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Equational theories of idempotent semifields

G. Metcalfe and S. Santschi

ABSTRACT

This paper provides answers to several open problems about equational theories of idempotent semifields.
In particular, it is proved that (i) no equational theory of a non-trivial class of idempotent semifields has a
finite basis; (ii) there are continuum-many equational theories of classes of idempotent semifields; and (iii)
the equational theory of the class of idempotent semifields is co-NP-complete.

1. Introduction

An idempotent semiring is an algebraic structure 〈S,∨, ·, e〉 satisfying

(i) 〈S, ·, e〉 is a monoid;

(ii) 〈S,∨〉 is a semilattice (i.e., an idempotent commutative semigroup); and

(iii) a(b ∨ c)d = abd ∨ acd for all a, b, c, d ∈ S.

If 〈S, ·, e〉 is the monoid reduct of a group, then 〈S,∨, ·, e〉 is called an idempotent semifield. Such

structures arise naturally in many areas of mathematics, including idempotent analysis, tropical

geometry, formal language theory, and mathematical logic (see [6] for details and further references).†

Any idempotent semifield 〈S,∨, ·, e〉 expanded with the group inverse operation −1 and lattice meet

operation ∧ defined by setting a ∧ b := (a−1 ∨ b−1)
−1

is a lattice-ordered group (ℓ-group, for short):

an algebraic structure 〈L,∧,∨, ·,−1, e〉 such that 〈L, ·,−1, e〉 is a group; 〈L,∧,∨〉 is a lattice; and the

multiplication is order-preserving, i.e., a ≤ b =⇒ cad ≤ cbd, for all a, b, c, d ∈ L, where x ≤ y :⇐⇒
x ∨ y = y. Indeed, idempotent semifields are precisely the semiring reducts of ℓ-groups.

In this paper, we provide answers to several open problems about equational theories of idempotent

semifields and related structures. Although these problems have been solved for ℓ-groups, restricting to

fewer operations requires the development of new proof methods and yields notably different results.

In order to present these results, let us first recall some basic terminology. A signature L is a set of

operation symbols with finite arities, and an L-algebra A consists of a non-empty set A equipped with

an n-ary function on A for each operation symbol of L of arity n. An L-term is built inductively using

the operation symbols of L and a countably infinite set of variables, and the L-term algebra Tm(L)
consists of the set of L-terms equipped with the term-building operation symbols of L. An L-equation

is an ordered pair of L-terms s, t, written s ≈ t, and is satisfied by an L-algebra A, written A |= s ≈ t,
if ϕ(s) = ϕ(t), for any homomorphism ϕ : Tm(L) → A. Given any class of L-algebras K and set of

L-equations Σ, we denote by K |= Σ that A |= s ≈ t for all A ∈ K and s ≈ t ∈ Σ. The equational

theory Eq(K) of a class of L-algebras K is the set of all L-equations s ≈ t such that K |= s ≈ t.
In Section 2, we provide a complete answer to the finite basis problem for idempotent semifields. Let

K be any class of L-algebras, and call it non-trivial if at least one of its members is non-trivial, i.e., has
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is sometimes defined without e in the signature, and sometimes with both e and a further constant symbol 0 in the signature,
where 0 is interpreted as the neutral element of ∨. In the latter case, the definition of an idempotent semifield is changed so that
〈S\{0}, ·, e〉 is required to be a group. As explained in Section 5, however, our results extend also to these settings.
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more than one element. A basis for the equational theory of K is a set of equations Σ ⊆ Eq(K) such

that every equation in Eq(K) is a logical consequence of Σ, that is, if A |= Σ for some L-algebra A,

then A |= Eq(K). If Eq(K) has a finite basis, then K is said to be finitely based. Notably, the equational

theory of the ℓ-group 〈Z,min,max,+,−, 0〉 is finitely based, but this is not the case for the semifield

〈Z,max,+, 0〉 or any other totally ordered semifield [1]. Indeed, although countably infinitely many

equational theories of ℓ-groups have a finite basis (see, e.g., [2]), we prove here that:

THEOREM A. There is no non-trivial class of idempotent semifields that is finitely based.

In Section 3, we determine the number of equational theories of classes of idempotent semifields.

Using a technique of ‘inverse elimination’ to translate between equations in the different signatures, we

obtain a one-to-one correspondence between a family of equational theories of ℓ-groups that is known

to be uncountable and equational theories of certain classes of idempotent semifields, thereby proving:

THEOREM B. There are continuum-many equational theories of classes of idempotent semifields.

In Section 4, we establish the complexity of deciding equations in the class of idempotent semifields.

The equational theory of the class of ℓ-groups is known to be co-NP-complete [5, Theorem 8.3] and we

prove here that this is also the case for the restricted signature, that is:

THEOREM C. The equational theory of the class of idempotent semifields is co-NP-complete.

We also use this result to show that the problem of deciding if there exists a right order on a free group

with at least two generators whose positive cone contains a given finite set of elements is NP-complete

and that the same is true for the problem of deciding if there exists a right order on a free monoid with

countably infinitely many generators that satisfies a given finite set of inequalities.

Finally, in Section 5, we extend the results of the paper to related structures considered in the

literature: expansions of idempotent semifields with the meet operation (known to have the same

equational theory as the class of distributive ℓ-monoids [3]), e-free reducts of idempotent semifields,

and the class of idempotent semifields extended with a neutral element 0 for the join operation.

2. The finite basis problem

Let Lm and Ls be the signatures of monoids and idempotent semirings, respectively. Following [9],

let the flat extension of an Lm-algebra M = 〈M, ·, e〉 be the Ls-algebra ♭(M) = 〈M ∪ {⊤},∨, ⋆, e〉,
where for all a, b ∈M ∪ {⊤},

a ⋆ b :=

{

a · b if a, b ∈M

⊤ otherwise
and a ∨ b :=

{

a if a = b

⊤ otherwise.

It is easily confirmed that if M is a monoid, then 〈M ∪ {⊤}, ⋆, e〉 is a monoid, 〈M ∪ {⊤},∨〉 is a

semilattice of height one, and ⊤ is an absorbing element for both the binary operations of ♭(M). The

following result provides a necessary and sufficient condition for ♭(M) to be an idempotent semiring.

LEMMA 2.1 cf. [10, Lemma 2.2]. Let M be any monoid. Then ♭(M) is an idempotent semiring if

and only if M is cancellative, i.e., cad = cbd =⇒ a = b, for all a, b, c, d ∈M .

Proof. Suppose first that ♭(M) is an idempotent semiring and cad = cbd for some a, b, c, d ∈M .

Then c(a ∨ b)d = cad ∨ cbd = cad 6= ⊤, so a ∨ b 6= ⊤ and a = b. For the converse, suppose that M is
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FIGURE 1. The Hasse diagrams of ♭(Z) and ♭(Zn).

cancellative and consider any a, b, c, d ∈M . If b = c, then, clearly, a(b ∨ c)d = abd ∨ acd. Otherwise,

b 6= c and, by cancellativity, abd 6= acd, so a(b ∨ c)d = a⊤d = ⊤ = abd ∨ acd.

Consider now, as key examples for the rest of this section, the monoid reduct Z = 〈Z,+, 0〉 of the

additive integer group, and monoid reducts Zn = 〈Zn, ·, e〉 of the cyclic groups of order n ∈ N>0.

Since these monoids are cancellative, their flat extensions, ♭(Z) and ♭(Zn) (n ∈ N>0), are idempotent

semirings with a flat semilattice structure, as depicted in Figure 1. We will prove first that the equational

theory of a finitely based class of idempotent semirings K is satisfied by ♭(Z) if and only if it is satisfied

by ♭(Zp) for every prime p greater than some suitably large n ∈ N (Corollary 2.5). We will then show

that the equational theory of any non-trivial class of idempotent semifields is satisfied by ♭(Z), but not

by ♭(Zn) for n ∈ N>0, thereby establishing that the class is not finitely based (Theorem A).

For a signature L containing the binary operation symbol ∨, we call an L-equation of the form

s ∨ t ≈ t, often written s ≤ t, an L-inequation. We call an Ls-inequation simple if it is of the form

s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn, where s, t1, . . . , tn are Lm-terms, and call this simple Ls-inequation left-regular if

each variable occurring in s occurs in at least one of t1, . . . , tn.

REMARK 1. Clearly, an idempotent semiring satisfies an Ls-equation s ≈ t if and only it satisfies

the Ls-inequations s ≤ t and t ≤ s. Hence, using the distributivity of multiplication over binary joins

and the fact that a ∨ b ≤ c ⇐⇒ a ≤ c and b ≤ c for all elements a, b, c of an idempotent semiring,

there exists an algorithm that produces for every Ls-equation ε, a finite set Σ of simple Ls-inequations

such that an arbitrary idempotent semiring satisfies ε if and only if it satisfies Σ.

REMARK 2. If an idempotent semiring satisfies a simple Ls-inequation that is not left-regular, then

— by substituting all variables except for one that occurs on the left and not the right with e — it must

also satisfy xn ≤ e for some n ∈ N>0. Hence, reasoning contrapositively, if a simple Ls-inequation is

satisfied by an idempotent semiring containing an element greater than e, it must be left-regular.

For a signature L, an L-quasiequation is an ordered pair consisting of a finite set of L-equations

Σ and an L-equation s ≈ t, written Σ ⇒ s ≈ t, and is satisfied by an L-algebra A if for any

homomorphism ϕ : Tm(L) → A, whenever ϕ(s′) = ϕ(t′) for all s′ ≈ t′ ∈ Σ, also ϕ(s) = ϕ(t).
Given any simple Ls-inequation ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn), we define a correspondingLm-quasiequation

Q(ε) := {t1 ≈ t2, . . . , t1 ≈ tn} ⇒ t1 ≈ s.

LEMMA 2.2. Let M be any monoid. Then for any left-regular simple Ls-inequation ε,

♭(M) |= ε ⇐⇒ M |= Q(ε).
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Proof. Let ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) be a left-regular simple Ls-inequation. For the left-to-right

direction suppose contrapositively that M 6|= Q(ε), i.e., there exists a homomorphismϕ : Tm(Lm) →
M such that ϕ(t1) = ϕ(t2) = · · · = ϕ(tn) and ϕ(t1) 6= ϕ(s). Let ϕ̂ : Tm(Ls) → ♭(M) be the homo-

morphism defined by setting ϕ̂(x) := ϕ(x) for each variable x. Then ϕ̂(u) = ϕ(u) for each Lm-term u
and therefore ϕ̂(t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) = ϕ̂(t1) ∨ · · · ∨ ϕ̂(tn) = ϕ(t1) ∨ · · · ∨ ϕ(tn) = ϕ(t1) 6= ϕ(s) = ϕ̂(s).
But ϕ(t1), ϕ(s) ∈M , so ϕ̂(t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) 6≤ ϕ̂(s). Hence ♭(M) 6|= ε.

For the right-to-left direction suppose, again contrapositively, that ♭(M) 6|= ε, i.e., there exists a

homomorphism ψ : Tm(Ls) → ♭(M) such that ψ(s) � ψ(t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn). Then it follows from the

definition of the order of ♭(M) that ψ(t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) 6= ⊤ and ψ(t1) = · · · = ψ(tn) 6= ⊤. Hence, since

ε is left-regular, ψ(x) ∈M for every variable x occurring in ε, and we can define a homomorphism

ψ̂ : Tm(Lm) → M satisfying ψ̂(x) := ψ(x) for every variable x occurring in ε. But then, clearly,

ψ̂(t1) = · · · = ψ̂(tn) and ψ̂(t1) 6= ψ̂(s), so M 6|= Q(ε).

