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CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND

DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS

YIN DIE AND SHOUFENG WANG∗

Abstract. In this paper we provide a theory of chain projection ordered categories
and generalize that of chain projection ordered groupoids developed by East and Azeef
Muhammed recently. By using chain projection ordered categories, we obtain a structure
theorem for DRC-restriction semigroups. More specifically, we prove that the category
of DRC-restriction semigroups together with (2,1,1)-homomorphisms is isomorphic to the
category of chain projection ordered categories together with chain projection ordered
functors. Moreover, some special cases are also considered. As applications of the main
theorem, we demonstrate that the existence of free projection-generated DRC-restriction
semigroups associated to any strong two-sided projection algebra and reobtain the struc-
tures of projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroups. Our work may be regarded
as an answer for the fourth problem proposed by East and Azeef Muhammed in [Advances
in Mathematics, 437 (2024) 109447].

1. Introduction

Let (S, ·) be a semigroup. As usual, we denote the set of all idempotents in S by E(S) and
the set of all inverses of x ∈ S by V (x). Recall that V (x) = {a ∈ S | xax = x, axa = a} for
all x ∈ S. A semigroup S is called regular if V (x) 6= ∅ for any x ∈ S, and a regular semigroup
S is called inverse if E(S) is a commutative subsemigroup of S, or equivalently, the cardinal
of V (x) is equal to 1 for all x ∈ S (see Howie [22] for example). The theory of inverse
semigroups is perhaps the best developed within semigroup theory (see the monographs
[30, 42]).

It is well known that a semigroup S is an inverse semigroup if and only if there exists a
unary operation ◦ : S → S, x 7→ x◦ satisfying the following axioms:

(1) xx◦x = x, x◦◦ = x, (xy)◦ = y◦x◦, xx◦yy◦ = yy◦xx◦.

Inspired by this fact, in 1978 Nordahl and Scheiblich [41] introduced regular ◦-semigroups
as a generalization of inverse semigroups in the range of regular semigroups. Recall that a
unary semigroup (S, ·, ◦) is called a regular ◦-semigroup if the following axioms hold:

(2) xx◦x = x, x◦◦ = x, (xy)◦ = y◦x◦.

Inverse semigroups are regular ◦-semigroups obviously. But the converse is not true.
Regular ◦-semigroups have been inverstigated extensively in literatures (for example, see
[1, 3, 8, 9, 10, 23, 24, 26, 41, 43, 53, 62], etc.)

On the other hand, in 1991 Lawson introduced Ehresmann semigroups as a generalization
of inverse semigroups in the range of non-regular semigroups by using generalized Green
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relation developed by “York School”. Let S be a semigroup and let E ⊆ E(S). The relation

R̃E is defined on S by the rule that for any x, y ∈ S, we have xR̃Ey if

ex = x if and only if ey = y for all e ∈ E.

Dually, we have the relation L̃E on S. Observe that both R̃E and L̃E are equivalences on S
but R̃E (respectively, L̃E) may not be a left congruence (respectively, a right congruence).
Recall that a band is a semigroup in which every element is idempotent and a semilattice
is a commutative band. In view of Lawson [31], (S,E) is called E-Ehresmann if

• E is a subsemilattice of S,

• every R̃E-class contains an element of E and R̃E is a left congruence,

• every L̃E-class contains an element of E and L̃E is a right congruence.

If this is the case, E is called the distinguished semilattice of S, and the R̃E-class (respec-

tively, L̃E-class) containing a ∈ S has a unique element in E which will be denoted by a+

(respectively, a∗). An E-Ehresmann semigroup (S,E) is called E-restriction, if ae = (ae)+a
and ea = a(ea)∗ for all e ∈ E and a ∈ S. We say that a semigroup S is restriction (respec-
tively, Ehresmann) in the sequel if (S,E) is an E-restriction (respectively, E-Ehresmann)
semigroup for some E ⊆ E(S). Let (S, ·) be an inverse semigroup. Define x+ = xx−1

and x∗ = x−1x for all x ∈ S. Then it is easy to check that (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) forms a restriction
semigroup. From Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4 and their dual in Gould [17], we have the follow-
ing characterizations of Ehresmann semigroups and restriction semigroups from a varietal
perspective.

Lemma 1.1 ([17]). A semigroup (S, ·) is Ehresmann if and only if there are two unary
operations “ + ” and “ ∗ ” on S such that the following axioms hold:

x+x = x, x+y+ = y+x+ = (x+y+)+, x+(xy)+ = (xy)+ = (xy+)+, x+∗ = x+;

xx∗ = x, x∗y∗ = y∗x∗ = (x∗y∗)∗, (xy)∗y∗ = (xy)∗ = (x∗y)∗, x∗+ = x∗.

In this case, we denote this Ehresmann semigroup by (S, ·,+ ,∗ ). An Ehresmann (S, ·,+ ,∗ )
is restriction if and only if it additionally satisfies the following axioms

ample conditions (xy)+x = xy+, x(yx)∗ = y∗x.

We observe that adequate semigroups and ample semigroups defined firstly in Fountain
[14] are special Ehresmann semigroups and restriction semigroups, respectively. We also
observe that restriction semigroups have appeared also as the type SL2 γ-semigroups [4, 5]
in the early 1980s. Restriction semigroups also have arisen in the work of Jackson and
Stokes [25] in the guise of twisted C-semigroups and in that of Manes [33] as guarded
semigroups, motivated by consideration of closure operators and categories, respectively.
The work of Manes has a forerunner in the restriction categories of Cockett and Lack [6],
who were influenced by considerations of theoretical computer science. In fact the term
“restriction semigroup” is exactly taken from the above work of Cockett and Lack. More
detailed information on Ehresmann and restriction semigroups can be found in the survey
articles of Gould [17] and Hollings [19].

In 2012, Jones [26] introduced P -Ehresmann and P -restriction semigroups from the
view of variety and gave a common framework for restriction semigroups and regular ∗-
semigroups. A bi-unary semigroup (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is called a P -Ehresmann semigroup if the



CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS 3

following axioms hold:

x+x = x, (xy)+ = (xy+)+, (x+y+)+ = x+y+x+, x+x+ = x+, x+∗ = x+,

xx∗ = x, (xy)∗ = (x∗y)∗, (x∗y∗)∗ = y∗x∗y∗, x∗x∗ = x∗, x∗+ = x∗.

A P -Ehresmann semigroup (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is called a P -restriction semigroup if it additionally
satisfies the following axioms :

P -ample conditions (xy)+x = xy+x∗, x(yx)∗ = x+y∗x.

Let (S, ·, ◦) be a regular ◦-semigroup. Define x+ = xx◦ and x∗ = x◦x for all x ∈ S.
Then it is easy to check that (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) forms a P -restriction semigroup. Some works on
P -Ehresmann and P -restriction semigroups can be found in [26, 27, 46, 47, 54, 55, 56, 58]
and the references therein.

In 2021, Jones [29] introduced DRC semigroups and further generalized P -Ehremsmann
semigroups. A bi-unary semigroup (S, ·, +, ∗) is called a DRC semigroup if the following
axioms hold:

(i) x+x = x (i)′ xx∗ = x
(ii) (xy)+ = (xy+)+ (ii)′ (xy)∗ = (x∗y)∗

(iii) (xy)+ = x+(xy)+x+ (iii)′ (xy)∗ = y∗(xy)∗y∗

(iv) x++ = x+ (iv)′ x∗∗ = x∗

(v) x+∗ = x+ (v)′ x∗+ = x∗

DRC Conditions

In this case, we denote P (S) = {x+ | x ∈ S} and call it the set of projections of S. By (v)
and (v)′, we have

(3) P (S) = {x+ | x ∈ S} = {x∗ | x ∈ S}.

Observe that DRC semigroups were termed York semigroups by Jones [28], DR semigroups
satisfying the congruence conditions by Stokes [49] and reduced E-Fountain semigroups by
Stein [46, 47], respectively. Recently, Wang [59] introduced DRC-ample conditions for DRC
semigroups by which DRC-restriction semigroups are discriminated from DRC semigroups.
A DRC semigroup (S, ·, +, ∗) is called a DRC-restriction semigroup if it also satisfies the
following axioms:

(vi) x(yx)∗ = (yx+)∗x (vi)′ (xy)+x = x(x∗y)+

DRC-ample conditions

In view of the identities (ii)′ and (ii), (vi) (respectively, (vi′)) is exactly the axiom x(y∗x)∗ =
(y∗x+)∗x (respectively, (xy+)+x = x(x∗y+)+). This implies that (vi) and (vi)′ are equivalent
to the conditions that

(4) x(ex)∗ = (ex+)∗x and (xe)+x = x(x∗e)+ for all x ∈ S and e ∈ P (S),

respectively.
Moreover, a regular version of DRC-restriction semigroups also provided in Wang [59]. A

unary semigroup (S, ·, ◦) is called a generalized regular ◦-semigroup if the following axioms
hold:

(5) xx◦x = x, x◦◦ = x, (xy)◦ = (xy)◦xx◦, (xy)◦ = y◦y(xy)◦, (xy)◦x = (x◦xy)◦.

