y — = € L,. Hence v — a,(y — ) — a € F.
Since, F' is implicative filter y — a € F and hence y € L,. Now, let x € L, and
r=x%xe <yxe=y. Then x — a € F and by Theorem 1.3.14, x — a < y — a. Since,

Fis a filter y — a € F. Hence y € L,. Therefore L, is a deductive filter. O

Theorem 5.3.5. If F is an implicative filter of L, then (x - y) »y € F =1 —y €
F.

Proof. Suppose F is an implicative filter of L and for z,y € L,(x — y) — y € F.
Then by Theorem 5.3.2 F is a filter and by Theorem 4.1.2 e € F'. Since by Theorem
1.3.24 and Theorem 4.1.2 e = y — y € F and F is implicative filter, we obtain that

xr—yeF.

Theorem 5.3.6. If F is an implicative filter of L, then ((x — y) — y) — 2z € F and

e F=x—yekF.

Proof. Suppose F is an implicative filter of L and for z,y,2z € L, ((x — y) — y) —
z € F,z € F. Then by Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 5.3.2 F is a filter and hence
{((zr = y) = y) = z} = z € F. Thus by Theorem 5.3.5, (x — y) — y € F and hence
x—y€F. O]

Theorem 5.3.7. If L is a BH-lattice which is bounded above and F is a filter of L,

then the following conditions are equivalent:
1. Fis an implicative filter.
2. (x =y DyelF=z—>yeF

3. (x—y)—zeF=(x—2) —(y—>z)erlF
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4. ((t—=>y) -y wz2€Fandz€ F=x—yeEF.

Proof. (1 = 2) Presume that F is an implicative filter of L and for z,y € L, (x — y) —
y € F. Then by Theorem 5.3.2 F is a filter and by Theorem 4.1.2 e € F'. Since by
Theorem 1.3.24 e =y — y € F and F is implicative filter, we obtain that x — y € F.
(2 = 3) Let F be a filter satisfying the condition given in (2) and for z,y,z € L, (x —
y) = z € F. Then

(z—(y—2) =2 z] =2 2z=[x —2) = (y = z)] = z (by Theorem 1.3.10)

> (x —y) = z € F (by Lemma 1.3.14, Theorem 2.2.4 and L is bounded above)

= [(x = (y — z)) = 2] = z € F (by definition of a filter.)

= (z — (y — 2)) = z € F (by the hypothesis in (2))
=(r—=(y—2)—>z=(—2 —(y—2) €F (by Theorem 1.3.10)

(3 = 4) Suppose that filter F satisfies the condition give in (3). Let [(z — y) — y] —
z € F and z € F. Then using Theorem 1.3.10 and Theorem 5.3.2 (z — y) — y € F.
Hence by the hypothesis given in (3) it follows that (x — y) — (y — y) € F. This
implies that (zr — y) = (y > y) = (x = y) — e =z — y € F(by Theorem 1.3.24).

(4 = 1) Let filter F in L satisfies condition(4). Let (z - y) =z € F andy — x € F.
Then

(z = y) =z =(2z— z) =y (by Theorem 1.3.10)

<[(z = x) = x] = (y — z) (using Theorem 2.2.4)

Hence by the definition of a filter [(z — z) — 2] — (y — x) € F and consequently

using the given hypothesis z — x € F'. So F is an implicative filter. O

Theorem 5.3.8. If a filter F of a BH-lattice L is an implicative filter, then x* —
x € F, for any v € L. Further, if L is bounded above, then x> — x € F iff F is an

implicative filter, Vo € L.

Proof. Let F be an implicative filter of BH-lattice L. Then by Theorem 1.3.10 and
Theorem 1.3.24 (22 - z) 5 x =2 5 2’=e€ Fandz —-x=e € F. So, as F is an
implicative filter, 2> — z € F

Further, Presume L is bounded above and 2> — x € F,Vz € L. Let (z > y) > x € F

and y — x € F. Then
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[(z = y) = z]oly — x]ox? = {[(z = y) — z]ox}o{[y — x]oxr} (by commutativity of o)
< (z = y)oy < z (Lemma 1.3.7 and Lemma 1.3.9).
= [(z = y) = z]oly — ] < z — 2 (by defining condition of —).