REMARK 3. The right-to-left direction of Lemma 2.2 does not hold in general for simple Ls-

inequations that are not left-regular; e.g., Z2 |= ∅ ⇒ e ≈ x2, but ♭(Z2) 6|= x2 ≤ e.

LEMMA 2.3. Let ∆ be any finite set of Lm-quasiequations. Then Z |= ∆ if and only if there exists

an n ∈ N such that Zp |= ∆ for each prime p > n.

Proof. For the right-to-left direction, suppose that there exists an n ∈ N such that Zp |= ∆ for each

p ∈ P := {p ∈ N | p > n and p is prime}. Since ∆ is a set of Lm-quasiequations,
∏

p∈P Zp |= ∆. But

the projection maps πp : Z → Zp (p ∈ P ) induce an embedding of Z into
∏

p∈P Zp, so also Z |= ∆.

For the left-to-right direction, suppose that Z |= ∆, and let T be a set of first-order sentences

axiomatizing the class of Abelian groups and let α be the conjunction of the Lm-quasiequations in ∆.

Since an Lm-quasiequation is satisfied by all torsion-free Abelian groups if and only if it is satisfied by

Z, it follows that T ∪ {{xk ≈ e} ⇒ x ≈ e | k ∈ N} |= α. By compactness, there exists an n ∈ N such

that T ∪ {{xk ≈ e} ⇒ x ≈ e | k ∈ N and k ≤ n} |= α. Hence Zp |= ∆ for each prime p > n.

PROPOSITION 2.4. Let Σ be any finite set of left-regular simple Ls-inequations. Then ♭(Z) |= Σ if

and only if there exists an n ∈ N such that ♭(Zp) |= Σ for each prime p > n.

Proof. Let ∆ := {Q(ε) | ε ∈ Σ}. Then

♭(Z) |= Σ ⇐⇒ Z |= ∆ (Lemma 2.2)

⇐⇒ there exists an n ∈ N such that Zp |= ∆ for each prime p > n (Lemma 2.3)

⇐⇒ there exists an n ∈ N such that ♭(Zp) |= Σ for each prime p > n (Lemma 2.2).

COROLLARY 2.5. Let K be any finitely based class of idempotent semirings. Then ♭(Z) |= Eq(K)
if and only if there exists an n ∈ N such that ♭(Zp) |= Eq(K) for each prime p > n.

Proof. By assumption and Remark 1, there exists a finite basis Σ forEq(K) consisting of simple Ls-

inequations. However, by Remark 2, every simple Ls-inequation satisfied by ♭(M) for some monoidM

is left-regular. Hence ♭(Z) |= Σ if and only there exists an n ∈ N such that ♭(Zp) |= Σ for each prime

p > n, by Proposition 2.4, and the claim follows directly from the fact that Σ is a basis for Eq(K).

THEOREM A. There is no non-trivial class of idempotent semifields that is finitely based.
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Proof. Let K be any non-trivial class of idempotent semifields. Consider first any n ∈ N>0. Since

the Ls-inequation x ≤ e ∨ xn is satisfied by all ℓ-groups, it belongs to Eq(K). On the other hand,

Zn 6|= {xn ≈ e} ⇒ x ≈ e yields ♭(Zn) 6|= x ≤ e ∨ xn, by Lemma 2.2, so ♭(Zn) 6|= Eq(K). Hence, by

Corollary 2.5, to show that K is not finitely based it suffices to prove that ♭(Z) |= Eq(K). Moreover,

by Remark 1, it suffices to show that ♭(Z) satisfies every simple Ls-inequation in Eq(K), and, by

Remark 2, since K is non-trivial, these simple Ls-inequations are all left-regular.

Let ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) be any left-regular simple Ls-inequation and suppose contrapositively

that ♭(Z) 6|= ε. Then Z 6|= Q(ε), by Lemma 2.2, i.e., there exists a homomorphism ϕ : Tm(Lm) → Z

such that ϕ(t1) = · · · = ϕ(tn) and ϕ(t1) 6= ϕ(s). Moreover, we can assume that ϕ(t1) < ϕ(s) in the

standard order on Z. Now let ϕ̂ : Tm(Ls) → 〈Z,max,+, 0〉 be the homomorphism defined by setting

ϕ̂(x) := ϕ(x) for each variable x. Then ϕ̂(s) = ϕ(s) > ϕ(t1) = ϕ̂(t1) = max{ϕ̂(t1), . . . , ϕ̂(tn)} =
ϕ̂(t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn). So 〈Z,max,+, 0〉 6|= ε. But 〈Z,max,+, 0〉 embeds into every non-trivial idempotent

semifield, so also K 6|= ε, i.e., ε 6∈ Eq(K).

Let us remark finally that the approach followed in this section to establish Theorem A extends to

a broader class of idempotent semirings. More precisely, there is no finitely based class of idempotent

semirings K such that ♭(Z) |= Eq(K) and K |= x ≤ e ∨ xn for every n ∈ N>0. In particular, the class

of totally ordered idempotent semirings is not finitely based, which follows also from results of [1].

3. The number of equational theories

For any countable signature L and class of L-algebras K, there can be at most continuum-many

equational theories of subclasses of K. In particular, although there are just two equational theories of

classes of commutative idempotent semifields — Eq(〈Z,+, 0,max〉) and the set of all Ls-equations

— the maximum number is attained in the setting of commutative idempotent semirings.

PROPOSITION 3.1. There are continuum-many equational theories of classes of commutative

idempotent semirings.

