Order CrossMark
DOI 10.1007/s11083-016-9416-x

Semi-Nelson Algebras

Juan Manuel Cornejo! - Ignacio Viglizzo!

Received: 15 December 2015 / Accepted: 14 November 2016
© Springer Science+Business Media Dordrecht 2016

Abstract Generalizing the well known and exploited relation between Heyting and Nelson
algebras to semi-Heyting algebras, we introduce the variety of semi-Nelson algebras. The
main tool for its study is the construction given by Vakarelov. Using it, we characterize the
lattice of congruences of a semi-Nelson algebra through some of its deductive systems, use
this to find the subdirectly irreducible algebras, prove that the variety is arithmetical, has
equationally definable principal congruences, has the congruence extension property and
describe the semisimple subvarieties.
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1 Introduction

In this article we study the convergence of ideas coming from different varieties of algebras
related to intuitionistic logics: Heyting, semi-Heyting and Nelson algebras.

Semi-Heyting algebras were introduced in [20] and their relationship with the varieties
of Heyting algebras, and their expansions have been studied lately using both the algebraic
[1-4, 21] and logical approaches [7-9].

Nelson algebras were defined by H. Rasiowa, [17] who also called them N-lattices
and quasi-pseudo boolean algebras. They are the algebraic semantics of the intuitionis-
tic propositional calculus with strong negation introduced by D. Nelson [15]. There is a

P4 Ignacio Viglizzo
viglizzo @gmail.com

Juan Manuel Cornejo
jmcornejo@uns.edu.ar

I Instituto de Matemdtica de Bahia Blanca, Universidad Nacional del Sur-CONICET,
Departamento de Matematica - Av. Alem 1253, Bahia Blanca, Buenos Aires, Argentina

Published online: 24 November 2016 &\ Springer


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s11083-016-9416-x&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5303-623X
mailto:viglizzo@gmail.com
mailto:jmcornejo@uns.edu.ar

Order

close relationship between Nelson algebras and Heyting algebras, as it was investigated by
D. Vakarelov [25] and A. Sendlewski [23], among others. This relationship is part of what
is now known as twist structures [14, 16, 19] and date back to [12].

In this work we aim to extend the twist construction to semi-Heyting algebras, thus
obtaining a new variety, which we naturally call semi-Nelson algebras. We begin by recall-
ing the definitions of Heyting and Nelson algebras and sketching the main constructions
linking them, and then present semi-Heyting algebras and introduce semi-Nelson algebras,
showing that some of the features of the original constructions are preserved. We then use
this to study the new variety of semi-Nelson algebras.

In the last two sections we characterize the lattice of congruences of a semi-Nelson alge-
bra using some of its deductive systems, use this to find the subdirectly irreducible algebras,
prove that the variety is arithmetical, has equationally definable principal congruences, has
the congruence extension property and describe the semisimple subvarieties.

Definition 1.1 Heyting algebras are algebras A = (A; A, V,=,0, 1) that satisfy the
conditions:

H1) (A, Vv, A,0,1) is a bounded lattice.

H2) xA(x=>pgy)xxAYy

H3) xA"O=rd~RxAlxAy)= (xAZ)]
H4) (xAy)=px~1

We denote with H the variety of Heyting algebras.

Definition 1.2 Nelson algebras are algebras A = (A; A, V, =N, ~, 1) that satisfy the
conditions:

(N1) xA(xVy =z,

N2) xAQVY=REAX)V(YAX),
(N3) ~~x~=~zx,

(N4) ~(@xAy)~~xv~y,

(NS) xA~x=xA~x)A(QV ~Y),
(N6) x >y x =1,

(NT) x=>8v Y —oND)R@EAY) >NT
(N8 xA(x—=>yy)=XxA(~XxVY).

We denote with N the variety of Nelson algebras.

(N1) and (N2) specify that Nelson algebras are distributive lattices, while (N3) to (N5)
say that they are Kleene algebras as well.

There are two key constructions that relate Heyting and Nelson algebras.

Given a Heyting algebra A, one can define the set V;(A) = {(a, b) € A2 aAb=0)
and then endow it with the following operations:

V1) (a,b)ni(c,d)=(@nrnc,bVvd),

V2) (a,b)u(c,d)=(@ve,bnd),

V3) (a,b) -y (c,d)=(a =g c,and),
V4) ~ (a,b) = (b,a),

V5) T =(1,0).

Then Vi (A) = (Vk(A); N, U, —n, ~, T) is a Nelson algebra [25]. In the same article,
Vakarelov proves that if A is a Nelson algebra, the relation = defined by x = y iff x —y
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y = landy —xn x = 1 is an equivalence relation such that (A/=; N, U, =,0, 1) is a
Heyting algebra with the operations defined by:

o [xI N[yl =x Ay, o 0=[~1],
o [xTU Iyl =[x Vv yl.
o [x] =x [yl =1x -~ v, o 1 =[I].

It is a natural question whether these constructions can be extended to semi-Heyting
algebras.

Definition 1.3 [20] Semi-Heyting algebras are algebras A = (A; A, V,=,0,1) that
satisfy the conditions:

(SH1) (A, V, A,0,1) is a bounded lattice,
SH2) xA(x=y)=xAY,

(SH3) xA(=2)~RxA[(xAY) = (xA2],
(SH4) x=x~1.

In this work we attempt a definition of what the variety of semi-Nelson algebras should
be and give the first steps in exploiting their relation to semi-Heyting algebras.

We denote by SH the variety of semi-Heyting algebras. On a semi-Heyting algebra
A one can always define the term x =y y = x = (x A y). With this operation,
(A; A, V,=pg,0,1) is a Heyting algebra [3]. As a consequence, we have the following
results

Lemma 1.4 [7] Let A = (A; A, Vv, =, 0, 1) be a semi-Heyting algebra. For every a, b, c €
A we have:

@ a=@Arb=>bAc))=(@Ab)= (anbArc).

We can also write thisasa =g (b =g ¢) = (a Ab) =g c.
b @=pgb)=g((b=>pa)=>g((@a=c)=nb=0))=1
(© (@a=ub)=n (b=>na)=>y(c=>a)=n(=>D)))=1

2 Semi-Nelson Algebras

We proceed now to define the varieties PSN and SN of pre-semi-Nelson and semi-Nelson
algebras, respectively. Later on, we present the results that justify this nomenclature and
prove that the variety of Nelson algebras  is a proper subvariety of SA/.

Definition 2.1 An algebra A = (A;1,~, A, V,—) of type (0,1,2,2,2) is a pre-semi-
Nelson algebra if the following conditions are satisfied:

(SN1) xA(xVy) =z,

(SN2) xAQ VR @EAX)V(YAX),

(SN3) ~~x=1x,

(SN4) ~ (x Ay) A~ av ~y,

(SNS) xA~x =~ xA~x)A(V ~Yy),

(SN6) x A(x >y YY) RXxA(~XxVY),

(SNT) x =y (v >N DA (EAY) =N 2,

(SN8) (x =N y) =N [y =N x) =n [(x > 2) =8 0y = D= |,
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(SN9) (x =>N y) >N [y >N x) >N [z = x) >y @ > VIR,

where x —y y stands for the term x — (x A'y).

