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respect to a deductive system, and prove that the quotient quantum-Wajsberg algebra is
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1. Introduction

As G. Birkhoff and J. von Neumann showed in their paper “The logic of quantum mechan-
ics” ([1]), the set of assertions of quantum mechanics has different algebraic properties from a
Boolean algebra. In the last decades, developing algebras related to the logical foundations of
quantum mechanics became a central topic of research. Generally known as quantum struc-
tures, these algebras serve as models for the formalism of quantum mechanics. R. Giuntini
introduced in [10] the quantum-MV algebras as non-lattice generalizations of MV algebras
([3, 4]), and as non-idempotent generalizations of orthomodular lattices ([28, 33]). These
structures were intensively studied by R. Giuntini ([11, 12, 13, 14, 15]), A. Dvurečenskij
and S. Pulmannová ([7]), R. Giuntini and S. Pulmannová ([16]) and by A. Iorgulescu in
[22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27].

Quantum-B algebras defined and investigated by W. Rump and Y.C. Yang ([35, 34]) arise
from the concept of quantales, which was introduced in 1984 as a framework for quantum me-
chanics with a view toward non-commutative logic ([31]). Many implicational algebras stud-
ied so far (effect algebras, residuated lattices, MV/BL/MTL algebras, bounded Rℓ-monoids,
hoops, BCK/BCI algebras), as well as their non-commutative versions, are quantum-B alge-
bras. Interesting results on quantum-B algebras have been presented in [36, 37, 17, 18].

We redefined in [6] the quantum-MV algebras starting from involutive BE algebras, and
we introduced and studied the notion of quantum-Wajsberg algebras. We proved that the
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quantum-Wajsberg algebras are equivalent to quantum-MV algebras and that Wajsberg alge-
bras are both quantum-Wajsberg algebras and commutative quantum-B algebras.

In this paper, we define and study the notions of q-deductive systems, p-deductive sys-
tems, deductive systems, maximal and strongly maximal q-deductive systems in quantum-
Wajsberg algebras, and prove that any strongly maximal q-deductive system is maximal. If
every q-deductive system is a deductive system, we show that the notions of maximal and
strongly maximal q-deductive systems coincide. We also introduce the notion of congruences
induced by deductive systems of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and prove that there is a re-
lationship between congruences and deductive systems. Furthermore, we define the quotient
quantum-Wajsberg algebra with respect to a deductive system, and show that the quotient
quantum-Wajsberg is locally finite if and only if the deductive system is strongly maximal.
We define the weakly linear quantum-Wajsberg algebras, we investigate their properties, and
give a characterization of a weakly linear quotient quantum-Wajsberg algebra. Finally, we
define and characterize the notion of quasi-linear quantum-Wajsberg algebras.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic notions and results regarding BCK algebras, Wajsberg
algebras, BE algebras and quantum-Wajsberg algebras that will be used in the paper. Addi-
tionally, we prove new properties of quantum-Wajsberg algebras. For more details regarding
the quantum-Wajsberg algebras we refer the reader to [6].

Starting from the systems of positive implicational calculus, weak systems of positive im-
plicational calculus and BCI and BCK systems, in 1966 Y. Imai and K. Isèki introduced the
BCK algebras ([19]). BCK algebras are also used in a dual form, with an implication → and
with one constant element 1, that is the greatest element ([30]). A (dual) BCK algebra is an
algebra (X,→, 1) of type (2, 0) satisfying the following conditions, for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(BCK1) (x → y) → ((y → z) → (x → z)) = 1;
(BCK2) 1 → x = x;
(BCK3) x → 1 = 1;
(BCK4) x → y = 1 and y → x = 1 imply x = y.
In this paper, we use the dual BCK algebras. If (X,→, 1) is a BCK algebra, for x, y ∈ X we
define the relation ≤ by x ≤ y if and only if x → y = 1, and ≤ is a partial order on X.

Wajsberg algebras were introduced in 1984 by Font, Rodriguez and Torrens in [9] as alge-
braic model of ℵ0-valued  Lukasiewicz logic. A Wajsberg algebra is an algebra (X,→,∗ , 1) of
type (2, 1, 0) satisfying the following conditions for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(W1) 1 → x = x;
(W2) (y → z) → ((z → x) → (y → x)) = 1;
(W3) (x → y) → y = (y → x) → x;
(W4) (x∗ → y∗) → (y → x) = 1.
Wajsberg algebras are bounded with 0 = 1∗, and they are involutive. It was proved in [9] that
Wajsberg algebras are termwise equivalent to MV algebras.

BE algebras were introduced in [29] as algebras (X,→, 1) of type (2, 0) satisfying the fol-
lowing conditions, for all x, y, z ∈ X:
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(BE1) x → x = 1;
(BE2) x → 1 = 1;
(BE3) 1 → x = x;
(BE4) x → (y → z) = y → (x → z).
A relation ≤ is defined on X by x ≤ y iff x → y = 1. A BE algebra X is bounded if there
exists 0 ∈ X such that 0 ≤ x, for all x ∈ X. In a bounded BE algebra (X,→, 0, 1) we define
x∗ = x → 0, for all x ∈ X. A bounded BE algebra X is called involutive if x∗∗ = x, for any
x ∈ X.
A BE algebra X is called commutative if (x → y) → y = (y → x) → x, for all x, y ∈ X. A
bounded BE algebra X is called involutive if x∗∗ = x, for any x ∈ X.
Obviously, any (left-)BCK algebra is a (left-)BE algebra, but the exact connection between
BE algebras and BCK algebras is made in the papers [20, 21]: a BCK algebra is a BE algebra
satisfying (BCK4) (antisymmetry) and (BCK1).

Lemma 2.1. Let (X,→, 1) be a BE algebra. Then the following hold for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x → (y → x) = 1; (2) x ≤ (x → y) → y.
If X is bounded, then:
(3) x → y∗ = y → x∗;
(4) x ≤ x∗∗.
If X is involutive, then:
(5) x∗ → y = y∗ → x;
(6) x∗ → y∗ = y → x;
(7) (x∗ → y)∗ → z = x∗ → (y∗ → z);
(8) x → (y → z) = (x → y∗)∗ → z.

Proof. (1) Using (BE4), we have 1 = y → 1 = y → (x → x) = x → (y → x).
(2) By (BE4), we have x → ((x → y) → y) = 1, that is x ≤ (x → y) → y.
(3) It follows from (BE4) for z := 0.
(4) It follows by (2) for y := 0.
(5) Replace x by x∗ and y by y∗ in (3).
(6) Replace y by y∗ in (5).
(7) Using (5) and (BE4), we get:

(x∗ → y)∗ → z = z∗ → (x∗ → y) = x∗ → (z∗ → y) = x∗ → (y∗ → z).
(8) Using (BE4), we have:

x → (y → z) = x → (z∗ → y∗) = z∗ → (x → y∗) = (x → y∗)∗ → z. �

In a BE algebra X, we define the additional operation:
x ⋒ y = (x → y) → y.

If X is involutive, we define the operations:
x ⋓ y = ((x∗ → y∗) → y∗)∗,
x⊙ y = (x → y∗)∗ = (y → x∗)∗,

and the relation ≤Q by:
x ≤Q y iff x = x ⋓ y.

Note that in algebras with implication, as BCK algebras, the join operation is usually denoted
by ∨ and the meet operation by ∧.
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Proposition 2.2. ([6]) Let X be an involutive BE algebra. Then the following hold for all
x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x ≤Q y implies x = y ⋓ x and y = x ⋒ y;
(2) ≤Q is reflexive and antisymmetric;
(3) x ⋓ y = (x∗ ⋒ y∗)∗ and x ⋒ y = (x∗ ⋓ y∗)∗;
(4) x ≤Q y implies x ≤ y;
(5) 0 ≤Q x ≤Q 1;
(6) 0 ⋓ x = x ⋓ 0 = 0 and 1 ⋓ x = x ⋓ 1 = x;
(7) x ⋓ (y ⋓ x) = y ⋓ x and x ⋓ (x ⋓ y) = x ⋓ y;
(8) (x ⋓ y) → z = (y → x) → (y → z);
(9) z → (x ⋒ y) = (x → y) → (z → y);
(10) x ⋓ y ≤ x, y ≤ x ⋒ y.

Proposition 2.3. Let X be an involutive BE algebra. Then the following hold for all x, y, z ∈
X:
(1) x, y ≤Q z and z → x = z → y imply x = y (cancellation law);
(2) x ≤Q y implies (y → x) ⊙ y = x;
(3) x → (z ⊙ y∗) = ((z → y) ⊙ x)∗.

Proof. (1) Since x, y ≤Q z and z → x = z → y, we have:
x = x ⋓ z = ((x∗ → z∗) → z∗)∗ = ((z → x) → z∗)∗

= ((z → y) → z∗)∗ = ((y∗ → z∗) → z∗)∗ = y ⋓ z = y.
(2) Since x ≤Q y, we have:

(y → x) ⊙ y = ((y → x) → y∗)∗ = ((x∗ → y∗) → y∗)∗ = x ⋓ y = x.
(3) Taking into consideration that x → y = (x⊙ y∗)∗, we get:

x → (z ⊙ y∗) = (x⊙ (z ⊙ y∗)∗)∗ = (x⊙ (z → y))∗. �

A (left-)quantum-Wajsberg algebra (QW algebra, for short) (X,→,∗ , 1) is an involutive BE
algebra (X,→,∗ , 1) satisfying the following condition for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(QW) x → ((x ⋓ y) ⋓ (z ⋓ x)) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).
Condition (QW) is equivalent to the following conditions:
(QW1) x → (x ⋓ y) = x → y;
(QW2) x → (y ⋓ (z ⋓ x)) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).

Definition 2.4. ([22]) A (left-)m-BE algebra is an algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1) of type (2, 1, 0) satis-
fying the following properties, for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(PU) 1 ⊙ x = x = x⊙ 1;
(Pcomm) x⊙ y = y ⊙ x;
(Pass) x⊙ (y ⊙ z) = (x⊙ y) ⊙ z;
(m-L) x⊙ 0 = 0;
(m-Re) x⊙ x∗ = 0,
where 0 := 1∗.

Note that, according to [27, Cor. 17.1.3], the involutive (left-)BE algebras (X,→,∗ , 1) are
definitionally equivalent to involutive (left-)m-BE algebras (X,⊙,∗ , 1), by the mutually inverse
transformations ([22, 27]):

Φ : x⊙ y := (x → y∗)∗ and Ψ : x → y := (x⊙ y∗)∗.
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Definition 2.5. ([26, Def. 3.10]) A (left-)quantum-MV algebra, or a (left-)QMV algebra for
short, is an involutive (left-)m-BE algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1) verifying the following axiom: for all
x, y, z ∈ X,
(Pqmv) x⊙ ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗)) = (x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z).

Proposition 2.6. The (left-)quantum-Wajsberg algebras are defitionally equivalent to (left-
)quantum-MV algebras.

Proof. We prove that the axioms (Pqmv) and (QW ) are equivalent. Using the transformation
Φ, from (Pqmv) we get:

x⊙ ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗)) = (x → ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗))∗)∗ = (x → ((x ⋓ y∗) ⋓ (z∗ ⋓ x)))∗ and
(x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z) = (x → y∗)∗ ⋒ (x → z∗)∗ = ((x → y∗) ⋓ (x → z∗))∗,

hence (Pqmv) becomes:
(x → ((x ⋓ y∗) ⋓ (z∗ ⋓ x)))∗ = ((x → y∗) ⋓ (x → z∗))∗,

for all x, y, z ∈ X. Replacing y by y∗ and z by z∗, we get axiom (QW). Similarly axiom (QW)
implies axiom (Pqmv). �

In what follows, by quantum-MV algebras and quantum-Wajsberg algebras we understand
the left-quantum-MV algebras and left-quantum-Wajsberg algebras, respectively.

Proposition 2.7. ([6]) Let (X,→,∗ , 1) be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. The following hold
for all x, y ∈ X:
(1) x → (y ⋓ x) = x → y and (x → y) → (y ⋓ x) = x;
(2) x ≤Q x∗ → y and x ≤Q y → x;
(3) x → y = 0 iff x = 1 and y = 0;
(4) (x → y)∗ ⋓ x = (x → y)∗;
(5) (x ⋓ y) ⋓ y = x ⋓ y and (x ⋒ y) ⋒ y = x ⋒ y;
(6) x ⋒ (y ⋓ x) = x and x ⋓ (y ⋒ x) = x;
(7) x ⋓ y ≤Q y ≤Q x ⋒ y;
(8) (x ⋒ y) → x = (y ⋒ x) → x = y → x;
(9) (x ⋒ y) → y = (y ⋒ x) → y = x → y;
(10) x ≤ y iff y ⋓ x = x.

Proposition 2.8. ([6]) Let (X,→,∗ , 1) be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. If x, y ∈ X such that
x ≤Q y, then the following hold for any z ∈ X:
(1) y = y ⋒ x;
(2) y∗ ≤Q x∗;
(3) y → z ≤Q x → z and z → x ≤Q z → y;
(4) x ⋓ z ≤Q y ⋓ z and x ⋒ z ≤Q y ⋒ z.

Proposition 2.9. ([6]) Let (X,→,∗ , 1) be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. The following hold,
for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) (x ⋓ y) ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z;
(2) ≤Q is transitive;
(3) x ⋒ y ≤Q x∗ → y;
(4) (x∗ → y)∗ → (x → y∗)∗ = x∗ → y;
(5) (x → y)∗ → (y → x)∗ = x → y;
(6) (y → x) → (x → y) = x → y;
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(7) (x → y) ⋒ (y → x) = 1;
(8) (z ⋓ x) → (y ⋓ x) = (z ⋓ x) → y;
(9) (x ⋓ y) → (y ⋓ x) = 1;
(10) (x ⋒ y) → (y ⋒ x) = 1.

By Propositions 2.2(2), 2.9(2), in a quantum-Wajsberg algebra X, ≤Q is a partial order on
X.

Proposition 2.10. Let (X,→,∗ , 1) be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. Then the following hold,
for all x, y ∈ X:
(1) (x ⋓ y)∗ → (y ⋓ x)∗ = 1 and (x ⋓ y) → (y ⋓ x) = 1;
(2) (x ⋒ y)∗ → (y ⋒ x)∗ = 1 and (x ⋒ y) → (y ⋒ x) = 1;
(3) x ⋓ y = 0 iff y ⋓ x = 0;
(4) x ⋒ y = 1 iff y ⋒ x = 1.