Proof. For any set of primes P , let ΣP denote the equational theory of the class of commutative

idempotent semirings satisfying x ≤ e ∨ xp for all p ∈ P . We show that ΣP 6= ΣQ for any two distinct

sets of primes P and Q, and hence that there are continuum-many such equational theories. Consider,

without loss of generality, p ∈ P\Q. Then x ≤ e ∨ xp ∈ ΣP . But also, since Zp 6|= {e ≈ xp} ⇒ e ≈ x
and Zp |= {e ≈ xq} ⇒ e ≈ x for any q ∈ Q, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that ♭(Zp) 6|= x ≤ e ∨ xp and

♭(Zp) |= x ≤ e ∨ xq for any q ∈ Q. So x ≤ e ∨ xp 6∈ ΣQ.

To prove that the maximum number of equational theories is attained also in the setting of idempotent

semifields (Theorem B), we make use of a corresponding result for a certain class of ℓ-groups. Note first

that, unlike idempotent semifields, ℓ-groups form a variety: a class of algebras of the same signature

that is closed under taking homomorphic images, subalgebras, and direct products — or, equivalently,

by Birkhoff’s theorem, an equational class. Equational theories of classes of ℓ-groups are therefore in

one-to-one correspondence with varieties of ℓ-groups. In particular, equational theories of classes of

totally ordered groups correspond to varieties of ℓ-groups that are representable, that is, subalgebras of

direct products of totally ordered groups. For further details and references, we refer to [2].

Let Lg and Lℓ be the signatures of groups and ℓ-groups, respectively. A crucial role in our proof of

Theorem B will be played by the following result, recalling that a variety V1 is defined relative to a

variety V2 by a set of equations Σ if V1 consists of all the members of V2 that satisfy Σ:
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THEOREM 3.2 [11, Theorem 1]. There are continuum-many varieties defined relative to the variety

of representable ℓ-groups by a set of Lg-equations

To prove that there are continuum-many equational theories of classes of idempotent semifields, it

suffices, by Theorem 3.2, to show that any two varieties defined relative to the variety of representable

ℓ-groups by sets of Lg-equations can be distinguished by an Ls-equation. As we show below, such

equations can be obtained by ‘eliminating inverses’ from Lℓ-inequations.

Let us say that a variety V of ℓ-groups has the product-splitting property if for any Lℓ-terms s, t, u
and variable y that does not occur in s, t, u,

V |= e ≤ u ∨ st ⇐⇒ V |= e ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ y−1t.

LEMMA 3.3. Let V be any variety that is defined relative to the variety of representable ℓ-groups

by a set of Lg-equations. Then V has the product-splitting property.

Proof. Consider any Lℓ-terms s, t, u and variable y that does not occur in s, t, u. Suppose first

that V |= e ≤ u ∨ st. Every ℓ-group satisfies the Ls-quasiequation {e ≤ x ∨ yz} ⇒ e ≤ x ∨ y ∨ z
(cf. [5, Lemma 3.3]), so also V |= e ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ y−1t. Now suppose that V 6|= e ≤ u ∨ st. Since V is

a variety of representable ℓ-groups, there exists a totally ordered group L ∈ V and homomorphism

ϕ : Tm(Lℓ) → L such that e > ϕ(u ∨ st) = ϕ(u) ∨ ϕ(s)ϕ(t). So e > ϕ(u) and ϕ(s)
−1

> ϕ(t).
Observe next that L embeds into the totally ordered group M consisting of the direct product of the

group reduct of L and Q = 〈Q,min,max,+,−, 0〉 equipped with the lexicographic order on L×Q
via ψ : L → M; a 7→ 〈a, 0〉. Moreover, any Lg-equation satisfied by L and Q is satisfied by M and,

hence, since Q is a member of every non-trivial variety of ℓ-groups,M ∈ V. Define the homomorphism

ϕ̂ : Tm(Lℓ) → M by setting ϕ̂(y) := 〈ϕ(t), 1〉 and ϕ̂(x) = ϕ(x) for each variable x 6= y. Then e >
ϕ̂(u) and ϕ̂(s)

−1
> ϕ̂(y) > ϕ̂(t), yielding e > ϕ̂(s)ϕ̂(y) = ϕ̂(sy) and e > ϕ̂(y)

−1
ϕ̂(t) = ϕ̂(y−1t).

Hence e > ϕ̂(u ∨ sy ∨ y−1t), i.e., V 6|= e ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ y−1t.

REMARK 4. The proof of Lemma 3.3 establishes that every variety V defined relative to the variety

of representable ℓ-groups by a set ofLg-equations is densifiable, that is, every totally ordered member of

V embeds into a dense totally ordered member of V. Clearly, every densifiable variety of representable

ℓ-groups has the product-splitting property; indeed, densifiability is equivalent to a slightly stronger

version of the product-splitting property in the broader setting of semilinear residuated lattices (see [13]

for details and further references).

Observe next that if V is a variety of ℓ-groups that has the product-splitting property, then for any

Lℓ-terms r, s, t, u, v and variable y that does not occur in r, s, t, u, v,

V |= u ≤ v ∨ sr−1t ⇐⇒ V |= ryu ≤ ryv ∨ rysyu ∨ t.

We can use this equivalence to ‘eliminate inverses’ from Lℓ-inequations. Let us call an Lℓ-inequation

ε basic if it is of the form s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn for Lg-terms t1, . . . , tn and an Lm-term s. For any basic

Lℓ-inequation ε, the Ls-inequation ε⋆ is defined recursively as follows:

• If ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) is an Ls-inequation, let ε⋆ := ε; otherwise, let i ∈ {1, . . . , n} be

minimal such that ti = ux−1v for some Lm-term u, and let

ε⋆ := (xys ≤ xyt1 ∨ · · · ∨ xyti−1 ∨ xyuxs ∨ v ∨ xyti+1 ∨ · · · ∨ xytn)
⋆.

An induction on the number of occurrences in ε of the inverse operation symbol establishes:
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PROPOSITION 3.4. Let V be any variety of ℓ-groups that has the product-splitting property. Then

V |= ε ⇐⇒ V |= ε⋆ for any basic Lℓ-equation ε.

THEOREM B. There are continuum-many equational theories of classes of idempotent semifields.

Proof. There are continuum-many varieties defined relative to the variety of representable ℓ-groups

by Lg-equations, by Theorem 3.2. Moreover, all these varieties have the product-splitting property, by

Lemma 3.3. For each such variety V, let ΣV be the equational theory of the class of idempotent semiring

reducts of members of V. Consider now any two distinct varieties V1 and V2 defined relative to the

variety of representable ℓ-groups by sets of Lg-equations. Without loss of generality, there exists a basic

Lℓ-equation ε such that V1 |= ε and V2 6|= ε. But then also V1 |= ε⋆ and V2 6|= ε⋆, by Proposition 3.4,

and since ε⋆ is an Lm-equation, ΣV1
6= ΣV2

. Hence there are continuum-many equational theories of

classes of idempotent semifields.

4. The complexity of the equational theory of idempotent semifields

The equational theory of the variety of Abelian ℓ-groups — equivalently, the equational theory of

〈Z,max,min,+,−, 0〉 — is known to be co-NP-complete [16]. On the other hand, it follows from the

fact that the linear programming problem is solvable in polynomial time that the equational theory of

the class of commutative idempotent semifields — equivalently, the equational theory of 〈Z,max,+, 0〉
— belongs to P. However, the equational theory of not only the variety LG of ℓ-groups [5, Theorem 8.3],

but also, as we show here, the class of idempotent semifields (Theorem C) are co-NP-complete. Indeed,

we establish this result by giving a polynomial reduction of the problem of checking the satisfaction of

an Lℓ-inequation by LG to the problem of checking the satisfaction of an Ls-equation by the class of

idempotent semifields.

Let us say that a variety V of ℓ-groups has the meet-splitting property if for any Lℓ-terms s, t, u and

variable y that does not occur in s, t, u,

V |= e ≤ u ∨ (s ∧ t) ⇐⇒ V |= e ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ ty−1.

LEMMA 4.1. The variety of ℓ-groups has the product-splitting and meet-splitting properties.

Proof. The fact that LG has the product-splitting property is established in [3, Lemma 4.1].

To establish the left-to-right direction of the meet-splitting property for LG, it suffices to show that

LG |= u ∨ (s ∧ t) ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ ty−1: just note that for any L ∈ LG and a, b, c, d ∈ L, since e ≤ d ∨ d−1,

a ∨ (b ∧ c) ≤ a ∨ (b ∧ c)(d ∨ d−1) = a ∨ (b ∧ c)d ∨ (b ∧ c)d−1 ≤ a ∨ bd ∨ cd−1.

For the converse, let s, t, u be any Lℓ-terms, let y be a variable that does not occur in s, t, u, and

suppose that LG 6|= e ≤ u ∨ (s ∧ t). Using lattice-distributivity, we may assume that LG 6|= e ≤ u ∨ s,
the case where LG 6|= e ≤ u ∨ t being very similar. An Lℓ-equation is satisfied by LG if and only if it

is satisfied by the ℓ-group Aut(〈R,≤〉) consisting of the group of order-preserving bijections of the

totally ordered set 〈R,≤〉 equipped with the pointwise lattice-order [7, Corollary to Lemma 3]. Hence

Aut(〈R,≤〉) 6|= e ≤ u ∨ s, and there exists a homomorphismϕ : Tm(Lℓ) → Aut(〈R,≤〉) and q ∈ R
such that (q)ϕu < q and (q)ϕs < q, where we assume that order-preserving bijections act on 〈R,≤〉
from the right, and write ϕv for ϕ(v).

We obtain a homomorphism ϕ̂ : Tm(Lℓ) → Aut(〈R,≤〉) by defining ϕ̂x := ϕx for every variable

x 6= y and defining ϕ̂y such that (q)ϕsϕ̂y = (q)ϕs < q and (q)ϕt < (q)ϕ̂y . Note that such a definition

of ϕ̂y is possible because (q)ϕ̂y can be chosen to be arbitrarily large and any partial order-preserving

injective map on 〈R,≤〉 extends linearly to a member ofAut(〈R,≤〉). It follows, since y does not occur
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in s, t, u, that (q)ϕ̂u = (q)ϕu < q, (q)ϕ̂sϕ̂y = (q)ϕsϕ̂y = (q)ϕs < q and (q)ϕ̂t = (q)ϕt < (q)ϕ̂y .

Hence LG 6|= e ≤ u ∨ sy ∨ ty−1.

REMARK 5. No non-trivial proper subvariety of LG has the meet-splitting property. It follows easily

from [12, Example 13] that the Lℓ-equation e ≤ (x ∨ e)2z−1 ∨ (x ∨ e)
−1
z ∨ (x ∨ e)

−1
is satisfied by

every proper subvariety of LG; indeed, it axiomatizes relative to LG the variety of normal-valued ℓ-
groups, the unique co-atom in the subvariety lattice of ℓ-groups. Hence, if a proper subvariety of LG

has the meet-splitting property, it satisfies also e ≤ (x ∨ e)
−1

and is trivial.

PROPOSITION 4.2. The problem of checking if a basic Lℓ-equation is satisfied by the variety of

ℓ-groups is co-NP-complete.

Proof. It is known that the problem of checking if an Lℓ-equation is satisfied by LG belongs to

co-NP [5, Theorem 8.3]. It therefore suffices to present a polynomial time algorithm that given input

with an Lℓ-equation ε of the form
∧

i∈I

∨

j∈Ji

sij ≤
∨

k∈K

∧

l∈Lk

tkl ∨ ukl,

where each sij , tkl, and ukl is an Lg-term, outputs a basic Lℓ-equation δ that has size polynomial in

the size of ε such that LG |= ε ⇐⇒ LG |= δ. Just note that the problem of checking validity in LG of

Lℓ-equations this form is co-NP-hard, since this is the case even for distributive lattice equations of this

form where each sij , tkl, and ukl is a variable [8, Corollary 2.7].

First, we do a little preprocessing, using the fact that LG has the product-splitting property for the

third equivalence:

LG |= ε ⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ (
∨

k∈K

∧

l∈Lk

tkl ∨ ukl)(
∧

i∈I

∨

j∈Ji

s−1
ij )

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ (
∨

k∈K

∧

l∈Lk

tkl ∨ ukl)(
∨

i∈I

∧

j∈Ji

s−1
ij )

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ (
∨

k∈K

∧

l∈Lk

tkl ∨ ukl)y ∨ y
−1(

∨

i∈I

∧

j∈Ji

s−1
ij )

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ (
∨

k∈K

∧

l∈Lk

tkly ∨ ukly) ∨ (
∨

i∈I

∧

j∈Ji

y−1s−1
ij ).

Hence we may assume that ε is an Lℓ-equation of the form e ≤ u1 ∨ · · · ∨ un, where each ui is a meet

of binary joins of Lg-terms, and let S be the size of ε, so that at most S Lg-terms and at most S meets

occur in ε.
If ε contains no meets, it is the required basic Lℓ-equation. Otherwise, suppose that u1 = s1 ∧ · · · ∧

sm such that si = si1 ∨ si2 and let u := u2 ∨ · · · ∨ un. By choosing distinct variables y1, . . . , ym that

do not occur in ε and using the meet-splitting property repeatedly,

LG |= ε ⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ u ∨ (s1 ∧ · · · ∧ sm)

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ u ∨ s1y1 ∨ (s2 ∧ · · · ∧ sm)y−1
1

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ u ∨ s1y1 ∨ (s2y
−1
1 ∧ · · · ∧ smy

−1
1 )

⇐⇒
...

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ u ∨ s1y1 ∨ s2y
−1
1 y2 ∨ · · · ∨ smy

−1
1 · · · y−1

m−1ym

⇐⇒ LG |= e ≤ u ∨ s11y1 ∨ s12y1 ∨ (
m
∨

i=2

si1y
−1
1 · · · y−1

i−1yi ∨ si2y
−1
1 · · · y−1

i−1yi)
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Let ε′ be the Lℓ-equation e ≤ u ∨ s11y1 ∨ s12y1 ∨ (
∨m

i=2 si1y
−1
1 · · · y−1

i−1yi ∨ si2y
−1
1 · · · y−1

i−1yi),
observing that ε′ has the same number of Lg-terms as ε, and that each of these Lg-terms has size at most

2S. Hence, repeating this procedure for u2, . . . , un, we obtain in polynomial time a basic Lℓ-equation

δ of size at most 2S2 such that LG |= ε ⇐⇒ LG |= δ.

PROPOSITION 4.3. The problem of checking if a simple Ls-equation is satisfied by the class of

semifields (or, equivalently, by the variety of ℓ-groups) is co-NP-complete.

Proof. Recall that LG has the product-splitting property, by Lemma 4.1. Hence, it suffices, by

Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 3.4, to present a polynomial time algorithm that given a basic Lℓ-

equation ε of the form s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tk as input produces the simple Ls-equation ε⋆ as output, where

the size of ε⋆ should be polynomial in the size of ε. Let S be the size of ε and recall that ε⋆ is defined

recursively by the following algorithm:

• If ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) is an Ls-inequation, let ε⋆ := ε; otherwise, let i ∈ {1, . . . , n} be

minimal such that ti = ux−1v for some Lm-term u, and let

ε⋆ := (xys ≤ xyt1 ∨ · · · ∨ xyti−1 ∨ xyuxs ∨ v ∨ xyti+1 ∨ · · · ∨ xytn)
⋆.

The number of inverses in ε is bounded by S and decreases in every step of the recursive definition, so

the algorithm stops after at most S steps and yields the Ls-inequation ε⋆. Moreover, each step increases

the length of the Lm-term on the left of the basic Lℓ-equation by 2 and increases the number of Lg-

terms on the right by 1. Hence the length of the Lm-term on the left is at most 3S and the number

of Lg-terms is at most 2S in every step. It follows that in every step the size of the Ls-inequation is

increased by at most 3S + 2 · 2S = 7S and hence ε⋆ is of size at most 7S2 + S. It is also clear that ε⋆

can be computed from ε in polynomial time.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.3 we obtain the main result of this section.

THEOREM C. The equational theory of the class of idempotent semifields is co-NP-complete.

We conclude this section by using Theorem C and a correspondence established in [4] to prove

complexity results also for the existence of right orders on free groups and monoids satisfying finitely

many constraints. Recall first that a right order on a monoid (or group) M is a total order ≤ on M
such that a ≤ b =⇒ ac ≤ bc for any a, b, c ∈M . For a set X we let Fg(X) and Fm(X) denote

the free group and free monoid with generators in X , respectively, assuming for convenience that

Fg(X) ⊆ Tm(Lg) and Fm(X) ⊆ Tm(Lm).

THEOREM 4.4 [4, Theorem 2]. For any set X and s1, . . . , sn ∈ Fg(X), there exists a right order

≤ on Fg(X) satisfying e < s1, . . . , e < sn if and only if LG 6|= e ≤ s1 ∨ · · · ∨ sn.

COROLLARY 4.5. The problem of checking for a set X with |X | ≥ 2 and s1, . . . , sn ∈ Fg(X) if

there exists a right order ≤ on Fg(X) satisfying e < s1, . . . , e < sn is NP-complete.

Proof. Observe first that for the case where X is an infinite set, the claim follows directly from

Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.4. To establish the claim in full generality, it suffices, by Theorem 4.4,

to consider the case where |X | = 2. Let X := {x, y} and Y := {xn | n ∈ N}. It is well-known

that Fg(Y ) is isomorphic to the commutator subgroup G of Fg(X) generated by elements of the

form [xk, yl] with k, l ∈ Z\{0} (see, e.g., [15, Theorem 11.48]). In particular, for any bijection
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π : (Z\{0})2 → N, we can define an isomorphism ϕ : Fg(Y ) → G such that ϕ(xπ(〈k,l〉)) := [xk, yl]
for k, l ∈ Z\{0}.

Moreover, since Fg(X)/G ∼= 〈Z2,+,−, 0〉, there exists a right order � on the group Fg(X)/G.

Hence, if ≤ is any right order on G, we can define a right order ≤∗ on Fg(X) that extends ≤ by setting

s ≤∗ t :⇐⇒ Gs ≺ Gt or (Gs = Gt and e ≤ ts−1).

It follows that given any s1, . . . , sn ∈ Fg(Y ), there exists a right order on Fg(Y ) satisfying e <
s1, . . . , e < sn if and only if there exists a right order on Fg(X) satisfying e < ϕ(s1), . . . , e < ϕ(sn).
Finally, note that π can be chosen such that ϕ(si) is computable in polynomial time from si for each

i = 1, . . . , n, and its size is polynomial in the sum of the sizes of s1, . . . , sn.

By [3, Corollary 3.4], every right order on Fm(X) extends to a right order on Fg(X). Hence, by

Theorem 4.4, for any s, t1, . . . , tn ∈ Fm(X) we have LG 6|= s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn if and only if there exist

a right order ≤ on Fm(X) with s < t1, . . . , s < tn; and Proposition 4.3 yields:

COROLLARY 4.6. The problem of checking if for finitely many elements s, t1, . . . , tn of a free

monoid Fm(X) with |X | = ω there exists a right order ≤ on Fm(X) with s < ti is NP-complete.

Note that it does not follow directly from the previous results that Corollary 4.6 extends to the case

where |X | < ω, the main obstacle being that the translation ϕ in the proof of Corollary 4.5 introduces

new inverses, while the elimination of inverses in the proof of Proposition 4.3 introduces new variables.

The exact complexity of this problem for finitely generated free monoids therefore remains open.

5. Related structures

In this final section, we show that the results of the previous sections extend in many cases to other

classes of algebraic structures that are closely related to semifields and ℓ-groups.

Let us remark first that expanding any idempotent semifield with the lattice meet operation produces

a distributive ℓ-monoid: an algebraic structure 〈L,∧,∨, ·, e〉 such that 〈L, ·, e〉 is a monoid; 〈L,∧,∨〉 is

a distributive lattice; and multiplication distributes over binary meets and joins. It follows directly from

Theorem B that there are continuum-many equational theories of classes of distributive ℓ-monoids with

an idempotent semifield reduct, and from Theorem C, as already observed in [3], that the equational

theory of distributive ℓ-monoids is co-NP-complete. Although not every distributive ℓ-monoid is

the meet-expansion of an idempotent semifield (equivalently, the inverse-free reduct of an ℓ-group),

the equational theories of the classes of distributive ℓ-monoids and meet-expansions of idempotent

semifields (equivalently, the inverse-free reducts of ℓ-groups) coincide [3, Theorem 2.9]. Hence the

equational theory of the class of meet-expansions of idempotent semifields is finitely based and an

analogue of Theorem A does not hold in this setting. Note, however, that even though the equational

theory of Abelian ℓ-groups is finitely based, this is not the case for the class of their inverse-free

reducts [14, Theorem 2].

Recall next that idempotent semifields are sometimes formulated in the literature without the neutral

element e in the signature, that is, as e-free reducts of idempotent semifields as defined in this paper.

Observe, however, that a simple Ls-inequation s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ sn is satisfied by an idempotent semifield

S if and only if its e-free reduct satisfies (xs)◦ ≤ (xt1)
◦ ∨ · · · ∨ (xsn)

◦, where x is any variable not

occurring in s, t1, . . . , tn, and v◦ is obtained by removing all occurrences of e from an Ls-term v.

Hence, we obtain easily the following analogues of Theorems A, B, and C: there is no non-trivial class

of e-free reducts of idempotent semifields that is finitely based, there are continuum-many equational

theories of classes of e-free reducts of idempotent semifields, and the equational theory of the class of

e-free reducts of idempotent semifields is co-NP-complete.
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Finally, recall that idempotent semirings are also sometimes formulated in the literature with both e
and a constant symbol 0 interpreted as the neutral element of ∨. We show here that analogues of our

Theorems A, B, and C also hold in this setting, using similar methods to [1, Section 4]. Let us call

an algebraic structure 〈F,∨, ·, e, 0〉 an idempotent 0-semiring if 〈F,∨, ·, e〉 is an idempotent semiring

with least element 0, and an idempotent 0-semifield if, additionally, 〈F\{0}, ·, e〉 is the monoid reduct

of a group. Clearly, if F = 〈F,∨, ·, e, 0〉 is an idempotent 0-semifield, then F∗ := 〈F\{0},∨, ·, e〉 is

an idempotent semifield. Conversely, given any idempotent semiring S = 〈S,∨, ·, e〉 and element 0 6∈
S, the algebraic structure S0 := 〈S ∪ {0},∨, ·, e, 0〉 satisfying 0 ≤ a and 0 · a = a · 0 = 0 for all a ∈
S ∪ {0}, is an idempotent 0-semiring. In particular, if S is an idempotent semifield, then S0 is an

idempotent 0-semifield. Moreover, (F∗)0 = F for each idempotent 0-semifield F, and (S0)
∗ = S for

each idempotent semifield S. Hence there is a one-to-one correspondence between any class K of

idempotent 0-semifields and the class K∗ := {F∗ | F ∈ K} of idempotent semifields, and a one-to-one

correspondence between any class K of idempotent semifields and the class K0 := {S0 | S ∈ K} of

idempotent 0-semifields.

Let us call a simple Ls-inequation s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn right-regular if every variable occurring in

t1, . . . , tn occurs in s.

LEMMA 5.1. Let S be an idempotent semiring. Then a right-regular simple Ls-inequation is

satisfied by S if and only if it is satisfied by S0.

Proof. The right-to-left direction follows from the fact that S is a subreduct of S0. For the left-to-

right direction, it suffices to observe that a right-regular simple Ls-inequation is satisfied by S0 under

any assignment that maps one of the variables occurring in it to 0.

LEMMA 5.2. Let S be any non-trivial idempotent semifield. Then for any simple Ls-inequation

ε = (s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn) satisfied by S, there exists a subset {ti1 , . . . , tik} ⊆ {t1, . . . , tn} such that the

simple Ls-inequation s ≤ ti1 ∨ · · · ∨ tik is right-regular and S |= s ≤ ti1 ∨ · · · ∨ tik .

Proof. Note first that, since S is non-trivial, there cannot be a variable x that occurs in each of

t1, . . . , tn but not in s; otherwise, we could assign x to some element a < e in S and all other variables

to e to arrive at a contradiction. Hence it suffices to prove that (assuming a suitable permutation of

t1, . . . , tn) if a variable x occurs in each of tk+1, . . . , tn, but not in s, t1, . . . , tk for some k < n, then

S satisfies s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tk. In this way we can inductively eliminate all the terms on the right that

contain a variable that does not occur in s and obtain a right-regular simple Ls-inequation. Suppose

contrapositively that S 6|= s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tk, that is, there exists a homomorphism ϕ : Tm(Ls) → S

such that ϕ(s) 6≤ ϕ(t1) ∨ · · · ∨ ϕ(tk). Let ϕ̂ : Tm(Ls) → S be the homomorphism defined by setting

ϕ̂(y) := ϕ(y) for every variable y 6= x and ϕ̂(x) to be the meet of all the elements of the form

e ∧ ϕ(u)−1 ∧ ϕ(u)−1
ϕ(t1)ϕ(v)

−1
such that u, v are subterms of tk+1, . . . , tn not containing x. Then

it is straightforward to check that ϕ̂(tk+1) ∨ · · · ∨ ϕ̂(tn) ≤ ϕ(t1), so ϕ̂(s) = ϕ(s) 6≤ ϕ(t1) ∨ · · · ∨
ϕ(tk) = ϕ̂(t1) ∨ · · · ∨ ϕ̂(tn), and S 6|= s ≤ t1 ∨ · · · ∨ tn.

The equational theory of any non-empty class of idempotent 0-semifields containing exactly two

elements has a finite basis consisting of the defining equations for bounded distributive lattices with

meet operation ·, greatest element e, and least element 0. For convenience, let us call a class of

idempotent 0-semifields non-Boolean if at least one of its members has more than two elements.

Clearly, a class K of idempotent 0-semifields is non-Boolean if and only if K∗ is non-trivial.

COROLLARY 5.3. Every non-Boolean class of idempotent 0-semifields is finitely based.
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Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that K is a finitely based non-Boolean class of idempotent

0-semifields. First note that for every term t in the signature of idempotent 0-semirings, there exists

a term t′ that is either 0 or an Ls-term such that t ≈ t′ is satisfied by all idempotent 0-semirings that

satisfy the absorption laws x · 0 ≈ 0 and 0 · x ≈ 0. Since idempotent 0-semifields satisfy the absorption

laws, we may assume, by Lemma 5.2, that Σ ∪ {0 ≤ x, x · 0 ≈ 0, 0 · x ≈ 0} is a basis for Eq(K) for

some finite set of right-regular simple Ls-inequations Σ. That is, Σ ∪ {0 ≤ x, x · 0 ≈ 0, 0 · x ≈ 0} ⊆
Eq(K) and Eq(K) is a logical consequence of Σ ∪ {0 ≤ x, x · 0 ≈ 0, 0 · x ≈ 0}. We claim that Σ is

a basis for Eq(K∗), contradicting Theorem A. Observe first that K |= ε if and only if K
∗ |= ε, for

any right-regular simple Ls-inequation ε, by Lemma 5.1, so Σ ⊆ Eq(K∗) ⊆ Eq(K). Now suppose that

some idempotent semiring A satisfies Σ. ThenA0 satisfies Σ, by Lemma 5.1, and A0 therefore satisfies

Eq(K∗) ⊆ Eq(K). So A satisfies Eq(K∗). Hence Eq(K∗) is a logical consequence of Σ.

If K and K
′ are classes of idempotent semifields with distinct equational theories, then there is

a simple Ls-inequation that is satisfied by one and not the other, so K0 and K
′
0 also have distinct

equational theories, by Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2. Hence, by Theorem B:

COROLLARY 5.4. There are continuum-many equational theories of classes of idempotent 0-

semifields.

Moreover, there is a linear time algorithm that given any term t in the signature of idempotent 0-

semifields produces a smaller term t′ that is either 0 or an Ls-term, and satisfies t ≈ t′ in all idempotent

0-semifields, noting that idempotent 0-semifields satisfy x ∨ 0 ≈ x, x · 0 ≈ 0, and 0 · x ≈ 0. Hence,

using Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2, and Theorem C:

COROLLARY 5.5. The equational theory of the class of idempotent 0-semifields is co-NP-complete.
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