Definition 2.2 A pre-semi-Nelson algebra A = (A;1,~, A, V, —>y) is a semi-Nelson
algebra, if it also verifies the conditions:
(SN10) (~(x = y)) >n kA~ y) = 1,
SN11) (xA~y) >y (~x —>y) =1

Example 2.3 Consider B = ({a, 1}; —, A, Vv, ~, 1) with operations given by the tables
below:

S
S
S

B is in the class PSA but it is not a semi-Nelson algebra because the identity (SN10),
doesnothold: ~ (a > 1) >y (aA~1)=1—->ya=1—a=a# 1.

Axioms (SN1) and (SN2) are those given by Sholander in [24] which define distributive
lattices, so in what follows we will use freely the arithmetic rules of distributive lattices.

Lemma 2.4 Let A = (A;1,~, A, V, —) € PSN. Then the following properties hold in
A:

@ xA(Xx—>§x)=ux,
b)) x—>y1=x—nNux,
© x—->ny1=1,

d xAl=uyx,

(e) xv~1~=~xy,

® 1-oyx=x,

(g 1->x=uzx

h) x—->yx=1.

Proof Leta € A.

(a) By (SN6) we have thata A (a -y a) =a A (~aVa) =a.

()

a—>y1 =a—yla—ya) —yla—Na) —ny[a—a)—>n (@— a)lll by (SNB)
= [an(a—N a)]l >y [(@ >N a) >N [(a = a) =N (@ —> a)]] by (SN7)
= a—y [(a—>ya) >y [@—a) =y (@a— a)ll by part (a)
= [a A (a >N a)] =N [(a > a) >N (a — a)] by (SN7)
= a—y [(a—a) >y (a — a)] by part (a)
= a —y [(a = (aAa)) >N (a— (ara))]
= a —y [(a >N a) >N (a =y a)] by the definition of —y
= [an(a—N a)]l >N (@ >N a) by (SN7)
= a—y (a >y a) by part (a)
= (ana)—>ya by (SN7)
= a—ya.
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(©)

(@ >N a) >N [(a =N a) >N [(@a > (@ Aa)) —>§ (a — (a Aa))]] by (SNB)

= (a >N a) >N [(a >N a) —n [(@ >N a) >y (a =N a)l] by the definition of —y
= [(a >N a) A (a >N a)] >N [(a >N a) >y (a >N a)] by (SN7)

= (a =N a) >N [(a >y a) >N (a >y a)]

= [(@ >y a) A (@ >N @)] >N (@ >N a) by (SN7)

= (a >N a) >N (a >N a)

=(@—>ya)—>N(a@a—>n]1) by part (b)

= [(@ >y a) Na] >y 1 by (SN7)
=lan(a—>ya)—n1

=a—-yl by part (a).

(d)
anNl =aA(a—y1) bypart(c)
= a A (a —n a) by part (b)
=a by part (a).
(e) From part (d) we have that ~a =~ aAl.Thena =~~a =~ (~aAl) =~~aVv ~
1=av ~1.
(f) Leta —y A, so using (SN6) and part (d), 1| -y a = 1A (1l -y a) = 1 A (~
1V a) =~ 1V a = a by the previous item.
(g) Using parts (d) and (f) wehavethat ]l > a=1— (1Aa)=1—->ya=a.
(h) By axiom (SN8) we have that (1 -y 1) >y [(1 >y 1) >y [0 = @) >y (1 —
a)]] = 1. From part (f) we can conclude (1 — a) —y (1 — a) = 1. Then by part
(8),a »>ya=1.

O

As a result, we have proven the following theorem, which is similar in spirit to
Lemma 4.1 of [3].

Theorem 2.5 If (A; 1,~, A, V, =) € PSN then (A;1,~, A, V, —y) € N.

Proof The Theorem follows from the identities (SN1), (SN2), (SN3), (SN4), (SN5), (SN6)
and (SN7), and from Lemma 2.4 (h). O

The proofs of the following properties and calculation rules valid in Nelson algebras can
be found in [26], and their validity in pre semi-Nelson algebras is a direct consequence of
Theorem 2.5.

Lemma 2.6 LetA = (A;1,~, A, V,—) € PSN and a,b, c € A. Then

@ a—-nybBArc)=(a—Nb)A(a—yc)

(b) (@—>nb)—>n({(b—>yc)—>n(a—>nc)=1,
(c) Ifa<bthena —-yb=1,

(d a—ny (b —>yc)=(a—nNb)—nN(a—nyo),
€ a—->nb—>nc)=b—y(a—>nNo0),

) (~(a—>n b)) —>n(an~b)=1,

(@ (an~b)—>y(~(@—>nDb)=1

(h) (a@avb) >yc=(a—>nc)N(b—>yc),

@ (~an~b)—>y (~(aVh) =1,

G (~@vb) >y (~an~Db) =1,
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(k)

@
(m)
(n)
(0)
(p)
(@

a<bifandonlyifa >y b=1and ~b ->y~a =1,
Ifa > Nb=b—>yc=1thena —N c=1,
~1—>ya=1,

(anb) -y b=1,
a—yb=1ifandonlyifa =a N (~a V b),

Ifa > nb=1andb -y c=1thena -y c =1,
(an ~a) >y b=1.

From now on, we denote by x — y the term (x — y) A (~y =~ Xx).

Lemma 2.7 LetA = (A;1,~, A, V,—) € PSN and a, b, c € A. Then:

(a)
(b)
(©)
d
(e)
(f)
(2
(h)
()
()]
k)

a—a=1,

(@—>n~1) —>y(@a—>~1)=1,
a—>nb=a—yN (aNDb),

a—>y (anNb—ya)=1,
[an(@anb)— (arnc)]l >y (b—>c)=1,
(an(b—c)—n ({(anb) — (anc)) =1,
(a— b) >N (a—>nN b) =1,
a—>yb=1landb -y a=1ifandonlyifa - b=1andb — a =1,
lan (@ —>nb)] —>nc=(aAb) —yc
(aAb) =y (a— b) =1,

a < (a—b) —>yb.

Proof (a) By part (h) of Lemma 2.4, we have thata — a =a — (aAa) =a -y a = 1.

(b)

(©
(d

(e

By axiom (SN9),
((an~1) 5>y~ —=>py[(~1—=pN (an~1)—>y[(@a— (an~1)) >y (a—>~D]]=1.
By Lemma 2.6, (n), (an ~ 1) -y~ 1 = 1. By part (m) of Lemma 2.6, ~ 1 —y
(an~1)=1,501 =»y [1 =n [(@ =— (@A ~ 1)) =N (@ -~ 1)]] = 1. Using
Lemma 2.4, (f) we conclude (¢ — (aA ~ 1)) —-n (a —~ 1) = 1. Therefore,
(a—>y~1)—>y(@a—>~1)=1.
a—>yb=a—> (aAb)=a— (a@an(aArb)=a—>N (a D).
By Lemma 2.6 (n) we have (a A b) —xn a = 1. Then, using axiom (SN7) and part (c),
a—>y(a@nb—oya)=a—Nb—o>ya)=(@Ab)—>ya=1.
By part (d),

a—yN (an(c—>ya)=1. (D)
By axiom (SN9) we have that
1 = ((anc) =y ¢) =n [(c =>N (a@nc)) —n [((anb) — (anc)) —n ((anb)— o)]].
By Lemma 2.6, (n), (@ A ¢) =y ¢ = 1. Therefore, using part (f) of Lemma 2.4,

l1=(c—n(@Ac) >y [((arb)— (anc)) =N ((anb) = )]
This is equivalent, by part (c) to
1 =(c—na)—>y[({(anb)— (aAnc) =y ((anb)— o)l

By part (¢c) of Lemma 24,1 = a -y 1 = a —y [(c =y a) =y [((a A D) —
(a A¢)) =N ((a Ab) — ¢)]] and, by (SN7),

1=[laA(c—nNa)]—>nI[((anb)— (a@anc) —n (aAb)— )] )
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®

From the Eqgs. 1 and 2 and part (1) of Lemma 2.6 we can conclude that
a—>nN[((andb) — (anc) -y ((@anb) - c)]=1. 3)

By (SN7) and part (c), we can write a —x [((a Ab) — (a A¢)) =N (@ Ab) = )] =
[an((anb) — (a@arnc)] >N [(@arnb) > cl=[(anb) > (arc)] >N [a >N [(aAb) >
cll=[a@anb) — (anc)l =>n la >y [an((arnb) — )]l =[a A ((aAb)— (aAc))] >N
[a A ((a Ab) — ©)].

Then using the Eq. 3,

[an((aAnb)— (a@arnc)] —nlan((anb)—c)]=1. )

By part (d), we have
a—y@n®—ya)) =1 5)

By axiom (SN8) we obtain
1 =(anb)—>nDb) =N I[(b—n(anb) =y [((@aAb)—c) >y (b— Ol
and by Lemma 2.6 (n), (@ A b) —x b = 1. Then, using part (f) of Lemma 2.4,
1=0B -y (@aAnb)) =>y[((@arnb) - c)—n (b— )]
By part (c), this is equivalent to
l=0B—>ya)—>y[((@arnb) > c)—>n (b— 0]

From part (¢c) of Lemma 24,1 =a -y 1 = a —y [(b —n a) =N [((@a A D) —
¢) =N (b — ¢)]] and, by (SN7),

l=[aA®B—nNa)] —=nI[(aAb) — c)—nN (b— )] (6)
From the Eqgs. 5 and 6 and part (1) of Lemma 2.6 we can conclude that
a—yN[((anb) —c)—>ny b—>c)]=1. @)

From (SN7),
[aN({(aAnb)—c)] >y (b—c)=1. (8)

By the Eqgs. 4 and 8 and part (1) of Lemma 2.6 we conclude
[an({a@aAnb)— (@anc))] =y b—>rc)=1.

It follows from part (d) that

a—>y(@n(c—>ya)=1. )
By axiom (SN9) we have
1 = (c —n (anc)) =y [((anc) —n ¢) =N [((anb) — ¢) —n ((anb)— (anc))]].
By Lemma 2.6 (n), (a A ¢) —n ¢ = 1. So using part (f) of Lemma 2.4,

l=(—=>n(@nrc)) =y [((@anb) = c) =N ((@arnb) = (a )]
This is equivalent, by part (c) to
1=(c —>nya)—nI[((arb)— c) >y ((aAb) — (aAc))

By part (c) of Lemma 24,1 =a -y 1 =a —n [(c >N @) &N [((@aAD) = ¢) =N
((a Ab) = (a A c))]] and, by (SN7),

l=[an(c—ya)l—=>nNI[(arnb)—c)—n ((arnb) — (anc)] (10)
From the Eqgs. 9 and 10 and by part (1) of Lemma 2.6 we infer that

a—>y[((@aAnb) —c)—>nN ((@aAb) — (anc)]=1. (11)
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By (SN7) and the Eq. 11,
[an({(@aAnb)—c)] ->n[l@anb)— (@anc)]=1. (12)
By part (d)
a—>n@nb—ya)=1. (13)
By axiom (SN8),
1 =0 —n (anb)) >y [((anb) >N b) =N [(b— c) >N ((anb) — O]l
By Lemma 2.6 (n), (a A b) —y b = 1. Therefore, using part (f) of Lemma 2.4,
I=(0b—-n (a@anb) =y [(b—c)—n ((@nb) — o),
which is equivalent, by part (c) to
1= —ya) ->nI[(b— )=y ((anb) > o)l
By part (c) of Lemma 24,1 =a -y 1 =a -y [(b —>n a) =N [(b — ¢) =N
((a Ab) — ¢)]] and by (SN7),
I=lan (b —>na)]—n[(b—>c)—>n ((anb)— o)l (14)
From the Egs. 13 and 14 and part (1) of Lemma 2.6 we can conclude that
a—=>NI[b—c)—>y((anb)—>o)]=1
By (SN7),
[an((b—c)] >y ((@anb)—c)=1.

Then, by (SN7) and part (c) , 1 =[a A (b — ¢)] >Ny ((@AD) — ¢) = (b — ¢) =N
[a—=>n[(@aAb) > cll=bB—>c)>nyla—=>nN[an(@anb) = c)]l=[an (b —
c)] =~ [a A ((a Ab) — ¢)]. So

[an®b—c)] =>nylan((anb)—c)]=1. (15)
It follows from the Egs. 12 and 15 and part (1) of Lemma 2.6 that
[an®—c)] >y [(@anb) —> (arnc)]=1.

(g) By part (f) we have that (@ A (a — b)) >y ((arna) = (aAnb))=1,s0(a A (a >
b)) —n (a —y b) = 1. As a consequence, using (SN7), 1 = (a A (a — b)) —yn
(@ >N b)=(@a —> b) >y (a >y (a >y b)) =(a —> b) >y ((ana) >N b) =
(LZ — b) —N (a —N b).

(h) Assumethata —y b = 1and b —p a = 1. From axiom (SN9) it follows that

(a >N b) >N [(b =N a) >N [(a — a) >N (a — b)]]=1.

By parts (f) of Lemma 2.4 and (a) of this one, a — b = 1. In a similar manner, using
axiom (SN8), b — a =1 is verified.
The converse follows immediately by part (f) of Lemma 2.4 and part (g).

(i) By axiom (SN6) we have that [a A (a -y b)] > v c =[aAn(~a VvV b)] -y c =
[(an ~a) Vv (a A b)] =y c. From Lemma 2.6 (h), [a A (@ =N b)] =N ¢ = ((aA ~
a) =y ¢) A ((a Ab) —n c¢). Therefore, by Lemma 2.6 (q) we can conclude that
[an(a—>nDb)]—>nc=(@@Anb)—>yc.

() Using part (e), [a A ((a Aa) — (a ADb))] =N (@ — b) = 1. Therefore, by part (i),
l=lan((@ana) — (@aAb))] >y (a@a—b)=[aA(a— (arb))] -y (a— b)) =
[an (a—>NDb)] —>N(@—b)=(aAb) >y (a—Db).
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(k) We calculate:

[(a — D)A ~ D] >y~ a [@a—> b)AN(~b—>~a)A~b]l >ny~a by definicién of —
[(@— b)A(~b—>~a)] -y (~b—>y~a) by(SNT)

(a = b)—N [(~b—>~a)—y (~b—y~a)] by (SN7)

(a—b)y—py 1 por lemma 2.7 (g)
1. by Lemma 2.4 (c)
In consequence,
[(@a»— b)AN ~b] >y~ a = 1. (16)
By Lemma 2.6 (f), we have that
~ ((@a»—=b) >n D) >y ((a— DA~ D) = 1. (17)
So, from Egs. 16 and 17, by Lemma 2.6 (1),
~((a—b)—>yb)—>y(~a)=1 (18)
On the other hand,
a —y [(a@a—b) >y bl = [an(a— b)]—>nb by (SN7)
=lan(a@a—>b)A(~b—>~a)] >y b by definition of ~—

=[(a—>b)A(~b—>~a)] >y (a—>nDb) Dby(SN7)
= (~b—>~a) >y [(@a = b) >y (a -y b)] by (SN7)

= (~b—>~a)—py1 by Lemma 2.7 (g)
= 1. by Lemma 2.4 (c)
Therefore
a—y [(@—b) >y b]=1. (19)

By Lemma 2.6 (k) and from the Eqs. 18 and 19 we conclude that

a < (a— b) >y b.

We can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.8 The class N is the subvariety of PSN defined by the identity x —y y ~
X = y.

Proof Let V be the subvariety of PSN defined by the identity x —y y ~ x — y and
consider A = (A; ~, A, vV, —, 1) € V. We check that A € A/. Observe first that A verifies
trivially axioms (N1) to (N5). Since x —x y & x — y holds in A, by axioms (SN6) and
(SN7), A satisfies (N8) and (N7). By Lemma 2.7 (a) axiom (N6) holds as well and therefore
AcN.

Consider now A = (A; 1, ~, A, V,—) € N and let us check that A € V. A verifies
axioms (SN1) to (SN5) trivially. Now let a, b € A. Then, by Lemma 2.6(a) and Lemma
2.7 (a), we have thata —-y b = a — (aAb) = (a - a) AN (a - b) = a — b. Then
A = x —y y ® x — y and thus the algebra verifies axioms (SN6) and (SN7). To see that
axioms (SN8) and (SN9) hold, let a, b, ¢ € A.

Notice that the properties of Nelson algebras indicated in Lemma 2.6 are valid in A
although we have not established yet it is in PSN.

(@ —>n b) >N [(b—>ya) >y [(a—>c) >y (b— 0)]]

=(a—>b) —>[(b—>a)— [(a—>c)— (b— c)]] by the identity x >y y X x — ¥y
=(a—b—->1=1 by Lemma 2.6(b) and (c).
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On the other hand,
(@ >N b) >N [(b >N a) —n [(c > a) >N (c > D)]]
=(a—b)— [(b—> a) > [(c > a) = (c — D)]] by the identity x -y y X x — y

=(@—b)— [(b— a) — [c— (a— b)]] by Lemma 2.6(d)
=(b — a) = [(a = b) = [c — (a — b)]] by Lemma 2.6(e)
=(0b—a)— [((a— b)Ac)— (a = b)] by axiom (N7)

=b—->a)—>1=1 by Lemma 2.6(c).

O

The next example shows that AV is a proper subvariety of SN and therefore, of PSN.
LetB = ({0, a, 1}; =, A, Vv, ~, 1) where

—|10]la|l AlOlall ViOflal|l
~]0]all] 0[1][1]a ojofo]o 0[0fa]l
|1|a|0| all|1l]a al0]lala alalall
110]a|l 110]a]|l 11111

In this algebraa =0 — 1 0 -y 1 = 1.

3 The Quotient Algebra

We describe next one of the constructions that realize the connection between Semi-Nelson
and semi-Heyting algebras.

Lemma 3.1 Let A € PSN. The binary relation = defined on A by
x=yifandonlyifx > y=1landy — x =1

is an equivalence relation compatible with the operations A, V and —.

Proof By Lemma 2.7 (h) and the results in [25], = is an equivalence relation compatible
with the operations 1, A and V. Leta, b, c,d —xn A be suchthata = b and c =d.

Sincea = b,a -y b = b -y a = 1. By Lemma 2.4(f) and axiom (SN8) we
have that 1 = (@ =y b) =N [(b =Ny a) =N [(@ = ¢) =8 b — 0]l = 1 =y
[1 -y [(@ = ¢) >y (b — ©)]] = (@a - ¢) >N (b — c¢). In a similar fashion,
(b — ¢) ->n (a — ¢) = 1. Therefore, by Lemma 2.7 (h),a - c=b — c.

Sincec =d,c -y d =d —n ¢ = 1. By Lemma 2.4(f) and axiom (SN9) we have as
before that (c -y d) =N [(d >y ¢) >N [(b = ¢) =8y (b — d)]] = (b — ¢) >N
(b - d) = 1. In a similar way we can check that (b — d) —xn (b — ¢) = 1. Therefore,
by Lemma 2.7 (h), b — ¢ = b — d and we can conclude thata — c = b — d. O

Let A € PSN. We denote by sH(A) the algebra (A/—; N, U, =>,0, 1) where the
operations are defined by:

e 0=[~1], o [xJU [yl =[x Ay,
o 1 =111,
o [xINIyll =[x Ayl o [x] = [yl =[x Ayl

Observe that by Lemma 3.1 the operations are well defined. As in [25], by Theorem 2.5,
the next result follows.
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Lemma3.2 Let A € PSN. Thealgebra (A/=; N, U, 0, 1) is a bounded distributive lattice.

Lemma 3.3 Let A € PSN. The algebra sH(A) satisfies the condition
[a]l < [[P] if and only if [a —N b] = [111.

where < is the natural order relation in the lattice.

Proof Assume that [a]] = [a]] N [P]. Then [a —y b]] = [[a —> (a Ab)] = [a]l =
(Lal N2 = (el N [21) = (al NP1 = [a Ab) — (a AD)] = [[11.

For the converse observe that [(a Ab) —py al = [(bAa)—pal =
[b —-nl(a >N a) = [[b —n 1] = [1]] by Lemma 2.4 (h), (SN7) and Lemma 2.4 (c).
Therefore, by the definition of =, 1 — ((a A b) =y a) = 1. By Lemma 2.4(g),

(@anb) ->ya=1. (20)
Furthermore, by Lemma 2.7, (c) [a —n (a A b)]] = [[a —n b] = [1]. As a consequence,
1 — (a >y (@ AD)) = 1. By Lemma 2.4 (g),

a—y (anb)=1. 2n

From Egs. 20 and 21 it follows, using Lemma 2.7 (h), that [a]] = [[a A b]l = [alN[b]. O

Theorem 3.4 Let A € PSN. Then sH(A) is a semi-Heyting algebra.

Proof By Lemma 3.2, it will be enough to verify that axioms (SH2), (SH3) and (SH4) hold.
Leta,b,c € A.

* [[(@A(a— D) —ybll=I[a—b)Ara)—>nDb]l =[(a—>D) —y(@—>nDI]=
[[1] by (SN7) and Lemma 2.7 (g). By Lemma 3.3 we have that [[a A (a — b)] < [/].
Then

[el N ([al = [21) < [al N (2] (22)
By Lemma 2.7 (j) we have that (¢ A b) —y (@ — b) = 1. Therefore
[(@a Ab) —-n (@ — b)] = [1]. By Lemma 3.3, [a A b]] < [[a — b]l. Then

[el N [2] < [all N ([all = [21). (23)

As a consequence, by Egs. 22 and 23 we can deduce that [a]] N ([all = [») = [all N
[, so (SH2) holds.

e By Lemma 2.7 Eq. 2.7, [an (b — ¢)) >y ((@aAb) — (arc)] = [11. By
Lemma 3.3, [a]l N ([2] = [c]) < ([ael NI21) = ([al N [cll). As a consequence,
[all N (o1 = cl) < [al N (el N (21 = ([[all N [zD)) (24
in a similar fashion, using Lemma 2.7 (e) we can deduce that
[al N (([all N [T = (Tall N D)) < [all N {21 = [cD. (25)

In consequence, by Eqs. 24 and 25 we conclude that [[a]] N (([a] N [2]) = ([al N
[c)) = lal N ([T = [cl). Therefore, (SH3) holds.

e From Lemma 2.7 (a) it follows that [a]] = [a]l = [[all = a = [[1]]. So (SH4) holds as
well.

O
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4 Vakarelov’s Construction

We check now that Vakarelov’s construction on Heyting algebras works as well for semi-
Heyting algebras.
Let A = (A; A, V, =, 0, 1) be a semi-Heyting algebra. We denote with

Vi(A) = {(a,b) € A>: aAb=0)

and V¢ (A) the algebra (Vi (A); N, U, —, ~, T) where the operations are given by:

V1) (a,b)ni(c,d)=(@nrnc,bVvd),
V2) (a,b)u(c,d)=(@ve,bad),
V3) (a,b) = (c.d) =(a=c,and),
V4) ~ (a,b) = (b,a),

V5) T =(1,0).

We can derive also the rule:

V6) (a,b) —n (¢c,d) = (a,b) - ((a,b)N(c,d)) = (a,b) > (arc,bVd)=(a=
(anc),anbvd)=@=c,(anb)viand)=(@=c,and).

Theorem 4.1 IfA = (A; A, Vv, =,0, 1) € SH, then Vi(A) is a semi-Nelson algebra.

Proof As proved in [25], the operations of Vi (A) are well defined and the identities (SN1)
to (SN5) hold. Let us check the remaining identities. Let (a, b), (c, d), (e, f) € Vi(A).
We prove first the identity (SN6):

(@, b)n((a,b) =y (c,d)) = (a,b)N(a = c,and)
=(@n(a@a=c),bv(and))
=(anc,bVvand))

and

(@, b)yn(~(a,byu(c,d) = (a,b)yn((b,a)U(c, d))
(a,b)ynn(bvec,and)
=(@AnbvVve),bVv(and))
=(anc,bVv(and)).

To prove (SN7) we calculate:

(a,b) =y ((c,d) >N (e, ) = (a,b) >N (c = e, c A f)
=@=>(=e),anrcAf).

and

(@, byn(c,d)) —»n (e, f) = (@anc,bvd) —y (e f)
= ((anc)=>e,ancAf).

By Lemma 1.4(a) the identity is proven.
We prove next (SN8):

((a,b) =>n (c,d)) =N [((c,d) —n (a, D)) =N [((a, D) — (e, [)) —n ((c,d) — (e, f)]]
=(@=c,and) ->y[(c=a,cAb)—>y[la=e,anf)—y(c=ecA )
(a=c,and) >y [(c=a,cAb) >y (a=e)= (c=e),(a=e)AcA
(a@a=c,and) >y (c=a)= (a=>e)=>(c=e),(c=a)Aa=e)AcA
=(@=0=>(c=a)=>{(@=e)=>(c=e)),@a=>c)Nc=a)A@a=e)AcA ]
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By Lemma 1.4(b) the first coordinate is 1 so

((a, D) =N (c,d)) =N [((c,d) —n (a, b)) =N [((a,b) — (e, ) =~ ((c,d) —> (e, fN]]
=, a=c)A@=e)AcAnaA f)l]
=, a=c)rhencran f]l =(,0).

We proceed with (SN9):

((a, b) >N (¢, d)) =N [((c, d) =N (a, b)) =N [((e, f)— (a, D)) —n ((e, [)— (c,d)]]=
(a=pgc,and) >y [(c=ga,cAb) >y[(e=a,enb) >y (e=>c,end)]] =
(a=pgc,and) —>y[(c=ga,cAb) >y ((e=>a)=y(e=c),(e=>a)Aend)] =
(@a=gcand)—>yl((c=ga)=p (e=>a)=g (e=0), (c=>ga)hanend)] =
(=)= ((c=pga)=yg (e=a)=>g(e=0),(a=gc)A(c=>ga)hanend)] =
(L,ceAn(c=>ga)ranend)] =(1,0).

Note that in the next to last step we used Lemma 1.4(c).

We prove now (SN10):

(~ ((a,b) — (¢, d))) —n ((a,b)n ~ (c,d))
=(~@=c,and)) -y ((a,b)n(d,c))
=(and,a=c)—>y(and,bVvc)

= ((and) =g @nd),andn(bVc))
(I, (andAb)Vv(andAc))
=(1,0v0)=T.
Finally we check that (SN11) holds:
((a,b)n ~ (¢, d)) =N (~ ((a,b) — (¢, d)))
= ((a,b)n ~ (¢, d)) =y (~ ((a,b) — (¢, d)))
((a,b)n(d,c)) »>n (~(a=c,and))
=(and,bvc)—y(and,a=c)
= ((and)= (and),arnd A (a=rc))
=0, andArc)=(1,00=T. 0

5 Representations

In this section we show that there exists a representation of semi-Nelson algebras as sub-
algebras of the Vakarelov construction applied to a suitable semi-Heyting algebra, much in
the same manner as in the case of Nelson and Heyting algebras. In the other direction, we
can also represent every semi-Heyting algebra as a quotient of a semi-Nelson one.

Kalman proves in [12] the next theorem:

Theorem 5.1 Let A € PSN. Thenthe {V, A, ~, 1}-reduct of A, which is a Kleene algebra,
is isomorphic to a subalgebra of the {V, A, ~, 1}-reduct of Vi (sH(A)).

Corollary 5.2 IfA € SN, then A is isomorphic to a subalgebra of Vi (sH(A)).

Proof By Theorem 5.1, it is enough to check that the function 4 : A — V;(A/=) defined
by h(a) = ([all, [~ a]) for all @ € A preserves the implication.

By axioms (SN10) and (SN11), and Lemma 2.7 (h), [~ (@ — b)]] = [[aA ~ b]. Then
h(a) — h®) = (lal,[~al) — @21 01~0D) = (lal = [21,[a N I~bD =
([a — b1, lan ~ b]) = (la — b1, [~ (@ = b)]) = h(a — b). O
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In semi-Heyting algebras we define a* = a = 0 and this always equals @ = 0. Thus, by
well known properties of the pseudocomplement in Heyting algebras, (x vV y)* = x™ A y*.

Theorem 5.3 IfA = (A; =, A, V, 0, 1) be a semi-Heyting algebra, then A is isomorphic
to sH(Vi(A)).

Proof Consider the algebras Vi(A) = (Vi(A);mn,u,—,~,T) and sH(Vi(A)) =
(Vk(A)/ =,N,U,=,0,1).

We check that the function 2 : A — Vi (A)/= defined by h(a) = [(a, a*)] for every
a € A is an isomorphism. We observe first that 4 is well defined since a A a* = 0 and
therefore (a, a®) € Vi (A).

We start by calculating (a A b, (a A b)*) —n (a A Db, (a* vV b*)) = ((a Ab) =§H
(anb),anbn @ Vvb*)=(1,0)=Tand (a Ab, (a*Vb*)) >y (aAb,(aAb)*)=
((a Ab) =g (@anb),(@anb)A(@anb)*) = (1,0) = T. Therefore, by Lemma 2.7
(h), [@anb,(@aAb))] = [(aAb, (@ Vvb"], so h(a Ab) = [(anb,(@nb)®] =
[(a Ab,a* Vv b")] = [(a,a™) (b, b*)] = [(a, a®) N[(b, b*)] = h(a) N k(D).

The identity h(a vV b) = h(a) U h(b) is easily verified since h(a v b) =
[avb,(avb)H]l=IaVb, a*Ab)] =(a,a*)ub,b)] = [(a,a")IULD, b*)] =
h(a) U h(b).

Since (a = b, (@ = b)*) ->n (@ = b,a ADb*) = ((a = b) =y (a = b),(a =
byrnanb*) = (1,aAbAb*) = (1,0) = T and (@ = b, a Ab*) - (a = b, (a = b)*) =
((a = b) >N (@ = b),(a = b)A(a = b)*) =(1,0) = T we have by Lemma 2.7
(h) that h(a = b) = [[(a = b, (a = b)*) = [(a = b,a Ab")] = [(a,a™) — (b, b")] =
[(a,a*)] = [(b, b*)] = h(a) = h(b).

Finally, & also preserves the constants: 2(0) = [(0,0%)] = [(0, D] = [~ (1,0)] =
[~Tl=0and h(1) =[(1, 1] =01, 0] =0TN1=1.

Assume now that for a, b € A we have that h(a) = h(b). This means that [(a, a*)] =
[(b, b*)] thus by Lemma 2.7 (h), (a,a*) —y (b, b*) = T and (b, b*) -y (a,a*) = T.
Then T = (1,0) = (a,a*) —>n (b, b*) = (a =y b,a A b*). Thereforea =y b=1.Ina
similar manner, b =g a = 1, so a = b and & es injective.

Let [(a, b)] € Vk(A)/=. Since (a,a*) -y (a,b) = (a >y a,anb) = (1,0) =T
and (a, b) —n (a,a*) = (a =y a,a Aa*) = (1,0) = T, by Lemma 2.7 (h), it follows
that [(a, a*)] = [(a, b)]. Therefore h(a) = [(a, b)] so h is surjective. O

6 Deductive Systems and Congruences in SA/

In this section we characterize the congruences in the variety SA/ in terms of a subclass of
its deductive systems. The basic definitions and first results, however, are valid in the more
general variety PSN.

Definition 6.1 Let A = (A;1,~, A, Vv, =) € PSN. A subset D C A is a deductive
system of A if forall a, b € A, the following conditions hold:

Dsl) 1€ D.

Ds2) Ifa,a — b e D thenb e D.

In the case of Nelson algebras, deductive systems are lattice filters. In the variety SN/,
however, there are deductive systems that are not filters, as the following example shows.
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1 —10]1]|b|c
O(1]|]1]1]c
o e Tal ol i]b]c]
Al ¢ bl1]1 11| ¢ |1‘0‘C‘b‘
b c|lb|1l|b|1l
0

The subset D = {0, b, 1} of A is a deductive system but not a filter.
In order to characterize congruences for an algebra A € SN, through some of its filters,
we need the following definition:

Definition 6.2 Let A = (A;1,~, A, V, =) € PSN. A subset D C A is called an N-
deductive system of A if forall a, b —y A:

NDsl) 1eD.
NDs2) Ifa,a€be D,thenb e D.

Since A with the implication —p is a Nelson algebra, we know that the N-deductive
systems of an algebra A € PSN, ordered by inclusion, form a lattice, which from now
on will be denoted by Dedn(A). If a € A we denote by Dy (a) the N-deductive system
generated by a. By [26, Lemma 2.3],

Dya)={xe€A: a—->nyx=1}

Notice that using Lemma 2.7 (g) it is easy to verify that every N-deductive system is a
deductive system. The previous example also shows that the converse is not true.

Lemma 6.3 Let A = (A;1,~,A,V,—) € PSN. If D is an N-deductive system of A
then D is a filter.

Proof In Lemma 2.1 of [26] it is proved that every deductive system of a Nelson algebra is
a filter. Therefore, by Theorem 2.5, the result follows. O

Also by the example above, since the chosen set D is not a filter, by Lemma 6.3, not
every deductive system of a semi-Nelson algebra is a N-deductive system.

Let us now check that every congruence on a pre-semi-Nelson algebra determines an N-
deductive system. From now on we denote by Con(A) the congruence lattice of an algebra
A.If ® -y Con(A) we denote by [[a]le the class of an element @ € A modulo ®.

Lemma 6.4 Let A = (A;1,~,A,V,—) € PSN.If® € Con(A), then [1]g is an
N-deductive system.

Proof Clearly 1 € [1]le. Leta, b € A be such thata,a —xy b —n [1]le. We check that
b € [1]le. Since a,a —n b € [1]e, [11e = [alle y [1lle = [[a —n blle. Then we get
that [a A (@ —n b)]le = [1]le. By axiom (SN6),

[an(~avble=Il1le-
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Furthermore, by [1]le = [alle, we get that [~ 1]le = [~ alle. Then, using Lemma 2.4
), [~avble =[1A(~aVvb)le = [an(~aVvble = [lle. Therefore [b]le =
[~ 1vble =I[~avVbdle =I1le. O

The following is a well known result on Nelson algebras. See for example, [26], Lemma
2.12.

Lemma 6.5 Let D be an N-deductive system. If x —y y € D and y —y z € D, then
x —n z—N D.

Let us show that every N-deductive system determines a congruence on A € SN,
Lemma 6.6 Let A = (A;1,~, A, V,—) € PSN and D be an N-deductive system of A.
Ifa,b € A, then

a—>beDandb— ae€ Difandonlyifa -y b€ Dandb —y a € D.

Proof Assume thata — b € Dand b — a € D. By Lemma 2.7(g), 1 = (a — b) —y
(a >N b).Since 1 € D, (a — b) - (a >y b) € D.Froma — b € D we conclude that
a —y b € D. In a similar manner, b —y a € D.

For the converse, assume that a —y b € D and b —y a € D. By axiom (SN9)
we have that 1 = (@ —»ny b) >y (b >y a) >y ((@a — a) —y (a — b))). Since
1 e D,(a—>nNb >y (b >Ny a) >y ((@ > a) >y (a — b)) € D. Therefore
(@ > a) -y (@ - b) -y Dgiventhata -y b € Dand b —y a € D. By Lemma 2.7
(a), a — b € D. Similarly, one can prove that b — a € D. O

Lemma 6.7 Let A = (A;1,~, A, Vv, =) € SN and D be an N-deductive system of A.
The binary relation defined on A by a =p b if and only if

a—>bb—>a,~a—>~b,~b—>~aeD

is a congruence.

Proof Note that by Lemma 6.6, the definition of =p is equivalent to
a—->yb,b—ya,~a—->Ny~b,~b—>y~aeD.

Since (A;1,~, A, V,—=N) € N, by [26], Lemma 2.13, =p is compatible with the
operations ~, A and V. Let us check it is also compatible with —. Leta, a’, b, b’, c € A.

e Ifa=padthenc—a=pc—d.
By the hypothesis and Lemma 6.6, it follows thata —y @’ € D anda’ —y a € D.
By (SN9),

(a—>ya)—y @ —nya)—y[c—a)—>y(c—>ad)ll=1€D,
o)
(¢ > a) »n (c > d') € D.
In a similar way, one can prove

(¢ > d') -y (c = a) € D.
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By (SN10), (~ (¢ = a)) —n (cA ~ a) = 1 € D. From the hypothesis it follows that
(cA ~ a) =p (cA ~ d’). Using Lemma 6.5, and (SN11) (cA ~ a') = (~ (¢ —
a)) =1¢€ D, we get

~(c—a)—>y (~(c—a))eD.

Finally,
~(c—>d)—>y~(—>a)eD
is obtained in a similar fashion.
o Ifa=padthena - c=pd — c.
From (SN8), (a —»y d') =y [(@' =N a) =N [(a = ¢) >y (@ = ¢)]]=1 € D,
so by the hypotesis,
(a—c)—=n (@ —¢)eD.
Similarly,
a@—->c)—>ny@—c)eD
obtains. Finally, from the hypothesis aA ~ ¢ =p a’A ~ c, it follows as in the first part
that
~(a—c) =y~ (@ —c)eD.
and
~(a — ¢) >y~ (a = ¢) € D.

From the calculations above, we can conclude thatifa =p a’ and b =p b’ thena — b =p
a—b=pa —VD. O

The next example shows that N-deductive systems do not determine congruences in pre
semi-Nelson algebras in this fashion.

1
N SO ]
e f offiJiJ1[1JoJoJoJo] 1
O\/ all|1]|1|1]lal|0]|0]|O0] f
d b{1[1]|1|1]0]0|0]0]| e
¢ 1|11(1]110(0]0|0] d
[ diffclc|lc|c|1|1T|1]1]| c
e [[blc|blc|f|1]f|1] Db
a b fllalalc|clele|l]|1l] a
\/ 1 0ja|b|lc|d|e|f|]1]| 0
o0

Here we have that setting D = {e, 1}, a =p candd =p f,buta =a — d #p ¢ —
f=0,since~0—>~a=1— f=f¢D.

Lemma 6.8 Let A = (A; 1,~, A, Vv, —) € SN and let D be an N-deductive system of A.
Then [1]=, = D.

Proof Leta € [1]l=,. Thena=p 1,s01 - a=a € D.

To check that the converse holds, consider a € D. Notice that by Lemma 2.4 (f) and (c),
a—ny1=1e€Dand1 —y a = a € D. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.6 (m) we have that
~ 1 —>y~a =1 € D. By Lemma 6.6 it remains to check that ~ a -y~ 1 € D. By
Lemma 2.6 (q), (an ~ a) -y~ 1 = 1. Thus, by axiom (SN7),a =y (~a -y~ 1) =
1 € D.Sincea € D and D is an N-deductive system, ~a -y~ 1 € D. O
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Given a congruence ® we write a ® b to denote (a, b) € ®.

Lemma 6.9 LetA = (A; 1, ~, A, V, =) € SN and © € Con(A). If
a—>Nb® ~b—>y~a®b—ya® ~a—>y~bOI1
thena © b.

Proof Note that
a=aANl®aA(a—>yb)=aAn(~aVb)
and
~b=~bA1O ~bA(~b—>y~a)=~bA(~~bV ~a)=~bA(bV ~a).
Since A = (A;1,~,A,V,—=y) € N, (A;1,~,A,V) is a de Morgan algebra [18].
Therefore
b=~~b0® ~ (~bAbV ~a)) =~~bVv~(bV ~a) =bVv(~bA~~a)=bV(~bra).

Now we can calculate: aAb ® aA(~ aVb)A(bV(~ bAa)) = [(aA ~ a)V(aAb)IA[(bV ~
byAbVa)l =[an~a)ANbVv ~byAbVa)lVva@aArb)An by ~b)yAbVa)l=
[an ~a)AN(bVva)]VaAb)A bV ~b)]=(@AN~a)V(aArb)=aAn(~aV b)Ba.
Then (a A b) ® a.In a similar way, usingthat 1 ® b -y a ® ~ a —x~ b, we can prove
that (a A b)®b. Thus, a © b. O

Lemma 6.10 Let A = (A; 1, ~, A, V, =) € SN and ® € Con(A). Then
=[ije= ©.
Proof We shall prove first that =11, C ©. Let a, b € A be such that a =j1y, b. Then by
Lemmas 6.4 and 6.6,a -y b,~ b -y~ a,b -y a,~ a >y~ b —§ [1]le. Then
a—->Nb® ~b—>y~a®b—>ya® ~a—->y~b0O 1. ByLemmab.9,thena O b.
We prove now that ® C=yy,.Leta, b —y Abesuchthata®b. Thena -y b ® b —y

b=1land~b ->y~a ® ~a —>y~ a = 1.1In asimilar manner, b» -y a ® 1 and
~a —>N~ b O 1. By Lemma 6.6 we have that (a, b) € =1 O

From the previous results, the next theorem follows.

Theorem 6.11 Let A = (A;1,~,A,V,—) € SN. Then the lattices Dedn(A) and
Con(A) are isomorphic.

Proof By lemmas 6.4, 6.7, 6.8 and 6.10, the application ® : Con(A) — Dedn(A) defined
by ®(®) = [[1]le is a bijection. It is easy to check that D C D' ifand only if =pC=p. O

From Theorem 6.11 and [22, Theorem 2.1] the following theorem obtains.

Theorem 6.12 Let A € SN Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) A is subdirectly irreducible.
(b) A has a single atom.
(¢) A has a single coatom.

Theorem 6.13 The variety PSN is congruence-permutable.
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Proof Consider the term
p(x,y,2) =[x = y) >N A ALz —y) >N X]A(xV2).
Recall that x — y is the term (x — y) A (~ y —~ x). Notice that

px,y,y) =[x —y) >N YA —y) >N xIA(xVY)

=[x —y) >N YAl >y x]A (X VYY) by Lemma 2.7 a
=[x —y) >N YIAXA(XVY) by Lemma 2.4 (f)
=xAXVY) by Lemma 2.7 (k)
= X.

In a similar manner one checks that p(x, x, y) = y. Then the term p(x, y, z) is a Mal’cev’s
term so the variety PSN is congruence-permutable. O

Since the algebras of the variety PSA have lattices as reducts, PSN is congruence-
distributive. Therefore, from the theorem above it follows:

Corollary 6.14 The variety PSN is arithmetical.

We prove next two important properties of the variety of semi-Nelson algebras. From
now on, ®(a, b) will denote the congruence generated by (a, b).

Lemma 6.15 Let A € SN. Then O(c, d) coincides with the congruence associated to the
N-deductive system Dy (e) from Lemma 6.7, where ¢ = (¢ —N d) A (d —nN ¢) A (~
c—>N~d)A(~d—>N~ o).

Proof We want to prove that ®(c, d) is the congruence =p, (). We shall follow the next
steps to verify that =p,, () is the least congruence containing the pair (c, d).

e Notice that e < ¢ —y d. By Lemma 2.6 (k) e -y (¢ —»n d) = 1 € Dy(e).
Since e € Dy(e) and Dy (e) is an N-deductive system, ¢ —ny d € Dy(e). In a
similar manner, d —y ¢,~ ¢ -y~ d,~ d —Nx~ ¢ € Dy(e). By Lemma 6.6,
¢c—>d,d—c,~c—>~d,~d—~c—y Dy(e). Therefore c =p, ) d.

e Let ¥ e Con(A) be such that cWwd. We want to check that =p, S V. Let
(a,b) €e=pye). Thena — b,b — a,~ a —~ b,~ b —~ a € Dy(e). By
Lemma 6.6,a —y b,b -y a,~ a -y~ b,~ b —ny~ a € Dy(e). Since Dy (e)
is a lattice filter, f = (a >y D) A (b >y a) A(~a >Ny~ D) A (~ b —-Ny~ a) €
Dyn(e) = {x : ¢ -y x = 1}. Therefore ¢ —y f = 1. Since cWd, we have that
co>NdV ~d >y~cVd—>ycV¥Y ~c—->y~dW 1. Thus e¥1 and therefore
e € [1]ly. Sincee -y f =1 € [1]ly, then f € [1]y. Since [1]y is a lattice filter,
we can conclude thata >y bW ~b >y~a Vb —>yaV¥V ~a—->y~bW¥ 1 Then
by Lemma 6.9, aWb.

O
Definition 6.16 [13] A variety V is said to have equationally definable principal congru-

ences (EDPC) if there are 4-ary terms, oi(x,y, z, w), ti(x,y,z, w),i =0,...,n — 1 for
some natural number n, such that for every algebra A —y V, and for all a, b, c,d —n A,

c=d(0O(a,b) iffA =oi(a,b,c,d) = 1i(a,b,c,d),0<i <n.

Theorem 6.17 The variety SN has equationally definable principal congruences.
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Proof Let (a, b) € ®(c, d). Notice that the previous condition is equivalent to
(a—=>ND)ANbB—>Na)AN(~a—>N~D)A(~b—>y~a),l)eB(,d).

By Lemma 6.15,

O(c,d) ==py(e)
withe = (¢ >y d)A(d =Ny ) A(~ ¢c >y~ d) AN (~ d —->Ny~ ¢). Thus, ((a -y
b)AN Db -y a) A(~a >Ny~ D) A(~ b >y~ a),1) € O(c,d) if and only if ((a -y
byAnb —na)AN(~a—>ny~Db)AN(~b—>n~a),l) E=py() or, equivalently,

e—>N[(a—)Nb)/\(b—>Na)/\(~a—>N~b)/\(~b—>N~a)]:1.

Using a result of Day [10], by Theorem 6.17, we get the following result.
Corollary 6.18 The variety SN has the CEP.

We have already shown that the variety PSN is congruence distributive, but for the
subvariety SN, this is also a consequence of having equationally definable principal
congruences, [13].

7 Semisimple Subvarieties of Semi-Nelson Algebras

Let us consider the following algebras:

— 0|1
B ! 011 ~ 101
0 1lo]1 L]0
1
—10fall
T, : a 0J1]1]1 ~|0]a|1]|
all1[1]1 [1]a]0]
0 110]a]l
1
—(0]all
T, a 0[1[1]a ~|0]a|1]
all|l]a ‘1‘@‘ ‘
0 1{0]lall

It is easy to verify that the algebras B, T and T, are simple semi-Nelson algebras. Fur-
thermore, T is quasiprimal by Theorem 10.7 of the book [6], page 173. Also, T is primal
by Corollary 10.8 of Chapter IV [6]. We shall prove these are the only simple algebras in
the variety SN and obtain as a consequence a complete description of the lattice of the
semi-simple subvarieties of SA.
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Note that in both By and Ty, x — y ~ x —py y holds and therefore, by Theorem 2.8,

they are Nelson algebras.

Theorem 7.1 Let A = (A; —, A, V, ~, 1) be a simple semi-Nelson algebra. Then A is
(isomorphic to) one of the algebras By, T or T,.

Proof Let A = (A; —, A, V,~, 1) be a simple semi-Nelson algebra. By Lemma 2.5
(A; —n, A, V, ~, 1) is a Nelson algebra. By Theorem 6.11 , (A; —n, A, V, ~, 1) is a sim-
ple Nelson algebra. By [26, Corollary 2.5], (A; —n, A, V, ~, 1) is isomorphic to B or T}.
Next we consider cases based on the number of elements of A.

Suppose |A| =2.If x > y we know thatque x - y =x = (x Ay) =x =y y.So
we know that the table of the operation — is of the form:

— (0|1
01117
11011

If0 > 1=0wehavethat ~ (0 > 1) >y OA~1) =~ 0—->y0=1—->y0=
0 # 1. This calculation shows that axiom (SN10) does not hold in A, a contradiction.
Therefore, 0 — 1 = 1 and A is isomorphic to B;.
Assume now that |[A| = 3.If x > ywecancalculatex - y =x — (xAy) =x =y Y,
so we know that the table of — has the form:

— 10

1
?
?
1

Q||

01
all
110

We note that 0 -y @ = a —y 0 = 1. Then by (SN9) we have that (0 —y
a) -y [(@a »>n 0) =>n [(0 > 0) -5 (0 — a)]] = 1. Therefore, by Lemma 2.7 (a),
1 -n [1 =N [1 -n§ (0 — a)]] = 1. As a consequence, 0 — a = 1 and the table is
now of the form:

—| O\L

1
?
?
1

ISH Nl Bl S

Ol

as in the previous case, 0 — 1 # 0. In a similar manner, if « — 1 = 0, we have that
~(@a—>1)—->y @A~1)=~0—->y0=1—->y0=0 3 1. Thereforea — 1 # 0.

Ifa - 1 = a then by (SN8), (0 —-x a) —n [(@ >N 0) >y [(0 = 1) >y
(@ — 1)]] = 1. As a consequence, (0 — 1) -y a = 1. Then 0 — 1 # 1. Therefore,
0 — 1 = a and, thus A is isomorphic to T>.

On the other hand, if @ — 1 = 1 then since by axiom (SN8), (@ —y 0) =y [(0 =¥
a) =y [(@a = 1) -5 (0 — 1)]] = 1 it follows that 0 — 1 = 1 and A is isomorphics
to T;.

O
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Theorem 7.2 A subvariety V of SN is semi-simple if and only if V € V(By, Ty, T2).
Therefore:

(a) these are the filtral subvarieties of SN ([11, Theorem 5.7]).

(b) these are also the discriminator subvarieties of SN ([5, Corollary 3.4]).

(c) The lattice of semisimple subvarieties of SN is the one depicted in the following
figure, where Ay, ..., A, denotes V(A1, ..., Ap).

T, T,

T
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