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Abstract

In a recent paper, Krawczyk [9] proved that there are continuum many

axiomatic extensions of global consequence associated with the modal

system E that do not admit the local deduction detachment theorem. In

algebraic parlance, he showed that there are continuum many varieties of

modal algebras lacking the congruence extension property. In this paper,

we extend Krawczyk’s results and construct a continuum of varieties of

modal algebras that do not have the congruence extension property, but

that do admit other, logically relevant properties, such as monotonicity,

extensiveness, idempotency, normality, etc. This gives a continuum of

axiomatic extensions of the corresponding modal systems not having the

local deduction detachment theorem.

Keywords: Modal algebras, Congruential modal logics, Congruence ex-

tension property, Local deduction detachment theorem.

Subject classification: Primary 03B45, 03G25; Secondary 03G27.

1 overview

The standard propositional modal language is given by a countably infinite set

of propositional letters P and the usual logical connectives ∧, ¬, ⊥, and ♦.

Other connectives such as ⊤, �, →, ∨, etc. are taken as defined in the familiar

ways. Let S be a modal system, i.e. a set of proof rules and axiom schemes.

∗Jagiellonian University
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For a formula ψ and a set of formulas Γ we write Γ ⊢S ψ and say that ψ can

be derived from Γ, if there is a Hilbert-style derivation of ψ that uses only the

formulas of Γ, and the axioms and the proof rules of S. The modal system E

has any axiomatization of propositional calculus as its axiom schemes, and has

the modus ponens (MP) and the congruentiality rule (RE) as its proof rules.1

(RE)
ϕ↔ ψ

�ϕ↔ �ψ
(MP )

ϕ, ϕ→ ψ

ψ

The set of ⊢E-derivable formulas E is referred to as the smallest classical modal

logic or congruential modal logic, i.e. this is the smallest set of modal formulas

closed under instances of propositional tautologies and the rules (RE) and (MP),

cf. [12].

The consequence relation ⊢S (resp. the system S) is an axiomatic extension

of ⊢E (resp. the system E), if there is a set of formulas Σ, such that

Γ ⊢S ψ if and only if Γ ∪ Σ ⊢E ψ

for any set Γ∪ {ψ} of formulas. This means that ⊢S can be obtained by adding

new axioms Σ to the system E. By a Boolean frame (Bf, for short) we under-

stand a structure A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉, where 〈A,⊓,−, 0〉 is a Boolean algebra,2

and f : A → A is an arbitrary unary function.3 The class Bf is an equational

class (variety) defined by the Boolean equations. The congruentiality rule writ-

ten in the quasi-equational form x = y → f(x) = f(y) holds in any Boolean

frame. It is known that ⊢E is algebraizable in the Blok–Pigozzi [1] sense by

the class Bf. This means the following. Consider the propositional letters as

algebraic variables, and define the translation ι between modal formulas and

algebraic terms inductively by letting ι(p) = p for p ∈ P , and

ι(⊥) = 0, ι(ϕ ∧ ψ) = ι(ϕ) ⊓ ι(ψ), ι(¬ϕ) = −ι(ϕ), ι(♦ϕ) = f(ι(ϕ)).

1Sometimes axioms are given using propositional variables and a rule of substitution is
given that permits to substitute any formula for them. From now on we shall instead regard
axioms as schematic, so that substitution is superfluous and indeed admissible.

2We make use of other standard Boolean operations such as ⊔, →, 1. These are defined in
the usual way.

3In parts of the literature a modal algebra is a Boolean algebra with an extra operator ♦

that is normal and additive (that is, ♦ 0 = 0 and ♦(a ∨ b) = ♦ a ∨ ♦ b; or, using the dual
operator � we can write � 1 = 1 and �(a ∧ b) = � a ∧ � b; see e.g. [11, Def. 10.1]). In some
other parts of the literature, e.g. in [9], a modal algebra is just a Boolean algebra with an
arbitrary extra unary function. To resolve this conflict we follow [6] and use the expression
Boolean frame to refer to modal algebras in the latter sense.
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Then for any set of formulas Γ ∪ {ψ} we have

Γ ⊢E ψ if and only if Bf �
∧

γ∈Γ

ι(γ) = 1 → ι(ψ) = 1 (1)

In the special case when Γ is empty, we obtain

⊢E ψ ↔ ϕ if and only if Bf � ι(ψ) = ι(ϕ), and (2)

⊢E ψ if and only if Bf � ι(ψ) = 1. (3)

Algebraizability of ⊢E by a variety also ensures that the lattice of axiomatic

extensions of ⊢E is dually isomorphic to the lattice of subvarieties of Bf (see e.g.

[9]).

A consequence relation ⊢ has a local deduction detachment theorem (LDDT)

if for any Σ ∪ {ϕ, ψ} there is a finite set of formulas L(p, q) such that

Σ ∪ {ϕ} ⊢ ψ if and only if Σ ⊢ L(ϕ, ψ).

An algebra A has the congruence extension property (CEP) if for any subalge-

bra B ⊆ A and any congruence Θ ∈ Con(B) there is Ψ ∈ Con(A) such that

Θ = Ψ ∩ (B × B). A class of algebras has CEP if all its members have CEP.

If the consequence relation ⊢ is algebraizable by a variety V, then the local de-

duction theorem for axiomatic extensions of ⊢ corresponds to the congruence

extension property of the subvarieties of V (see Czelakowski [4]). In particular,

an axiomatic extension of ⊢E has a LDDT if and only if the corresponding sub-

variety of Bf has the CEP.

The modal logic K is the smallest set of formulas closed under instances of

propositional tautologies, the axiom scheme (K), and the rules (MP) and (Nec).

(K) �(ϕ→ ψ) → (�ϕ→ �ψ) (Nec)
ϕ

�ϕ

The system K is defined analogously. K is referred to as the smallest normal

modal logic. It can be proved that ⊢E is strictly weaker than ⊢K, and that ⊢K

is an axiomatic extension of ⊢E by adding the following axioms to E:

(M) �(ϕ∧ψ) → (�ϕ∧�ψ) (C) (�ϕ∧�ψ) → �(ϕ∧ψ) (N) �⊤

(See Corollary 2.1 in [12]). Even though K does not have a deduction theorem
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[3], it has a local deduction detachment theorem (Perzanowski, cf. [4]). More-

over, every axiomatic extension of ⊢K has a LDDT, equivalently, every normal

and additive subvariety of Bf has the CEP.4

In a recent paper, Krawczyk [9] proved that there are continuum many ax-

iomatic extensions of ⊢E that do not admit the local deduction detachment

theorem. In algebraic parlance, he showed that there are continuum many sub-

varieties of Bf that lack the congruence extension property (see [9, Theorem

6.11]). These axiomatic extensions of ⊢E are rather ad hoc and lack any of

the properties often considered in the literature, such as transitivity, reflexiv-

ity, normality, etc. Algebraically, the Bf-subvarieties constructed in [9] lack

the properties of being idempotent, monotone, normal, etc. It remained open

whether there are monotonic, normal, etc. axiomatic extensions of ⊢E without

the local deduction detachment theorem. This paper settles this question, im-

proving on the results of [9].

The results of the paper are listed below. All the constructions and proofs are

in section 2. We list here the main axioms and their algebraic equivalents that

we use in the paper.

name axiom algebraic equation name

(N) ♦⊥ ↔ ⊥ f(0) = 0 normal

– ♦⊤ ↔ ⊤ f(1) = 1 unit-preserving

(K) ♦(ϕ ∨ ψ) ↔ (♦ϕ ∨ ♦ψ) f(x ⊔ y) = f(x) ⊔ f(y) additive

(R) ϕ→ ♦ϕ x ≤ f(x) extensive

– ♦ϕ→ φ f(x) ≤ x contractive

(I) ♦♦ϕ↔ ♦ϕ f(f(x)) = f(x) idempotent

(S) ♦¬ϕ↔ ¬♦ϕ f(−x) = − f(x) semi-complemented

(M) (♦ϕ ∨ ♦ψ) → ♦(ϕ ∨ ψ) f(x) ⊔ f(y) ≤ f(x ⊔ y) monotone

(C) ♦(ϕ ∨ ψ) → (♦ϕ ∨ ♦ψ) f(x ⊔ y) ≤ f(x) ⊔ f(y) subadditive

(B) ϕ→ �♦ϕ x ≤ − f(− f(x)) symmetric

Note that the equation corresponding to monotonicity is indeed equivalent to

the quasi-equation x ≤ y ⇒ f(x) ≤ f(y). It is straightforward that (M) and

(C) together are equivalent to additivity (K). The axiom (K) is standardly given

by the formula �(ϕ→ ψ) → (�ϕ→ �ψ). This formulation and the one in the

4This statement is part of the folklore, mentioned by e.g. [8, Proposition 1]. For complete-
ness, we give a short proof of this statement in the Appendix, and in a subsequent proposition,
we also show that normality is not needed for the result.
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table above are ⊢E-provably equivalent, see [12, Lemma 2.8 and Exercise 2.16].

We chose the formulation that is more similar to the corresponding algebraic

form.

The results of the paper

#1. The logic ER extends E by the axiom (R). The consequence relation

⊢ER is algebraized by the variety of extensive Boolean frames. As a warming

up, in subsection 2.1, we give a simple construction and proof for the following

theorem.

Theorem 2.3. There are continuum many extensive subvarieties of Boolean

frames lacking the congruence extension property.

Theorem 2.3 yields:

Corollary 1.1. ⊢ER has continuum many axiomatic extensions that do not

admit the local deduction detachment theorem.

To prove Theorem 2.3, for each subset X ⊆ N we construct a Boolean frame

AX lacking the CEP, in such a way that for X 6= Y the varieties generated by

AX and AY are distinct, shown by equalities. For each X ⊆ N the Boolean

frame AX is based on the powerset Boolean algebra P(N) (cf. Construction

2.1). It follows that for each such X there is a neighborhood frame 〈N, NX〉

such that the logic of AX (and hence the logic of the variety generated by AX)

is the same as the logic of the neighborhood frame 〈N, NX〉.

By turning the algebras AX “upside-down” (Construction 2.4), we get con-

tinuum many contractive varieties of Boolean frames without the congruence

extension property (Theorem 2.5). This corresponds to continuum many ax-

iomatic extensions of E+ (P ) that do not admit the local deduction theorem.

A small modification in Construction 2.1 leads to Construction 2.6 in sub-

section 2.2, and yields Theorem 2.9 that states that there are continuum many

subadditive varieties of Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension prop-

erty. The logic EC extends E by the axiom (C). The consequence relation

⊢EC is algebraized by the variety of subadditive Boolean frames. Theorem 2.9

immediately gives us:

Corollary 1.2. ⊢EC has continuum many axiomatic extensions that do not

admit the local deduction detachment theorem.
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#2. We turn to extensions of E by the axioms (N), (R), (M), and (I). Our

main theorem here is:

Theorem 2.15. For each variety V of normal and unit-preserving Boolean

frames there exists a variety V
∗ of normal and unit-preserving Boolean frames

such that the following properties hold.

• V
∗ lacks the congruence extension property.

• If V 6= U, then V
∗ 6= U

∗.

• The construction V 7→ V
∗ preserves the properties of being (not) exten-

sive, (not) monotone, (not) idempotent.5

Further, it will be clear from the construction that if V is generated by a

finite set of finite algebras, then so is true for V∗. In particular, if V is generated

by a single (finite) algebra, then so is V
∗. Thus, tabularity, finite approxima-

bility of V is inherited to V
∗ (cf. Remark 2.14).

Theorem 2.15 gives the following type of results:

If there are κ varieties of normal, unit-preserving

Boolean frames having property P

⇓

there are κ many such varieties without the CEP,

where P is any combination of the properties of being (not) extensive, (not)

monotone, (not) idempotent.

A normal, extensive, idempotent, and monotone operator is called a closure

operator. The consequence relation ⊢ENMRI is algebraized by the variety of

Boolean frames with a closure operator. By applying Theorem 2.15, we get the

following result.

Corollary 1.3. There are continuum many normal, extensive, idempotent and

monotone varieties of Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension property.

Therefore, there are continuum many axiomatic extensions of ⊢ENMRI that do

not admit a LDDT.

Corollary 1.3 follows from Theorem 2.15 once one can construct continuum

many varieties of Boolean frames with a closure operator. This has essentially

5E.g. if V is monotone but not extensive, then so is V∗. We note that V∗ is never additive.
This is immediate from the construction and also follows from the fact that additive varieties
have the congruence extension property, while V∗ does not have it.
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been done e.g. in Fine [5] disguised as the statement that there exists a contin-

uum of normal modal logics containing the modal logic S4.

We also note that if A = (A, f) is monotone, then A′ = (A,−f) is antitone,

and as the two operations are term-interdefinable, the two algebras have the

same subalgebras and congruences. It follows that there are continuum many

varieties of antitone Boolean frames without the congruence extension property.

#3. ENS is the axiomatic extension of E by adding the axioms (N) and (S).

The corresponding consequence relation ⊢ENS is algebraized by the variety of

normal and semi-complemented Boolean frames. In subsection 2.4 we prove the

theorem below.

Theorem 2.19. There are continuum many normal, unit-preserving and semi-

complemented varieties of Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension

property.

Theorem 2.19 immediately gives the following corollary:

Corollary 1.4. There are continuum many axiomatic extensions of ⊢ENS that

do not admit a LDDT.

We note that there are only countably many normal modal logics that contain

the axiom (S), see [2, Exercise 6.22, p. 185]. It follows that there are only count-

ably many varieties of normal, additive and semi-complemented Boolean frames.

#4. ENBR is the axiomatic extension of E by adding the axioms (N), (B),

and (R). The corresponding consequence relation is algebraized by the variety of

normal, symmetric, and extensive Boolean frames. In subsection 2.5 we prove:

Theorem 2.22. There are continuum many normal, unit-preserving, extensive

and symmetric varieties of Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension

property.

An immediate corollary is:

Corollary 1.5. There are continuum many axiomatic extensions of ⊢ENBR

that do not admit a LDDT.

The construction (·)♭ and the subsequent proofs given in subsection 2.5 are

combinations of the techniques from subsections 2.4 and 2.3. In particular, (·)♭ is

a construction that preserves symmetry and extensiveness. To obtain Theorem

2.22 we make use of the symmetric and extensive wheel frames introduced by

[10] and recalled in subsection 2.4.
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2 constructions and proofs

This section contains the constructions and proofs. Our notation is standard.

2.1 extensive and contractive varieties without the

cep

In this subsection our goal is to prove that there are continuum many extensive,

and continuum many contractive subvarieties of Boolean frames lacking the

congruence extension property (Theorems 2.3 and 2.5).

Construction 2.1. For each X ⊆ N we define the the operation f on the

powerset Boolean algebra P(N) to obtain the Boolean frame AX = 〈P(N), f〉.

Write

E
def
= {2n : n ∈ N}, and 2E

def
= {2n : n ∈ E} . (4)

For S ⊆ N we let

f(S)
def
=



























{0, . . . , n} if S = {0, . . . , n− 1}

N if S = 2E

N if S = −{0, . . . , n} and n ∈ X

S otherwise

(5)

It is straightforward from the definition that AX is extensive, that is, AX � x ≤

f(x).

Theorem 2.2. AX does not have the congruence extension property.

Proof. Let B be the subalgebra of AX generated by E. Elements of B are

all finite or co-finite in N; or finite or co-finite in E. In particular, 2E /∈ B.

Observe that B has a non-trivial congruence ∼ such that E ∼ ∅. In fact, let ∼

be the congruence generated by the filter

F = {X ∈ B : X contains infinitely many odd numbers}. (6)

We claim that ∼ is not a restriction of any congruence of AX . Indeed, let ∼∼ be

an extension of ∼ to a congruence of AX . Then

E ∼ ∅ ⇒ E ∼∼ ∅ ⇒ 2E ∼∼ ∅ ⇒ f(2E) ∼∼ f(∅) (7)

8



As f(2E) = N and f(∅) = {∅} it follows that N ∼∼ {∅}. But {∅} ∼ ∅, therefore

N ∼∼ ∅, and thus ∼∼ is a trivial congruence. �

Theorem 2.3. For X 6= Y ⊆ N we have HSP(AX) 6= HSP(AY ). In particu-

lar, there are continuum many extensive varieties of Boolean frames lacking the

congruence extension property.

Proof. Denoting the bottom and top elements respectively by 0 and 1, it is

straightforward to check that AX � f(− fn(0)) = 1 if and only if n ∈ X . �

Recall that a Boolean frame is contractive if the identity f(x) ≤ x holds. To

construct continuum many contractive subvarieties of Boolean frames lacking

the congruence property one can simply turn “upside down” the construction.

In more detail:

Construction 2.4. For each X ⊆ N we let BX = 〈P(N), h〉, where

h(S)
def
=



























−{0, . . . , n} if S = −{0, . . . , n− 1}

N if S = 2E

∅ if S = {0, . . . , n} and n ∈ X

S otherwise

(8)

Then BX is contractive. That BX does not have the congruence extension

property follows from the same reasoning as in Theorem 2.2. Therefore, we

have:

Theorem 2.5. For X 6= Y ⊆ N we have HSP(BX) 6= HSP(BY ). In partic-

ular, there are continuum many contractive varieties of Boolean frames lacking

the congruence extension property.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that BX � h(−hn(1)) = 0 if and only if

n ∈ X . �

2.2 the subadditive case

A Boolean frame is called subadditive if the identity f(x⊔y) ≤ f(x)⊔f(y) holds.

In this subsection, we construct continuum many subadditive subvarieties of

Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension property (Theorem 2.9). For

n ∈ N let us introduce the notation n = {n}.

9



Construction 2.6. For each X ⊆ N we define the operation g on the powerset

Boolean algebra P(N) to obtain the Boolean frame CX = 〈P(N), g〉. Write

E
def
= {2n : n ∈ N}, and 2E

def
= {2n : n ∈ E} , (9)

O
def
= {2n+ 1 : n ∈ N}, and E∗ def

= {S ∈ [N]ω : |S ∩O| < ℵ0, |E r S| < ℵ0} .

(10)

For S ⊆ N, we let

g(S)
def
=







































{0, . . . , n} if S = {0, . . . , n− 1}

S if S ∈ E∗

−n if S = −n and n ∈ X

S ∪ {max(S) + 1} if S ∈ [N]<ω and S 6= {0, . . . , n− 1} for all n ∈ N

N otherwise

(11)

Proposition 2.7. CX is subadditive for every X ⊆ N.

Proof. Pick x, y ∈ CX . We prove the statement by a careful case selection.

Case 1: Both x, y ∈ [N]<ω. This case is straightforward using the first and

fourth lines of the definition of g.

Case 2: x ∈ [N]ω and y ∈ [N]<ω (or vice versa).

Subcase (a): −(x⊔y) = n such that n ∈ X . Then g(x⊔y) = x⊔y. Since

for every z ∈ P(N) we have z ≤ g(z), we obtain g(x ⊔ y) ≤ g(x) ⊔ g(y).

Subcase (b): −(x ⊔ y) 6= n for all n ∈ X . Since x ⊔ y ∈ [N]ω we have:

(i) either x ⊔ y ∈ E∗,

(ii) or x ⊔ y 6∈ E∗.

For (i) we again have g(x ⊔ y) = x ⊔ y, hence similarly as above we get

g(x ⊔ y) ≤ g(x) ⊔ g(y). For (ii), by assumption we must have x ∈ [N]ω

and x 6∈ E∗. Now assume that x ⊔ y is a co-atom. Hence −(x ⊔ y) = n

for some n 6∈ X . If y = 0, then also −x = n, therefore g(x) = N, since

n 6∈ X , hence g(x ⊔ 0) ≤ g(x) ⊔ g(0). If y 6= 0, then x is not a co-atom,

hence g(x) = N, therefore g(x ⊔ y) ≤ g(x) ⊔ g(y). Finally, if x ⊔ y is not

a co-atom, then x is also not a co-atom, but g(x) = N, since x 6∈ E∗, and

x ∈ [N]ω.

Case 3: Both x, y ∈ [N]ω.

10



Subcase (a): −(x ⊔ y) = n such that n ∈ X . Then g(x ⊔ y) = x ⊔ y,

and at least one, say x 6∈ E∗. But then g(x) = N, as x ∈ [N]ω, hence

g(x ⊔ y) ≤ g(x) ⊔ g(y).

Subcase (b): −(x ⊔ y) 6= n for all n ∈ X . This is done similarly to the

corresponding part of Case 2.

�

Theorem 2.8. CX does not have the congruence extension property.

Proof. Similarly to Theorem 2.2 let A be the subalgebra of CX generated by

E. Observe that A has a non-trivial congruence ∼ such that E ∼ ∅ just as in

(6). Now we can simply repeat the arguments from Theorem 2.2, we skip the

details. �

Theorem 2.9. ForX 6= Y ⊆ N we have HSP(CX) 6= HSP(CY ). In particular,

there are continuum many subadditive varieties of Boolean frames lacking the

congruence extension property.

Proof. Observe that in each CX every n is term definable by:

• 0 = g(∅),

• n+ 1 =
d

m≤n −m ⊓ gn+2(∅).

Hence, CX � g(−n) = −n if and only if n ∈ X . �

2.3 monotone, extensive and idempotent

In this subsection, we prove Theorems 2.13 and 2.15 which are used to construct

normal, extensive, monotone, and idempotent varieties of Boolean frames lack-

ing the congruence extension property.

Construction 2.10. For an arbitrary Boolean frame A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 we

construct the Boolean frame A∗ as follows.

• The universe of A∗ is A∗ def
= A×A.

• The Boolean reduct of A∗ is the direct product BlA×BlA of the Boolean

reduct of A.

11



• The operation f∗ : A×A→ A×A is defined as

f∗(〈a, b〉)
def
=







〈f(a), f(b)〉 if a = 0 or b = 0,

〈1, 1〉 otherwise.
(12)

It is clear that A∗ is a Boolean frame.

Recall that a Boolean frame A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 is normal if f(0) = 0, and

unit-preserving if f(1) = 1.

Lemma 2.11. Let A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 be a normal Boolean frame and suppose

that there are a, b 6= 0 such that f(a) ⊓ f(b) = 0. Then A∗ is simple.

Proof. Take any non-trivial congruence ∼ of A∗. Then there is 〈x, y〉 ∈ A∗

such that 〈x, y〉 6= 〈0, 0〉 but 〈x, y〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉. Without loss of generality we may

assume x 6= 0, and thus 〈x, 0〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉 (because 〈x, 0〉 ≤ 〈x, y〉, and elements

congruent to zero form an ideal). Let a, b ∈ A be as in the statement of the

lemma, and consider the elements 〈x, a〉 and 〈x, b〉. Since 〈x, a〉 ∼ 〈0, a〉 and

〈x, b〉 ∼ 〈0, b〉 we get

〈1, 1〉 = f∗(〈x, a〉) ∼ f∗(〈0, a〉) = 〈0, f(a)〉, (13)

〈1, 1〉 = f∗(〈x, b〉) ∼ f∗(〈0, b〉) = 〈0, f(b)〉. (14)

But then

〈1, 1〉 ⊓ 〈1, 1〉 = f∗(〈x, a〉) ⊓ f∗(〈x, a〉) (15)

∼ f∗(〈0, a〉) ⊓ f∗(〈0, b〉) (16)

= 〈0, f(a)〉 ⊓ 〈0, f(b)〉 (17)

= 〈0, f(a) ⊓ f(b)〉 (18)

= 〈0, 0〉. (19)

Therefore, 〈1, 1〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉, implying that ∼ is a trivial congruence. �

Lemma 2.12. Let A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 be a normal and unit-preserving Boolean

frame and suppose that there are a, b 6= 0 such that f(a) ⊓ f(b) = 0. Then A∗

does not have the congruence extension property.

Proof. By normality and unitarity, the set
{

〈0, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, 〈1, 0〉, 〈1, 1〉
}

is the

universe of a subalgebra B of A∗. This B has two non-trivial congruences as

12



Figure 1: Non-trivial congruences of B.

depicted below (the arrows illustrate the action of the operation f∗, and the

dotted bubbles are the congruence classes). By Lemma 2.11, A∗ is simple,

consequently, the non-trivial congruences of B extend to trivial congruences of

A∗. �

For a term t(~x) and a variable y not occurring in ~x we define the relativized

term ty(~x) by induction as follows.

0y
def
= 0, xy

def
= x ⊓ y, (t1 ⊓ t2)

y def
= ty1 ⊓ t

y
2 , (−t)y

def
= −(ty) ⊓ y, f(t)y

def
= f(ty)

(20)

Similarly, for an identity t1 = t2 we let (t1 = t2)
y def
= ty1 = ty2 .

Observe that in a normal Boolean frame A we have

A � t1 = t2 if and only if A∗ � t
〈1,0〉
1 = t

〈1,0〉
2 , (21)

for any identity t1 = t2 (and similarly with 〈0, 1〉 in place of 〈1, 0〉).

Theorem 2.13. For a variety V of Boolean frames let us write

V
∗ = HSP

{

A∗ : A ∈ V
}

. (22)

Let V and U be different varieties of normal and unit-preserving Boolean

frames. Then V
∗ and U

∗ are different varieties lacking the congruence ex-

tension property.

Proof. Take any A ∈ V. Then A×A ∈ V as well. In A×A there are non-zero

elements a and b such that f(a) ⊓ f(b) = 0: take, for instance, a = 〈1, 0〉 and

b = 〈0, 1〉. By Lemma 2.12, the algebra (A×A)∗ does not have the congruence

13



extension property. Clearly, (A × A)∗ ∈ V
∗, therefore the variety V

∗ lacks the

congruence extension property as well.

Next, take any normal and unit-preserving Boolean frame A and observe that

in A∗ the only elements a such that f∗(a) = a and f∗(−a) = −a are a = 〈0, 0〉,

〈1, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, or 〈1, 1〉. Further, if f∗(a) 6= 〈1, 1〉 and f∗(−a) 6= 〈1, 1〉, then a

must be either 〈1, 0〉 or 〈0, 1〉. It follows that for any identity e, A � ∀~x e(~x) if

and only if

A∗ � ∀~x∀y
(

f(y) = 1 ∨ f(−y) = 1 ∨ (f(y) = y ∧ f(−y) = −y ∧ ey(~x))
)

,

(23)

cf. (21). Note that the formula in (23) (which we will denote by φe(~x, y)) is a

positive universal formula.

As V and U are different varieties, there is an identity e(~x) such that

V � ∀x e(~x) while U 2 ∀x e(~x) , (24)

or the other way around – let us suppose (24). Let B ∈ U be such that

B 2 ∀x e(~x). Using the argument above we obtain

(∀A ∈ V) A∗ � φe(~x, y) while B∗
2 φe(~x, y) . (25)

In congruence distributive varieties, Jónsson’s lemma [7] states that the sub-

directly irreducible members (HSP(K))SI of the variety HSP(K) belong to

HSPU (K). In particular,

(V∗)SI ⊆ HSPU

(

{A∗ : A ∈ V}
)

. (26)

The operations H, S and PU preserve positive universal formulas. Therefore,

by (26), every member of (V∗)SI must satisfy φe(~x, y), while on the other hand,

B∗
2 φe(~x, y). But B∗ is simple, by Lemma 2.11, hence B∗ cannot belong to

V
∗. This proves that V

∗ 6= U
∗. �

Remark 2.14. In Theorem 2.13 if V is generated by the class K of algebras,

then V
∗ can be taken to be

V
∗ = HSP{A∗ : A ∈ K} . (27)

The construction A 7→ A∗ preserves the finiteness of the algebra. Thus, if V is

generated by a finite set of finite algebras, then so is V
∗. In particular, if V is

14



tabular (generated by a single finite algebra), then so is V
∗.

Theorem 2.15. For each variety V of normal and unit-preserving Boolean

frames there exists a variety V
∗ of normal and unit-preserving Boolean frames

such that the following properties hold.

• V
∗ lacks the congruence extension property.

• If V 6= U, then V
∗ 6= U

∗.

• The construction V 7→ V
∗ preserves the properties of being (not) exten-

sive, (not) monotone, (not) idempotent.6

Proof. Items (i) and (ii) are immediate from Theorem 2.13. As for (iii) one

only needs to check the definition of A∗ in Construction 2.10. It is routine to

show that A∗ is (not) extensive / (not) monotone / (not) idempotent if A is so.

�

2.4 the semi-complemented case

In this subsection, we construct continuum many normal, unit-preserving, and

semi-complemented varieties of Boolean frames that lack the congruence exten-

sion property.

Construction 2.16. Let A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 be a normal and unit-preserving

Boolean frame with at least 8 elements. We construct the Boolean frame A♯ as

follows.

• The universe of A♯ is A♯ def
= A×A.

• The Boolean reduct of A♯ is the direct product BlA×BlA of the Boolean

reduct of A.

• The operation f ♯ : A♯ → A♯ is defined as

f ♯ :



























〈a, 0〉 7→ 〈f(a), 0〉

〈0, a〉 7→ 〈0, f(a)〉

〈a, 1〉 7→ 〈−f(−a), 1〉

〈1, a〉 7→ 〈1,−f(−a)〉

(28)

and for every other 〈a, b〉 not listed above, i.e. when 0 < a < 1 and

0 < b < 1, f ♯ maps 〈a, b〉 either to 〈0, 0〉 or to 〈1, 1〉 subject to two

conditions:
6E.g. if V is monotone but not extensive, then so is V∗.
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(i) f ♯(〈−a,−b〉) = − f ♯(〈a, b〉), and

(ii) for every 0 < x < 1 there are 0 < y1, y2 < 1 such that

f ♯(〈x, y1〉) = 〈0, 0〉, and f ♯(〈x, y2〉) = 〈1, 1〉, (29)

and symmetrically, for every 0 < y < 1 there are 0 < x1, x2 < 1 such

that

f ♯(〈x1, y〉) = 〈0, 0〉, and f ♯(〈x2, y〉) = 〈1, 1〉, (30)

As A is large enough (has at least 8 elements), conditions (i) and (ii) can

be satisfied.

It is easy to check that A♯ is semi-complemented, normal, and unit-preserving.

To simplify notation we write f ♯(a, b) in place of f ♯(〈a, b〉).

Lemma 2.17. Assume that A is normal and unit-preserving and for every

a 6= 0 there is a natural number k such that fk(a) = 1. Then A♯ is simple and

does not have the congruence extension property.

Proof. Let ∼ be not the least congruence of A♯, and assume that there are

x, y ∈ A such that 〈x, y〉 6= 〈0, 0〉 but 〈x, y〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉. Then x 6= 0 or y 6= 0,

let us say x 6= 0. Then 〈x, 0〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉 as well. By construction of A♯ there are

0 < y1, y2 < 1 such that

f ♯(x, y1) = 〈0, 0〉, and f ♯(x, y2) = 〈1, 1〉. (31)

As 〈0, y1〉 ∼ 〈x, y1〉 and 〈0, y2〉 ∼ 〈x, y2〉, there is k ∈ ω such that

〈0, 0〉 = (f ♯)k(x, y1) ∼ (f ♯)k(0, y1) = 〈0, 1〉, and (32)

〈1, 1〉 = (f ♯)k(x, y2) ∼ (f ♯)k(0, y2) = 〈0, 1〉. (33)

Thus 〈0, 0〉 ∼ 〈1, 1〉, proving that ∼ is the largest congruence. Consequently, A♯

is simple.

As for the lack of the congruence extension property, notice that

{

〈0, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, 〈1, 0〉, 〈1, 1〉
}

(34)

is the universe of a subalgebra of A♯ which has four congruences (cf. Figure 1).

The non-trivial congruences of this subalgebra extend to trivial congruences of

A♯. �
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Recall from (20) that for a term t(~x) and a variable y not occurring in ~x, we

defined the relativized term ty(~x), and similarly for an identity t1 = t2 we let

(t1 = t2)
y def
= ty1 = ty2 .

Lemma 2.18. Assume that A is normal and unit-preserving, and there is a

natural number k such that for every a 6= 0 we have fk(a) = 1. Let e(~x) be an

identity. The following are equivalent:

(i) A � ∀~x e(~x).

(ii) A♯ � ∀~x∀y
(

fk(y) = 1 ∨ fk(y) = 0 ∨ ef
k(y)(~x)

)

.

Proof. For every element y of A♯, (f ♯)k(y) is one of 〈0, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, 〈1, 0〉, or

〈1, 1〉, and each of these are values of (f ♯)k(y) for some y. To complete the

proof observe that

A � t1 = t2 if and only if A♯ � t
〈1,0〉
1 = t

〈1,0〉
2 , (35)

for any identity t1 = t2 (and similarly with 〈0, 1〉 in place of 〈1, 0〉). �

We recall the definition of a wheel frame from [10]. For n ≥ 5 the wheel frame

Wn = 〈Wn, Rn〉 is the frame

Wn
def
= {0, . . . , n− 1} ∪ {h} (36)

Rn
def
= {〈x, y〉 : x, y < n, |x− y| ≤ 1 (mod n)} ∪ {〈h, h〉, 〈h, x〉, 〈x, h〉 : x < n}.

(37)

For n ≥ 5 let Wn be the complex algebra of Wn. Then Wn is a normal, unit-

Figure 2: The frame W9.

preserving Boolean frame, having at least 8 elements, and for a ∈ Wn, a 6= 0
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we have f(f(a)) = 1. Let Prim be the set of prime numbers larger than 4.

According to [10, Theorem 21], for different X,Y ⊆ Prim, we have

HSP{Wn : n ∈ X} 6= HSP{Wn : n ∈ Y } . (38)

For X ⊆ Prim let us write

V(X)
def
= HSP{Wn : n ∈ X} (39)

V
♯(X) = HSP{W♯

n : n ∈ X}. (40)

By Lemma 2.17, each W♯
n is simple and does not have the congruence extension

property. Therefore, V♯(X) is a variety of normal, unit-preserving, and semi-

complemented Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension property.

Theorem 2.19. For distinct X,Y ⊆ Prim we have V
♯(X) 6= V

♯(Y ). In

particular, there are continuum many varieties of normal, unit-preserving, and

semi-complemented Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension property.

Proof. X 6= Y implies V(X) 6= V(Y ), and thus there is an identity e(~x) such

that

V(X) � ∀x e(~x) while V(Y ) 2 ∀x e(~x) , (41)

or the other way around – let us suppose (41). Let n ∈ Y be such that Wn 2

∀x e(~x). Let ψe(~x, y) be the formula

∀~x∀y
(

f(f(y)) = 1 ∨ f(f(y)) = 0 ∨ ef(f(y))(~x)
)

. (42)

By Lemma 2.18 for each k ∈ ω we have

Wk � ∀~x e(~x) iff W
♯
k � ψe(~x, y) . (43)

We then have

(∀k ∈ X) W♯
k � ψe(~x, y) while W♯

n 2 ψe(~x, y) . (44)

By Jónsson’s lemma [7],

(V♯(X))SI ⊆ HSPU

(

{W♯
k : k ∈ X}

)

. (45)

As operations H, S and PU preserve positive universal formulas, and ψe(~x, y) is

18



a positive universal formula, by (44) it follows that every member of (V♯(X))SI

must satisfy ψe(~x, y). By lemma 2.17, W♯
n is simple, and by (44), W♯

n 2 ψe(~x, y),

consequently Wn /∈ (V♯(X))SI . This proves that V
♯(X) 6= V

♯(Y ). �

2.5 the symmetric and extensive case

We say that a Boolean frame A is symmetric if x ≤ −f(−f(x)) holds for A.

In this subsection, we construct continuum many normal, unit-preserving, and

symmetric varieties of Boolean frames that lack the congruence extension prop-

erty. The construction is done by mixing the techniques from the (·)∗ and the

(·)♯ constructions from Subsections 2.3,2.4.

Construction 2.20. For an arbitrary Boolean frame A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 we

construct the Boolean frame A♭ as follows.

• The universe of A♭ is A♭ def
= A×A.

• The Boolean reduct of A♭ is the direct product BlA×BlA of the Boolean

reduct of A.

• The operation f ♭ : A×A→ A×A is defined as

f ♭ :







































〈a, 0〉 7→ 〈f(a), 0〉

〈0, a〉 7→ 〈0, f(a)〉

〈a, 1〉 7→ 〈f(a), 1〉

〈1, a〉 7→ 〈1, f(a)〉

〈b, c〉 7→ 〈1, 1〉

(46)

for 0 < b, c < 1.

It is routine to check that A♭ is symmetric if A is and A♭ is extensive if A is. By

(♭) let us abbreviate the following conditions on a Boolean frame A:

• A is normal and unit-preserving,

• there are 0 < a, b ∈ A such that f(a) ⊓ f(b) = 0,

• f(c) 6= 0 for all 0 6= c ∈ A.

Lemma 2.21. Let A = 〈A,⊓,−, 0, f〉 be a Boolean frame satisfying (♭). Then

A♭ is simple and does not have the congruence extension property.

Proof. The proof follows the pattern of Lemma 2.11. Take any non-trivial

congruence ∼ of A♭. Then there is 〈x, y〉 ∈ A♭ such that 〈x, y〉 6= 〈0, 0〉 but
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〈x, y〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉. Without loss of generality we may assume x 6= 0, and thus

〈x, 0〉 ∼ 〈0, 0〉. Let a, b ∈ A be from the condition (♭). Observe that a, b < 1.

Otherwise, if, say a = 1, then f(a) ⊓ f(b) = 1 ⊓ f(b) = 0 contradicting to

f(b) 6= 0. Considering 〈x, a〉 and 〈x, b〉, since 〈x, a〉 ∼ 〈0, a〉 and 〈x, b〉 ∼ 〈0, b〉

we get

〈1, 1〉 = f ♭(〈x, a〉) ∼ f ♭(〈0, a〉) = 〈0, f(a)〉, (47)

〈1, 1〉 = f ♭(〈x, b〉) ∼ f ♭(〈0, b〉) = 〈0, f(b)〉. (48)

The rest is similar to that of Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.12. �

Just as in (21), for any normal Boolean frame A we have

A � t1 = t2 if and only if A♭ � t
〈1,0〉
1 = t

〈1,0〉
2 , (49)

for any identity t1 = t2, since f∗(〈1, 0〉) = f ♭(〈1, 0〉) (and similarly with 〈0, 1〉

in place of 〈1, 0〉).

Similarly to (40) for X ⊆ Prim we let

V
♭(X) = HSP{(Wn ×Wn)

♭ : n ∈ X}. (50)

Since the complex algebra (Wn ⊎ Wn)
+ ∼= Wn ×Wn, it is easy to see that (♭)

holds for Wn × Wn. Hence, by Lemma 2.21 (Wn × Wn)
♭ is simple and does

not have the congruence extension property. Therefore, V♭(X) is a variety of

normal, unit-preserving, extensive, and symmetric Boolean frames lacking the

congruence extension property. Combining the techniques from Theorem 2.19

and Theorem 2.13 we have the following.

Theorem 2.22. For distinctX,Y ⊆ Prim we have V♭(X) 6= V
♭(Y ). In partic-

ular, there are continuum many varieties of normal, unit-preserving, extensive,

and symmetric Boolean frames lacking the congruence extension property.

Proof. X 6= Y implies V(X) 6= V(Y ), and thus there is an identity e(~x) such

that

V(X) � ∀x e(~x) while V(Y ) 2 ∀x e(~x) , (51)

or the other way around – let us suppose (51). Let n ∈ Y be such that Wn 2

∀x e(~x). Then Wn×Wn 2 ∀x e(~x), since Wn diagonally embeds into Wn×Wn.
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For every (Wm × Wm)♭ the only elements a such that f ♭(f ♭(a)) = a and

f ♭(f ♭(−a)) = −a hold are a = 〈0, 0〉, 〈1, 0〉, 〈0, 1〉, or 〈1, 1〉. Further, if

f ♭(f ♭(a)) 6= 〈1, 1〉 and f ♭(f ♭((−a)) 6= 〈1, 1〉, then a must be either 〈1, 0〉 or

〈0, 1〉. Using (49) it follows that for any identity e, Wm ×Wm � ∀~x e(~x) if and

only if

(Wm ×Wm)♭ � ∀~x∀y
(

f(f(y)) = 1 ∨ f(f(y)) = 0 ∨ ef(f(y))(~x)
)

. (52)

Let this formula be ψe(~x, y). Then we have

Wm ×Wm � ∀~x e(~x) iff (Wm ×Wm)♭ � ψe(~x, y) . (53)

for all m ∈ Prim. Therefore

(∀k ∈ X) (Wk ×Wk)
♭ � ψe(~x, y) while (Wn ×Wn)

♭
2 ψe(~x, y) .

(54)

By Jónsson’s lemma [7],

(V♭(X))SI ⊆ HSPU

(

{(Wk ×Wk)
♭ : k ∈ X}

)

. (55)

As operations H, S and PU preserve positive universal formulas, and ψe(~x, y) is

a positive universal formula, by (54) it follows that every member of (V♭(X))SI

must satisfy ψe(~x, y). By Lemma 2.21, (Wn × Wn)
♭ is simple, and by (54),

(Wn ×Wn)
♭
2 ψe(~x, y), consequently (Wn ×Wn)

♭ /∈ (V♭(X))SI . This proves

that V
♭(X) 6= V

♭(Y ). �
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appendix

That every axiomatic extension of ⊢K has LDDT is a well-known theorem (cf.

[9] or [4]). The algebraic formulation of this theorem is that any normal and

additive Boolean frame has the congruence extension property (cf. [8]). The

proof of this statement is rather simple, but for completeness, we provide a proof

below. Then, we show that normality is not needed, i.e. that additive, but not

necessarily normal Boolean frames have CEP as well.

Proposition 2.23. If A is a normal and additive Boolean frame, then it has

the CEP.

Proof. Let B be a subalgebra of A and Θ ∈ Con(B). The set

F = {x↔ y : x Θ y, x, y ∈ B} ⊆ B (56)

is a normal, congruential filter: if x ∈ F then f(x) ∈ F , and if x↔ y ∈ F , then

f(x) ↔ f(y) ∈ F . (Cf. [9, Sec. 5] or [2, p.223]). Let us define

G = {a ∈ A : ∃b ∈ F (b ≤ a)} . (57)

Then G is a filter on A which extends F . We show that G is normal and

congruential. Pick a ↔ b ∈ G. Then there is x ∈ F such that x ≤ a ↔ b. By

monotonicity of f we get

f(x) ≤ f(a↔ b) , (58)

and by additivity

f(a↔ b) ≤ f(a) ↔ f(b) . (59)

As f(x) ∈ F , we get f(a) ↔ f(b) ∈ G. That G is normal follows from mono-

tonicity of f .
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The congruence

Ψ = {(a, b) : a, b ∈ A, a↔ b ∈ G} (60)

corresponding to G is the desired extension of Θ. �

Proposition 2.24. If A is an additive (but not necessarily normal) Boolean

frame, then it has the CEP.

Proof. Suppose A = 〈A, f〉 is a Boolean frame such that f is additive. Note

that additivity implies monotonicity, therefore f(0) ≤ f(x) for every x ∈ A. Let

us define the operation g : A→ A by

g(x)
def
= f(x)− f(0) . (61)

It is straightforward to check that g is normal and additive. Indeed, g(0) =

f(0)− f(0) = 0, and

g(x ⊔ y) = f(x ⊔ y)− f(0) =
(

f(x) ⊔ f(y)
)

− f(0) (62)

= (f(x) − f(0)) ⊔ (f(y)− f(0)) (63)

= g(x) ⊔ g(y). (64)

As f(0) ≤ f(x) we have f(x) = (f(x)− f(0)) ⊔ f(0). Thus

f(x) = g(x) ⊔ f(0) for all x ∈ A . (65)

Next, we show

Con(A, f) = Con(A, g) (66)

For Θ ∈ Con(A, f) we have

x Θ y ⇒ f(x) Θ f(y) (67)

⇒ (f(x)− f(0)) Θ (f(y)− f(0)) (68)

⇒ g(x) Θ g(y) , (69)
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hence Θ ∈ Con(A, g). Similarly, for Θ ∈ Con(A, g) we have

x Θ y ⇒ g(x) Θ g(y) (70)

⇒ (g(x) ⊔ f(0)) Θ (g(y) ⊔ f(0)) (71)

⇒ f(x) Θ f(y) , (72)

hence Θ ∈ Con(A, f).

Take a subalgebra (B, f) of (A, f) and a congruence Ψ ∈ Con(B, f). Then

(B, g) is a subalgebra of (A, g), and Ψ ∈ Con(B, g). As (B, g) is normal and

additive, by Proposition 2.23 it has the congruence extension property, and

thus there is a congruence Θ ∈ Con(A, g) such that Θ ∩ (B × B) = Ψ. But

Θ ∈ Con(A, f) as well. �

Finally, we note that additivity is not necessary for having the CEP. In fact,

it is straightforward to construct not additive varieties of Boolean frames having

the congruence extension property. For instance, let V be the variety of Boolean

frames satisfying the identity f(x) = −x. As f is Boole-definable, the variety

inherits the CEP from Boolean algebras.
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