Obviously, regular ◦-semigroups are generalized regular ◦-semigroups. But the converse
does not hold (see [59, Example 3.3]). Let (S, ·, ◦) be a generalized regular ◦-semigroup.
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Define x+ = xx◦ and x∗ = x◦x for all x ∈ S. By [59, Proposition 3.7], (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) forms a
DRC-restriction semigroup. DRC semigroups and their generalizations have been studied
by several authors, see [28, 29, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 57, 59, 60] for example.

On the relationship among Ehresman (respectively, restriction), P -Ehresmann (respec-
tively, P -restriction) and DRC (respectively, DRC-restriction) semigroups, we have the
following result.

Proposition 1.2 ([17, 26, 59]). The following statements hold:

(1) A P -Ehresmann (respectively, P -restriction) semigroup is exactly a DRC (respec-
tively, DRC-restriction) semigroup in which (ef)+ = efe = (fe)∗ for all projections
e and f .

(2) An Ehresman (respectively, restriction) semigroup is exactly a DRC (respectively,
DRC-restriction) semigroup in which (ef)+ = ef = fe = (fe)∗ for all projections e
and f .

In view of the previous statements, we have the following hierarchy of the above men-
tioned classes of semigroups, where “A → B” denote A is a subclass of B.

inverse semigroups

��

// restriction semigroups

��

// Ehresmann semigroups

��
regular ◦ -semigroups

��

// P -restriction semigroups

��

// P -Ehresmann semigroups

��
generalized regular ◦ -semigroups // DRC-restriction semigroups // DRC semigroups

Diagram 1: A hierarchy of several subclasses of DRC-semigroups

According to Gould [17] and Hollings [21], in the study of structure theory of inverse semi-
groups three major approaches have emerged. These are: categorical approach developed in
the texts [11, 12, 36, 37, 40, 44, 45]), fundamental approach developed in the texts [38, 39]
and covering approach developed in the texts [34, 35], respectively. The main result on in-
verse semigroups obtained by using categorical approach was formulated by Lawson in [30]
as the following Ehresmann–Schein–Nambooripad Theorem, due to its varied authorship.

Theorem 1.3 ([30]). The category of inverse semigroups together with homomorphisms is
isomorphic to the category of inductive groupoids together with inductive functors.

On the other hand, the main result on inverse semigroups obtained by using fundamental
approach is the theorem below.

Theorem 1.4 ([22]). Let S be an inverse semigroup and TE(S) be the Munn semigroup of
E(S). Then there exists a homomorphism φ : S → TE(S) whose kernel is the maximum
idempotent-separating congruence on S. Moreover, S is fundamental if and only if S is
isomorphic to a full inverse subsemigroup of TE(S).

Since our present paper does not involve covering approach, we will no longer list the
results on inverse semigroups obtained by using this approach. Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 have
been generalized in various directions, see for example [2, 7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20,
23, 24, 26, 29, 31, 32, 40, 50, 51, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60, 61]. More specifically, for regular case,
Nambooripad [40] generalized this two theorems to general regular semigroups; Imaoka
and Fujiwara [24] and East and Azeef Muhammed [9] generalized Theorem 1.3 to locally
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inverse regular ◦-semigroups and general regular ◦-semigroups respectively; East and Azeef
Muhammed [9], Imaoka [23] and Jones [26] generalized Theorem 1.4 to regular ◦-semigroups.
For non-regular cases, Fountain [14], Fountain Gomes and Gould [15] and Gomes and
Gould [16] generalized Theorem 1.4 to Ehresmann semigroups and restriction semigroups;
Jones [26, 29] and Wang [59] generalized Theorem 1.4 to P -restriction, P -Ehresmann,
DRC-restriction and DRC semigroups, respectively. On the other hand, Lawson [31, 32]
generalized Theorem 1.3 to Ehresmann semigroups and restriction semigroups; Wang [55,
56] generalized Theorem 1.3 to a special class of P -restriction and P -Ehresmann semigroups,
respectively. Recently, Wang [57] generalized Theorem 1.3 to the whole class of DRC
semigroups and so generalized Theorem 1.3 to all subclasses of DRC semigroups mentioned
in Diagram 1.

Although Wang [57] investigated all subclasses of DRC semigroups mentioned in Diagram
1 by so-called categorical approach, we observe that in this process he actually used some
kinds of generalized small categories or generalized groupoids introduced there instead
of the usual small categories or groupoids. More recently, among other things East and
Azeef Muhammed [8, 9] generalized Theorem 1.3 to the whole class of regular ◦-semigroups
by using the theory of chain projection ordered groupoids established there rather than
the theory of generalized groupoids of any kind. In particular, they proved the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.5 ([8]). The category of regular ◦-semigroups together with ◦-homomorphisms
is isomorphic to the category of chain projection ordered groupoids together with chain
projection ordered functors.

In the end of their paper [8], East and Azeef Muhammed proposed the following natural
problem.

Problem 1.6 (The Fourth Problem in [8]). Can the theory developed in [8] be applied to
other categories of “projection-based” semigroups such as P -Ehresmann semigroups and
DRC semigroups?

In this paper, we solve the above Problem 1.6 for DRC-restriction semigroups. We
generalize the theory of chain projection ordered groupoids established by East and Azeef
Muhammed in [8, 9] to that of chain projection ordered categories by which DRC-restriction
semigroups are characterized. More specifically, we prove the category of DRC-restriction
semigroups together with (2,1,1)-homomorphisms is isomorphic to the category of chain
projection ordered categories together with chain projection ordered functors. Some spe-
cial cases such as P -restriction semigroups and generalized regular ◦-semigroups are also
considered. Finally, some applications of the main theorem are given. Our results generalize
and enrich the corresponding results obtained by East and Azeef Muhammed in [8, 9].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives some fundamental notions and results
on ordered categories and groupoids, and Section 3 states some items on two-sided projec-
tion algebras. In Section 4, based on the results given in Sections 2 and 3, we establish the
theory of chain projection ordered categories and construct the category of chain projection
ordered categories together with chain projection ordered functors. Section 5 is devoted
to proving that a DRC-restriction semigroup give rises to a chain projection ordered cate-
gory, and Section 6 proves our category isomorphism theorem. In the final two sections, we
consider two applications of our main result. Section 7 uses so-called chain semigroups to
construct the free DRC-restriction semigroup over any arbitrary strong two-sided projection
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algebra and Section 8 uses projection categories (groupoids) to reobtain the fundamental
representation theorem for DRC-restriction semigroups appeared firstly in Wang [59].

2. Ordered categories

In this setion, we give some basic results on ordered categories and ordered groupoids.
Assume that C is a nonempty set, “ ◦ ” is a partial binary operation on C and

d : C → C, x 7→ d(x), r : C → C, x 7→ r(x)

are maps. According to [31], (C, ◦,d, r) is called a (small) category, if the following condi-
tions hold:

(C1) For all x, y ∈ C, x◦y is defined if and only if r(x) = d(y), in this case, d(x◦y) = d(x)
and r(x ◦ y) = r(y).

(C2) For all x, y, z ∈ C, if x ◦ y and y ◦ z are defined, then (x ◦ y) ◦ z = x ◦ (y ◦ z).
(C3) For all x ∈ C, d(x) ◦ x and x ◦ r(x) are defined, and d(x) ◦ x = x = x ◦ r(x).

Remark 2.1. Let (C, ·,d, r) be a category and x ∈ C. Then d(x) ◦ x and x ◦ r(x) are
defined by (C3), and so r(d(x)) = d(x) and r(x) = d(r(x)) by (C1). This implies that
{d(x) | x ∈ C} = {r(x) | x ∈ C}. We call

PC = {d(x) | x ∈ C} = {r(x) | x ∈ C}

the set of objects of C. Clearly, d(e) = e = r(e) for all e ∈ PC .

Let (C, ◦,d, r) be a category and “ ≤ ” be a partial order on C. Then (C, ·,d, r,≤) is called
an ordered category if for all a, b, c, d ∈ C and p, q ∈ PC , the following statements hold:

(O1) If a ≤ b, then d(a) ≤ d(b) and r(a) ≤ r(b).
(O2) If a ≤ b, c ≤ d, r(a) = d(c), r(b) = d(d), then a ◦ c ≤ b ◦ d.
(O3) If p ≤ d(a), then exists a unique element u ∈ C such that u ≤ a and d(u) = p.
(O4) If q ≤ r(a), then exists a unique element v ∈ C such that v ≤ a and r(v) = q.

In this case, the elements u, v in (O3) and (O4) are denoted by u =p⇃a and v = a⇂q, and
call them the left restriction and right restriction on p and q of a, respectively.

Lemma 2.2. Let (C, ·,d, r,≤) be an ordered category, a, b ∈ C and p, q ∈ PC.

(1) If p ≤ d(a), then p⇃a ≤ a, d(p⇃a) = p and r(p⇃a) ≤ r(a).
(2) If q ≤ r(a), then a⇂q ≤ a, r(a⇂q) = q and d(a⇂q) ≤ d(a).
(3) If a ≤ b, then a = d(a)⇃b. In particular, d(a)⇃a = a.
(4) If a ≤ b, then a = b⇂r(a). In particular, a⇂r(a) = a.
(5) If p ≤ d(a), then p⇃a = a⇂r(p⇃a).
(6) If q ≤ r(a), then a⇂q = d(a⇂q)⇃a.
(7) If p ≤ d(a), r(a) = d(b), then p⇃(a ◦ b) = p⇃a ◦ r(p⇃a)⇃b.
(8) If q ≤ r(b), r(a) = d(b), then (a ◦ b)⇂q = a⇂d(b⇂q) ◦ b⇂q.
(9) If p ≤ q ≤ d(a), then p⇃(q⇃a) = p⇃a.

(10) If p ≤ q ≤ r(a), then (a⇂q)⇂p = a⇂p.
(11) If p, q ∈ PC and p ≤ q, then p⇃q = p.
(12) If p, q ∈ PC and p ≤ q, then q⇂p = p.

Proof. We only need to show items (1), (3), (5), (7), (9) and (11) by symmetry.
(1) By the definition of p⇃a and (O3), we have p⇃a ≤ a and d(p⇃a) = p, and so r(p⇃a) ≤

r(a) by (O1).
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(3) The fact a ≤ b and (O1) give d(a) ≤ d(b), and so b has a unique left restriction on
d(a) by (O3). Since a ≤ b and d(a) = d(a), we have a = d(a)⇃b.

(5) (O3) gives p⇃a ≤ a and so we have p⇃a = a⇂r(p⇃a) by (4) in the present lemma.
(7) By (O3) and (O1), we have p⇃a ≤ a and r(p⇃a) ≤ r(a) = d(b). By the definitions of

p⇃(a ◦ b) and r(p⇃a)⇃b and (O3),

p⇃(a ◦ b) ≤ a ◦ b, r(p⇃a)⇃b ≤ b, r(p⇃a) = d(r(p⇃a)⇃b),d(p⇃(a ◦ b)) = p,

this together with the fact r(a) = d(b) and (O2) implies that p⇃a ◦ r(p⇃a)⇃b ≤ a ◦ b. On the
other hand, we have d(p⇃a ◦ r(p⇃a)⇃b) = d(p⇃a) = p by (C1) and (O3). By (3) in the present
lemma, we obtain p⇃a ◦ r(p⇃a)⇃b = p⇃(a ◦ b).

(9) Item (O3) gives that p⇃(q⇃a) ≤ q⇃a ≤ a and d(p⇃(q⇃a)) = p, and so p⇃(q⇃a) = p⇃a by
(3) in the present lemma.

(11) Since p ≤ q and d(p) = p by Remark 2.1, we have p = p⇃q by (3) in the present
lemma. �

Let (C, ·,d, r,≤) be an ordered category and p ∈ PC , Denote

p↓ = {q ∈ PC | q ≤ p}.

Let a ∈ C. By (1) and (2) in Lemma 2.2, we have r(p⇃a) ≤ r(a) and d(a⇂q) ≤ d(a). Thus
we can define the maps νa and µa as follows:

(6) νa : d(a)
↓ → r(a)↓, p 7→ pνa = r(p⇃a); µa : r(a)

↓ → d(a)↓, q 7→ qµa = d(a⇂q).

By using the maps νa and µa (a ∈ S), we can restate (7) and (8) in Lemma 2.2 as follows:
If (C, ·,d, r,≤) is an ordered category, a, b ∈ C and p, q ∈ PC with r(a) = d(b), p ≤ d(a)
and q ≤ r(b). Then

(7) p⇃(a ◦ b) = p⇃a ◦ pνa⇃b, (a ◦ b)⇂q = a⇂qµb ◦ b⇂q.

Lemma 2.3. Let (C, ·,d, r,≤) be an ordered category and a ∈ C. Then νa and µa are
mutually inverse bijections. In particular, if e ∈ PC, then νe = µe = ide↓.

Proof. Let p ≤ d(a) and denote q = pνa = r(p⇃a). Then by (5) and (1) in Lemma 2.2,

pνaµa = qµa = d(a⇂q) = d(p⇃a) = p.

Thus νaµa = idd(a)↓ . Dually, we can prove that µaνa = idr(a)↓ . If e ∈ PC , then by Remark

2.1, we have d(e) = r(e) = e. Let p ∈ d(e)↓ = e↓. Then p ∈ PC and p ≤ e, and so
pνe = r(p⇃e) = r(p) = p by Lemma 2.2 (11) and Remark 2.1 again. This shows that
νe = ide↓. Moreover, µe = ν−1

e = id−1
e↓

= ide↓ . �

Lemma 2.4. Let (C, ·,d, r,≤) be an ordered category, a ∈ C and e, f ∈ PC with e ≤
d(a), f ≤ r(a). Then ν

e⇃a
= νa|e↓ and µa⇂f = µa|f↓.

Proof. It is easy to see that ν
e⇃a and νa|e↓ have the same domain e↓ by Lemma 2.2 (1).

Let t ≤ e. By (6) and Lemma 2.2 (9), we have tν
e⇃a = r(t⇃(e⇃a)) = r(t⇃a) = tνa. Dually,

µa⇃f = µa|f↓ . �

Lemma 2.5. Let (C, ·,d, r,≤) be an ordered category, a, b ∈ C and r(a) = d(b). Then

νa◦b = νaνb, µa◦b = µbµa.
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Proof. Let p = d(a), q = r(a) = d(b), r = r(b). Then d(a ◦ b) = d(a) = p and r(a ◦ b) =
r(b) = r, and so

νa : p
↓ → q↓, νb : q

↓ → r↓, νa◦b : p
↓ → r↓, νaνb : p

↓ → r↓

Let e ∈ p↓ (i.e. s ≤ p) and denote t = sνa = r(s⇃a). By Lemma 2.2 (7), we have

sνa◦b = r(s⇃(a ◦ b)) = r(s⇃a ◦ t⇃b) = r(t⇃b) = tνb = sνaνb.

Thus νa◦b = νaνb. Dually, we can prove that µa◦b = µbµa. �

A category (C, ◦,d, r) is called a groupoid if for all a ∈ C, there exists a′ ∈ C such that
a◦a′ = d(a) and a′ ◦a = r(a). In this case, for a ∈ C, we have r(a′) = r(a◦a′) = r(d(a)) =
d(a). Dual argument gives d(a′) = r(a). The above a′ is unique. In fact, if a′′ ∈ C and
a ◦ a′′ = d(a) and a′′ ◦ a = r(a), then d(a) = r(a′′), and so

a′ = d(a′) ◦ a′ = r(a) ◦ a′ = (a′′ ◦ a) ◦ a′ = a′′ ◦ d(a) = a′′ ◦ r(a′′) = a′′.

Denote the unique element a′ by a−1. An ordered category (C, ◦,d, r,≤) is called an ordered
groupoid if (C, ◦,d, r) is a groupoid.

Lemma 2.6. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤) be an ordered groupoid and a, b ∈ C.

(1) a ◦ a−1 = d(a), a−1 ◦ a = r(a),d(a) = r(a−1), r(a) = d(a−1).
(2) If a ≤ b, then a−1 ≤ b−1.
(3) If p, q ∈ PC and p ≤ d(a), q ≤ r(a), then a⇂q = (q⇃a

−1)−1, p⇃a = (a−1⇂p)
−1.

(4) µa = νa−1.

Proof. (1) This follows from the statements before Lemma 2.6.
(2) Let a ≤ b. Then a = d(a)⇃b by Lemma 2.2 (3). Item (O1) gives d(a) ≤ d(b), and so

d(a) = d(a)⇃d(b) by Lemma 2.2 (11). Thus

r(a−1) = d(a) = d(a)⇃d(b) = d(a)⇃(b ◦ b
−1) = d(a)⇃b ◦r(d(a)⇃b) ⇃b

−1 = a ◦ r(a)⇃b
−1

by item (1) in the present lemma and Lemma 2.2 (7). This implies that

a−1 = a−1 ◦ r(a−1) = a−1 ◦ a ◦ r(a)⇃b
−1 = r(a) ◦ r(a)⇃b

−1

= d(r(a)⇃b
−1) ◦ r(a)⇃b

−1 = r(a)⇃b
−1 ≤ b−1

by Lemma 2.2 (1) and (C3).
(3) Since q ≤ r(a) = d(a−1), we have q⇃a

−1 ≤ a−1, and so (q⇃a
−1)−1 ≤ a by item (2) in

the present lemma. By Lemma 2.2 (1), we get r((q⇃a
−1)−1) = d(q⇃a

−1) = q. By Lemma
2.2 (4), we have (q⇃a

−1)−1 = a⇂q. The other identity can be proved dually.
(4) By (6), we have

νa−1 : d(a−1)↓ → r(a−1)↓, q 7→ r(q⇃a
−1).

By (1) and (3) in the present lemma,

νa−1 : r(a)↓ → d(a)↓, q 7→ d((q⇃a
−1)−1) = d(a⇂q).

This implies that νa−1 = µa by (6) again. �
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3. Two-sided projection algebras

In this section, we shall give some basic notions and facts on two-sided projection algebras
introduced by Jones in [26]. Let P be a non-empty set and“×” be a binary operation on
P . Then (P,×) is called a left projection algebra if the following axioms hold:

(L1) e× e = e.
(L2) (e× f)× e = e× f .
(L3) e× (f × g) = (e× f)× (f × g).
(L4) (e× f)× g = (e× f)× (e× g).

Dually, let P be a non-empty set and “⋆” be a binary operation on P . Then (P, ⋆) is called
a right projection algebra if the following axioms hold:

(R1) e ⋆ e = e.
(R2) (f ⋆ e) = e ⋆ (f ⋆ e).
(R3) (g ⋆ f) ⋆ e = (g ⋆ f) ⋆ (f ⋆ e).
(R4) g ⋆ (f ⋆ e) = (g ⋆ e) ⋆ (f ⋆ e).

Let P be a non-empty set and “×” and “⋆” be binary operations on P . Then (P,×, ⋆)
is called a two-sided projection algebra, or projection algebra for simplicity, if the following
conditions hold:

(P1) (P,×) forms a left projection algebra.
(P2) (P, ⋆) forms a right projection algebra.
(P3) For all e, f, g ∈ P , we have (e⋆(f×g))⋆g = (e⋆f)⋆g and g×((g⋆f)×e) = g×(f×e).
(P4) For all e, f ∈ P , we have (e× f) ⋆ e = e× f and f × (e ⋆ f) = e ⋆ f .

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra. Define a relation “≤P” on P as follows: For all
e, f ∈ P ,

e ≤P f ⇐⇒ e = f × e.

Then “ ≤P ” is a partial order by [26, Lemma 5.2]. Recall form [59] that a projection
algebra (P,×, ⋆) is strong if the following axioms hold:

(SP1) e× (((e× f)× g) ⋆ f) = (e× f)× g.
(SP2) (f × (g ⋆ (f ⋆ e))) ⋆ e = g ⋆ (f ⋆ e).

It is easy to see that (SP1) (respectively, (SP2)) is equivalent to the following condition:
For all e, f, g ∈ P ,

(8) g ≤P e× f =⇒ e× (g ⋆ f) = g (respectively, g ≤P f ⋆ e =⇒ (f × g) ⋆ e = g).

A strong projection algebra (P,×, ⋆) is called

• symmetric if e× f = f ⋆ e for all e, f ∈ P , and
• commutative if e× f = f × e for all e, f ∈ P .

Lemma 3.1. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra and e, f, g ∈ P .

(1) e ≤P f if and only if e = e× f = f × e. Moreover, e× f ≤P e.
(2) e ≤P f if and only if e = e ⋆ f = f ⋆ e. Moreover, e ⋆ f ≤P f .
(3) (e× f) ⋆ f = e ⋆ f and e× (e ⋆ f) = e× f .
(4) (e× f)× (e ⋆ f) = e× f and (e× f) ⋆ (e ⋆ f) = e ⋆ f .
(5) If e ≤P f , then g × e ≤P g × f and e ⋆ g ≤P f ⋆ g.

Proof. Items (1)–(4) follow from [56, Lemma 3.2], and (5) follows from [59, Lemma 5.2],
respectively. �
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Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra. For each e ∈ P , define

e↓ = {x ∈ P | x ≤P e}.

By (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, we have

(9) e↓ = {e× p | p ∈ P} = {p ⋆ e | p ∈ P}.

Let p ∈ P . Define θp and δp as follows:

(10) θp : P → P, q 7→ qθp = q ⋆ p, δp : P → P, q 7→ qδp = p× q.

Again by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, for all p, q ∈ P we have

(11) p ≤P q ⇐⇒ pθq = qθp = p⇐⇒ pδq = qδp = p.

Moreover, (9) gives that

(12) imθp = {q ⋆ p | q ∈ P} = p↓ = {p× q | q ∈ P} = imδp.

Lemma 3.2. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra and p ≤P q. Then

θp = θpθq = θqθp = θpδq, δp = δpδq = δqδp = δpθq.

Proof. Let t ∈ P . By Lemma 3.1 (2), we have t ⋆p ≤P p and (t ⋆p)⋆p = t ⋆p. Since p ≤P q,
it follows that p ⋆ q = p and q× (t ⋆ p) = t ⋆ p by (2) and (1) in Lemma 3.1. Firstly, by (R3)
we have

tθpθq = (t ⋆ p) ⋆ q
(R3)
= (t ⋆ p) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = (t ⋆ p) ⋆ p = t ⋆ p = tθp.

Secondly, by (R4) it follows that

tθqθp = (t ⋆ q) ⋆ p = (t ⋆ q) ⋆ (p ⋆ q)
(R4)
= t ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = t ⋆ p = tθp.

Finally, tθpδq = q × (t ⋆ p) = t ⋆ p = tθp. Thus θp = θqθp = θpθq = θpδq. Dually, we have
δp = δpδq = δqδp = δpθq. �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra. Define a relation FP on P as follows: For all
p, q ∈ P ,

(13) pFP q ⇐⇒ p = qδp, q = pθq.

Let p, q ∈ P . Then qδp = p× q and pθq = p ⋆ q by the definitions of δp and θq. Thus

(14) pFP q if and only if p× q = p and p ⋆ q = q.

Lemma 3.3. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra and p, q ∈ P . Then qδp ≤P p, pθq ≤P q
and qδp FP pθq.

Proof. Firstly, we have qδp ≤P p and pθq ≤P q by the facts that qδp = p× q, pθq = p ⋆ q and
(1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1. On the other hand,

(qδp)× (pθq) = (p× q)× (p ⋆ q) = p× q = qδp,

(qδp) ⋆ (pθq) = (p× q) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = p ⋆ q = pθq

by Lemma 3.1 (4). Thus qδpFP pθq. �

Lemma 3.4. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra and p, q, r ∈ P .

(1) If p ≤P q and q = q × r, then p = p× r.
(2) If p = p× q and q ≤P r, then p = p× r.
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Proof. By the facts that p ≤P q, q = q× r and Lemma 3.1 (1), we obtain p = p× q = q× p
and q = q × r. This together with (L4) gives that

p = p× q = (q × p)× (q × r)
(L4)
= (q × p)× r = p× r.

This proves (1). On the other hand, by the facts p = p× q, q ≤P r and Lemma 3.1 (1), we
obtain p = p× q, q = q × r = r × q. This together with (L3), (L4) and (L2) implies that

p = p× q = p× (r × q)
(L3)
= (p× r)× (r × q)

= (p× r)× q
(L4)
= (p× r)× (p× q) = (p× r)× p

(L2)
= p× r.

This shows (2). �

Lemma 3.5. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a projection algebra, p1, p2, . . . , pk, q ∈ P and p1FP p2FP . . .FP pk.
Then

pkδpk−1
δpk−2

. . . δp1 = p1, p1θp2θp3 . . . θpk = pk.

Proof. In view of the fact that p1FPp2FP . . .FPpk, (13) and (14), we have

pkδpk−1
δpk−2

. . . δp1 = (pk−1 × pk)δpk−2
. . . δp1

= pk−1δpk−2
. . . δp1 = (pk−2 × pk−1)δpk−3

. . . δp1
= pk−2δpk−3

. . . δp1 = · · · · · · = p2δp1 = p1 × p2 = p1.

The other identity can be proved dually. �

Let (P,×, ⋆) and (P ′,×, ⋆) be two projection algebras. A map ψ : P → P ′ is called a
homomorphism if

(yδx)ψ = (x× y)ψ = (xψ)× (yψ) = (yψ)δxψ, (xθy)ψ = (x ⋆ y)ψ = (xψ) ⋆ (yψ) = (xψ)θyψ

for all x, y ∈ P .

Lemma 3.6. Let (P,×, ⋆) and (P ′,×, ⋆) be two projection algebras, ψ : P → P ′ be a
homomorphism and p, q ∈ P .

(1) If p ≤P q, then pψ ≤P ′ qψ.
(2) If p FP q, then pψ FP ′ qψ.

Proof. Let p ≤P q. Then q × p = p. Since ψ is homomorphism, we have (qψ)× (pψ) = pψ,
and so pψ ≤P ′ qψ. This gives (1), and (2) can be proved similarly. �

Lemma 3.7. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p, s ∈ P . Then δpθs = δsδpθs
and θpδs = θsθpδs.