Proof. (1) Using (QW1) we have:
(x ⋓ y)∗ → (y ⋓ x)∗ = (x ⋓ y)∗ → ((y∗ → x∗) → x∗) = (y∗ → x∗) → ((x ⋓ y)∗ → x∗)

= (x → y) → (x → (x ⋓ y)) = (x → y) → (x → y) = 1.
It implies (y ⋓ x) → (x ⋓ y) = 1, and changing x and y we get the second identity.
(2) It follows from (1) replacing x by x∗ and y by y∗.
(3) If x ⋓ y = 0, then by (1), 1 → (y ⋓ x)∗ = 1, so that (y ⋓ x)∗ = 1, that is y ⋓ x = 0.
Conversely, if y ⋓ x = 0, by the second identity of (1) we get (x ⋓ y)∗ = 1, hence x ⋓ y = 0.
(4) If x⋒ y = 1, using the second identity of (2) we get y ⋒ x = 1. Conversely, if y ⋒ x = 1, by
the first identity of (2) we get x ⋒ y = 1. �

Proposition 2.11. In any quantum-Wajsberg algebra (X,→,∗ , 1) the following hold for all
x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x → (y → z) = (x⊙ y) → z;
(2) x ≤Q y → z implies x⊙ y ≤ z;
(3) x⊙ y ≤ z implies x ≤ y → z;
(4) (x → y) ⊙ x ≤ y;
(5) x ≤Q y implies x⊙ z ≤Q y ⊙ z.

Proof. (1) Using Lemma 2.1, we have:
x → (y → z) = x → (z∗ → x∗) = z∗ → (x → y∗) = (x → y∗)∗ → z = (x⊙ y) → z.

(2) x ≤Q y → z implies x ≤ y → z, so that x → (y → z) = 1. Hence (x⊙ y) → z = 1, that is
x⊙ y ≤ z.
(3) From x ⊙ y ≤ z we have (x ⊙ y) → z = 1, that is (x → y∗)∗ → z = 1. It follows that
z∗ → (x → y∗) = 1, so that x → (z∗ → y∗) = 1, hence x → (y → z) = 1 and so x ≤ y → z.
(4) Since x → y ≤Q x → y, by (2) we get (x → y) ⊙ x ≤ y.
(5) From x ≤Q y we get y → z∗ ≤Q x → z∗ and (x → z∗)∗ ≤Q (y → z∗)∗, that is x ⊙ z ≤Q

y ⊙ z. �

A quantum-Wajsberg algebra X is called commutative if x ⋒ y = y ⋒ x, for all x, y ∈ X. It
was proved in [6] that any Wajsberg algebra is a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and a quantum-
Wajsberg algebra is a Wajsberg algebra if and only if the relations ≤ and ≤Q coincide.

Remark 2.12. Since:
- commutative BE algebras are commutative BCK algebras ([38]]),
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- bounded commutative BCK are definitionally equivalent to MV algebras ([32]) and
- Wajsberg algebras are definitionally equivalent to MV algebras ([9]),
it follows that bounded commutative BE algebras are bounded commutative BCK algebras,
hence are definitionally equivalent with MV algebras, hence with Wajsberg algebras. Hence
the commutative quantum-Wajsberg algebras are the Wajsberg algebras.

3. Deductive systems in quantum-Wajsberg algebras

The ideals in right-QMV algebras were defined by R. Giuntini and S. Pulmannová in [16] (see
also [7, 8]). They also introduced the notion of perspective elements in QMV algebras. Using
properties of these elements, the authors studied the ideals of QMV algebras. In this section,
we extend these notions to the case of QW algebras. We define the q-deductive systems,
dual-perspective elements, p-deductive systems and deductive systems in QW algebras, and
show that every deductive system is a p-deductive system. Following the ideas from the paper
[2], we prove that the q-deductive systems and p-deductive systems of the quantum-Wajsberg
algebra (X,→,∗ , 1) coincide with the q-filters and p-filters of the term equivalent quantum-MV
algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1). We also define the maximal and strongly maximal q-deductive system,
and prove that any strongly maximal q-deductive system is maximal. If every q-deductive
system is a deductive system, we show that the notions of maximal and strongly maximal
q-deductive systems coincide.
In what follows, (X,→,∗ , 1) will be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, unless otherwise stated.

Definition 3.1. We say that the elements x, y ∈ X are in dual-perspective, denoted by x ∼ y,
if there exists α ∈ X such that x ≤ α ≤ x and y ≤ α ≤ y.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a QW algebra. The following hold for all x, y ∈ X:
(1) the relation ∼ is reflexive and symmetric;
(2) x ∼ 0 implies x = 0 and x ∼ 1 implies x = 1;
(3) x → y = y → x = 1 implies x ∼ y;
(4) x ∼ y iff x∗ ∼ y∗;
(5) (x ⋓ y) ∼ (y ⋓ x) and (x ⋒ y) ∼ (y ⋒ x).

Proof. (2) If x ∼ 0, then there exists α ∈ X such that x → α = α → x = 1 and 0 → α = α →
0 = 1. It follows that α = 0, so that x = 0. Similarly, if x ∼ 1, then there exists α ∈ X such
that x → α = α → x = 1 and 1 → α = α → 1 = 1. We get α = 1 and x = 1.
(3) Taking α = y, we have x ≤ α ≤ x and y ≤ α ≤ y, that is x ∼ y.
(4) We have x ∼ y, there exists α ∈ X such that x ≤ α ≤ x and y ≤ α ≤ y. Hence
x∗ ≤ α∗ ≤ x∗ and y∗ ≤ α∗ ≤ y∗, that is x∗ ∼ y∗. The converse follows similarly.
(5) By Proposition 2.10, (x ⋓ y) → (y ⋓ x) = (y ⋓ x) → (x ⋓ y) = 1, and taking α := y ⋓ x
we get (x ⋓ y) ∼ (y ⋓ x). Similarly, from (x ⋒ y) → (y ⋒ x) = (y ⋒ x) → (x ⋒ y) = 1 we have
(x ⋒ y) ∼ (y ⋒ x). �

Definition 3.3. Let (X,⊙,∗ , 1) be a QMV algebra. A nonempty subset F of X is called a
q-filter of X, if it satisfies the following conditions:
(pf1) x, y ∈ F implies x⊙ y ∈ F ;
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(pf2) x ∈ F , y ∈ X imply x⊕ y ∈ X.
A q-filter is called a p-filter if it satisfies the following condition:
(pf3) x ∈ F , y ∈ X imply x ⋒ y ∈ X.

Note that the q-filters and p-filters are duals of the q-ideals and p-ideals defined in [16] for
the case of right-QMV algebras.

Definition 3.4. A q-deductive system of X is a nonempty subset F ⊆ X satisfying the
folowing conditions:
(F1) x, y ∈ F implies (x → y∗)∗ ∈ F (x⊙ y ∈ F );
(F2) x ∈ F , y ∈ X imply y → x ∈ F .

Proposition 3.5. A nonempty subset F ⊆ X is a q-deductive system of X if and only if it
satisfies conditions (F1) and

(F
′

2) x ∈ F , y ∈ X, x ≤Q y imply y ∈ F .

Proof. We show that conditions (F2) and (F
′

2) are equivalent.
Assume that F satisfies condition (F2), and let x ∈ F and y ∈ X such that x ≤Q y. According

to Proposition 2.8(1) and by (F2), y = y ⋒ x = (y → x) → x ∈ F , that is condition (F
′

2) is

verified. Conversely, if x ∈ F and y ∈ X, by Proposition 2.7(2), x ≤Q y → x, and by (F
′

2) we
get y → x ∈ F . Hence condition (F2) is satisfied. �

Definition 3.6. A q-deductive system of X is called a p-deductive system if it satisfies the
following condition:
(F3) x ∈ F and y ∈ X implies x ⋒ y ∈ F .

Denote by DSq, DSp the set of all q-deductive system and p-deductive system of X, re-
spectively.

Remark 3.7. The q-deductive systems and p-deductive systems in a quantum-Wajsberg alge-
bra (X,→, ∗, 1) coincide with the q-filters and p-filters in the quantum-MV algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1).
Indeed, let F ∈ DSp. Obviously, (F1) and (F3) coincide with (pf1) and (pf3), respectively.
Suppose that X satisfies (F2), and let x ∈ F , y ∈ X. By (F2) we get y∗ → x ∈ F , that is
x ⊕ y ∈ F , so that (pf2) is satisfied. Conversely, assume that X verifies (pf2), and consider
x ∈ F , y ∈ X. Since X = {x∗ | x ∈ X}, there exists y1 ∈ X such that y = y∗1. By (pf2),
y1 ⊕ x ∈ F , so that y → x = y∗1 → x ∈ F . Hence X satisfies (F2).

Definition 3.8. A deductive system of X is a subset F ⊆ X satisfying the following condi-
tions:
(DS1) 1 ∈ F ;
(DS2) x, x → y ∈ F implies y ∈ F .

Denote by DS(X) the set of all deductive systems of X. We say that F ∈ DS(X) is proper
if F 6= X. Obviously {1},X ∈ DS(X).

Remark 3.9. (1) Taking into consideration (QW1) and Proposition 2.7(1), condition (DS2) is
equivalent to each of the following conditions:
(DS

′

2) x, x → (x ⋓ y) ∈ F implies y ∈ F ;

(DS
′′

2 ) x, x → (y ⋓ x) ∈ F implies y ∈ F .
(2) Given F ∈ DS(X), by Proposition 2.9(9),(10) we get: x⋓y ∈ F iff y⋓x ∈ F and x⋒y ∈ F
iff y ⋒ x ∈ F .
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Proposition 3.10. DS(X) ⊆ DSq(X).

Proof. Let F ∈ DS(X) and let x, y ∈ F . Since by (DS1), 1 ∈ F , it follows that F is
nonempty. By Lemma 2.1(8) we have x → (y → z) = (x → y∗)∗ → z, for all x, y, z ∈ X.
Taking z := (x → y∗)∗, we get x → (y → (x → y∗)∗) = (x → y∗)∗ → (x → y∗)∗ = 1 ∈ F .
Since x, y ∈ F , by (DS2) we get (x → y∗)∗ ∈ F , that is (F1).
Let x, y ∈ F such that x ≤Q y. By Lemma 2.2(4), we have x ≤ y, that is x → y = 1 ∈ F .

Since x ∈ F , by (DS2) we get y ∈ F , hence condition (F
′

2) is also satisfied. By Proposition
3.5, it follows that F ∈ DSq(X), hence DS(X) ⊆ DSq(X). �

Proposition 3.11. Let F be a subset F ⊆ X. The following are equivalent:
(a) F ∈ DS(X);
(b) F is nonempty and it satisfies conditions (F1) and
(F4) x ∈ F , y ∈ X, x ≤ y imply y ∈ F ;
(c) F is nonempty and it satisfies conditions (F1) and (F3);
(d) F ∈ DSq(X) satisfying condition
(F5) x ∈ F , y ∈ X, x ∼ y imply y ∈ F .

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Since F ∈ DS(X), according to Proposition 3.10, F satisfies condition (F1).
Let x ∈ F , y ∈ X such that x ≤ y. It follows that x → y = 1 ∈ F , hence y ∈ F , so that
condition (F4) is satisfied.
(b) ⇒ (a) Since F is nonempty, 1 ∈ F . Let x ∈ F , y ∈ X such that x → y ∈ F . By (F1) we
get x⊙ (x → y) ∈ F , and by Proposition 2.11(4) we have x⊙ (x → y) ≤ y. Applying (F4) we
get y ∈ F , hence F ∈ DS(X).
(b) ⇒ (c) Since x → (x ⋒ y) = x → ((x → y) → y) = (x → y) → (x → y) = 1, we have
x ≤ x ⋒ y. By (F4) we get x ⋒ y ∈ F , hence F satisfies condition (F3).
(c) ⇒ (b) Suppose that x ∈ F implies x ⋒ y ∈ F , and let y ∈ X such that x ≤ y, that is
x → y = 1. Since x ⋒ y = (x → y) → y = y and x ⋒ y ∈ F , we get y ∈ F , that is (F4).
(a) ⇒ (d) By Proposition 3.10, F ∈ DSq(X). Let x ∈ F and y ∈ X such that x ∼ y. It follows
that there exists α ∈ X such x ≤ α ≤ x and y ≤ α ≤ y. From x ∈ F and x → α = 1 ∈ F ,
by (DS2) we have α ∈ F , while α ∈ F and α → y = 1 imply y ∈ F . Thus condition (F5) is
verified.
(d) ⇒ (c) Let F ∈ DSq(X), that is F satisfies (F1) and (F

′

2). Let x ∈ F and y ∈ X. Since

x ≤Q y ⋒ x, using (F
′

2) we get y ⋒ x ∈ F . By Lemma 3.2, (y ⋒ x) ∼ (x⋒ y), and applying (F5)
we get x ⋒ y ∈ F , so that (F3) is verified. �

Corollary 3.12. If X is commutative, then DS(X) = DSq(X).

Proof. Since X is commutative, ≤Q=≤, so that conditions (F
′

2) and (F4) coincide. It follows
that DS(X) = DSq(X). �

Proposition 3.13. DS(X) = DSp(X).

Proof. By Proposition 3.10, DS(X) ⊆ DSq(X) ⊆ DSp(X). Conversely, let F ∈ DSp(X), that
is F is a nonempty subset of X satisfying conditions (F1)-(F3). According to Proposition 3.11,
by (F1) and (F3), F ∈ DS(X). Hence DSp(X) ⊆ DS(X), that is DS(X) = DSp(X). �

Remark 3.14. If F ∈ DS(X), then F is a subalgebra of X.
Indeed, ff F ∈ DS(X), x ≤Q y → x, y ≤Q x → y imply x ≤ y → x, y ≤ x → y, that is
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x → (y → x) = y → (x → y) = 1 ∈ F . For x, y ∈ F , we get x → y, y → x ∈ F . Thus F is a
subalgebra of X.

The QW algebra from the next example is derived from an orthomodular lattice with six
elements (see [7]).

Example 3.15. Let X = {0, a, b, c, d, 1} and let (X,→, 0, 1) be the involutive BE algebra with
→ and the corresponding operation ⋓ given in the following tables:

→ 0 a b c d 1
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
a c 1 1 c 1 1
b d 1 1 1 d 1
c a a 1 1 1 1
d b 1 b 1 1 1
1 0 a b c d 1

⋓ 0 a b c d 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a 0 a b 0 d a
b 0 a b c 0 b
c 0 0 b c d c
d 0 a 0 c d d
1 0 a b c d 1

.

Then X is a quantum-Wajsberg algebra and DSq(X) = {{1}, {a, 1}, {b, 1}, {c, 1}, {d, 1},X},
DS(X) = {{1},X}.

Even though we work with deductive systems, sometimes we will use the notation x⊙ y =
(x → y∗)∗, just for easier computations.

Let X be a QW algebra. For every subset Y ⊆ X, the smallest q-deductive system of X
containing Y (i.e. the intersection of all q-deductive systems F of X such that Y ⊆ F ) is
called the q-deductive system generated by Y and it is denoted by [Y ). If Y = {x} we write
[x) instead of [{x}) and [x) is called a principal q-deductive system of X. We can easily show
that:

[Y ) = {y ∈ X | y ≥Q y1 ⊙ y2 ⊙ · · · ⊙ yn, for some n ≥ 1 and y1, y2, . . . , yn ∈ Y } and
[x) = {y ∈ X | y ≥Q xn, for some n ≥ 1}, for any x ∈ X.

For F ∈ DSq(X) and x ∈ X, we have:
Fx = [F ∪ {x}) = {y ∈ X | y ≥Q f ⊙ xn, for some n ≥ 1 and f ∈ F}.

Obviously, if x ∈ F , then Fx = F .
We extend the notions of maximal and strongly maximal ideals in right-QMV algebras ([16, 7])
to the case of QW algebras.

Definition 3.16. A q-deductive system F ∈ DSq(X) is said to be:
(1) maximal if it is proper and it is not contained in any other proper q-deductive system of
X;
(2) strongly maximal if, for all x ∈ X, x /∈ F , there exists n ≥ 1 such that (xn)∗ ∈ F .

Proposition 3.17. If F ∈ DSq(X), the following are equivalent:
(a) F is maximal;
(b) for any x /∈ F , there exist f ∈ F and n ≥ 1 such that f ⊙ xn = 0.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Since F is maximal and x /∈ F , then Fx = X, hence 0 ∈ Fx. It follows that
there exist f ∈ F and n ≥ 1 such that f ⊙ xn ≤Q 0, that is f ⊙ xn = 0.

(b) ⇒ (a) Let F
′

be a proper q-deductive system of X such that F ( F
′

. Then there exists

x ∈ F
′

such that x /∈ F . It follows that there exist f ∈ F and n ≥ 1 such that f ⊙ xn = 0.
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Since f, x ∈ F
′

we get 0 ∈ F
′

, that is F
′

= X. Hence F is a maximal q-deductive system of
X. �

Proposition 3.18. Every strongly maximal q-deductive system of X is maximal.

Proof. Let F be a strongly maximal q-deductive system of X and let F
′

∈ DSq(X) such that

F ⊆ F
′

. Suppose that there exists x ∈ F
′

, x /∈ F . It follows that there exists n ≥ 1 such that
(xn)∗ ∈ F . Since x ∈ F

′

, we have xn ∈ F
′

, hence 0 = xn ⊙ (xn)∗ ∈ F
′

. Thus F
′

= X, that is
F is maximal. �

Proposition 3.19. If DSq(X) = DS(X), then every maximal q-deductive system of X is
strongly maximal.

Proof. Let X be a maximal q-deductive system of X and let x ∈ F such that x /∈ F . Then
Fx = X, hence 0 ∈ Fx. It follows that there exist n ≥ 1 and f ∈ F such that f ⊙ xn ≤Q 0, so
that f ⊙ xn ≤ 0. By Proposition 2.11, we have f ≤ xn → 0 = (xn)∗. Since F ∈ DS(X), by
(F4) we get (xn)∗ ∈ F , hence F is strongly maximal. �

Corollary 3.20. If X is commutative, then every maximal q-deductive system of X is strongly
maximal.

Remark 3.21. (1) In general, a maximal q-deductive system of X need not be strongly maximal.
Indeed, consider the QW algebra X from Example 3.15 and the maximal q-deductive system
F = {a, 1}. We have bn = b for all n ≥ 1, so that (bn)∗ = b∗ = d /∈ F . Hence F is not strongly
maximal.
(2) The same remark for a maximal deductive system of X: the maximal deductive system
F = {1} from Example 3.15 is not strongly maximal.

Remark 3.22. A q-deductive system F of a BE algebra (X,→, 1) is called commutative if for
all x, y ∈ X, y → x ∈ F implies ((x → y) → y) → x ∈ F . This notion plays an important role
in the study of states, measures, internal states and valuations on X, since the kernels of these
maps are commutative q-deductive system (see [5]). In the case of a QW algebra X, due to
Proposition 2.7(8) we have (x ⋒ y) → x = y → x, for all x, y ∈ X, so that every q-deductive
system of X is commutative.

4. Congruences and quotient quantum-Wajsberg algebras

In this section, we introduce the notion of congruences determined by deductive systems of
a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and we show that there is a relationship between congruences
and deductive systems. We also define the quotient quantum-Wajsberg algebra with respect to
a deductive system F , and prove that the quotient quantum-Wajsberg algebra is locally finite
if and only if F is strongly maximal. In what follows, (X,→,∗ , 1) will be a quantum-Wajsberg
algebra, unless otherwise stated.

Definition 4.1. Let F ∈ DSq(X). For x, y ∈ X, x ≡F y if and only if there exists λ ∈ X
such that x, y ≤Q λ and λ → x, λ → y ∈ F .
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Proposition 4.2. If F ∈ DS(X), the following are equivalent for all x, y ∈ X:
(a) x ≡F y;
(b) there exist α, β ∈ F such that x ≤Q α, y ≤Q β and α → x = β → y;
(c) there exist α, β ∈ F such that x ≤Q β → y and y ≤Q α → x.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Suppose that x ≡F y, so that there exists λ ∈ X such that x, y ≤Q λ and
λ → x, λ → y ∈ F . Take α := λ → x, β := λ → y. By Proposition 2.7(2), x ≤Q α and
y ≤Q β. Using Proposition 2.8(1), λ = λ⋒ x = λ⋒ y. It follows that α → x = (λ → x) → x =
λ ⋒ x = λ = λ ⋒ y = (λ → y) → y = β → y.
(b) ⇒ (a) Assume that there exist α, β ∈ F such that x ≤Q α, y ≤Q β and α → x = β → y.
Taking λ := α → x = β → y, we have x ≤Q λ and y ≤Q λ. Moreover λ → x = (α → x) →
x = α⋒x = α ∈ F (since x ≤Q α) and λ → y = (β → y) → y = β⋒y = β ∈ F (since y ≤Q β).
Hence x ≡F y.
(b) ⇒ (c) With α, β from (b) we have x ≤Q α → x = β → y and y ≤Q β → y = α → x, hence
condition (c) is satisfied.
(c) ⇒ (b) With α, β from (c), take γ := α ⋒ x and δ := (α → x) → y. Obviously x ≤Q γ
and y ≤Q δ. Since F ∈ DS(X) and α ∈ F , by Proposition 3.11 we get γ = α ⋒ x ∈ F .
From β → y ≥Q x we have β → δ = β → ((α → x) → y) = (α → x) → (β → y) ≥Q

(α → x) → x = α ⋒ x = γ ∈ F . It follows that β → δ ∈ F . From F ∈ DS(X) and
β, β → δ ∈ F , we get δ ∈ F . Moreover γ → x = (α ⋒ x) → x = α → x (by Proposition
2.7(9)) and δ → y = ((α → x) → y) → y = (α → x) ⋒ y = α → x, since y ≤Q α → x. Hence
γ → x = δ → y = α → x. Redefining α := γ and β := δ, the proof of (b) is complete. �

Lemma 4.3. Let x, y ∈ X.
(1) if F ∈ DSq(X) and x ≡F y, then x → y, y → x ∈ F ;
(2) if F ∈ DS(X), x ≡F y and x ∈ F , then y ∈ F .

Proof. (1) Since x ≡F y, there exists α ∈ X such that x, y ≤Q α and α → x, α → y ∈ F . It
follows that α → y ≤Q x → y and α → x ≤Q y → x, hence x → y, y → x ∈ F .
(2) Since DS(X) ⊆ DSq(X), using (1), x ≡F y implies x → y ∈ F . From x, x → y ∈ F we
get y ∈ F . �

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a commutative QW algebra, let F ∈ DS(X) and let x, y ∈ X.
Then x ≡F y if and only if x → y, y → x ∈ F .

Proof. If x ≡F y, by Lemma 4.3, x → y, y → x ∈ F . Conversely, let x, y ∈ X such that
x → y, y → x ∈ F . Since X is commutative, then it is a commutative BCK algebra and ≤Q

coincides with ≤. Taking α := y → x, β := x → y, we have α, β ∈ F and x ≤ (x → y) → y =
β → y, y ≤ (y → x) → x = α → x. Hence x ≤Q β → y, y ≤Q α → x, and by Proposition
4.2(c), x ≡F y. �

Proposition 4.5. Let F ∈ DS(X). The relation ≡F is an equivalence relation on X.

Proof. Obviously ≡F is reflexive and symmetric.
Suppose that x ≡F y and y ≡F z. It follows that there exist α, β ∈ X such that x, y ≤Q α,
α → x, α → y ∈ F and y, z ≤Q β, β → y, β → z ∈ F . Take γ := (α → x) ⊙ (β → y) ∈ F and
δ := (α → y) ⊙ (β → z) ∈ F . We show that x ≤Q δ → z and z ≤Q γ → x. Indeed, we have:

δ → z = z∗ → δ∗ = z∗ → ((α → y) ⊙ (β → z))∗

= z∗ → ((α → y) → (β → z)∗) = (α → y) → (z∗ → (β → z)∗)
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= (α → y) → ((β → z) → z) = (α → y) → (β ⋒ z)
= (α → y) → β ≥Q (α → y) → y = α ⋒ y = α ≥Q x.

(Since z ≤Q β implies β ⋒ z = β, β ≥Q y implies (α → y) → β ≥Q (α → y) → y, and y ≤Q α
implies α ⋒ y = α). Similarly:

γ → x = x∗ → γ∗ = x∗ → ((α → x) ⊙ (β → y))∗

= x∗ → ((α → x) → (β → y)∗)
= x∗ → ((β → y) → (α → x)∗) = (β → y) → (x∗ → (α → x)∗)
= (β → y) → ((α → x) → x) = (β → y) → (α ⋒ x)
= (β → y) → α ≥Q (β → y) → y = β ⋒ y = β ≥Q z.

(Since x ≤Q α implies α ⋒ x = α, α ≥Q y implies (β → y) → α ≥Q (β → y) → y, and
y ≤Q β implies β ⋒ y = β). Applying Proposition 4.2(c), it follows that x ≡F z, that is ≡F is
transitive, so that it is an equivalence relation on X. �

Proposition 4.6. Let F ∈ DS(X) and let x, y ∈ X. If x ≡F y, then x∗ ≡F y∗.

Proof. Since x ≡F y, there exists α ∈ X such that x, y ≤Q α and α → x, α → y ∈ F . It
follows that x∗ ≥Q α∗ and y∗ ≥Q α∗. Take γ := x → (α⊙ y∗), so that, by Proposition 2.7(2),
γ ≥Q x∗. From x ≤Q α, by Proposition 2.8(3) we get:

γ = x → (α⊙ y∗) ≥Q α → (α⊙ y∗) = (α ⋒ y) → (α⊙ y∗)
= ((α → y) → y) → (α⊙ y∗) = (y∗ → (α → y)∗) → (α⊙ y∗)
= (y∗ → (α⊙ y∗)) → (α⊙ y∗) = y∗ ⋒ (α⊙ y∗) = y∗.

(Since y ≤Q α implies α = α⋒y, and α⊙y∗ ≤Q y∗ implies y∗ = y∗⋒(α⊙y∗)). Hence γ ≥Q y∗.
We also have:

γ → x∗ = (x → (α⊙ y∗)) → x∗ = ((α⊙ y∗)∗ → x∗) → x∗

= (α⊙ y∗)∗ ⋒ x∗ = (α → y) ⋒ x∗ ∈ F ,
since α → y ∈ F , and F ∈ DS(X).
By Proposition 2.2(2),(3), x ≤Q α implies x = (α → x)⊙α and x → (α⊙y∗) = ((α → y)⊙x)∗.
From α ≥Q y we get:

(α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ⊙ α ≥Q (α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ⊙ y and
((α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ⊙ α)∗ → y∗ ≥Q ((α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ⊙ y)∗ → y∗.

It follows that:
γ → y∗ = (x → (α⊙ y∗)) → y∗ = ((α → y) ⊙ x)∗ → y∗

= ((α → y) ⊙ (α → x) ⊙ α)∗ → y∗

≥Q ((α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ⊙ y)∗ → y∗

= (((α → x) ⊙ (α → y)) → y∗) → y∗

= ((α → x) ⊙ (α → y)) ⋒ y∗ ∈ F .
since (α → x) ⊙ (α → y) ∈ F , and F ∈ DS(X). We proved that there exists γ ∈ X such that
x∗, y∗ ≤Q γ, and γ → x∗, γ → y∗ ∈ F , hence x∗ ≡F y∗. �

Proposition 4.7. Let F ∈ DS(X) and let x, y ∈ X. If x ≡F y and u ≡F v, then x ⊙ u ≡F

y ⊙ v.

Proof. By hypothesis there exist α, β ∈ X such that x, y ≤Q α, u, v ≤Q β and α → x, α →
y, β → u, β → v ∈ F . Take γ := α⊙ β, and we can easily check that x⊙ u, y ⊙ v ≤Q γ. Using
the commutativity and associativity of ⊙, as well as the Proposition 2.3, we get:

((α → x) ⊙ (β → u)) → (γ → (x⊙ u)) =
= ((α → x) ⊙ (β → u)) → ((α⊙ β) → (x⊙ u))
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= (α → x) ⊙ (β → u) → ((α⊙ β) ⊙ (x⊙ u)∗)∗

= [(α → x) ⊙ (β → u) ⊙ (α⊙ β) ⊙ (x⊙ u)∗]∗

= [((α → x) ⊙ α) ⊙ ((β → u) ⊙ β) ⊙ (x⊙ u)∗]∗

= [(x⊙ u) ⊙ (x⊙ u)∗]∗ = (x⊙ u) → (x⊙ u) = 1.
From (α → x)⊙ (β → u) → (γ → (x⊙ u)) = 1 ∈ F , (α → x)⊙ (β → u) ∈ F and F ∈ DS(X),
we get γ → (x⊙ u) ∈ F . Similarly γ → (y ⊙ v) ∈ F , hence x⊙ u ≡F y ⊙ v. �

Theorem 4.8. For any F ∈ DS(X), there exists a congruence relation ≡F on X such that
{x ∈ X | x ≡F 1} = F . Conversely, given a congruence relation ≡ on X, then {x ∈ X | x ≡
1} ∈ DS(X).

Proof. Let F ∈ DS(X). According to Proposition 4.5, ≡F is an equivalence relation on X.
We show that x ≡F y and u ≡F v imply x → u ≡F y → v. By Proposition 4.6, u∗ ≡F v∗,
and applying Proposition 4.7, x ≡F y and u∗ ≡F v∗ imply x ⊙ u∗ ≡F y ⊙ v∗. Using again
Proposition 4.6, we get (x ⊙ u∗)∗ ≡F (y ⊙ v∗)∗, that is x → u ≡F y → v. Hence ≡F is a
congruence on X.
Let x ∈ {x ∈ X | x ≡F 1}, so that there exist α, β ∈ F such that x ≤Q α, 1 ≤Q β and
α → x = β → 1 = 1. Since x ≤Q α, we have α ⋒ x = α, hence x = 1 → x = (α → x) → x =
α ⋒ x = α ∈ F . Thus {x ∈ X | x ≡F 1} ⊆ F . If x ∈ F , for α := x, β := 1 we have α, β ∈ F ,
x ≤Q α, 1 ≤Q β, and α → x = β → 1 = 1. Hence x ≡F 1, so that F ⊆ {x ∈ X | x ≡F 1}. It
follows that {x ∈ X | x ≡F 1} = F .
Conversely, let ≡ be a congruence on X, and let F = {x ∈ X | x ≡ 1}. If x, y ∈ F , then
x ≡ 1 and y ≡ 1. From y ≡ 1 and 0 ≡ 0 we have y → 0 ≡ 1 → 0, that is y∗ ≡ 0.
Moreover x ≡ 1 and y∗ ≡ 0 imply x → y∗ ≡ 1 → 0 = 0, while x → y∗ ≡ 0 and 0 ≡ 0
imply (x → y∗) → 0 ≡ 0 → 0 = 1. Hence x ⊙ y = (x → y∗)∗ ≡ 1, that is x ⊙ y ∈ F and
condition (F1) is satisfied. Let x ∈ F and y ∈ X, so that x ≡ 1. From x ≡ 1 and y ≡ y we
get x → y ≡ 1 → y = y. Moreover x → y ≡ y and y ≡ y imply (x → y) → y ≡ y → y = 1.
It follows that x ⋒ y ≡ 1, hence x ⋒ y ∈ F , that is condition (F3) is also verified. Taking into
consideration Proposition 3.11, we conclude that F ∈ DS(X). �

Corollary 4.9. For any F ∈ DS(X), x ≡F y and u ≡F v imply x ⋒ u ≡F y ⋒ v and
x ⋓ u ≡F y ⋓ v.

The quotient QW algebra induced by ≡F is denoted by X/F .
For any x ∈ X, the smallest n ∈ N such that xn = 0 is called the order of x, and it is denoted
by ord (x). If there is no such n, then ord (x) = ∞. A QW algebra X is called locally finite if
any x ∈ X, x 6= 1, has a finite order.

Theorem 4.10. Let F ∈ DS(X). Then the following are equivalent:
(a) F is strongly maximal;
(b) X/F is locally finite.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let F be a strongly maximal deductive system of X, and let x 6≡F 1, so
that x /∈ F . It follows that there exists n ≥ 1 such that (xn)∗ ∈ F , hence (xn)∗ ≡F 1. Thus
xn ≡F 0, that is X/F is locally finite.
(b) ⇒ (a) Suppose that X/F is locally finite, and let x /∈ F , that is x 6≡F 1. Hence there is
n ≥ 1 such that xn ≡F 0, so that (xn)∗ ≡F 1. It follows that (xn)∗ ∈ F , thus F is strongly
maximal. �
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5. On the linearity of quantum-Wajsberg algebras

We investigate the linearity of quantum-Wajsberg algebras by redefining the notion of
weakly linearity introduced by R. Giuntini in [15] for quantum-MV algebras. We also prove
certain properties of weakly linear QW algebras, and define the notion of prime deductive sys-
tems. Furthermore, we prove that the quotient of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra with respect
to a deductive system is weakly linear if and only if the deductive system is prime. Finally,
we define the quasi-linear quantum-Wajsberg algebras, and give equivalent conditions for this
notion. In what follows, X will be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, unless otherwise stated.
We can see that, in the case of proper QW algebras, the poset (X,≤Q) is not linearly ordered.
Indeed, suppose that, for all x, y ∈ X, x ≤Q y or y ≤Q x. Then by Proposition 2.2(1), we get
x ⋓ y = y ⋓ x = x or y ⋓ x = x ⋓ y = y, respectively. It is a contradiction, since, in general,
the operations ⋒ and ⋓ are not commutative ((X,⋓,⋒) is not a lattice).

Definition 5.1. A quantum-Wajsberg algebra X is weakly linear if it is linearly ordered with
respect to ≤, that is, for all x, y ∈ X, x → y = 1 or y → x = 1.

Proposition 5.2. Given a QW algebra X, the following are equivalent:
(a) X is weakly linear;
(b) for all x, y ∈ X, x ⋒ y = y or y ⋒ x = x;
(c) for all x, y ∈ X, x ⋓ y = y or y ⋓ x = x.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Assume that X is weakly linear and let x, y ∈ X. If x → y = 1, then
x ⋒ y = (x → y) → y = y, while y → x = 1 implies y ⋒ x = (y → x) → x = x.
(b) ⇒ (a) Let x, y ∈ X. If x⋒ y = y, since by Proposition 2.7(9), (x⋒ y) → y = x → y, we get
x → y = y → y = 1. Similarly, if y ⋒ x = x, from (y ⋒ x) → x = y → x we have y → x = 1.
(a) ⇒ (c) Let X be weakly linear and let x, y ∈ X. If x → y = 1, we have y⋓x = ((y∗ → x∗) →
x∗)∗ = ((x → y) → x∗)∗ = x, and similarly y → x = 1 implies x ⋓ y = ((y → x) → y∗)∗ = y.
(c) ⇒ (a) Consider x, y ∈ X. If x ⋓ y = y, from y → (x ⋓ y) = y → x (by Proposition
2.7(1)) we get y → x = 1. Similarly, from y ⋓ x = x, using x → (y ⋓ x) = x → y we have
x → y = 1. �

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a weakly linear QW algebra. The following hold for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) ((x → y) → z) ⋓ ((y → x) → z) = z;
(2) x ⋓ y = 0 implies (z → x) ⋓ (z → y) = z∗;
(3) x ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = 0 implies x ⋓ (z ⋓ y) = 0;
(4) x ∼ y and x ⋒ y = 1 imply x = y = 1.

Proof. (1) Since X is weakly linear, for all x, y ∈ X we have x → y = 1 or y → x = 1. For
x → y = 1, we get that ((x → y) → z) ⋓ ((y → x) → z) = z ⋓ ((y → x) → z) = z, since by
Proposition 2.7(2), z ≤Q (y → x) → z. Similarly x → y = 1 implies ((x → y) → z) ⋓ ((x →
y) → z) ⋓ z) = ((x → y) → z) ⋓ z = z, by Proposition 2.2(1), since z ≤Q (x → y) → z.
(2) By Proposition 2.7(1) we have x → (y ⋓ x) = x → y and y → (x ⋓ y) = y → x, and by
Proposition 2.10(3), x⋓ y = 0, implies y ⋓ x = 0. It follows that x → y = x∗ and y → x = y∗,
so that (x → y)∗ = x and (y → x)∗ = y. Using (1), we get: (z → x) ⋓ (z → y) = (z → (x →
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y)∗) ⋓ (z → (y → x)∗) = ((x → y) → z∗) ⋓ ((y → x) → z∗) = z∗.
(3) Since x∗ ≤ x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗, we have x∗ → (x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗) = 1, and so (x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗)∗ → x =
x∗ → (x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗) = 1. Using Proposition 2.10(1), we get

(x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗)∗ → (y ⋓ z) = (y ⋓ z)∗ → (x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗)
= (y ⋓ z)∗ → ((x∗ → (z ⋓ y)∗) → (z ⋓ y)∗)
= (x∗ → (z ⋓ y)∗) → ((y ⋓ z)∗ → (z ⋓ y)∗)
= (x∗ → (z ⋓ y)∗) → 1 = 1.

Since x ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = 0, using (2) it follows that
1 = ((x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗)∗ → x) ⋓ ((x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗)∗ → (y ⋓ z)) = x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗.

Hence x∗ ⋒ (z ⋓ y)∗ = 1, so that (x ⋓ (z ⋓ y))∗ = 1, that is x ⋓ (z ⋓ y) = 0.
(4) By Proposition 2.10(4), x ⋒ y = 1 implies y ⋒ x = 1. Using Proposition 2.7(1), (x∗ →
y∗) → (y∗⋓x∗) = x∗ and (y∗ → x∗) → (x∗⋓ y∗) = y∗. It follows that (x → y) → (x⋒ y)∗ = y∗

and (y → x) → (y ⋒ x)∗ = x∗. Since x ⋒ y = y ⋒ x = 1, we get x → y = y and y → x = x.
From x ∼ y, there exists α ∈ X such that x ≤Q α ≤Q x and y ≤Q α ≤Q y, that is
x → α = 1 and y → α = 1. By (1), we have ((x → y) → α) ⋓ ((y → x) → α) = α, hence
(y → α) ⋓ (x → α) = α. It follows that α = 1, and so x = y = 1. �

The notion of a prime deductive system is used to characterize the weakly linear quotient
of a QW algebra.

Definition 5.4. F ∈ DS(X) is called a prime deductive system if, for all x, y ∈ X, x → y ∈ F
or y → x ∈ F .

Proposition 5.5. Let F ∈ DS(X). The following are equivalent:
(a) F is prime;
(b) for all x, y ∈ X, x ⋒ y ∈ F implies x ∈ F or y ∈ F .

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let F ∈ DS(X), F prime and let x, y ∈ X. Then x → y ∈ F or y → x ∈ F ,
and suppose that x⋒y ∈ F . Since by Proposition 2.10, (x⋒y) → (y⋒x) = (y⋒x) → (x⋒y) =
1 ∈ F , we have x ⋒ y ∈ F if and only if y ⋒ x ∈ F . Let us consider two cases:
(i) if x → y ∈ F , x⋒y ∈ F , then y = (x⋒y)⊙ (x → y) ∈ F (since y ≤Q x → y, by Proposition
2.3(2) we have ((x → y) → y) ⊙ (x → y) = y).
(ii) if y → x ∈ F , x ⋒ y ∈ F , then y ⋒ x ∈ F and x = (y ⋒ x) ⊙ (y → x) ∈ F .
(b) ⇒ (a) Let x, y ∈ X such that x ⋒ y ∈ F implies x ∈ F or y ∈ F . Since by Proposition
2.9(7), (x → y) ⋒ (y → x) = 1 ∈ F , we get x → y ∈ F or y → x ∈ F , that is F is prime. �

Theorem 5.6. Let F ∈ DS(X). The following are equivalent:
(a) F is prime;
(b) X/F is weakly linear.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let F be a prime deductive system of X and let x, y ∈ X. Suppose that
x ⋒ y 6≡F y, that is (x ⋒ y) → y 6≡F 1, so that x → y 6≡F 1 (by Proposition 2.7(9), (x ⋒ y) →
y = x → y). It follows that x → y /∈ F . Since F is prime, we have y → x ∈ F . Hence
(y ⋒ x) → x ∈ F , that is (y ⋒ x) → x ≡F 1, so that ((y ⋒ x) → x) → x ≡F 1 → x = x.
It follows that (y ⋒ x) ⋒ x ≡F x. Since by Proposition 2.7(5), (y ⋒ x) ⋒ x = y ⋒ x, we get
y ⋒ x ≡F x. Then by Proposition 5.2, X/F is weakly linear.
(b) ⇒ (a) Suppose that X/F is weakly linear, that is, for all x, y ∈ X, x⋒y ≡F y or y⋒x ≡F x.
It follows that (x⋒y) → y ≡F 1 or (y⋒x) → x ≡F 1, hence (x⋒y) → y ∈ F or (y⋒x) → x ∈ F .
Thus x → y ∈ F or y → x ∈ F , so that F is a prime deductive system. �
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Corollary 5.7. If X is commutative and F ∈ DS(X), then F is prime if and only if X/F is
linearly ordered.

Definition 5.8. A QW algebra X is said to be quasi-linear if, for all x, y ∈ X, x �Q y
implies y < x.

Proposition 5.9. The following are equivalent:
(a) X is quasi-linear;
(b) for all x, y ∈ X, x � y implies y <Q x;
(c) for all x, y, z ∈ X, z → x = z → y 6= 1 implies x = y.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let x, y ∈ X such that x � y, and suppose y ≮Q x. If x = y, then x → y = 1,
that is x ≤ y, hence we assume that x 6= y. Using (a), y ≮Q x implies x < y, so that, by
Proposition 2.7(10), we have x = y⋓x. It follows that: x → y = (y⋓x) → y = y∗ → (y⋓x)∗ =
y∗ → (y∗ ⋒ x∗) = y∗ → ((y∗ → x∗) → x∗) = (y∗ → x∗) → (y∗ → x∗) = 1, hence x ≤ y, a
contradiction. Hence y <Q x.
(b) ⇒ (c) z → x = z → y 6= 1 implies z � x and z � y, and by (b) we have x, y <Q z. Using
the cancellation law (Proposition 2.3(1)), we get x = y.
(c) ⇒ (a) Assume that x �Q y and suppose y ≮ x, that is y → x 6= 1. Hence, by Proposition
2.7(1), we have 1 6= y → x = y → (x ⋓ y). By (c), we get x = x ⋓ y, that is x ≤Q y, a
contradiction. Thus y < x. �

Remark 5.10. If X is commutative, the notions of linearly ordered, weakly linear and quasi-
linear QW algebras coincide.

Example 5.11. Let X = {0, a, b, c, 1} and let (X,→, 0, 1) be the involutive BE algebra with
→ and the corresponding operation ⋓ given in the following tables:

→ 0 a b c 1
0 1 1 1 1 1
a b 1 a 1 1
b a 1 1 1 1
c c 1 1 1 1
1 0 a b c 1

⋓ 0 a b c 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
a 0 a b c a
b 0 b b c b
c 0 a b c c
1 0 a b c 1

.

Then X is a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and (X,≤Q) is not linearly ordered: a ⋓ c = c 6= a
and c ⋓ a = a 6= c, hence a �Q c and c �Q a. We can see that, for all x, y ∈ X we have
x → y = 1 or/and y → x = 1, hence X is weakly linear. Moreover, we can easily check that,
for all x, y ∈ X such that x �Q y (that is x 6= x ⋓ y), we have y → x = 1, that is y < x. It
follows that X is also quasi-linear.

6. Concluding remarks

As we mentioned, the ideals in QMV algebras have been introduced and studied by R.
Giuntini and S. Pulmannová in [16], and these notions were also investigated in [7, 8]. In
this paper, we defined the notions of q-deductive systems, deductive systems, maximal and
strongly maximal q-deductive systems in QW algebras, as well as the congruences induced
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by deductive systems. We also defined the quotient QW algebra with respect to a deductive
system, and investigated properties of quotient QW algebras depending on certain types of
deductive systems.
R. Giuntini introduced in [13] the notion of a commutative center of QMV algebras, proving
that this structure is an MV algebra. Similarly, we can define the commutative center of a
QW algebra, prove that it is a Wajsberg algebra, and investigate its properties.
As another direction of research, based on the prime deductive systems, one can endow a
QW algebra with certain topologies and study the properties of the corresponding topological
spaces.
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