= 2z — z* € F (by definition of a filter, Theorem 4.1.3 and L is bounded above).

2

= (z = 2%)o(2? — z) € F (by assumption and Theorem 1.3.7) and (2 — 2?)o(z? —
r) < z — x (by Lemma 1.3.17).
= 2z — x € F. Hence F is an implicative filter of BH-lattice L. O]

Corollary 5.3.9. A filter F of an l-group G is implicative if and only if G = F.

Proof. Let x € G and F is an implicative filter. Then 2?> — z = 2%02! =z € F.

Hence G C F'. Hence F = G. The converse is trivial. O
Corollary 5.3.10. FEvery filter F in a Heyting algebra H is implicative.

Proof. Let F is a filter and ¢ € H. Then 2> - v =2 Az — x = e € F. Hence F is

implicative. O

Corollary 5.3.11. Let L be bounded above and F, Fs filters of L such that Fy C F5.
If Fy is implicative filter, then so is Fy.

Proof. Directly follows from the theorem. O

Theorem 5.3.12. In any BH-lattice L, the following conditions are equivalent.
1. L is idempotent
2. BEvery filter F of L is implicative filter and L is bounded above.

3. {e} is an implicative filter.

Proof. (1 = 2) Let L is idempotent and suppose that F be any filter of L. Since 22 = x
by Lemma 1.3.8, we obtain that + < xor — x = — x = e. Hence L is bounded above
by e. Let (z —y) >y € F. So, by Lemma 1.3.10 (x = y) v y=z—>y>’ =z >y €
F. Hence by Theorem 5.3.7, F is an implicative filter and L is bounded above.
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(2 = 3) Obvious

(3 = 1) Let {e} be an implicative filter of L. By Theorem 5.3.8, Vo € L,2?> — x = e.
Hence by Lemma 1.3.10 ¢ = 22 — 22 = (2> = z) — = = ¢ — z and hence we attain
that o < e. Hence L is bounded above by e. Thus by Lemma 1.3.7 2> < z. Further,

since 2 — x = e,z < 22. So that 22 = x. Therefore L is idempotent. O

5.4 Positive implicative filter

Definition 5.4.1. A nonempty subset F of a BH-lattices L is called a positive implica-
tive filter if:
l.xeFandrxe<yxe=yecF and

2. (y—=(z—y) szreFandx e F=ye FVx,y,z€ L.

Theorem 5.4.2. Positive implicative filter of a BH-lattice is a deductive filter (filter).

Proof. Let t € Fandy -z € F. Theny =y —e) 2 z=(y— (y = y)) —

x € F. Hence y € F and consequently using Theorem 5.1.5 F is a filter. O]

Corollary 5.4.3. If F'is a positive implicative filter and y — (2 — y) € F, then
ye .

Proof. Since F is positive implicative filter, by Theorem 5.4.2, F is a filter. Thus e € I
and hence {y — (z = y)} — e € F. Therefore y € F. O

Corollary 5.4.4. Suppose that F is a positive implicative filter of a BH-lattice L which

is bounded above. Theny — (z - y) € F <y e F.

Proof. The forward follows from Corollary 5.4.3. Now let y € F' and z € L. Since L is
bounded above, by Corollary 2.2.22 z < e
=z —y<e—y (by Lemma 1.3.14)

=sy=y—(e—>y) <y— (2 —y) (by Lemma 1.3.15). Hencey — (z »y) € F. O

Theorem 5.4.5. If Fis a positive implicative filter of a BH-lattice L which is bounded
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above, then x — (x — x~) € F,Vx € L.

Proof. Suppose L is bounded above and F is a positive implicative filter of L. Then
clearly e € Fand e - x =¢,Vx € L.

e=e— (r—(e—>2x)=e— (r—2) (by Lemma 1.3.12 and e — = = ¢)

= —2) = (x—=2)=(— (r - 27)) - z (by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem
1.3.24)

<(e—=x)— (e = (x— (x—a))) (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4)

=z~ = (e—(z— (r—27)))

<(zr—=(e—=(zr—=(x—27))) — (r = x7) (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4)
=(r—=>(@x—2)) = (e—(r— (r—2))) € F (by Lemma 1.3.10, Theorem 2.2.19
and definition of a filter). Hence by Corollary 5.4.3,x — (v — 27) € F. O

Theorem 5.4.6. A deductive filter F is a positive implicative filter if and only if

r— (y—x)eF=x¢eFVr,ye L.

Proof. Let F be a deductive filter of L and satisfies the condition z — (y — z) € F' =
r € FV¥r,ye€ L. Let (y - (# > y)) — = € FFand z € F. Hence by the definition
of a deductive filter y — (z — y) € F and consequently y € F. Thus F is a positive
implicative filter.

Conversely, let a deductive filter F is a positive implicative filter and © — (y — z) € F.
Hence by Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 5.1.5 {x — (y — )} — e,e € F. Hence as F is

a positive implicative filter z € F. O

Theorem 5.4.7. Positive implicative filter of a BH-lattice which is bounded above is

an implicative filter. But the converse is not true.

Proof. Suppose L is bounded above and F is a positive implicative filter L. Let for
r,y,z€ L, (z—>y) 2r€Fandy — x € F.
(z = y) =z =[(z— x) = y|]] xe (by Lemma 1.3.10 and Theorem 2.2.19)
=(z—z)—>y<[(z—2)— 2] = (y— z) (by Theorem 2.2.4)
=[[(z = x) = 2] = (y — z)] * e (Theorem 2.2.19).

Hence [(z = z) = 2] = (y — x) € F and
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(z = 2) sz > (y—=2)={[z—2) 2] >{lz—2) -2 —=>[z—>2)—
z]}} — (y — x) (by Lemma 1.3.12 and Theorem 1.3.24).

So by the definition of positive implicative filter (z — =) — x € F.

Further, by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4,(z - x) - 2 < (2 > z) = (2 = (2 = x)). So, as L is
bounded above using Theorem 2.2.19, (2 — z) = (2 — (¢ — z)) € F and consequently
by Theorem 4.1.2 and Theorem 4.1.3 [(z - z) = (z = (z = z))] > e € Fand e € F.
Hence by the positive implicativness of F, we obtain that z — x € F. Therefore F is
an implicative filter.

For the converse consider the following example. O

Example 5.4.8. Consider the Heyting algebra H = [0,1] with the usual ordering
(which is a BH-lattice by Example 1.2.18). Clearly F = [1,1] is a filter of H and hence

by Corollary 5.3.10, it is an implicative filter. Since (3 = (+ = 1)) =3 =13 € F

and % ¢ I, Fis not a positive implicative filter.

Remark 5.4.9. From example 5.4.8 and Theorem 5.5.2, the converse of Theorem 5.4.2

18 not true.

Open Problem 5.4.10. If a BH-lattice L is not bounded above, under what condition

a Positive implicative filter of L is an implicative filter?.

Theorem 5.4.11. In a BH-lattice L which is bounded above, implicative filter F is a

positive implicative filter iff y —» (y > z) € F =z — (x — y) € F,Vx,y € L.

Proof. (=) Presume that L is a BH-lattice which is bounded above and F is a positive
implictive filter of L. Suppose that y — (y — z) € F. Since L is bounded above, by
Corollary 2222 x wy<e=z —e =z <z — (z — y) (by Lemma 1.3.12 and
Lemma 1.3.15)
=y—=[r— (r—y)] <y— z(by Lemmal.3.15).
Nowy = (y = z) < (z— (y = x)) = (x = y) (by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4)
=(x = (x = y)) = (y = x) (using Lemma 1.3.10)
<(z—=(x—y)—=[y— (x— (x—y))] (by Theorem 1.3.15 and @).

== @=y) =2y (= (r—vy))eF
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=[(z—=(x—vy) —=y—(r—(r—y))]] = ecF (by Theorem 4.1.2 and 4.1.3).
Hence as F is positive implicative filter and e € F', v — (x — y) € F

Conversely, assume that an implicative filter F satisfies the condition y — (y — z) €
F=r—>(x—y eFVeyeL Letx € Fand (y = (z > y)) > x € F

=y — (2 = y) € F (by Theorem 5.3.2).

Moreover y — (z = y) < (z — (2 = y)) = (2 = y)(by 2 of Theorem 2.2.4)
=(z—=>(z—>vy)—=>(z—>y eF.

= 2z — (2 = y) € F (by Theorem 5.3.5).

=y — (y — z) € F' (by hypothesis).

As L is bounded above, y < e and using Lemma 1.3.12 and Lemma 1.3.15 z = z —
e < z — y. Hence by Theorem 1.3.15,y — (z - y) <y = 2z =y — 2z € F (as
y—>(z—y)eF)=yecF (asy— (y— z) € F and using Theorem 5.3.2). Hence F

is a positive implicative filter. n

Open Problem 5.4.12. If L is not bounded above, under what condition does an

implicative filter be a positive implicative filter?

Theorem 5.4.13. In a bounded above BH-lattice L, every F € F containing a positive

implicative filter is a positive implicative filter.

Proof. Let T be a positive implicative filter of L. contained in a filter F. Then by
Theorem 5.4.7, T is an implicative filter. Hence by Corollary 5.3.11, F'is an implicative
filter. Let u=2 — (x — y) € F.

u—u={x— (r—y)} »>u=eecT (by Lemma 1.3.12, Theorem 4.1.2 and Theorem
5.4.2).

= (r = u) = {(xr = y) > u} € T (by Theorem 5.3.7).

= (r—u) > {(xr >y »>u}l =(—u) = {(x - u) =y} €T (by Theorem 1.3.10).
=y —{y— (r = u)} €T (by Theorem 5.4.11)

=y —{y— (r = u)} € F (T is contained in F).

Furthermore, by Theorem 2.2.2 y <z — (x — y).

=z—(r—-y <z—{r—(r— (r—y))} (by Lemma 1.3.15 using twice)

=zr—=(x—u) <(y—(r—=u) — (y — x)(by Theorem 2.2.4)
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<(y—=(y—2z) =>{y— (y— (x = u))} (by Theorem 2.2.4).
Hence by the definition of a filter and Theorem 2.2.19 (y — (y — z)) — {y —
(y = (r — w))} € F. Furthermore, by Theorem 5.3.2, F' is a deductive filter and
y = {y — (r — u)} € F. Consequently y — (y — x) € F. Hence by Theorem
5.4.11, F' is a positive implicative filter. m

Theorem 5.4.14. In a bounded above BH-lattice L, the following conditions are equiv-

alent.
1. {e} is a positive implicative filter of L.
2. Fwvery filter of L is a positive implicative filter.
3. For anya € L, L(a) ={x € L :a <z} is a positive implicative filter of L.

4. x— (y—x)==zVr,y € L.

Proof. By Corollary 2.2.22, e is the upper bound of L.

(1 = 2) Follows from Theorem 4.1.7 and Theorem 5.4.13.

(2 = 3) Since, by hypothesis every filter of L is a positive implicative filter and {e}
is a filter, by Theorem 5.4.7, {e} is an implicative filter. Clearly e € L(a). Let z,y —
xz € L(a). Then a < z,a < (y — z). Using Lemma 1.3.14 and Theorem 1.3.24, this
implies that * - a =¢,(y — ) — a = e € {e}. Since, {e} is an implicative filter, we
have y — a = e and so a < y. Thus, y € L(a) and consequently L(a) is a deductive
filter (filter). Therefore by the assumption, L(a) is a positive implicative filter.

(3 =4) Clearly a € L(a). Soxz — (y = x) € L(x — (y — x)) and by the assumption
L(z — (y — x)) is a positive implicative filter. Thus by Theorem 5.4.2 and Theorem
54.6,x € L(x — (y — x)). Hence x — (y — z) < z. Since, L is bounded above
y — x < e. By Lemma 1.3.15 and Lemma 1.3.12, we obtain that xr =2 - e < 2z —
(y — x). Therefore, z =z — (y — x).

(4 = 1) Since L is bounded above, clearly {e} is a filter (deductive filter). Hence
directly follows from Theorem 5.4.6. O

Theorem 5.4.15. Suppose that L is a BH-lattice bounded above and F' is a deductive
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filter of L. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
1. F is maximal and positive implicative filter.
2. F is mazimal and implicative filter.

3. Fis a proper filter and x,y ¢ F = x — y,y > x € F,Vx,y € L.

Proof. (1 = 2) Follows from Theorem 5.4.7.

(2 = 3) Suppose that =,y ¢ F. By Theorem 5.3.4 and Theorem 5.1.5, L, is a filter.
Since L is bounded above y < e and hence by Lemma 1.3.15,a < a — y for any a € L.
So, if a € F, then a € L,. Hence, we have F' C L, C L. Since by the hypothesis Fis a
maximal filter and x,y ¢ F, we get L, = L. Thus « € L, and so that + — y € F. By
a similar argument we can prove that y — z € F.

(3 = 1) Suppose that (3) hold and F' is not a positive implicative filter of L. Hence by
Theorem 5.4.6, there exists elements x,y € L such that z — (y - z) € F' but « ¢ F.
If y € F, then clearly y <y — 2z and so y — x € F. Hence, as F is deductive filter
and © — (y — ) € F, we obtain that x € F. If y ¢ F', then by the hypothesis in (3),
y — = € F and hence as F is deductive filter and x+ — (y — z) € F. Consequently
x € F. Hence, in both the above cases we have a contradiction. Therefore the deductive
filter F' is a positive implicative filter.

Now we can show that F' is maximal filter. Suppose that a ¢ F. Asa — a =¢ €
F,a € L,. By the same argument as in (2 = 3),F U {a} C L,. Let T be any filter
of L such that FU{a} C T and = € L,. Then z — a € F. Since F' C T, it follows
that x+ — a € T. As L is bounded above and T is a filter, by Theorem 5.1.5,x € T.
Therefore L, is the smallest filter containing F' U {a}.

Lett € L. Ift € F, thent € L,. If t ¢ F, as a ¢ F by the hypothesis we obtain that
t — a € F and hence we have t € L,. Therefore we get that L, = L. Now suppose
that H be any filter of L such that F C H C L and a € H— F'. Since L, is the smallest
filter containing F'U {a} we have FF C L, C H C L. As a ¢ F we have L, = L and so
H = L. Therefore F' is a maximal filter of L. O
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5.5 Boolean Filter

Definition 5.5.1. For a BH-lattice L with unity | and x € L denote ' =1 — z. A
filter F of L is called

a) a Boolean filter if xt V2’ € F, Vx € L.
b) semi-Boolean if (x Nz') € F, Vx € L.

Remark: Every filter is not necessarily a Boolean filter. There are filters which are

not Boolean. For this consider the following example.

1
Example 5.5.2. Consider ezample 5.4.8. For x ¢ H = [5, 1,2V (0 = z) = x. Hence
the filter in example 5.4.8 is not a Boolean filter.

Example 5.5.3. The filters in example 5.2.2 are semi-Boolean filters while the filters

in example 5.2.3 are Boolean filters.

Theorem 5.5.4. In Boolean algebra every filter is Boolean filter.

Proof. Suppose L is a Boolean algebra and F is a filter. Since Boolean algebra is
bounded below, by Corollary 2.2.36, 0 = [ and for any z € L,0 - x =0V a2’ =2/
which is the complement of z in Boolean algebra. Hence 2/Vz =2V (0 > z) =e € F.

Hence F is Boolean filter. O
Theorem 5.5.5. In Heyting algebra every filter is semi-Boolean filter.

Proof. Let L be a Heyting algebra and F be a filter. Since Heyting algebra is bounded
below, 0 = [ and for any x € L, (zxA2') =0 — (A (0 - 2)) =0 — 0=e € F. Hence

I is semi-Boolean filter. O

Theorem 5.5.6. If L is bounded above, then Boolean filter of a BH-lattice L is semi-

Boolean.

Proof. Suppose that L is bounded above and F'is a Boolean filter of L. For any z € L,

as ¢’ ANx < 2’ x, by Theorem 1.3.15, ', 2" < (x A 2’)’. Since for any =,y € L,z <
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y—(y—a),r<a"=1—(—z)<(zxAz'). Hence x Va' < (2’ A z)". Therefore

(' ANzx) € F. Hence F is semi-Boolean. O
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