Proof. Let t ∈ P . Then (p ⋆ s) × t ≤P p ⋆ s by Lemma 3.1 (1), and so (p ⋆ s) × t =
(p× ((p ⋆ s)× t)) ⋆ s by (8). Now, (P3) gives that

tδpθs = (p ⋆ s)× t = (p× ((p ⋆ s)× t)) ⋆ s
(P3)
= (p× (s× t)) ⋆ s = tδsδpθs.

Dually, we have θpδs = θsθpδs. �

Using Lemma 3.7 and mathematical induction, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.8. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p1, p2, . . . , pk, q ∈ P . Then

δqθp1θp2 ...θpk = δpk . . . δp1δqθp1 . . . θpk ,

θqδpk δpk−1
...δp1

= θp1 . . . θpkθqδpk . . . δp1.



12 YIN DIE AND SHOUFENG WANG
∗

4. Chain projection ordered categories

In this section, we develop a theory of chain projection ordered categories, which gen-
eralizes the theory of chain projection ordered groupoids provided by East and Azeef
Muhammed in [8] recently.

Definition 4.1. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and k be a positive integer.
Assume that p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ P and p1FP p2FP . . .FP pk. Then we call p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk)
a P -path in P with length k from p1 to pk. Denote the set of all P -paths in P by P(P ).
For all p ∈ P , we identify P -path (p) with length 1 to p. Under this assumption, P is a
subset of P(P ).

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. For

p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q = (q1, q2, . . . , ql) ∈ P(P ),

we define d(p) = p1, r(p) = pk, and if r(p) = pk = q1 = d(q), we let

p ◦ q = (p1, p2, . . . , pk = q1, q2, . . . , ql).

It is easy to see that (P(P ), ◦,d, r) is a small category, PP(P ) = P and d(p) = p = r(p)
for all p ∈ P . We call this category the path category of (P,×, ⋆). Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈
P(P ), q ∈ P and q ≤P d(p) = p1. Denote

(15) q⇃p = (q1, q2, . . . , qk), where q1 = q, qi = qi−1θpi = qi−1 ⋆ pi, i = 2, 3, . . . , k,

and call it the left restriction of p on q. In this case, observe that q ≤P p1, it follows that
q1 = q = q ⋆ p1 = qθp1 by Lemma 3.1 (2). Combining (15) and Lemma 3.1 (2), we have

(16) qi = qθp1θp2 . . . θpi , qi ≤P pi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Dually, let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ), q ∈ P and q ≤P r(p) = pk. Denote

(17) p⇂q = (q1, q2, . . . , qk), where qk = q, qi = qi+1δpi = pi × qi+1, i = k − 1, k − 2, . . . , 1

and call it the right restriction of p on q. In this case, observe that q ≤P pk, it follows that
qk = q = pk × q = qδpk by Lemma 3.1 (1). Combining (17) and Lemma 3.1 (1), we have

(18) qi = qδpk . . . δpi , qi ≤P pi, i = k, k − 1, . . . , 1.

Lemma 4.2. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, q, r ∈ P and p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈
P(P ).

(1) If q ≤P d(p), then q⇃p ∈ P(P ), d(q⇃p) = q and r(q⇃p) ≤P r(p).
(2) If q ≤P r(p), then p⇂q ∈ P(P ), r(p⇂q) = q and d(p⇂q) ≤P d(p).
(3) If q = d(p), then q⇃p = p.
(4) If q = r(p), then p⇂q = p.
(5) If r ≤P q ≤P d(p), then r⇂(q⇃p) = r⇃p.
(6) If r ≤P q ≤P r(p), then (p⇂q)⇂r = p⇂r.
(7) If r ≤P d(p), then r⇃p = p⇂

r(r⇃p).
(8) If r ≤P r(p), then p⇂r = d(p⇂r)⇃p.

Proof. We only need to show items (1), (3), (5) and (7) by symmetry.
(1) Let q⇃p = (q1, q2, . . . , qk), where

q1 = q, qi = qi−1θpi = qi−1 ⋆ pi, i = 2, 3, . . . , k.



CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS 13

Since p ∈ P(P ), we have piFP pi+1, that is,

pi × pi+1 = pi, pi+1 = pi ⋆ pi+1, i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1.

Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k − 1}. By (R4) and (R1), we have

qiθqi+1
= qi ⋆ qi+1 = qi ⋆ (qi ⋆ pi+1) = (qi ⋆ pi+1) ⋆ (qi ⋆ pi+1) = qi ⋆ pi+1 = qi+1.

On the other hand, by the fact that qi+1 = qi ⋆ pi+1 and Lemma 3.1 (3), we have

qi+1δqi = qi × qi+1 = qi × (qi ⋆ pi+1) = qi × pi+1.

Observe (16) and the fact that piFP pi+1, it follows that qi ≤P pi = pi×pi+1. This together
with (8) gives that qi = pi × (qi ⋆ pi+1). Combing (L4) and (L2), we obtain

qi+1δqi = qi × pi+1 = (pi × (qi ⋆ pi+1))× pi+1

= (pi × (qi ⋆ pi+1))× (pi × pi+1) = (pi × (qi ⋆ pi+1))× pi = pi × (qi ⋆ pi+1) = qi.

This implies that qiFP qi+1, and so q⇃p ∈ P(P ). By the definition of q⇃p, we have d(q⇃p) =
q1 = q. Moreover, (16) gives that r(q⇃p) = qk ≤P pk = r(p).

(3) Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk). Then q = d(p) = p1, and so q⇃p = (q1, q2, . . . , qk), where

qi = qθp1 . . . θpi , i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Obviously, q1 = q = p1. Assume that qi−1 = pi−1, i ≥ 2. Since p ∈ P(P ), it follows that
pi−1FP pi, and so pi−1 ⋆ pi = pi. By (15), qi = qi−1 ⋆ pi = pi−1 ⋆ pi = pi. By mathematical
induction, the result follows.

(5) Let

p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q⇃p = (q1, q2, . . . , qk),

r⇃p = (r1, r2, . . . , rk), r⇃(q⇃p) = (s1, s2, . . . , sk).

By (15) and (16),

qi = qθp1 . . . θpi = qi−1 ⋆ pi, ri = rθp1 . . . θpi = ri−1 ⋆ pi, si = rθq1 . . . θqi = si−1 ⋆ qi,

qi ≤P pi, ri ≤P pi, si ≤P qi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.(19)

When i = 1, r1 = r = s1. Let ri−1 = si−1. Then the fact si−1 ≤P qi−1 gives si−1 = si−1⋆qi−1

by Lemma 3.1 (2). This together with the fact qi = qi−1 ⋆ pi and (R3) implies that

si = si−1 ⋆ qi = (si−1 ⋆ qi−1) ⋆ (qi−1 ⋆ pi) = (si−1 ⋆ qi−1) ⋆ pi = si−1 ⋆ pi = ri−1 ⋆ pi = ri.

By mathematical induction, the result follows.
(7) Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ) and r ≤P d(p). By (16),

r⇃p = (r, rθp2, . . . , rθp1θp2 . . . θpk).

Let t = r(r⇃p) = rθp1θp2 . . . θpk . Then t ≤P r(p) = pk by item (1). In view of (18),

p⇂t = (tδpkδpk−1
. . . δp1, . . . , tδpkδpk−1

, tδpk).

In the following statements, we will show r⇃p = p⇂t. In fact, by the fact that t ≤P r(p) = pk
and (11), we have tδpk = t = rθp1θp2 . . . θpk . On the other hand, by (16) and the fact that
pk−1FPpk, we have

rθp1θp2 . . . θpk−1
≤P pk−1 = pk−1 × pk.

This together with (8) gives that

rθp1θp2 . . . θpkδpk−1
= pk−1 × ((rθp1θp2 . . . θpk−1

) ⋆ pk) = rθp1θp2 . . . θpk−1
.
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By mathematical induction, we have

rθp1θp2 . . . θpi = rθp1θp2 . . . θpkδpk . . . δpi, i = k, k − 1, . . . , 1.

Thus r⇃p = p⇂t = p⇂
r(r⇃p). �

Lemma 4.3. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p, q ∈ P(P ), r(p) = d(q).

(1) If r ∈ P , r ≤P d(p), s = r(r⇃p), then r⇃(p ◦ q) = r⇃p ◦ s⇃q.
(2) If l ∈ P, l ≤P r(q), t = d(q⇂l), then (p ◦ q)⇂l = p⇂t ◦ q⇂l.

Proof. Assume that p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) and q = (q1, q2, . . . , ql). Since r(p) = d(q), we have
pk = q1. By (15),

r⇃p = (r, rθp2 , rθp2θp3 , . . . , rθp2 . . . θpk),

and so s = r(r⇃p) = rθp2 . . . θpk . Again by (15), we have

r⇃(p ◦ q) = r⇃(p1, p2, . . . , pk, q2, . . . , ql)

= (r, rθp2, rθp2θp3 , . . . , rθp2 . . . θpk = s, sθq2 , sθq2θq3 , . . . , sθq2 . . . θql)

= (r, rθp2 , rθp2θp3 , . . . , rθp2 . . . θpk) ◦ (s, sθq2 , sθq2θq3 , . . . , sθq2 . . . θql) = r⇃p ◦ s⇃q.

This proves item (1). Dually, we can prove (2). �

Definition 4.4. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤) be an ordered category such that (PC ,×, ⋆) is a strong
projection algebra. Then (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) is called a weak projection ordered category
if p ≤ q if and only if p ≤PC

q for all p, q ∈ PC .

Theorem 4.5. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Define a relation “≤” on P(P )
as follows: For all p, q ∈ P(P ),

p ≤P q ⇐⇒ there exists r ∈ P such that r ≤P d(q) and p = r⇃q.

Then “≤P” is a partial order on P(P ), and (P(P ), ◦,d, r,≤P, P,×, ⋆)(Note that PP(P ) =
P ) forms a weak projection ordered category.

Proof. Let p, q,m ∈ P(P ). By Lemma 4.2 (3), we have d(p)⇃p = p, and so p ≤P p. Let
p ≤P q and q ≤P p. Then there exist r, l ∈ P such that

r ≤P d(q), l ≤P d(p), p = r⇃q, q = l⇃p

By Lemma 4.2 (1), r ≤P d(q) = d(l⇃p) = l. Dually, l ≤P r = d(p). Thus r = l = d(p) =
d(q), and hence p = r⇃q = d(q)⇃q = q by Lemma 4.2 (3). Assume that p ≤P q and q ≤P m.
Then there exist r, l ∈ P such that

r ≤P d(q), l ≤P d(m), p = r⇃q, q = l⇃m.

This together with Lemma 4.2 (1) gives that r ≤P d(q) = d(l⇃m) = l ≤P d(m). By Lemma
4.2 (5), we have r⇃m = r⇃(l⇃m) = r⇃q = p, and so p ≤P m. Thus “≤P” is a partial order.

Let p, q ∈ P . If p ≤P q, then there exists r ∈ P such that r ≤P d(q) = q, p = r⇃q. By
(15), we have p = r, and so p ≤P q. Conversely, if p ≤P q, then p ≤P q = d(q). By (15),
we obtain p⇃q = p. This gives that p ≤P q. Thus for all p, q ∈ P , p ≤P q if and only if
p ≤P q.

(O1) Let p ≤P q. Then there exists r ∈ P such that r ≤P d(q) and p = r⇃q. By Lemma
4.2 (1),

d(p) = d(r⇃q) = r ≤P d(q), r(p) = r(r⇃q) ≤P r(q).

This implies that d(p) ≤P d(q) and r(p) ≤P r(q).
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(O2) Let p ≤P q, n ≤P m and r(p) = d(n), r(q) = d(m). Then there exist r, l ∈ P such
that

p = r⇃q, n = l⇃m, r ≤P d(q), l ≤P d(m).

By Lemma 4.2 (1), l = d(l⇃m) = d(n) = r(p) = r(r⇃q), and so p◦n = (r⇃q)◦(l⇃m) = r⇃(q◦m)
by Lemma 4.3 (1). Observe that r ≤P d(q) = d(q ◦m), it follows that p ◦ n ≤P q ◦m.

(O3) Let r ≤P d(q). By Lemma 4.2 (1), we have r⇃q ∈ P(P ) and d(r⇃q) = r. Obviously,

r⇃q ≤P q. Let p ∈ P(P ), d(p) = r and p ≤P q. Then there exists l ∈ P such that
l ≤P d(q) and p = l⇃q. This implies that l = d(l⇃q) = d(p) = r by Lemma 4.2 (1) again.
Thus p = l⇃q = r⇃q.

(O4) Let l ≤P r(q). By Lemma 4.2 (2), we have q⇂l ∈ P(P ) and r(q⇂l) = l. By
Lemma 4.2 (8), we have q⇂l = d(q⇂l)⇃q, and so q⇂l ≤P q. Now let p ∈ P(P ), r(p) = l and
p ≤P q. Then there exists m ≤P d(q) such that p = m⇃q = q⇂r(m⇃q) by Lemma 4.2 (7). So
r(m⇃q) = r(q⇂r(m⇃q)) = r(p) = l by Lemma 4.2 (2). Thus p = q⇂r(m⇃q) = q⇂l. �

In the following statements, we shall give some properties of general weak projection
ordered categories. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a weak projection ordered category and
a ∈ C. Then d(a) ∈ PC . By (6) and (10), we can define

(20) Θa = θd(a)νa : PC 7−→ r(a)↓, x 7−→ r(x⋆d(a)⇃a).

Dually, we have

(21) ∆a = δr(a)µa : PC 7−→ d(a)↓, y 7−→ d(a⇂
r(a)×y).

It is easy to see that

(22) Θp = θp, ∆p = δp.

for all p ∈ PC by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, Remark 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 (11). Moreover,
by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, we can obtain that

(23) Θa|d(a)↓ = νa, ∆a|r(a)↓ = µa.

Lemma 4.6. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a weak projection ordered category and a, b ∈ C.

(1) νaθr(a) = νa = νaδr(a) and µaδd(a) = µa = µaθd(a).
(2) Θaθr(a) = Θa = θd(a)Θa and ∆aδd(a) = ∆a = δr(a)∆a.
(3) Θaµa = θd(a).
(4) If a ≤ b, then Θa = θd(a)νb.
(5) For all p, q ∈ PC, if p ≤ d(a) and q ≤ r(a), then

Θ
p⇃a = θpΘa, ∆a⇂q = δq∆a, Θa⇂q = θqµaΘa, ∆p⇃a = δpνa∆a.

(6) If r(a) = d(b), then Θa◦b = ΘaΘb and ∆a◦b = ∆b∆a.
(7) Θa∆a = θd(a) and ∆aΘa = δr(a).

Proof. We first observe that p ≤ q if and only if p ≤PC
q for all p, q ∈ PC as C is a weak

projection ordered category.
(1) It is easy to see that νaθr(a), νa and νaδr(a) have the same domain d(a)↓. Let x ∈ d(a)↓.

Then xνa ∈ r(a)↓, i.e. xνa ≤ r(a). By (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, we have

x(νaθr(a)) = (xνa)θr(a) = (xνa) ⋆ r(a) = xνa = r(a)× (xνa) = xνaδr(a).

This implies that νaθr(a) = νa = νaδr(a). Dually, µaδd(a) = µa = µaθd(a).
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(2) The fact Θa = θd(a)νa and (1) imply that Θaθr(a) = θd(a)νaθr(a) = Θa. On the other
hand, let t ∈ PC . Then t ⋆ d(a) ≤ d(a) and so (t ⋆ d(a)) ⋆ d(a) = t ⋆ d(a) by Lemma 3.1
(2). This implies that

tθd(a)Θa = r((t⋆d(a))⋆d(a)⇃a) = r(t⋆d(a)⇃a) = tΘa.

Since θd(a)Θa and Θa have the same domain PC , we have θd(a)Θa = Θa. Dually, ∆aδd(a) =
∆a = δr(a)∆a.

(3) Obviously, Θaµa and θd(a) have the same domain PC . Let t ∈ PC . By Lemma 3.1 (2),
t ⋆ d(a) ≤ d(a). By using (5) and (1) in Lemma 2.2, we have

tΘaµa = d(a⇂r(t⋆d(a)⇃a)
) = d(t⋆d(a)⇃a) = t ⋆ d(a) = tθd(a).

Thus Θaµa = θd(a).
(4) Let a ≤ b. Then a = d(a)⇃b by Lemma 2.2 (3). Let t ∈ PC . By Lemma 3.1 (2) and

(O1), we have t ⋆ d(a) ≤ d(a) ≤ d(b). By Lemma 2.2 (9),

tΘa = r((t⋆d(a))⇃a) = r((t⋆d(a))⇃(d(a)⇃b)) = r((t⋆d(a))⇃b) = tθd(a)νb.

(5) Let p ≤ d(a) and t ∈ PC . By Lemma 3.1 (2), we have t ⋆ p ≤ p ≤ d(a) and
(t ⋆ p) ⋆ d(a) = t ⋆ p. By the definition of Θa, (1) and (9) in Lemma 2.2,

tΘ
p⇃a = r((t⋆d(p⇃a))⇃(p⇃a)) = r(t⋆p⇃(p⇃a)) = r((t⋆p)⇃a) = r((t⋆p)⋆d(a)⇃a) = tθpΘa.

This implies that Θ
p⇃a = θpΘa. Dually, ∆a⇂q = δq∆a for all q ∈ PC with q ≤ r(a) . On the

other hand, let q ∈ PC and q ≤ r(a). By Lemma 2.2 (6), we obtain a⇂q = d(a⇂q)⇃a = qµa⇃a,

and so Θa⇂q = Θ
qµa ⇃a = θqµaΘa. Dually, ∆

p⇃a = δpνa∆a for all p ∈ PC with p ≤ d(a).
(6) Let p = d(a) and q = r(a) = d(b). Using (1) of the present lemma, Lemma 2.5 and

the fact that d(a ◦ b) = d(a) in order,

ΘaΘb = θd(a)νaθd(b)νb = θd(a)νaθr(a)νb = θd(a)νaνb = θd(a)νa◦b = θd(a◦b)νa◦b = Θa◦b.

Dually, ∆a◦b = ∆b∆a.
(7) Let t ∈ P . Then t ⋆ d(a) ≤ d(a) By Lemma 3.1 (2) . By Lemma 2.2 (1), we have

r((t⋆d(a))⇃a) ≤ r(a), which together with Lemma 3.1 (1) gives that r(a) × r((t⋆d(a))⇃a) =
r((t⋆d(a))⇃a). By (5) and (1) in Lemma 2.2,

tΘa∆a = d(a⇂r(a)×r((t⋆d(a))⇃a)
) = d(a⇂r((t⋆d(a))⇃a)

) = d((t⋆d(a))⇃a) = t ⋆ d(a) = tθd(a).

Since Θa∆a and θd(a) have the same domain PC , we have Θa∆a = θd(a). Dually, we can
prove that ∆aΘa = δr(a). �

Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a weak projection ordered category. Then p↓ = {x ∈ PC |
x ≤ p} is a subalgebra of (PC ,×, ⋆) for all p ∈ PC . In fact, if x, y ∈ p↓, then x ≤ p and
y ≤ p. By (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, we have x× y ≤ x ≤ p and x ⋆ y ≤ y ≤ p. This yields
that x× y, x ⋆ y ∈ p↓.

Lemma 4.7. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a weak projection ordered category. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(G1a) For all a ∈ C and p, q ∈ PC, if p ≤ d(a) and q ≤ r(a), then δpνa = ∆aδpΘa and
θqµa = Θaθq∆a.

(G1b) For all a ∈ C and p ∈ PC , we have δpΘa
= ∆aδpΘa and θp∆a

= Θaθp∆a.
(G1c) For all a ∈ C and p, q ∈ PC, if p ≤ d(a) and q ≤ r(a), then ∆

p⇃a = ∆aδp and
Θa⇂q = Θaθq.
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(G1d) For all a ∈ C, the map νa : d(a)
↓ → r(a)↓, p 7→ r(p⇃a) is a homomorphism between

projection algebras.

Proof. Let a ∈ C and denote s = d(a) and t = r(a). Then s, t ∈ PC .
(G1a) =⇒ (G1b). Let p ∈ PC . By using the definition of Θa, (G1a), the fact that

pθs = p ⋆ s ≤ s = d(a), Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 4.6 (2) in order, we have

δpΘa
= δ(pθs)νa = ∆aδ(pθs)Θa = ∆aδsδpθsΘa = ∆aδpΘa.

Dually, θp∆a
= Θaθp∆a.

(G1a) =⇒ (G1c). Let p ∈ PC with p ≤ d(a). By (5) and (1) in Lemma 2.2, we have

p⇃a = a⇂r, where r = r(p⇃a) ≤ r(a). By using Lemma 4.6 (5), (G1a), Lemma 4.6 (7) and
Lemma 3.2, we have

∆
p⇃a = δpνa∆a = ∆aδpΘa∆a = ∆aδpθd(a) = ∆aδp.

Dually, Θa⇂q = Θaθq for all q ∈ PC with q ≤ r(a).
(G1b) =⇒ (G1a). Let p ∈ PC with p ≤ d(a). By Lemma 3.1 (2), we have p = p ⋆d(a) =

pθd(a), and so pνa = (pθd(a))νa = p(θd(a)νa) = pΘa. In view of (G1b), we obtain that
δpνa = δpΘa

= ∆aδpΘa. Dually, θqµa = Θaθq∆a for all q ∈ PC with q ≤ r(a).
(G1c) =⇒ (G1a). Let p ∈ PC with p ≤ d(a). By Lemma 2.2 (1), we have pνa = r(p⇃a) ≤

r(a) and so δpνaδr(a) = δpνa by Lemma 3.2. Using (G1c) and (5) and (7) in Lemma 4.6, we
have

∆aδpΘa = ∆
p⇃aΘa = δpνa∆aΘa = δpνaδr(a) = δpνa .

Dually, θqµa = Θaθq∆a for all q ∈ PC with q ≤ r(a).
(G1c) =⇒ (G1d). Assume that (G1c) holds. Then (G1a) also holds by the previous

paragraph. Let p, q ∈ PC with p, q ∈ d(a)↓. Then p, q ≤ d(a). On one hand,

(qνa)× (pνa) = pνaδqνa (by (10))

= pνa∆aδqΘa (by (G1a))

= pνaδr(a)µaδqθd(a)νa (by (20) and (21))

= pνaµaδqνa (Lemma 4.6 (1) and Lemma 3.2)

= pδqνa (by Lemma 2.3)

= (q × p)νa. (by (10))

This shows that νa preserves ×. On the other hand,

pΘaθr(q⇃a) = pΘa⇂r(q⇃a)
(by(G1c))

= pΘ
q⇃a (by Lemma 2.2 (5))

= r(p⋆d(q⇃a)⇃(q⇃a)) (by (20))

= r(p⋆q⇃(q⇃a)) (byLemma 2.2 (1))

= r(p⋆q⇃a) (by Lemma 3.1 (2) and Lemma 2.2 (9))

= (p ⋆ q)νa. (by (6))
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Moreover,
pΘaθr(q⇃a) = r(p⋆d(a)⇃a)θr(q⇃a) (by (20))

= r(p⇃a)θr(q⇃a) (by Lemma 3.1 (2))

= r(p⇃a) ⋆ r(q⇃a) (by (10))

= (pνa) ⋆ (qνa). (by (6))

Thus (p ⋆ q)νa = (pνa) ⋆ (qνa). Therefore νa is a homomorphism.
(G1d) =⇒ (G1a). By Lemma 2.3 and (G1d), νa : d(a)↓ → r(a)↓, p 7→ r(p⇃a) is an

isomorphism. Let p ≤ d(a) = s and e ∈ PC . We shall prove that eδpνa = e∆aδpΘa in the
sequel. Denote f = t×e = eδt, where t = r(a). Then by Lemma 3.1 (1), we have f ≤ t, i.e.
f ∈ r(a)↓, and so we can let g = fµa. By Lemma 2.3, we have f = fµaνa = gνa. Obviously,
we obtain g ∈ d(a)↓, i.e. g ≤ d(a) = s. By the facts that pνa ≤ r(a) = t, p ≤ d(a) = s and
Lemma 3.2, we have δpνa = δtδpνa and δpθs = δp. Using Lemma 3.2, the fact that νa is an
isomorphism and the definitions of ∆a and Θa in order, we have

eδpνa = eδtδpνa = fδpνa = (gνa)δpνa = (gδp)νa = (fµa)δpνa = eδtµaδpνa

= eδtµaδpθsνa = eδr(a)µaδpθd(a)νa = e∆aδpΘa.

This shows δpνa = ∆aδpΘa. On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3 and (G1d),

µa : r(a)
↓ → d(a)↓, q 7→ qµa = d(a⇂q)

is also an isomorphism. Thus θqµa = Θaθq∆a by dual arguments. �

Definition 4.8. A weak projection ordered category (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) is called a pro-
jection ordered category if the conditions (G1a)–(G1d) in Lemma 4.7 hold.

Lemma 4.9. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category and a ∈ C, p, q ∈
PC. Then

p∆aδqΘaθp = qΘaθp, pΘaθq∆aδp = q∆aδp.

Proof. Denote t = qΘa. By (G1b) and Lemma 3.1 (3),

p∆aδqΘaθp = pδqΘa
θp = pδtθp = (t× p) ⋆ p = t ⋆ p = tθp = qΘaθp.

The other identity can be proved dually. �

Definition 4.10. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category, P(PC) be
the path category of PC and ε : P(PC) → C be a map. Then ε is called an evaluation map
if the following conditions hold: For all p ∈ PC and p, q ∈ P(PC),

(E1) ε(p) = ε(p, p) = p.
(E2) d(ε(p)) = d(p) and r(ε(p)) = r(p).
(E3) If p ◦ q is defined, then ε(p ◦ q) = ε(p) ◦ ε(q).
(E4) If p ≤P q, then ε(p) ≤ ε(q).

Proposition 4.11. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category, P(PC) be
the path category of PC and ε : P(PC) → C be a map satisfying (E1)–(E3). Then the
following statements are equivalent:
(E4) If p ≤P q, then ε(p) ≤ ε(q).
(E5) For all p ∈ P(PC) and t ∈ PC , the fact that t ≤ d(p) implies that ε(t⇃p) = t⇃ε(p).
(E6) For all p ∈ P(PC) and t ∈ PC , the fact that t ≤ r(p) implies that ε(p⇃t) = ε(p)⇃t.
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Proof. Assume that (E5) holds and p ≤P q. Then p = r⇃q for some r ∈ PC with r ≤ d(q).
This implies that ε(p) = ε(r⇃q) = r⇃ε(q) ≤ ε(q). Conversely, assume that (E4) holds and
q ∈ PC with q ≤ d(p). By Theorem 4.5, we have q⇃p ≤P p and q ≤P d(p). Using
(E1), (E4) and (E2), we have q = ε(q) ≤ ε(d(p)) = d(ε(p)). On the other hand, (E4)
gives ε(q⇃p) ≤ ε(p), and (E2), (E1) and Lemma 4.2 (1) together imply that d(ε(q⇃p)) =
ε(d(q⇃p)) = d(q⇃p) = q. By Lemma 2.2 (3), ε(q⇃p) =q ⇃ε(p). Thus (E4) is equivalent to
(E5). Dually, we can prove that (E4) is equivalent to (E6). �

Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category, P(PC) be the path category
of PC and ε : P(PC) → C be an evaluation map, p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(PC). By (E3)
and the fact that p = (p1, p2) ◦ (p2, p3) ◦ · · · ◦ (pk−1, pk) in P(P ), we have

(24) ε(p) = ε(p1, p2) ◦ ε(p2, p3) ◦ · · · ◦ ε(pk−1, pk).

Lemma 4.12. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category with an evalua-
tion map ε : P(PC) → C and

a ∈ C, p, q, r, s ∈ PC , pFPC
q, r ≤ p, s ≤ q, a ≤ ε(p, q).

(1) r⇃ε(p, q) = ε(r, rθq) and ε(p, q)⇂s = ε(sδp, s).
(2)

d(ε(p, q)) = p, νε(p,q) = θq|p↓ , Θε(p,q) = θpθq,

r(ε(p, q)) = q, µε(p,q) = δp|q↓ , ∆ε(p,q) = δqδp,

(3) a = ε(d(a), r(a)).

Proof. (1) By the fact that r ≤ p = d((p, q)) and (15), we have r⇃(p, q) = (r, rθq) and so
ε(r, rθq) = ε(r⇃(p, q)) = r⇃ε(p, q) by (E5). Dually, ε(p, q)⇂s = ε(sδp, s).

(2) By (E2), we obtain d(ε(p, q)) = d((p, q)) = p. This implies that νε(p,q) and θq|p↓ have

the same domain p↓. Let r ∈ p↓. Then r ≤ p and so

rνε(p,q) = r(r⇃ε(p, q))
(E5)
= r(ε(r⇃(p, q)))

(4.1)
= r(ε(r, rθq))

(E2)
= r(r, rθq) = rθq.

Observe that the range of θp is p
↓, it follows that

Θε(p,q) = θd(ε(p,q))νε(p,q) = θpνε(p,q) = θp(θq|p↓) = θpθq.

The other three equalities can be proved dually.
(3) By the fact a ≤ ε(p, q), (O1) and (E2), we have d(a) ≤ d(ε(p, q)) = d(p, q) = p. Item

(1) in the present lemma gives that d(a)⇃ε(p, q) = ε(d(a),d(a)θq). On the other hand, by the
fact that a ≤ ε(p, q) and Lemma 2.2 (3), we obtain a = d(a)⇃ε(p, q). So a = ε(d(a),d(a)θq).
This implies that

r(a) = r(ε(d(a),d(a)θq)) = r(d(a),d(a)θq) = d(a)θq

by(E2). Thus a = ε(d(a), r(a)). �

Definition 4.13. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category, b ∈ C and
(e, f) ∈ PC × PC . Then (e, f) is called a b-linked pair if

(25) f = eΘbθf , e = f∆bδe.

Lemma 4.14. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category, b ∈ C and (e, f)
be a b-linked pair. Denote

(26) e1 = eθd(b), e2 = f∆b, f1 = eΘb, f2 = fδr(b)
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(1) ei ≤ d(b), fi ≤ r(b), i = 1, 2.
(2) e = e× d(b), r(b) ⋆ f = f, eFPC

ei, fiFPC
f, i = 1, 2.

(3) ei⇃b = b⇂fi, i = 1, 2.

Proof. (1) Since im∆b = imθd(b) ⊆ d(b)↓ and imΘb = imδr(b) = r(b)↓, we have ei ≤ d(b)
and fi ≤ r(b), i = 1, 2.

(2) By (25) and (26), we have e = f∆bδe = e2δe = e × e2. Using (25), (26) and (G1b),
we can obtain

eθe2 = eθf∆b
= eΘbθf∆b = f∆b = e2.

This implies that eFPC
e2. By the facts e = e × e2, e2 ≤ d(b) and Lemma 3.4 (2), we get

e = e× d(b). This together with (3) and (4) in Lemma 3.1 gives that

e× e1 = e× eθd(a) = e× (e ⋆ d(b)) = e× d(b) = e,

e ⋆ e1 = e ⋆ eθd(b) = e ⋆ (e ⋆ d(b)) = (e× d(b)) ⋆ (e ⋆ d(b)) = e ⋆ d(b) = eθd(b) = e1.

This shows that eFPC
e1. By (25) and (26), f1 ⋆ f = f1θf = eΘbθf = f . Again by (25), (26)

and (G1b),

f1 × f = fδf1 = fδeΘb
= f∆bδeΘb = eΘb = f1.

Thus f1FPC
f . On the other hand, (26), (L4) and (L1) imply

f2 × f = fδr(b) × f = (r(b)× f)× f = (r(b)× f)× (r(b)× f) = r(b)× f = fδr(b) = f2.

By Lemma 3.1 (3), f2 ⋆ f = (r(b)× f) ⋆ f = r(b) ⋆ f. Since f1 ≤ r(b), we have f = f1 ⋆ f ≤
r(b) ⋆ f ≤ f by (5) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, and so r(b) ⋆ f = f = f2 ⋆ f . Thus f2FPC

f .
(3) By (25), (26) and Lemma 2.3, we have e1νb = eθd(b)νb = eΘb = f1 and

e2νb = f∆bνb = fδr(b)µbνb = fδr(b) = f2.

By Lemma 2.2 (5), ei⇃b = b⇂r(ei ⇃b) = b⇂eiνb = b⇂fi , i = 1, 2. �

Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category with an evaluation map ε :
P(PC) → C, b ∈ C, (e, f) be a b-linked pair and e1, e2, f1, f2 ∈ PC be defined as in (26).
By (1) and (2) in Lemma 2.2, (E2), Lemmas 4.12 and 4.14, the following two elements are
well defined:

(27) λ(e, b, f) = ε(e, e1) ◦ e1⇃b ◦ ε(f1, f) = ε(e, e1) ◦ b⇂f1 ◦ ε(f1, f),

(28) ρ(e, b, f) = ε(e, e2) ◦ e2⇃b ◦ ε(f2, f) = ε(e, e2) ◦ b⇂f2 ◦ ε(f2, f).

Definition 4.15. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆) be a projection ordered category with an eval-
uation map ε : P(PC) → C. Then (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) is called a chain projection
ordered category if the following condition holds:

(G2) For all b ∈ C and b-linked pair (e, f), we have λ(e, b, f) = ρ(e, b, f), where λ(e, b, f)
and ρ(e, b, f) are defined by (27) and (28) respectively.

Moreover, a chain projection ordered category (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) is called a

• chain projection ordered groupoid if (C, ◦,d, r) is a groupoid,
• symmetric chain projection ordered category if (PC ,×, ⋆) is a symmetric strong pro-
jection algebra, and for all p, q ∈ PC , pFPC

q implies that ε(p, q, p) = p,
• symmetric chain projection ordered groupoid if it is symmetric and (C, ◦,d, r) is also
a groupoid,



CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS 21

• commutative chain projection ordered category if (PC ,×, ⋆) is a commutative strong
projection algebra,

• commutative chain projection ordered groupoid if is commutative and (C, ◦,d, r) is
also a groupoid.

Definition 4.16. Assume that (C1, ◦,d, r,≤, PC×, ⋆, ε1) and (C2, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε2) are
chain projection ordered categories and φ : C1 → C2, a→ aφ be a map. Then φ is called a
chain projection ordered functor if for all a, b ∈ C1 and e, f ∈ PC1 , the following conditions
hold:

(F1) d(aφ) = (d(a))φ, r(aφ) = (r(a))φ.
(F2) If a ◦ b is defined, then (a ◦ b)φ = (aφ) ◦ (bφ).
(F3) If a ≤ b, then aφ ≤ bφ.
(F4) (e× f)φ = eφ× fφ, (e ⋆ f)φ = eφ ⋆ fφ.
(F5) For all (p1, p2, . . . , , pk) ