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MCKINSEY-TARSKI ALGEBRAS: AN ALTERNATIVE POINTFREE

APPROACH TO TOPOLOGY

GURAM BEZHANISHVILI AND RANJITHA RAVIPRAKASH

Abstract. McKinsey and Tarski initiated the study of interior algebras. We propose com-
plete interior algebras as an alternative pointfree approach to topology. We term these algebras
McKinsey-Tarski algebras or simply MT-algebras. Associating with each MT-algebra the lattice
of its open elements defines a functor from the category of MT-algebras to the category of frames,
which we study in depth. We also study the dual adjunction between the categories of MT-
algebras and topological spaces, and show that MT-algebras provide a faithful generalization of
topological spaces. Our main emphasis is on developing a unified approach to separation axioms
in the language of MT-algebras, which generalizes separation axioms for both topological spaces
and frames.
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1. Introduction

The aim of pointfree topology is to study topological spaces by means of their lattices of open
sets. This results in the category Frm of frames and its dual category Loc of locales, which are
the main subject of study (see [12, 19, 20]). Associating with each topological space the lattice
of open sets yields a contravariant functor from the category Top of topological spaces to Frm.
The contravariant functor in the other direction is obtained by working with the space of points
(completely prime filters) of a frame. This results in a contravariant adjunction between Top and
Frm, which restricts to a dual equivalence between the reflective subcategories of spatial frames
(lattices of open sets) and sober spaces (spaces of points). For details see [19, Ch. II] and Section 2
below.
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It is well known that topological spaces can alternatively be studied by means of interior operators
on their powerset algebras. McKinsey and Tarski [14] initiated the study of interior operators on an
arbitrary Boolean algebra. This has resulted in the notion of an interior algebra, that is a Boolean
algebra equipped with a unary function satisfying Kuratowski’s axioms for interior.1 The main goal
of McKinsey and Tarski was to “set up the foundation of a new algebraic calculus, which could be
regarded as a sort of algebra of topology” and to “study both the internal algebraic properties of
this calculus and its relation to topology as ordinarily conceived” ([14, p. 141]).

It turned out that interior algebras and Heyting algebras of their open elements are at the heart
of the Gödel translation of intuitionistic logic into Lewis’ modal system S4 (see, e.g., [16, 21, 4, 5, 7]).
This has triggered an extensive study of interior algebras and their connection to Heyting algebras.
However, less emphasis was placed on the study of algebraic properties of those interior algebras
that arise as powersets of topological spaces. Other than the early works of Rasiowa and Sikorski
(in the 1950s and 1960s), we are only aware of the 1990 PhD of Naturman [18], where a dual
equivalence between Top and the category of complete and atomic interior algebras is established,
which is a direct generalization of Tarski duality between the categories of sets and complete and
atomic Boolean algebras (see Sections 2 and 3).

Complete and atomic interior algebras can be thought of as the generalization of spatial frames.
Indeed, each spatial frame is isomorphic to the lattice of open elements of a complete and atomic
interior algebra. In order to account for all frames, we need to drop the atomicity assumption. We
thus arrive at the main object of study of this paper: complete interior algebras, which we term
McKinsey-Tarski algebras or simply MT-algebras. We show that each frame is isomorphic to the
lattice of open elements of an appropriate MT-algebra. Thus, MT-algebras can indeed be thought
of as the generalization of frames, and taking the lattice of open elements defines an essentially
surjective functor from the category MT of MT-algebras to Frm.

In analogy with frames, we call atomic MT-algebras spatial. The dual adjunction between
Top and Frm generalizes to a dual adjunction between Top and MT, which restricts to a dual
equivalence between Top and the category SMT of spatial MT-algebras. Thus, the language of
MT-algebras allows us to capture all topological spaces. In contrast, in the language of frames we
are only able to capture sober spaces.

The bulk of the paper is dedicated to the study of topological separation axioms in the lan-
guage of MT-algebras. Each separation axiom is described by identifying an appropriate subset
of an MT-algebra that join-generates it. We also connect separation axioms for MT-algebras with
the corresponding separation axioms for frames, thus providing a unifying approach to separation
axioms both in the topological and pointfree settings.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the dual adjunction between the
categories of topological spaces and frames, which restricts to a dual equivalence between the
categories of sober spaces and spatial frames. We also discuss how this yields Tarski duality between
the categories of complete and atomic Boolean algebras and sets. Section 3 introduces MT-algebras,
which is our main subject of study, and discusses their relationship with topological spaces and
frames. Section 4 examines the properties of the functor O : MT → Frm. In Section 5, we
define T0-algebras and sober MT-algebras and study the restriction of O to these subcategories. In
addition, we study when the space of atoms of an MT-algebra M is homeomorphic to the space of

1McKinsey and Tarski mainly worked with closure operators on Boolean algebras and the corresponding closure
algebras. Rasiowa and Sikorski [21] made the switch to interior operators, and the name interior algebra was coined
by Blok [4].
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points of the frame O(M), from which we derive that O yields an equivalence between the categories
of spatial sober MT-algebras and spatial frames.

Section 6 studies T1/2-algebras and T1-algebras. We prove that M is a T1/2-algebra iff M is
isomorphic to the MacNeille completion of the Boolean envelope of O(M), and that if M is a sober
T1/2-algebra, then M is spatial iff O(M) is a spatial frame. We also generalize the corresponding
result for spaces by showing that M is a T1-algebra iff M is a T1/2-algebra and O(M) is a subfit
frame. In Section 7, we introduce Hausdorff and regular MT-algebras. We show that each Hausdorff
MT-algebra is sober, thus generalizing the corresponding result for spaces. We also prove that if M
is a Hausdorff MT-algebra, then O(M) is a Hausdorff frame, from which we derive that O yields an
equivalence between the categories of spatial Hausdorff MT-algebras and spatial Hausdorff frames,
which further restricts to an equivalence between the categories of spatial regular MT-algebras and
spatial regular frames.

Finally, Section 8 explores completely regular and normal MT-algebras. We show that a T1-
algebra is completely regular iff O(M) is a completely regular frame, from which we derive that
the categories of spatial completely regular MT-algebras and spatial completely regular frames are
equivalent. Similar results are also proved for normal MT-algebras and normal frames. In addition,
we prove a version of Urysohn’s lemma for MT-algebras, from which we derive that each normal
MT-algebra is completely regular. The paper concludes with several open problems.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we recall the well-known dual adjunction between frames and topological spaces,
which restricts to a dual equivalence between spatial frames and sober spaces. Restricting to
Boolean frames (complete Boolean algebras) then yields a dual equivalence between complete and
atomic Boolean algebras (CABAs) and sets, known as Tarski duality.

We recall (see, e.g., [19, p. 10]) that a frame is a complete lattice L satisfying the join-infinite
distributive law

a ∧
∨

S =
∨

{a ∧ s | s ∈ S}

for all a ∈ L and S ⊆ L. The order-dual of a frame is a co-frame. Thus, a co-frame is a complete
lattice L satisfying the meet-infinite distributive law

a ∨
∧

S =
∧

{a ∨ s | s ∈ S}

for all a ∈ L and S ⊆ L.
A frame homomorphism is a map h : L → M between frames preserving finite meets and

arbitrary joins. Let Frm be the category of frames and frame homomorphisms.
We also let Top be the category of topological spaces and continuous maps. There is a well-

known dual adjunction between Top and Frm (see, e.g., [19, p. 16]). It is described as follows.
The contravariant functor Ω : Top → Frm sends a space X to the frame Ω(X) of opens of X
and a continuous map f : X → Y to the frame homomorphism Ω(f) : Ω(Y ) → Ω(X) given by
Ω(f)(U) = f−1[U ] for each U ∈ Ω(Y ).

To describe the functor in the other direction, we recall that a point of a frame L is a completely
prime filter of L. The contravariant functor pt : Frm→ Top then sends each frame L to the space
pt(L) of points of L. The topology of pt(L) is given by ζ[L] where ζ(a) = {p ∈ pt(L) | a ∈ p}
for each a ∈ L. Moreover, pt sends a frame homomorphism h : L → M to the continuous map
pt(h) : pt(M)→ pt(L) given by pt(h)(p) = h−1[p] for each p ∈ pt(M). For X ∈ Top and x ∈ X , let
δ(x) = {U ∈ Ω(X) | x ∈ U}. We then have:
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Theorem 2.1 (see, e.g., [19, p. 17]). (Ω, pt) is a dual adjunction whose units are δ : 1Top → pt ◦Ω
and ζ : 1Frm → Ω ◦ pt.

This dual adjunction yields a dual equivalence between the full subcategories of Top and Frm

which we describe next. Recall that a frame L is spatial if a ≤ b implies that there is y ∈ pt(L)
such that a ∈ y and b /∈ y. Let SFrm be the full subcategory of Frm consisting of spatial frames.
We also recall that a closed set in a topological space X is irreducible if it is not the union of two
proper closed sets, and that X is sober if each irreducible closed set is the closure of a unique point.
Let Sob be the full subcategory of Top consisting of sober spaces.

We have that ζ : L→ Ω(pt(L)) is an isomorphism iff L is spatial, and that δ : X → pt(Ω(X)) is
a homeomorphism iff X is sober. We thus arrive at the following well-known theorem.

Theorem 2.2 (see, e.g., [19, pp. 18, 20]). The dual adjunction between Top and Frm restricts to

a dual equivalence between Sob and SFrm.

Top Frm

Sob SFrm

≤ ≤
In the diagram above, stands for “dual adjunction,”←→ for “dual equivalence,” and ≤ for “a

full subcategory of.” For X ∈ Top, it is common to call the sober space pt(Ω(X)) the soberification
of X . Also, for L ∈ Frm, the spatial frame Ω(pt(L)) is called the spatialization of L.

We recall that a frame L is Boolean provided L is a Boolean algebra. Therefore, Boolean
frames are exactly complete Boolean algebras. Let BoolFrm be the full subcategory of Frm

consisting of Boolean frames. Observe that frame homomorphisms between Boolean frames are
exactly complete Boolean homomorphisms. Thus, BoolFrm is the category of complete Boolean
algebras and complete Boolean homomorphisms.

If L is a Boolean frame, then every point of L is of the form ↑x for a unique atom x of L.
Therefore, there is a bijection between points and atoms of L. Thus, L is spatial iff L is atomic.
Consequently, the category of spatial Boolean frames is exactly the category CABA of complete
atomic Boolean algebras and complete Boolean homomorphisms.

Let L ∈ BoolFrm. If x is an atom of L, then ζ(x) = {↑x}, so pt(L) is a discrete space. We
identify the category of discrete spaces with the category Set of sets and functions, which we view
as a full subcategory of Top. The restriction of Ω to Set is then simply the contravariant powerset
functor P : Set→ CABA which sends a set X to its powerset P(X) and a function f : X → Y to
the complete Boolean homomorphism P(f) = f−1.

On the other hand, if h : L→M is a frame homomorphism between Boolean frames, then h is a
complete Boolean homomorphism. Therefore, for each x ∈ at(M) we have h−1(↑x) = ↑h∗(x), where
h∗ : M → L is the left adjoint of h (given by h∗(x) =

∧

{a ∈ M | x ≤ h(a)}). Thus, we can think
of the restriction of pt to BoolFrm as the functor at : BoolFrm → Set, which associates with
each L ∈ BoolFrm the set at(L) of atoms of L, and with each complete Boolean homomorphism
h : L→M the function at(h) : at(M)→ at(L) defined by at(h)(x) = h∗(x)

Consequently, the dual adjunction (Ω, pt) between Top and Frm restricts to the dual adjunction
(P , at) between Set and BoolFrm, and the duality between Sob and SFrm restricts to Tarski
duality between Set and CABA:

Theorem 2.3 (Tarski duality). Set and CABA are dually equivalent.
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In fact, the composition P ◦ at : BoolFrm→ CABA is a reflector.

Remark 2.4. The units of the dual adjunction (P , at) are given by η : 1BoolFrm → P ◦ at and
ε : 1Set → at ◦P, where for a Boolean frame B and a set X , we define ηB : B → P(at(B)) and
εX : X → at(P(X)) by

ηB(a) = {x ∈ at(B) | x ≤ a} and ε(x) = {x}.

We then have that εX is a bijection for each X ∈ Set, ηB is an onto complete Boolean homomor-
phism for each B ∈ BoolFrm, and ηB is an isomorphism iff B ∈ CABA.

3. McKinsey-Tarski algebras

In this section we introduce McKinsey-Tarski algebras—the main subject of our study. For
this we first recall interior algebras and their connection to Heyting algebras. We then define the
category MT of MT-algebras and study how it relates to the categories Top and Frm. We show
that there is a functor O : MT→ Frm. We also show that there is a dual adjunction between MT

and Top, which restricts to a dual equivalence between Top and the reflective subcategory SMT

of MT consisting of spatial MT-algebras. This duality generalizes Tarski duality for CABA to
SMT.

We start by recalling the well-known definition of an interior algebra [14]:

Definition 3.1. Let B be a Boolean algebra. An interior operator on B is a unary function
� : B → B satisfying Kuratowski’s axioms for all a, b ∈ B:

• �1 = 1.
• �(a ∧ b) = �a ∧�b.
• �a ≤ a.
• �a ≤ ��a.

An interior algebra is a pair (B,�) where B is a Boolean algebra and � is an interior operator
on B.

Remark 3.2. Each interior operator has the corresponding closure operator ♦ = ¬�¬, and interior
algebras can equivalently be defined as pairs (B,♦) where ♦ is a closure operator on B. This is the
approach originally taken by McKinsey and Tarski [14], who termed these algebras closure algebras.
In their influential book [21], Rasiowa and Sikorski mainly worked with the interior operator and
referred to these algebras as topological Boolean algebras. The term “interior algebra” was coined
in [4]. In modal logic these algebras are also known as S4-algebras since they model the well-known
modal system S4 (see, e.g., [5, p. 214]).

Definition 3.3. [14, p. 146] Let A be an interior algebra.

(1) We call a ∈ A open if a = �a. Let O(A) be the collection of open elements of A.
(2) We call a ∈ A closed if a = ♦a. Let C(A) be the collection of closed elements of A.

It is well known (see, e.g., [7, Prop. 2.2.4]) that O(A) is a bounded sublattice of A that forms a
Heyting algebra, where the Heyting implication is given by a→ b = �(¬a ∨ b) for all a, b ∈ O(A).
Dually, C(A) is a bounded sublattice of A that forms a co-Heyting algebra, where the co-implication
is given by a← b = ♦(b ∧ ¬a) for all a, b ∈ C(A) [15, p. 130].

In fact, every Heyting algebra is isomorphic to the one of the form O(A) for some interior algebra
A. Similarly, every co-Heyting algebra is isomorphic to C(A) for some interior algebra A. This can
be seen by utilizing the well-known Boolean envelope construction. Recall (see, e.g., [1, Sec. V.4])
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that the Boolean envelope of a bounded distributive lattice L is a pair (B(L), e), where B(L) is a
Boolean algebra and e : L→ B(L) is a bounded lattice embedding satisfying the following universal
mapping property: for any Boolean algebra A and a bounded lattice homomorphism h : L → A,
there is a unique Boolean homomorphism B(h) : B(L)→ A such that B(h) ◦ e = h.

L B(L)

A

e

h
B(h)

The inclusion map e : L→ B(L) has a right adjoint � : B(L)→ L, and by identifying L with e[L]
we get that (B(L),�) is an interior algebra (see, e.g., [7, Sec. 2.5]).

Example 3.4. Standard examples of interior algebras come from topology. If X is a topological
space, then (P(X), int) is obviously an interior algebra. Moreover, if f : X → Y is a continuous
function between topological spaces, then f−1 : P(Y ) → P(X) is a complete Boolean homomor-
phism satisfying f−1(int(A)) ⊆ int(f−1(A)).

This example motivates the following key definition.

Definition 3.5.

(1) We call an interior algebra (B,�) a McKinsey-Tarski algebra or an MT-algebra if B is a
complete Boolean algebra.

(2) An MT-morphism between MT-algebras M and N is a complete Boolean homomorphism
h : M → N such that h(�Ma) ≤ �Nh(a) for each a ∈M .

(3) Let MT be the category of MT-algebras and MT-morphisms. (Composition is usual func-
tion composition and identity morphisms are identity maps.)

The following is then immediate:

Theorem 3.6. The assignment X 7→ (P(X), int) and f 7→ f−1 defines a contravariant functor

P : Top→MT.

We next show that the assignment M 7→ O(M) extends to a functor from MT to Frm. As
we already pointed out, O(M) is a bounded sublattice of M . Moreover, for S ⊆ O(M), we have
�(

∨

S) =
∨

S. Thus, O(M) is a frame. Dually, C(M) is a co-frame. We thus arrive at the
following:

Theorem 3.7. If M is an MT-algebra, then O(M) is a frame and C(M) is a co-frame.

Remark 3.8.

(1) For each a ∈ M we have �a =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ≤ a}. Therefore, � : M → O(M) is the
right adjoint of the inclusion O(M) →֒M .

(2) Similarly, ♦a =
∧

{c ∈ C(M) | a ≤ c} for each a ∈M , and hence ♦ : M → C(M) is the left
adjoint of the inclusion C(M) →֒M .

Lemma 3.9. If h : M → N is an MT-morphism, then its restriction h|O(M) : O(M)→ O(N) is a

frame homomorphism.

Proof. Since h preserves arbitrary joins and finite meets, it is sufficient to show that the restriction
h|O(M) is well defined. Let a ∈ O(M). We have

h(�Ma) ≤ �Nh(a) ≤ h(a) = h(�Ma).
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Therefore, h(�Ma) = �Nh(a), and hence h(�Ma) ∈ O(N). �

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 3.9, we obtain:

Theorem 3.10. O : MT→ Frm is a covariant functor.

Corollary 3.11. O ◦P = Ω.

MT Frm

Top

O

P Ω

We now show that the functor at : BoolFrm → Set extends to a functor at : MT → Top.
Let M ∈ MT, X = at(M), and recall that η : M → P(X) is given by η(a) = {x ∈ X | x ≤ a}.
By Remark 2.4, η is an onto complete Boolean homomorphism. Therefore, the restriction of η to
O(M) is a frame homomorphism. Hence, the image τ := η[O(M)] is a topology on X . We thus
have:

Lemma 3.12. Let M ∈ MT. Then (at(M), τ) ∈ Top and η : M → P(at(M)) is an onto MT-

morphism.

Proof. We already observed that (at(M), τ) ∈ Top and that η is an onto Boolean homomorphism.
Moreover, since η(�a) is open, from η(�a) ⊆ η(a) it follows that η(�a) ⊆ int(η(a)) for each a ∈M .
Thus, η is an onto MT-morphism. �

Remark 3.13. The co-frame of closed sets of (at(M), τ) is η[C(M)]. Also, since η is an MT-

morphism, we obtain that η(a) = (int(η(¬a)))c ⊆ (η(�¬a))c = η(♦a) for each a ∈M .

Lemma 3.14. If h : M → N is an MT-morphism, then at(h) : at(N) → at(M) is a continuous

map.

Proof. We recall from Tarski duality that the left adjoint h∗ : N → M of h restricts to a map
at(h) : at(N) → at(M). Therefore, it is sufficient to show that [at(h)]−1ηM (�Ma) = ηN (h(�Ma))
for each a ∈M . We have

x ∈ [at(h)]−1ηM (�Ma) ⇐⇒ at(h)(x) ∈ ηM (�Ma)

⇐⇒ h∗(x) ≤ �Ma

⇐⇒ x ≤ h(�Ma)

⇐⇒ x ∈ ηN (h(�Ma)).

Thus, at(h) is continuous. �

As an immediate consequence of Lemmas 3.12 and 3.14, we obtain:

Theorem 3.15. at : MT→ Top is a contravariant functor.

Lemma 3.16. Let X ∈ Top. Then ε : X → at(P(X)) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. We recall that ε : X → at(P(X)) is given by ε(x) = {x} for each x ∈ X . It follows from
Tarski duality that ε is a bijection. We show that ε is a homeomorphism. Let U be an open subset
of X , so an open element of (P(X), int). We have

x ∈ ε−1(η(U)) ⇐⇒ ε(x) ∈ η(U) ⇐⇒ {x} ⊆ U ⇐⇒ x ∈ U.
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Therefore, ε−1(η(U)) = U , and so ε is continuous. Moreover, since ε is a bijection, the previous
identity implies ε(U) = η(U), and hence ε is open. Thus, ε is a homeomorphism. �

As an immediate consequence of Theorems 3.6 and 3.15, and Lemmas 3.12 and 3.16, the dual
adjunction (P , at) between Set and BoolFrm lifts to Top and MT, and we obtain:

Theorem 3.17. (P, at) is a dual adjunction between Top and MT with units ε : 1Top → at ◦P
and η : 1MT → P ◦ at.

Lemma 3.18. Let M be an MT-algebra.

(1) η : M → P(at(M)) is one-to-one iff M is atomic.

(2) If M is atomic, then η(�a) = int(η(a)) for each a ∈M .

Proof. (1) This follows from Tarski Duality.
(2) Let a ∈M . For x ∈ at(M) we have

x ∈ int(η(a)) ⇐⇒ ∃b ∈M : x ∈ η(�b) ⊆ η(a)

⇐⇒ x ≤ �b ≤ a by (1)

⇐⇒ x ≤ �b ≤ �a

⇐⇒ x ∈ η(�a).

Thus, η(�a) = int(η(a)). �

Remark 3.19. It is immediate from Lemma 3.18(2) that if M is atomic, then η(♦a) = η(a) for
each a ∈M .

Example 3.20. We show that Lemma 3.18(2) may fail if M is not atomic. We recall (see [10,
p. 221]) that an interior operator � on a Boolean algebra B is simple if

�a =

{

1 if a = 1

0 otherwise.

Let B be a complete atomless Boolean algebra, 2 = {0, 1} the two-element Boolean algebra, M =
B×2, and � a simple interior operator on M . Then M ∈MT and x = (0, 1) is the only atom of M ,
so at(M) = {x}. We have η(�x) = ∅ since �x = 0, but η(x) = at(M), and so int(η(x)) = at(M).

Definition 3.21. We call atomic MT-algebras spatial. Let SMT be the full subcategory of MT

consisting of spatial MT-algebras.

Theorem 3.22. The dual adjunction of Theorem 3.17 restricts to a dual equivalence between Top

and SMT.

Proof. It is sufficient to observe that ε : X → at(P(X)) is a homeomorphism (see Lemma 3.16) and
that η : M → P(at(M)) is an MT-isomorphism iff M ∈ SMT (see Lemma 3.18). �

Remark 3.23. The above theorem extends Tarski duality by incorporating interior operators in
the signature of CABAs. It goes at least as far back as [18, Thm. 2.1.7].

As a consequence of Theorem 3.22, we obtain that the composition P ◦ at : MT → SMT is a
reflector. Thus, we have:

Theorem 3.24. SMT is a reflective subcategory of MT.
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4. The functor O : MT→ Frm

In this section we show that the functor O : MT→ Frm is essentially surjective, but that it is
neither full nor faithful. We also compare the space of atoms of an MT-algebra M to the space of
points of the frame O(M), and show that the restriction of O to the category of spatial MT-algebras
lands in the category of spatial frames.

We start by showing that O is essentially surjective. Let L ∈ Frm and let B(L) be the Boolean
envelope of L. As we saw in the previous section, the inclusion e : L→ B(L) has a right adjoint �
such that (B(L),�) is an interior algebra and L is (isomorphic to) the fixpoints of �. Since B(L)
may not be complete, (B(L),�) may not be an MT-algebra. Therefore, we take the MacNeille

completion B(L) of B(L) (see, e.g., [1, Sec. XII.3]). For simplicity, we identify B(L) with its

image in B(L) and think of it as a subalgebra of B(L). Following [11], define the lower extension

� : B(L)→ B(L) of � : B(L)→ B(L) by

�x =
∨

{�a | a ∈ B(L) and a ≤ x}.

By [11, Thm. 3.5], if (B,�) is an interior algebra, then so is
(

B,�
)

. As an immediate consequence,
we obtain:

Lemma 4.1.
(

B(L),�
)

∈MT.

Theorem 4.2. The functor O : MT→ Frm is essentially surjective.

Proof. We must show that for each L ∈ Frm there is M ∈MT such that O(M) is isomorphic to

L. Let L ∈ Frm. By Lemma 4.1,
(

B(L),�
)

∈MT. By [9, pp. 91–92], the embedding L →֒ B(L)

is a frame embedding, and we may identify L with a subframe of B(L). Therefore, it remains to

show that O
(

B(L),�
)

= L. For this it is sufficient to show that for each x ∈ B(L), we have

x ∈ L iff x = �x. If x ∈ L, then x ∈ B(L), so x = �x = �x. Conversely, if x = �x, then

x =
∨

{�a | a ∈ B(L) and a ≤ x} ∈ L since L is a subframe of B(L). �

Remark 4.3. That L →֒ B(L) is a frame embedding is part of the well-known Funayama theorem
(see [9, p. 92] or [2, p. 274]). It follows from the proof above that � is the right adjoint of the

embedding L →֒ B(L).

We next show that the assignment L 7→ B(L) does not induce a functor from Frm to MT.

Example 4.4. Let τ be the topology of cofinite subsets of N together with ∅, and let L be the

frame of opens of (N, τ). By the proof of Theorem 4.2, L is isomorphic to O
(

B(L),�
)

. Observe

that B(L) is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra of finite and cofinite subsets of N, and hence B(L)
is isomorphic to P(N). Let 2 = {0, 1} and define a frame homomorphism h : L→ 2 by

h(U) =

{

1 if U 6= ∅

0 if U = ∅

Then B(h) : B(L) → 2 satisfies B(h)(U) = 0 iff U is finite. Since N is the union of its finite

subsets, no complete Boolean homomorphism g : B(L)→ 2 can extend B(h). Since 2 is isomorphic

to B(2), we conclude that h : L → 2 cannot be extended to a complete Boolean homomorphism

g : B(L)→ B(2).
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Lemma 4.5. The functor O is neither full nor faithful.

Proof. That O is not full follows from Example 4.4. Indeed, O
(

B(L)
)

= L, O
(

B(2)
)

= 2, but

the frame homomorphism h : L→ 2 cannot be extended to an MT-morphism from B(L) to B(2).
To see that O is not faithful, let B = {0, a, b, 1} be the four-element Boolean algebra and let

� : B → B be the simple interior operator on B (see Example 3.20). We let i : B → B be the
identity and define h : B → B by h(0) = 0, h(1) = 1, h(a) = b, and h(b) = a. Then i and h are
distinct MT-morphisms. But O(i) = O(h) since they coincide on O(B) = {0, 1}. �

Remark 4.6. We will see that O becomes full and/or faithful on several natural subcategories of
MT.

We now turn our attention to the comparison of the space of atoms of an MT-algebra M to the
space of points of the frame O(M). Define ϑ : at(M) → pt(O(M)) by ϑ(x) = ↑x ∩ O(M). It is
elementary to see that ϑ is well defined.

Proposition 4.7. The map ϑ is continuous.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that for each a ∈ O(M) we have ϑ−1(ζ(a)) = η(a). Indeed, for
x ∈ at(M),

x ∈ ϑ−1(ζ(a)) ⇐⇒ ϑ(x) ∈ ζ(a) ⇐⇒ a ∈ ϑ(x) ⇐⇒ x ≤ a ⇐⇒ x ∈ η(a).

Thus, ϑ is continuous. �

In general, ϑ is neither one-to-one nor onto.

Example 4.8.

(1) To see that ϑ is not one-to-one, let X be a set with the trivial topology. Then at(P(X))
is homeomorphic to X . On the other hand, Ω(X) = {∅, X}, and hence pt(Ω(X)) is a
singleton. Thus, if X has more than one point, then ϑ can’t be one-to-one.

(2) To see that ϑ is not onto, let M be a complete atomless Boolean algebra and let � : M →M
be the simple interior operator on M (see Example 3.20). Then M is an MT-algebra such
that at(M) = ∅. On the other hand, O(M) = {0, 1}, and hence pt(O(M)) is a singleton.
Thus, ϑ can’t be onto.

Proposition 4.9. Let M ∈MT. Then ϑ is one-to-one iff at(M) is a T0-space.

Proof. We first observe that for x ∈ at(M) and a ∈ O(M) we have

a ∈ ϑ(x) ⇐⇒ x ≤ a ⇐⇒ x ∈ η(a). (†)

Now, suppose that ϑ is one-to-one. Let x, y ∈ at(M) with x 6= y. Then ϑ(x) 6= ϑ(y). Without loss
of generality we may assume that ϑ(x) 6⊆ ϑ(y), so there is a ∈ ϑ(x) such that a 6∈ ϑ(y). Therefore,
(†) implies that x ∈ η(a) and y 6∈ η(a). Thus, at(M) is a T0-space.

Conversely, suppose that at(M) is a T0-space and x, y ∈ at(M) with x 6= y. Without loss of
generality we may assume that there is a ∈ O(M) such that x ∈ η(a) and y 6∈ η(a). Therefore, (†)
implies that a ∈ ϑ(x) and a 6∈ ϑ(y). Thus, ϑ is one-to-one. �

In the next section we characterize when ϑ is onto and when ϑ is a homeomorphism. We conclude
this section by showing that the restriction of O to SMT lands in SFrm.

Proposition 4.10. If M ∈ SMT, then O(M) ∈ SFrm.
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Proof. Suppose that M is a spatial MT-algebra. Let a, b ∈ O(M) with a � b. Since M is atomic,
there is x ∈ at(M) such that x ≤ a but x � b. Therefore, a ∈ ϑ(x) but b /∈ ϑ(x). Thus, ϑ(x) ∈ ζ(a)
but ϑ(x) /∈ ζ(b). Consequently, ζ(a) 6⊆ ζ(b), and so O(M) is a spatial frame. �

5. T0 and sober MT-algebras

In this section we start developing the separation axioms for MT-algebras that generalize the
corresponding separation axioms for topological spaces. We begin by introducing T0, weakly sober,
and sober MT-algebras. We show that the restriction of O : MT → Frm to the category of T0-
algebras is faithful, and characterize when ϑ : at(M) → pt(O(M)) is onto and a homeomorphism.
From this we derive that the restriction of O is an equivalence between the categories SMTSob of
spatial sober MT-algebras and SFrm of spatial frames. We also show that the dual adjunction
and dual equivalence between Top, MT, and SMT restricts to the categories of T0 and sober
MT-algebras.

We start by studying the T0 separation in MT-algebras. Let X be a topological space. We recall
that A ⊆ X is saturated if A is an intersection of open sets, and that A is locally closed if it is an
intersection of an open set and a closed set. These have an obvious generalization to MT-algebras:

Definition 5.1. Let M ∈MT.

(1) An element a ∈M is saturated if a is a meet of open elements. Let Sat(M) be the collection
of saturated elements of M .

(2) Dually, call a ∈ M co-saturated if a is a join of closed elements. Let CSat(M) be the
collection of co-saturated elements of M .

(3) An element a ∈M is locally closed if it is a meet of an open element and a closed element.
Let LC(M) be the collection of locally closed elements of M .

(4) Dually, call a ∈M co-locally closed if it is a join of a closed element and an open element.
Let CLC(M) be the collection of co-locally closed elements of M .

(5) An element a ∈M is weakly locally closed if it is a meet of a saturated element and a closed
element. Let WLC(M) be the collection of weakly locally closed elements of M .

(6) Dually, call a ∈ M weakly co-locally closed if it is a join of a co-saturated element and an
open element. Let WCLC(M) be the collection of weakly co-locally closed elements of M .

.

We recall that a subset S of a complete lattice L join-generates L if each element of L is a join
of elements from S. Dually, S meet-generates L if each element of L is a meet of elements from S.

Definition 5.2. We call M ∈MT a T0-algebra if WLC(M) join-generates M .

Remark 5.3. Equivalently, M ∈MT is a T0-algebra provided WCLC(M) meet-generates M .

Let MT0 be the full subcategory of MT consisting of T0-algebras. Let also Top0 be the full
subcategory of Top consisting of T0-spaces.

Lemma 5.4. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top0 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT0.

(2) M ∈MT0 implies at(M) ∈ Top0.

Proof. (1) Observe that X is a T0-space iff {x} = {x} ∩
⋂

{U ∈ Ω(X) | x ∈ U} for each x ∈ X .
Therefore, since each A ⊆ X is a union of singletons, we obtain that X ∈ Top0 iff (P(X), int) ∈
MT0.
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(2) Let x, y ∈ at(M) be distinct. Since M ∈ MT0, we must have x ∈ WLC(M). Therefore,
x =

∧

S ∧ b, where S ⊆ O(M) and b ∈ C(M). Since distinct atoms are non-comparable, we have
y � x, so y � a for some a ∈ S or y � b. Thus, x ∈ η(a) and y /∈ η(a), or else ¬b ∈ O(M) with
y ≤ ¬b and x 6≤ ¬b, yielding y ∈ η(¬b) and x 6∈ η(¬b). Consequently, at(M) ∈ Top0. �

Remark 5.5. Every element a of a T0-algebra M can be expressed as a =
∨

i(
∧

Si∧¬ui) for some
Si ⊆ O(M) and ui ∈ O(M). As a consequence, O(M) generates M as a complete Boolean algebra.
If M is spatial, then M is completely distributive (see, e.g., [8, p. 123]), so the converse is also true.
Thus, a spatial MT-algebra M is a T0-algebra iff O(M) generates M as a complete Boolean algebra
(cf. [3, p. 964]).

Example 5.6. For trivial reasons, there exist non-spatial T0-algebras. Indeed, each atomless MT-
algebra M in which � is identity is such. This example serves as a generic example of a non-spatial
MT-algebra that satisfies all the separation axioms that will be considered in this paper.

Let SMT0 = SMT ∩MT0. Combining Theorems 3.17 and 3.22 and Lemma 5.4, we obtain:

Theorem 5.7. The dual adjunction between Top and MT restricts to a dual adjunction between

Top0 and MT0, and the dual equivalence between Top and SMT restricts to a dual equivalence

between Top0 and SMT0.

We show that the restriction of the functor O to MT0 is faithful.

Theorem 5.8. The restriction O : MT0 → Frm is faithful.

Proof. Let h, g : M → N be MT-morphisms between MT-algebras. Suppose that h|O(M) = g|O(M)

and a ∈ M . If M ∈ MT0, then a =
∨

T , where for each t ∈ T we have t =
∧

St ∧ bt with
St ⊆ O(M) and bt ∈ C(M). Therefore, writing bt = ¬ct for some ct ∈ O(M), we obtain

h(a) = h
(

∨

T
)

=
∨

{h(t) | t ∈ T } =
∨

{

h
(

∧

St ∧ ¬ct

)

| t ∈ T
}

=
∨

{

∧

{h(a) | a ∈ St} ∧ ¬h(ct) | t ∈ T
}

=
∨

{

∧

{g(a) | a ∈ St} ∧ ¬g(ct) | t ∈ T
}

=
∨

{

g
(

∧

St ∧ ¬ct

)

| t ∈ T
}

=
∨

{g(t) | t ∈ T } = g
(

∨

T
)

= g(a).

Thus, h = g, and hence the restriction of O to MT0 is faithful. �

We next turn our attention to sober MT-algebras. We recall that an element a 6= 0 of a lattice L is
join-irreducible if it is not the join of two strictly smaller elements. Dually, a 6= 1 is meet-irreducible

if it is not the meet of two strictly bigger elements.

Definition 5.9. We call an MT-algebra M weakly sober if for each join-irreducible element p of
C(M) there is x ∈ at(M) such that p = ♦x.

Remark 5.10. Equivalently, an MT-algebra M is weakly sober provided for each meet-irreducible
element m of O(M) there is x ∈ at(M) such that m = ¬♦x.

Definition 5.11. We call an MT-algebra M sober if M is a weakly sober T0-algebra.

Lemma 5.12. If M is sober, then for each join-irreducible p ∈ C(M) there is a unique x ∈ at(M)
such that p = ♦x
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Proof. Let q ∈ C(M) be join-irreducible. Since M is weakly sober, p = ♦x for some x ∈ at(M). To
see that x is unique, let ♦x = ♦y for some y ∈ at(M). Then η(♦x) = η(♦y). By Remark 3.8(2),

η(♦x) = η
(

∧

{c ∈ C(M) | x ≤ c}
)

=
⋂

{η(c) | x ≤ c ∈ C(M)} = {x}. (††)

Similarly, η(♦y) = {y}. Thus, {x} = {y}, and hence x = y since at(M) is a T0-space by
Lemma 5.4(2). �

Remark 5.13.

(1) Lemma 5.12 can equivalently be formulated as follows: If M is sober, then for each meet-
irreducible m ∈ O(M) there is a unique x ∈ at(M) such that m = ¬♦x.

(2) If M is spatial, the converse of Lemma 5.12 is also true. For this it is sufficient to see that
M is a T0-algebra. Let a 6= 0. Since M is spatial, there is an atom x ≤ a. We show that

x = ♦x ∧
∧

{¬♦y | x ≤ ¬♦y}.

Clearly x ≤ ♦x ∧
∧

{¬♦y | x ≤ ¬♦y}. If ♦x ∧
∧

{¬♦y | x ≤ ¬♦y} � x, then there is
z ∈ at(M) such that z ≤ ♦x ∧

∧

{¬♦y | x ≤ ¬♦y} but z 6≤ x. From z ≤ ♦x it follows
that ♦z ≤ ♦x. Since x is the unique atom whose closure is ♦x and z 6= x, we must have
♦x 6≤ ♦z, and hence x 6≤ ♦z. Therefore, x ≤ ¬♦z, and so z ≤ ¬♦z, which is a contradiction
because z 6= 0. Thus, M is a T0-algebra.

(3) Example 3.20 shows that the converse of Lemma 5.12 may fail for non-spatial M . Indeed,
the MT-algebra M in that example is a non-spatial MT-algebra whose only atom is (0, 1)
and ♦(0, 1) = (1, 1). Thus, each join-irreducible of C(M) is determined by a unique atom
of M , but M is not T0.

Let MTSob be the full subcategory of MT0 consisting of sober algebras. Also recall that Sob
is the full subcategory of Top0 consisting of sober spaces.

Lemma 5.14. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Sob iff (P(X), int) ∈MTSob.

(2) M ∈MTSob implies at(M) ∈ Sob.

Proof. (1) This follows from Lemma 5.12 and Remark 5.13(2).
(2) Let F be an irreducible closed set in at(M). Since F is closed, F = η(a) for some a ∈

C(M) (see Remark 3.13). Let b = ♦
∨

η(a). We show that η(a) = η(b). Clearly
∨

η(a) ≤ a, so
b = ♦

∨

η(a) ≤ a because a is closed. Therefore, η(b) ⊆ η(a). For the other inclusion, suppose
x ∈ η(a). Then x ≤

∨

η(a), which implies that x ≤ ♦
∨

η(a) = b. Thus, η(a) ⊆ η(b), hence the
equality. Clearly b ∈ C(M). We prove that b is join-irreducible in C(M). Suppose c, d ∈ C(M)
with b ≤ c∨d. Then η(b) ⊆ η(c)∪ η(d). Since η(b) = η(a) is irreducible, η(b) ⊆ η(c) or η(b) ⊆ η(d).
Without loss of generality we may assume that η(b) ⊆ η(c). Then b = ♦

∨

η(a) ≤ ♦
∨

η(c) ≤ c.
Therefore, b is join-irreducible. Since M ∈MTSob, we have b = ♦x for a unique x ∈ at(M). Thus,

F = η(b) = {x} by (††). Consequently, at(M) ∈ Sob. �

Example 5.6 shows that there exist sober MT-algebras that are not spatial. Let SMTSob =
MTSob ∩ SMT. Combining Theorem 5.7 and Lemma 5.14, we obtain:

Theorem 5.15. The dual adjunction between Top0 and MT0 restricts to a dual adjunction between

Sob and MTSob, and the dual equivalence between Top0 and SMT0 restricts to a dual equivalence

between Sob and SMTSob.
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Since Sob is dually equivalent to SFrm, it follows from Theorem 5.15 that SMTSob is equivalent
to SFrm. In fact, it is the functor O that establishes this equivalence. To see this, we first
characterize when ϑ : at(M) → ptO(M) is onto and when it is a homeomorphism, as promised at
the end of Section 4.

Lemma 5.16. Let M ∈MT.

(1) ϑ is onto iff M is weakly sober.

(2) ϑ is a homeomorphism if M is weakly sober and at(M) is a T0-space.

Proof. (1) Suppose M is weakly sober. If p ∈ pt(O(M)), then m :=
∨

{a ∈ O(M) | a /∈ p} is
meet-irreducible in O(M) (see, e.g., [19, p. 14]). Since M is weakly sober, there is x ∈ at(M) such
that m = ¬♦x. For a ∈ O(M), we have:

a /∈ p ⇐⇒ a ≤ ¬♦x ⇐⇒ ♦x ≤ ¬a ⇐⇒ x ≤ ¬a ⇐⇒ x � a ⇐⇒ a /∈ ↑x.

Thus, ϑ(x) = ↑x ∩O(M) = p, and hence ϑ is onto.
Conversely, suppose ϑ is onto. If m ∈ O(M) is meet-irreducible, then p := {a ∈ O(M) | a � m}

is a completely prime filter of O(M) (see, e.g., [19, p. 14]). Since ϑ is onto, p = ↑x∩O(M) for some
x ∈ at(M). Therefore, for a ∈ O(M), we have

a ≤ m ⇐⇒ a /∈ p ⇐⇒ x � a ⇐⇒ x ≤ ¬a ⇐⇒ ♦x ≤ ¬a ⇐⇒ a ≤ ¬♦x.

Thus, m = ¬♦x, and hence M is weakly sober.
(2) If ϑ is a homeomorphism, then M is weakly sober by (1) and at(M) is a T0-space by Proposi-

tion 4.9. Conversely, if M is weakly sober and at(M) is a T0-space, then ϑ is a continuous bijection
by (1) and Proposition 4.9. It is left to show that ϑ−1 is also continuous. For this it suffices to
show that ϑ(η(a)) = ζ(a) for all a ∈ O(M). Let y ∈ ϑ(η(a)). Then there is x ∈ η(a) such that
y = ↑x∩O(M). Since x ≤ a, we have a ∈ y, and so y ∈ ζ(a). Conversely, let y ∈ ζ(a). Then a ∈ y.
Since ϑ is onto, there is x ∈ at(M) such that y = ↑x ∩ O(M). Therefore, x ≤ a, so x ∈ η(a), and
hence y ∈ ϑ(η(a)). Thus, ϑ is a homeomorphism. �

Remark 5.17. If M is a sober MT-algebra, then M is weakly sober and T0, hence at(M) is a
T0-space by Lemma 5.4(2). Therefore, ϑ is a homeomorphism by Lemma 5.16(2).

Theorem 5.18. The restriction O : SMTSob → SFrm is an equivalence.

Proof. By Proposition 4.10, the restriction O : SMTSob → SFrm is well defined. It thus suffices
to show that O is essentially surjective, full, and faithful (see [13, p. 93]). Let L ∈ SFrm. By
Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 3.11, L ∼= Ω(pt(L)) = O(P(pt(L)). Therefore, O is essentially surjective.
Also, O is faithful by Theorem 5.8. To see that O is full, letM,N ∈ SMTSob and h : O(M)→ O(N)
be a frame homomorphism. Then pt(h) : pt(O(N)) → pt(O(M)) is a continuous map. Since M
and N are sober, ϑM : at(M) → pt(O(M)) and ϑN : at(N) → pt(O(N)) are homeomorphisms by
Remark 5.17. Let f = ϑ−1

M ◦ pt(h) ◦ ϑN . Then f : at(N)→ at(M) is a continuous map. Therefore,
P(f) : P(at(M)) → P(at(N)) is an MT-morphism. By Theorem 3.22, ηM : M → P(at(M)) and
ηN : N → P(at(N)) are MT-isomorphisms. Let g = η−1

N ◦ P(f) ◦ ηM . Then g is an MT-morphism.
We show that g|O(M) = h.

O(M) pt(O(M)) at(M) P(at(M)) M

O(N) pt(O(N)) at(N) P(at(N)) N

h

ϑM

P(f)

ηM

gpt(h)

ϑN

f

ηN
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Claim. pt(h)−1(ϑM (ηM (a))) = ϑN (ηN (h(a))) for each a ∈ O(M).

Proof. Since ϑM is a homeomorphism, for each p ∈ pt(O(M)) there is a unique z ∈ at(M) such
that p = ↑z ∩O(M); and a similar result is true for ϑN . Now, let y ∈ pt(O(N)). Then

y ∈ pt(h)−1(ϑM (ηM (a))) ⇐⇒ pt(h)(y) ∈ ϑM (ηM (a))

⇐⇒ pt(h)(y) ∈ {ϑM (x) | x ≤ a}

⇐⇒ pt(h)(y) = ↑x ∩O(M) for a unique x ≤ a

⇐⇒ a ∈ pt(h)(y)

⇐⇒ h(a) ∈ y

⇐⇒ y = ↑x′ ∩O(N) for a unique x′ ≤ h(a)

⇐⇒ y ∈ {ϑN(x′) | x′ ≤ h(a)}

⇐⇒ y ∈ ϑN (ηN (h(a))). �

Let a ∈ O(M). Then

g(a) = (η−1
N ◦ P(f) ◦ ηM )(a) = (η−1

N ◦ f
−1 ◦ ηM )(a)

=
(

η−1
N ◦

(

ϑ−1
M ◦ pt(h) ◦ ϑN

)−1
◦ ηM

)

(a)

=
(

η−1
N ◦ ϑ

−1
N ◦ pt(h)

−1 ◦ ϑM ◦ ηM
)

(a)

=
(

η−1
N ◦ ϑ

−1
N ◦ ϑN ◦ ηN ◦ h

)

(a) = h(a),

where the second to last equality follows from the Claim. Thus, O is full. �

Consequently, we obtain the following diagram of equivalences and dual equivalences that com-
mutes up to natural isomorphisms.

SMTSob SFrm

Sob

O

at

ptP

Ω

6. T1/2 and T1-algebras

In this section we generalize T1/2 and T1 separation axioms for topological spaces to MT-algebras.
We prove that an MT-algebra M is a T1/2-algebra iff M is isomorphic to the MacNeille completion
of the Boolean envelope of O(M). We also prove that a sober T1/2-algebra M is spatial iff O(M) is
a spatial frame. Moreover, we show that an MT-algebra M is a T1-algebra iff M is a T1/2-algebra
and O(M) is a subfit frame, thus generalizing a similar result for topological spaces. Furthermore,
we show that the dual adjunctions and dual equivalences of the previous section restrict to the
categories of T1/2 and T1-algebras.

Let X be a topological space. We recall that X is a a Td-space or a T1/2-space if {x} is locally
closed for each x ∈ X . It is well known and easy to see that each T1/2-space is a T0-space. Let
Top1/2 be the full subcategory of Top0 consisting of T1/2-spaces.

Definition 6.1. We call M ∈MT a T1/2-algebra if LC(M) join-generates M .

Remark 6.2. Equivalently, M ∈MT is a T1/2-algebra provided CLC(M) meet-generates M .
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Since locally closed elements are weakly locally closed, every T1/2-algebra is a T0-algebra. Let
MT1/2 be the full subcategory of MT0 consisting of MT1/2-algebras. Example 5.6 shows that
there are T1/2-algebras that are not spatial. Let SMT1/2 = MT1/2 ∩ SMT.

Lemma 6.3. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top1/2 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT1/2.

(2) M ∈MT1/2 implies at(M) ∈ Top1/2.

Proof. (1) By definition, X is a T1/2-space iff for each x ∈ X we have {x} = U ∩F for some U open
and F closed. Therefore, since each A ⊆ X is a union of singletons, we obtain that X ∈ Top1/2 iff

(P(X), int) ∈MT1/2.
(2) Let x ∈ at(M). Since M ∈ MT1/2, we have x = b ∧ c for some b ∈ O(M) and c ∈ C(M).

Therefore, {x} = η(b) ∩ η(c). Since η(b) is open and η(c) is closed, each point of at(M) is locally
closed. Thus, at(M) is a T1/2-space. �

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.7 and Lemma 6.3, we obtain:

Theorem 6.4. The dual adjunction between Top0 and MT0 restricts to a dual adjunction be-

tween Top1/2 and MT1/2, and the dual equivalence between Top0 and SMT0 restricts to a dual

equivalence between Top1/2 and SMT1/2.

We next give a convenient characterization of T1/2-algebras.

Theorem 6.5. An MT-algebra M is a T1/2-algebra iff M is isomorphic to B(O(M)).

Proof. Let M be an MT-algebra. Then B(O(M)) is isomorphic to a Boolean subalgebra of M (see,

e.g., [1, p. 99]). Therefore, M is isomorphic to B(O(M)) iff B(O(M)) join-generates M . Since
each element of B(O(M)) can be written as a =

∨

(u ∧ ¬v), where u, v ∈ O(M) (see, e.g., [21,
p. 74]), a =

∨

(u∧c), where u ∈ O(M) and c ∈ C(M). Thus, B(O(M)) join-generates M iff LC(M)
join-generates M , and the result follows. �

Corollary 6.6. The restriction O : MT1/2 → Frm is essentially surjective and faithful.

Proof. For each frame L, we have O
(

B(L)
)

= L by the proof of Theorem 4.2. By Theorem 6.5,

B(L) is a T1/2-algebra. Thus, the restriction O : MT1/2 → Frm is essentially surjective. That it
is faithful follows from Theorem 5.8 since each T1/2-algebra is a T0-algebra. �

Theorem 6.7. Let M be a sober T1/2-algebra. Then M is spatial iff O(M) is spatial.

Proof. Clearly if M is spatial, then so is O(M) by Proposition 4.10. Conversely, suppose that O(M)
is spatial. Let 0 6= a ∈ M . Since M is a T1/2-algebra, a =

∨

S for some S ⊆ LC(M). Therefore,
S must contain a nonzero element. Thus, there are u, v ∈ O(M) such that 0 6= u ∧ ¬v ≤ a. This
implies that u � v. Since O(M) is spatial, there is a completely prime filter p of O(M) such that
u ∈ p and v 6∈ p. Because M is sober, p = ↑x ∩ O(M) for some x ∈ at(M) by Remark 5.17.
Therefore, x ≤ u and x ≤ ¬v. Thus, x ≤ a, and hence M is spatial. �

Remark 6.8. It is unclear whether being a T1/2-algebra can be dropped from the assumption of
Theorem 6.7.

We now turn our attention to T1-algebras.

Definition 6.9. Let M ∈MT. We call M a T1-algebra if C(M) join-generates M .
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Remark 6.10. Equivalently, M is a T1-algebra provided O(M) meet-generates M .

Since closed elements are locally closed, every T1-algebra is a T1/2-algebra. Let MT1 be the full
subcategory of MT1/2 consisting of MT1-algebras. Example 5.6 shows that there are T1-algebras
that are not spatial. Let SMT1 = MT1 ∩ SMT and let Top1 be the full subcategory of Top1/2

consisting of T1-spaces.

Lemma 6.11. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top1 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT1.

(2) M ∈MT1 implies at(M) ∈ Top1.

Proof. (1) We have that X is a T1-space iff {x} is closed for each x ∈ X . Therefore, since each
A ⊆ X is a union of singletons, X ∈ Top1 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT1.

(2) Let x ∈ at(M). Since M is a T1-algebra, x ∈ C(M). Therefore, {x} = η(x) is closed. Thus,
at(M) is a T1-space. �

Remark 6.12. Suppose M is a T1-algebra. Then each a ∈ M can be written as a =
∧

S for
some S ⊆ O(M). Therefore, M is generated by O(M) as a complete lattice. The converse is also
true if M is spatial because then M is completely distributive. Thus, a spatial MT-algebra M is a
T1-algebra iff O(M) generates M as a complete lattice (cf. [3, p. 964]).

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.4 and Lemma 6.11, we obtain:

Theorem 6.13. The dual adjunction between Top1/2 and MT1/2 restricts to a dual adjunction

between Top1 and MT1, and the dual equivalence between Top1/2 and SMT1/2 restricts to a dual

equivalence between Top1 and SMT1.

We next compare our T1-separation to subfitness in pointfree topology. We recall (see, e.g., [19,
p. 73]) that a frame L is subfit if for all a, b ∈ L we have

a � b =⇒ ∃c ∈ L : a ∨ c = 1 6= b ∨ c.

Proposition 6.14. If M ∈MT1, then O(M) is subfit.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ O(M) with a � b. Since M is a T1-algebra, ¬a =
∧

S for some S ⊆ O(M). If
b ∨ c = 1 for all c ∈ S, then ¬a ∨ b = (

∧

S) ∨ b =
∧

{c ∨ b | c ∈ S} = 1, so a ≤ b, a contradiction.
Therefore, there is c ∈ S such that b ∨ c 6= 1. On the other hand, a ∨ c ≥ a ∨ ¬a = 1. Thus, O(M)
is subfit. �

The following example shows that O(M) being subfit does not imply that M is a T1-algebra.

Example 6.15. Let Y = (N, τ), where τ is the cofinite topology (see Example 4.4), and let X be
the soberification of Y . Then X = (N ∪ {ω}, τω), where τω = {U ∪ {ω} | U ⊆ N is cofinite} ∪ {∅}
(see, e.g., [19, p. 6]). Clearly X is not T1 because {ω} is not closed. Therefore, (P(X), int) /∈MT1.
We show that Ω(X) is subfit. Let U, V ∈ Ω(X) with U * V . Then there is n ∈ U \ V . Let
W = X \ {n}. So W ∈ Ω(X), U ∪W = X , but V ∪W 6= X . Thus, Ω(X) is subfit.

Nevertheless, O(M) being subfit makes every T1/2-algebra M a T1-algebra. This is reminiscent
of the situation in topological spaces (see, e.g., [19, p. 73]).

Theorem 6.16. Let M ∈MT. Then M is T1 iff M is T1/2 and O(M) is subfit.
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Proof. First suppose that M is T1. Then M is T1/2 and it follows from Proposition 6.14 that O(M)
is subfit. Conversely, suppose that M is T1/2 and O(M) is subfit. Let a 6= 0. Since M is T1/2, there

exist b ∈ O(M) and c ∈ C(M) such that 0 6= b ∧ c ≤ a. Therefore, b � ¬c. By subfitness, there is
u ∈ O(M) such that b ∨ u = 1 and ¬c ∨ u 6= 1. Thus, 0 6= ¬u ∧ c ≤ b ∧ c ≤ a and ¬u ∧ c ∈ C(M).
Consequently, M is T1. �

Let Frmsfit be the full subcategory of Frm consisting of subfit frames.

Proposition 6.17. The restriction O : MT1 → Frmsfit is well defined, essentially surjective, and

faithful.

Proof. That the restriction O : MT1 → Frmsfit is well defined follows from Proposition 6.14,
and that it is faithful follows from Theorem 5.8. Finally, to see that it is essentially surjective, let

L ∈ Frmsfit. By the proof of Theorem 4.2, O
(

B(L)
)

= L. By Theorem 6.5, B(L) is a T1/2-algebra,

so B(L) is a T1-algebra by Theorem 6.16. �

Remark 6.18. Example 4.4 shows that the restriction O : MT1 → Frmsfit is not full.

We conclude this section by pointing out that the notion of a fit frame, which is a hereditary
variant of subfitness in pointfree topology, is not comparable to the T1-separation axiom for MT-
algebras. We recall (see, e.g., [19, p. 74]) that a frame L is fit if for every a, b ∈ L with a � b, there
is c ∈ L such that a ∨ c = 1 and c → b � b. A simple example of an MT-algebra M such that
O(M) is fit but M is not a T1-algebra is given by the four-element Boolean algebra with simple �.
An example of a spatial T1-algebra M such that O(M) is not fit is given by M = P(Y ), where Y
is the space considered in Example 6.15 (see [20, p. 31]).

7. Hausdorff and regular MT-algebras

In this section we extend the concepts of Hausdorff and regular spaces to MT-algebras. We show
that if M is a Hausdorff MT-algebra, then O(M) is a Hausdorff frame, but that the converse is not
true in general. On the other hand, we show that a T1-algebra M is regular iff O(M) is a regular
frame. We also generalize the well-known result that every Hausdorff space is sober to MT-algebras
and restrict the dual adjunctions and dual equivalences of the previous section to the setting of
Hausdorff and regular MT-algebras.

To define Hausdorff MT-algebras, we generalize the well-known notions of regular open and
regular closed sets to the setting of MT-algebras.

Definition 7.1. Let M ∈MT. We call b ∈ O(M) regular open if b = �♦b, and c ∈ C(M) regular
closed if c = ♦�c. Let RO(M) and RC(M) be the collections of regular open and regular closed
elements of M , respectively.

It is well known (see, e.g., [8, p. 66]) that the set of regular open (resp. regular closed) subsets of
a topological space forms a complete Boolean algebra. It is straightforward to verify that the same
holds for MT-algebras. We thus have:

Proposition 7.2. If M is an MT-algebra, then RO(M) and RC(M) are complete Boolean algebras.

Moreover, b ∈ RO(M) iff ¬b ∈ RC(M).

Remark 7.3. Like for the complete Boolean algebra of regular open subsets of a topological space,
for S ⊆ RO(M), we have

∨

RO(M) S = �♦(
∨

S),
∧

RO(M) S = �(
∧

S), and the complement of

a ∈ RO(M) is given by �(¬a). The operations on RC(M) are defined similarly.
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Definition 7.4. Let M be an MT-algebra.

(1) An element a ∈ M is approximated from below by RO(M) if a =
∨

{�♦b | ♦b ≤ a}. Let
AO(M) be the collection of such elements of M .

(2) An element a ∈ M is approximated from above by RC(M) if a =
∧

{♦�c | a ≤ �c}. Let
AC(M) be the collection of such elements of M .

Observe that AO(M) ⊆ O(M) and AC(M) ⊆ C(M).

Definition 7.5. We call M ∈MT a Hausdorff algebra or a T2-algebra if AC(M) join-generates M .

Remark 7.6. Equivalently, M is a Hausdorff algebra provided AO(M) meet-generates M .

Since AC(M) ⊆ C(M), we have that every Hausdorff algebra is a T1-algebra. Let MT2 be
the full subcategory of MT1 consisting of Hausdorff algebras. Example 5.6 shows that there are
Hausdorff MT-algebras that are not spatial. Let SMT2 = MT2 ∩ SMT and let Top2 be the full
subcategory of Top1 consisting of Hausdorff spaces.

Lemma 7.7. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top2 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT2.

(2) M ∈MT2 implies at(M) ∈ Top2.

Proof. (1) Observe that X is a Hausdorff space iff {x} =
⋂

{U | x ∈ U ∈ Ω(X)} for each x ∈
X . Since

{

U | x ∈ U ∈ Ω(X)
}

=
{

intA | x ∈ intA,A ∈ P(X)
}

, we obtain that X ∈ Top2 iff
(P(X), int) ∈MT2.

(2) Let x, y ∈ at(M) with x 6= y. Since M is a Hausdorff algebra, x =
∧

{♦�c | x ≤ �c}.
Because y 6≤ x, there is c ∈ M such that x ≤ �c and y 6≤ ♦�c. Let a = �c and b = ¬♦�c. Then
a, b ∈ O(M), a ∧ b = 0, x ≤ a, and y ≤ b. Therefore, η(a), η(b) are disjoint open subsets of at(M),
x ∈ η(a), and y ∈ η(b). Thus, at(M) is a Hausdorff space. �

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.13 and Lemma 7.7, we obtain:

Theorem 7.8. The dual adjunction between Top1 and MT1 restricts to a dual adjunction between

Top2 and MT2, and the dual equivalence between Top1 and SMT1 restricts to a dual equivalence

between Top2 and SMT2.

As in topological spaces (see, e.g., [20, p. 15]), we have that every Hausdorff MT-algebra is sober.

Proposition 7.9. If M ∈MT2, then M ∈MTSob.

Proof. It suffices to show that if c 6= 0 is a closed element that is not an atom, then c is not
join-irreducible. Write c = a ∨ b with 0 < a, b < c and a ∧ b = 0. Since M ∈ MT2, there is a
nonzero element in AC(M) under a. Without loss of generality we may assume that a ∈ AC(M),
so a =

∧

{♦�d | a ≤ �d}. Therefore, there is d such that a ≤ �d and b 6≤ ♦�d (otherwise b ≤ a).
Let m = ¬�d and n = ♦�d. Both m and n are closed, and m∨n = ¬�d∨♦�d = 1, so c ≤ m∨n.
However, c 6≤ m because a ≤ �d, and c 6≤ n because b 6≤ ♦�d. Thus, c is not join-irreducible. �

We next relate T2-algebras to Hausdorff frames. We recall (see, e.g., [19, p. 330]) that each
element a of a frame L has the pseudocomplement a∗ =

∨

{b ∈ L | b ∧ a = 0}. If L = O(M) for
some MT-algebra M , then a∗ = �¬a (see, e.g., [7, p. 18]).

Definition 7.10. [20, p. 43] A frame L is Hausdorff if for all a ∈ L \ {1} we have

a =
∨

{u ∈ L | u ≤ a and u∗ � a}.
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Proposition 7.11. If M ∈MT2, then O(M) is a Hausdorff frame.

Proof. Let a ∈ O(M) with a 6= 1. Since M ∈ MT2, there is u ∈ AO(M) such that a ≤ u 6= 1.
Therefore, u =

∨

{�♦v | ♦v ≤ u}, and so a =
∨

{a ∧ �♦v | ♦v ≤ u}. Let b = a ∧ �♦v. Then b ∈
O(M) and b ≤ a. Suppose that �¬b ≤ a. Then ¬a ≤ ♦b ≤ ♦v ≤ u, a contradiction since a,¬a ≤ u
implies that u = 1. Thus, �¬b � a. Consequently, a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ≤ a and �¬b � a}, and
hence O(M) is a Hausdorff frame. �

Remark 7.12. The converse of Proposition 7.11 is not true. Indeed, it follows from [20, p. 46] that
a Hausdorff frame is not necessarily subfit. Thus, if O(M) is such, then M can’t be a T2-algebra
by Proposition 6.14.

Let HFrm be the full subcategory of Frm consisting of Hausdorff frames, and Frmsfit the full
subcategory of HFrm consisting of subfit Hausdorff frames.

Proposition 7.13. The restriction O : MT2 → HFrmsfit is well defined and faithful.

Proof. That the restriction O : MT2 → HFrmsfit is well defined follows from Propositions 6.14
and 7.11, and that it is faithful from Theorem 5.8. �

We don’t know whether the restriction of O to MT2 is essentially surjective or full. However,
the situation improves in the spatial case, as we next see.

Lemma 7.14. Every spatial Hausdorff frame is subfit.

Proof. Let L be a spatial Hausdorff frame. Then L ∼= Ω(pt(L)), and so Ω(pt(L)) is a Hausdorff
frame. Since pt(L) is sober and hence a T0-space, it follows from [20, p. 43] that pt(L) is a Hausdorff
space. But then Ω(pt(L)) is subfit (see, e.g., [20, p. 24]). Thus, L is subfit. �

Let SHFrm be the full subcategory of HFrm consisting of spatial Hausdorff frames. By
Lemma 7.14, SHFrm is a full subcategory of HFrmsfit.

Theorem 7.15. The restriction O : SMT2 → SHFrm is an equivalence.

Proof. By Theorem 5.18, the restriction O : SMTsob → SFrm is an equivalence. Further restric-
tion of O to Hausdorff MT-algebras is well defined by Proposition 7.13. Let L ∈ SHFrm. Since
L is spatial, L ∼= Ω(pt(L)). Letting M be the powerset of pt(L), we have that M is a spatial
MT-algebra and O(M) = Ω(pt(L)) is isomorphic to L. Moreover, since pt(L) is a T0-space and
Ω(pt(L)) is a Hausdorff frame, pt(L) is a Hausdorff space by [20, p. 43]. Therefore, M is a Hausdorff
MT-algebra by Lemma 7.7(1), and hence the restriction of O is essentially surjective. Finally, since
every Hausdorff MT-algebra is sober (see Proposition 7.9), we obtain that the restriction of O is an
equivalence between SMT2 and SHFrm. �

We now turn our attention to regular MT-algebras. We start by recalling the definition of a
regular frame (see, e.g., [19, p. 89]). For a frame L and a, b ∈ L, we recall that b is rather below or
well inside a, written b ≺ a, provided b∗ ∨ a = 1. Then L is regular if ≺ is approximating, meaning
that a =

∨

{b ∈ L | b ≺ a} for each a ∈ L. If L is the frame of opens of a topological space X , then
U ≺ V iff U ⊆ V . This has an obvious generalization to the MT-algebra (P(X), int), which further
generalizes to an arbitrary MT-algebra.

Definition 7.16. Let M be an MT-algebra. For a, b ∈M define a⊳ b provided ♦a ≤ �b.

Lemma 7.17. Let M be an MT-algebra. If a, b ∈ O(M), then a⊳ b ⇐⇒ a ≺ b.
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Proof. For a, b ∈ O(M), we have

a⊳ b ⇐⇒ ♦a ≤ b ⇐⇒ �¬a ∨ b = 1 ⇐⇒ a∗ ∨ b = 1 ⇐⇒ a ≺ b. �

The proof of the following lemma is straightforward and we skip the details.

Lemma 7.18. Let M be an MT-algebra.

(1) a⊳ b =⇒ a ≤ b.
(2) 0⊳ a⊳ 1.
(3) x ≤ a⊳ b ≤ y =⇒ x⊳ y.
(4) a⊳ b ⇐⇒ ¬b ⊳ ¬a.
(5) ai ⊳ bi for i = 1, 2 =⇒ (a1 ∨ a2)⊳ (b1 ∨ b2) and (a1 ∧ a2)⊳ (b1 ∧ b2).

Definition 7.19. We call M ∈MT a regular algebra or a T3-algebra if M is a T1-algebra and for
all a ∈ O(M) we have a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b⊳ a}.

Remark 7.20. Equivalently, a T1-algebra M is a regular MT-algebra provided for all c ∈ C(M)
we have c =

∧

{d ∈ C(M) | c⊳ d}.

Lemma 7.21. If M is a regular MT-algebra, then AO(M) = O(M) and AC(M) = C(M).

Proof. Clearly AO(M) ⊆ O(M). For the reverse inclusion, let a ∈ O(M). Since M is a regular
algebra, a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ⊳ a}. Observe that b ⊳ a implies that b ≤ �♦b ⊳ a. Therefore,
a =

∨

{�♦b | ♦b ≤ a}, and hence a ∈ AO(M). Thus, AO(M) = O(M). The proof that AC(M) =
C(M) is similar. �

Proposition 7.22. If M is a regular MT-algebra, then M is a Hausdorff MT-algebra.

Proof. Since M is a T1-algebra, C(M) join-generates M . By Lemma 7.21, C(M) = AC(M).
Therefore, AC(M) join-generates M , and hence M is a Hausdorff algebra. �

Let MT3 be the full subcategory of MT2 consisting of regular MT-algebras. Example 5.6 shows
that there are regular MT-algebras that are not spatial. Let SMT3 = MT3 ∩ SMT and let Top3

be the full subcategory of Top2 consisting of regular spaces.

Lemma 7.23. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top3 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT3.

(2) M ∈MT3 implies at(M) ∈ Top3.

Proof. (1) Observe that X is a regular space iff X is a T1-space and for every U ∈ Ω(X) and
x ∈ U there is V ∈ Ω(X) such that x ∈ V ⊆ V ⊆ U . The latter condition is equivalent to
U =

⋃

{V ∈ Ω(X) | V ⊳ U} for each U ∈ Ω(X). Thus, by Lemma 6.11(1), X ∈ Top3 iff
(P(X), int) ∈MT3.

(2) Since M ∈MT1, we have at(M) ∈ Top1 by Lemma 6.11(2). Let a ∈ O(M) and x ∈ η(a).
Then x ≤ a. Since M ∈ MT3, we have a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ⊳ a}. Therefore, x ≤ b for some

b ∈ O(M) such that ♦b ≤ a. Thus, by Remark 3.13, x ∈ η(b) ⊆ η(b) ⊆ η(♦b) ⊆ η(a). Consequently,
at(M) ∈ Top3. �

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 7.8 and Lemma 7.23, we obtain:

Theorem 7.24. The dual adjunction between Top2 and MT2 restricts to a dual adjunction between

Top3 and MT3, and the dual equivalence between Top2 and SMT2 restricts to a dual equivalence

between Top3 and SMT3.
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Let RegFrm be the full subcategory of Frm consisting of regular frames. Since each regular
frame is Hausdorff (see, e.g., [20, p. 91]), RegFrm is a full subcategory of HFrm.

Proposition 7.25. The restriction O : MT3 → RegFrm is well defined, essentially surjective,

and faithful.

Proof. That the restriction O : MT3 → RegFrm is well defined follows from Lemma 7.17, and
that it is faithful follows from Theorem 5.8. To see that it is essentially surjective, let L ∈ RegFrm.

By the proof of Theorem 4.2, O
(

B(L)
)

= L. Since L is a regular frame, using Lemma 7.17 again,

a =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b⊳ a} for every a ∈ O
(

B(L)
)

. It remains to see that B(L) is a T1-algebra. By

Theorem 6.5, B(L) is a T1/2-algebra. Let a ∈ B(L). Then a =
∨

S for some set S of locally closed

elements of B(L). Let s ∈ S. Then s = u ∧ ¬v for some u, v ∈ O
(

B(L)
)

. Therefore,

u =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | ♦b ≤ u} =
∨

{♦b | b ∈ O(M),♦b ≤ u}.

Thus, s =
∨

{♦b ∧ ¬v | b, v ∈ O(M),♦b ≤ u}. Consequently, every element of S is a join of closed

elements, so a is a join of closed elements, and hence B(L) is a T1-algebra. �

While it remains open whether O : MT3 → RegFrm is full, we conclude this section by
showing that it is indeed an equivalence when restricted to the corresponding spatial categories.
Let SRegFrm be the full subcategory of RegFrm consisting of spatial regular frames.

Theorem 7.26. The restriction O : SMT3 → SRegFrm is an equivalence.

Proof. By Theorem 7.15, O : SMT2 → SHFrm is an equivalence. Now apply Proposition 7.25. �

8. Completely regular and normal MT-algebras

In this final section, we extend the concepts of completely regular and normal spaces to MT-
algebras. We show that a T1-algebraM is completely regular (resp. normal) iff O(M) is a completely
regular (resp. normal) frame. We also develop a version of Urysohn’s lemma for MT-algebras to
show that every normal MT-algebra is completely regular, and restrict the dual adjunctions and dual
equivalences of the previous section to the setting of completely regular and normal MT-algebras.

We start by recalling the definition of a completely regular frame (see, e.g., [19, p. 91]). Let L
be a frame and a, b ∈ L. Then b is completely below a, written b ≺≺ a, provided there is a family
{cp | p ∈ [0, 1] ∩ Q} ⊆ L such that b ≤ c0, c1 ≤ a, and p < q ⇒ cp ≺ cq. We call L completely

regular if ≺≺ is approximating, meaning that a =
∨

{b ∈ L | b ≺≺ a} for each a ∈ L. Clearly ≺≺
is a subrelation of ≺, and hence every completely regular frame is regular.

We generalize the notion of a completely regular frame to MT-algebras.

Definition 8.1. Let M ∈MT. For a, b ∈ M define b ⊳⊳ a provided there is a family {cp} ⊆ M ,
where p ∈ [0, 1] ∩Q, such that b ≤ c0, c1 ≤ a, and p < q implies cp ⊳ cq.

Remark 8.2. Clearly ⊳⊳ is a subrelation of ⊳. Moreover, we can always choose the cp to be either
open or closed.

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.18, we obtain:

Lemma 8.3. Let M be an MT-algebra.

(1) a ⊳⊳ b =⇒ a ≤ b.
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(2) 0 ⊳⊳ a ⊳⊳ 1.
(3) x ≤ a ⊳⊳ b ≤ y =⇒ x ⊳⊳ y.
(4) a ⊳⊳ b ⇐⇒ ¬b ⊳⊳ ¬a.
(5) ai ⊳⊳ bi for i = 1, 2 =⇒ (a1 ∨ a2) ⊳⊳ (b1 ∨ b2) and (a1 ∧ a2) ⊳⊳ (b1 ∧ b2).

Definition 8.4. We call an MT-algebra M a completely regular algebra or a T3 1
2
-algebra if M is a

T1-algebra and for all a ∈ O(M) we have a =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ⊳⊳ a}.

Remark 8.5. Equivalently, a T1-algebra M is a completely regular algebra provided for all c ∈
C(M) we have c =

∧

{d ∈ C(M) | c ⊳⊳ d}.

Lemma 8.6. Let M be an MT-algebra.

(1) If a ∈ O(M) and b ⊳⊳ a, then �♦b ⊳⊳ a.
(2) a =

∨

{b ∈ RO(M) | b ⊳⊳ a} for each a ∈ O(M).
(3) c =

∧

{d ∈ RC(M) | c ⊳⊳ d} for each c ∈ C(M).

Proof. (1) By Remark 8.2, there is a family {cp ∈ C(M) | p ∈ [0, 1] ∩Q} such that b ≤ c0, c1 ≤ a,
and p < q implies cp ⊳ cq. Therefore, �♦b ≤ �c0,�c1 ≤ a, and p < q ⇒ ♦�cp ≤ cp ≤ �cq. Thus,
the family {�cp ∈ O(M) | p ∈ [0, 1] ∩Q} witnesses that �♦b ⊳⊳ a.

(2) follows from (1) and (3) follows from (2). �

As an immediate consequence of Lemmas 7.17 and 8.6, we obtain:

Theorem 8.7. A T1-algebra M is completely regular iff O(M) is a completely regular frame.

Also, as an immediate consequence of Remark 8.2, we get:

Lemma 8.8. If M is a completely regular MT-algebra, then M is a regular MT-algebra.

Let MT3 1
2
be the full subcategory of MT3 consisting of completely regular MT-algebras. Ex-

ample 5.6 shows that there are completely regular MT-algebras that are not spatial. We let
SMT3 1

2
= MT3 1

2
∩ SMT and Top3 1

2
be the full subcategory of Top3 consisting of completely

regular spaces.

Lemma 8.9. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT.

(1) X ∈ Top3 1
2
iff (P(X), int) ∈MT3 1

2
.

(2) M ∈MT3 1
2
implies at(M) ∈ Top3 1

2
.

Proof. (1) X is a T3 1
2
-space iffX is a T1-space and U =

⋃

{V ∈ Ω(X) | V ≺≺ U} for each U ∈ O(X)

(see, e.g., [19, p. 91]). By Theorem 8.7, X ∈ Top3 1
2
iff (P(X), int) ∈MT3 1

2
.

(2) By Lemma 6.11(2), at(M) ∈ Top1. Let a ∈ O(M) and x ∈ η(a). Then x ≤ a. Since
M is completely regular, a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ⊳⊳ a}. Therefore, x ≤ b for some b ∈ O(M)
with b ⊳⊳ a. The latter implies that there are cr ∈ O(M) such that b ≤ c0, c1 ≤ a, and
p < q implies cp ⊳ cq, so ♦cp ≤ �cq. Thus, η(b) ⊆ η(c0), η(c1) ⊆ η(a), and by Remark 3.13,

η(cp) ⊆ η(♦cp) ⊆ η(�cq) ⊆ int(η(cq)) for p < q. Consequently, x ∈ η(b) and η(b) ≺≺ η(a), yielding
that η(a) =

⋃

{η(b) ∈ Ω(at(M)) | η(b) ≺≺ η(a)}. Hence, at(M) ∈ Top3 1
2
. �

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 7.24 and Lemma 8.9, we obtain:

Theorem 8.10. The dual adjunction between Top3 and MT3 restricts to a dual adjunction between

Top3 1
2
and MT3 1

2
, and the dual equivalence between Top3 and SMT3 restricts to a dual equivalence

between Top3 1
2
and SMT3 1

2
.



MCKINSEY-TARSKI ALGEBRAS: AN ALTERNATIVE POINTFREE APPROACH TO TOPOLOGY 24

Let CRegFrm be the full subcategory of RegFrm consisting of completely regular frames.

Proposition 8.11. The restriction O : MT3 1
2
→ CRegFrm is well defined, essentially surjective,

and faithful.

Proof. That O : MT3 1
2
→ CRegFrm is well defined follows from Theorem 8.7 and that it is

faithful from Theorem 5.8. To see that O is essentially surjective, let L ∈ CRegFrm. By the

proof of Theorem 4.2, O
(

B(L)
)

= L. Since O
(

B(L)
)

is a completely regular frame, it is a regular

frame, so B(L) is a T1-algebra by the proof of Proposition 7.25. Applying Theorem 8.7 again yields

that B(L) is a completely regular MT-algebra, completing the proof. �

It is unclear whether O : MT3 1
2
→ CRegFrm is full. Let SCRegFrm be the full subcategory

of CRegFrm consisting of spatial frames. By Theorem 7.26 and Proposition 8.11, we have:

Theorem 8.12. The restriction O : SMT3 1
2
→ SCRegFrm is an equivalence.

Finally, we turn our attention to normal MT-algebras. For this we recall (see, e.g., [19, p. 91])
that a frame L is normal if for all a, b ∈ L with a ∨ b = 1 there are u, v ∈ L such that u ∧ v = 0
and a ∨ v = 1 = b ∨ u. If L is the frame of opens of a T1-space X , then L is normal iff X is a
normal space (see, e.g., [20, p. 138]). This has an obvious generalization to (P(X), int), which we
will further generalize to arbitrary MT-algebras.

Definition 8.13. Let M ∈MT. We call M a normal algebra or a T4-algebra if M is a T1-algebra
and for c, d ∈ C(M), from c ∧ d = 0 it follows that there exist a, b ∈ O(M) such that a ∧ b = 0,
c ≤ a, and d ≤ b.

Remark 8.14. Equivalently, a T1-algebra M is a normal MT-algebra provided for all a, b ∈ O(M)
with a ∨ b = 1 there exist c, d ∈ C(M) such that c ∨ d = 1, c ≤ a, and d ≤ b.

As an immediate consequence, we obtain:

Theorem 8.15. A T1-algebra M is normal iff O(M) is normal.

The well-known characterization of normal spaces (see, e.g., [6, p. 40]) readily generalizes to
MT-algebras:

Lemma 8.16. Let M be a T1-algebra. Then M is a normal algebra iff for all a ∈ O(M) and

c ∈ C(M), from c ≤ a it follows that there exist b ∈ O(M) and d ∈ C(M) such that c ≤ b ≤ d ≤ a.

Theorem 8.17. Every normal MT-algebra is regular.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that a =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b ⊳ a} for each a ∈ O(M). Since a ∈ O(M),
we have ¬a ∈ C(M). Because M is a T1-algebra, ¬a =

∧

{u ∈ O(M) | ¬a ≤ u}. Since M is a
normal algebra, Lemma 8.16 implies that for each such u there exist v ∈ O(M) and d ∈ C(M) such
that ¬a ≤ v ≤ d ≤ u. Therefore, ¬u ≤ ¬d ≤ ¬v ≤ a. Letting ¬d = b, we obtain that b ∈ O(M)
and b ⊳ a. Thus,

a =
∨

{¬u | u ∈ O(M),¬u ≤ b⊳ a} =
∨

{b ∈ O(M) | b⊳ a},

as required. �

Let MT4 be the full subcategory of MT3 consisting of normal MT-algebras. Example 5.6 shows
that there are normal MT-algebras that are not spatial. Let SMT4 = MT4 ∩ SMT and let Top4

be the full subcategory of Top3 consisting of normal spaces.
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Lemma 8.18. Let X ∈ Top and M ∈MT. Then X ∈ Top4 iff (P(X), int) ∈MT4.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.11(1) and the definition of normality in MT-algebras and topo-
logical spaces. �

Since normality is not a hereditary property, and hence a relativization of a normal MT-algebra
may not be normal, unlike other separation axioms, it is unclear whether M ∈MT4 implies that
at(M) ∈ Top4. Therefore, it is unclear whether the dual adjunction of Theorem 7.24 restricts to
MT4 and Top4. Nevertheless, Lemma 8.18 yields that the dual equivalence of Theorem 7.24 does
restrict to SMT4 and Top4:

Theorem 8.19. The dual equivalence between Top3 and SMT3 restricts to a dual equivalence

between Top4 and SMT4.

It is a consequence of the celebrated Urysohn lemma that every normal space is completely
regular. To generalize this result to MT-algebras, we require a version of Urysohn’s lemma for MT-
algebras, which is our next goal. We start with the following lemma, which generalizes a similar
result for spaces (see, e.g., [17, Thms. 2.11, 3.9(vi)]).

Lemma 8.20. Let M be a normal MT-algebra. If a, b ∈ M with a ⊳ b, then there is u ∈ O(M)
such that a⊳ u⊳ b.

Proof. Since a ⊳ b, we have ♦a ≤ �b. Because M is a normal algebra, by Lemma 8.16 there are
u ∈ O(M) and c ∈ C(M) such that ♦a ≤ u ≤ c ≤ �b . Thus, a⊳ u and u⊳ b. �

We are ready to prove a version of Urysohn’s lemma for MT-algebras. The proof is a direct
adaptation of the proof of the first part of Urysohn’s lemma (see, e.g., [6, p. 41]).

Lemma 8.21 (Urysohn’s lemma for MT-algebras). Let M be a normal MT-algebra, a ∈ O(M),
c ∈ C(M), and c ≤ a. Then there is a family U = {up ∈ O(M) | p ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1]} such that

(1) c ≤ u0 and u1 ≤ a.
(2) p < q implies up ⊳ uq for all p, q ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1].

Proof. Since Q ∩ (0, 1) is countable, let {pn | n ∈ N} be an enumeration of Q ∩ (0, 1) such that
p0 = 0 and p1 = 1. We prove by induction that for each n ≥ 1 there is Un = {up0

, . . . , upn
} such

that

(i) c ≤ u0 and u1 = a;
(ii) For all i, j ∈ N with i, j ≤ n we have pi < pj =⇒ ui ⊳ uj .

Let n = 1. Observe that c = ♦c ≤ �a = a, so c⊳ a. By Lemma 8.20, there is u0 ∈ O(M) with
c⊳ u0 ⊳ a. Letting u1 = a, we have that U1 = {u0, u1} satisfies (i) and (ii).

Now suppose (i) and (ii) hold for Un = {up0
, . . . , upn

}. To simplify notation, we let P =
{p0, p1, . . . , pn} and r = pn+1. We also let p be an immediate predecessor and q and immediate
successor of r in P . By the inductive hypothesis, up ⊳ uq . By Lemma 8.20, there is upn+1

∈ O(M)
with up ⊳ upn+1

⊳ uq. Thus, Un+1 := Un ∪ {upn+1
} satisfies (i) and (ii).

Finally, letting U =
⋃

n∈N
Un yields the desired U . �

Lemma 8.22. Let M ∈MT4 and a, b ∈M . Then a ⊳⊳ b iff a ⊳ b.

Proof. Since ⊳⊳ is a subrelation of ⊳, we have that a ⊳⊳ b implies a ⊳ b. Conversely, suppose
that a ⊳ b. Then ♦a ≤ �b. By Lemma 8.21, there is a family of up ∈ O(M), with p ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1],
such that ♦a ≤ u0, u1 ≤ �b, and p < q implies up ⊳ uq. Therefore, a ⊳⊳ b. �
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Theorem 8.23. If M is a normal MT-algebra, then M is completely regular.

Proof. Let M be a normal MT-algebra. Then ⊳ coincides with ⊳⊳ by Lemma 8.22. Therefore, the
result follows from Theorem 8.17. �

Let NormFrm be the full subcategory of Frmsfit consisting of normal frames. Then NormFrm

is a full subcategory of CRegFrm (see, e.g., [19, p. 92]).

Proposition 8.24. The restriction O : MT4 → NormFrm is well defined, essentially surjective,

and faithful.

Proof. Let M ∈ MT4. By Theorem 8.15, O(M) is a normal frame. Since M is a T1-algebra,
O(M) is also subfit by Proposition 6.14. Therefore, the restriction O : MT4 → NormFrm is well
defined. It is faithful by Theorem 5.8 since T4-algebras are T0-algebras. To see that O is essentially

surjective, let L ∈ NormFrm. By the proof of Theorem 4.2, O
(

B(L)
)

= L. By Theorem 6.5,

B(L) is a T1/2-algebra, so B(L) is a T1-algebra by Theorem 6.16. Thus, B(L) is a normal algebra
by Theorem 8.15, completing the proof. �

We don’t know whether O : MT4 → NormFrm is full. However, if SNormFrm denotes the
full subcategory of NormFrm consisting of spatial frames, we have:

Theorem 8.25. The restriction O : SMT4 → SNormFrm is an equivalence.

Proof. Apply Theorem 8.12 and Proposition 8.24. �

In the diagram below we summarize the adjunctions, equivalences, and dual equivalences ob-
tained in this paper. The notation →֒ stands for being a reflective subcategory, with being the
corresponding left adjoint. We also use←→ for dual equivalence and ≤ for being a full subcategory.

MT SMT Top

SFrm Frm MT0 SMT0 Top0

MT1/2 SMT1/2 Top1/2

SFrmsfit Frmsfit MT1 SMT1 Top1

SHFrm HFrmsfit MT2 SMT2 Top2

SRegFrm RegFrm MT3 SMT3 Top3

SCRegFrm CRegFrm MT3 1
2

SMT3 1
2

Top3 1
2

SNormFrm NormFrm MT4 SMT4 Top4

≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ ≤
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We didn’t include MTSob in the diagram above since it is not comparable with MT1/2 and
MT1, but we have the following version of the diagram that includes MTSob.

MT0 SMT0 Top0

SFrm Frm MTSob SMTSob Sob

SHFrm HFrmsfit MT2 SMT2 Top2

≤ ≤ ≤

≤ ≤ ≤ ≤ ≤

The table below summarizes various separation axioms for MT-algebras studied in the paper.

MT-Algebras Condition

T0 WLC(M) join-generates M (Def. 5.2).
T1/2 LC(M) join-generates M (Def. 6.1).
T1 C(M) join-generates M (Def. 6.9).
T2 AC(M) join-generates M (Def. 7.5).
T3 T1 + a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | u⊳ a} for all a ∈ O(M) (Def. 7.19).
T3 1

2
T1 + a =

∨

{b ∈ O(M) | u ⊳⊳ a} for all a ∈ O(M) (Def. 8.4).

T4 T1 + ∀c, d ∈ C(M), c ∧ d = 0 =⇒
∃a, b ∈ O(M) : a ∧ b = 0 and c ≤ a, d ≤ b (Def. 8.13).

9. Conclusions

In this paper we introduced MT-algebras as an alternative pointfree approach to topology. One
advantage of MT-algebras is that the entire Top is (contravariantly) embedded into MT, while
only Sob is (contravariantly) embedded into Frm. We showed that the functor O : MT→ Frm is
essentially surjective, and that it becomes full or faithful on several subcategories of MT.

We also initiated a detailed study of separation axioms for MT-algebras that generalize the classic
separation axioms in topology. They all are characterized by identifying appropriate subsets of an
MT-algebra M that join-generate M . We showed that the restriction O : MT0 → Top0 is faithful
and studied when the corresponding spaces of M and O(M) are homeomorphic, yielding that the
restriction O : SMTSob → SFrm is an equivalence.

We showed that an MT-algebra M is a T1/2-algebra iff M is isomorphic to B(O(M)) and proved
that a sober T1/2-algebra M is spatial iff O(M) is a spatial frame. In addition, we proved that
an MT-algebra M is T1 iff M is T1/2 and O(M) is a subfit frame. Nevertheless, the restriction
O : MT1 → Frmsfit is not full.

Restricting to Hausdorff MT-algebras, we have that O : MT2 → HFrmsfit is essentially surjec-
tive and faithful, and further restriction to the corresponding spatial categories yields an equivalence
because Hausdorff MT-algebras are sober. This remains true for regular and completely regular MT-
algebras, but care is needed when restricting to normal MT-algebras because the relativization of a
normal MT-algebra may no longer be normal. However, the restriction O : SMT4 → SNormFrm

remains an equivalence. In addition, we do have an analogue of Urysohn’s lemma for MT-algebras,
which allows us to prove that MT4 is a full subcategory of MT3 1

2
.
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In conclusion, for ease of reference, we gather together several open problems that are scattered
throughout the paper:

(1) By Theorem 6.7, a sober T1/2-algebra M is spatial iff O(M) is a spatial frame. It is open
whether the T1/2 assumption is necessary. In other words, if M is a sober MT-algebra, is
it true that M is spatial iff O(M) is spatial (see Remark 6.8)?

(2) It follows from [20, p. 43] that if M is a spatial T0-algebra, then M is Hausdorff iff O(M) is
a Hausdorff frame. It is open whether the spatiality assumption can be dropped from the
theorem. Related to this, it remains open whether the restriction O : MT2 → HFrmsfit is
essential surjective or full.

(3) By Remark 6.18, the restriction O : MT1 → Frmsfit is not full. However, it remains open
whether the restrictions O : MT3 → RegFrm, O : MT3 1

2
→ CRegFrm, or O : MT4 →

NormFrm are full.
(4) It remains open whether M ∈ MT4 implies that at(M) ∈ Top4. As a result, it remains

open whether the dual adjunction between Top3 and MT3 restricts to a dual adjunction
between Top4 and MT4.
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2012.
[20] J. Picado and A. Pultr. Separation in point-free topology. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, [2021] ©2021.
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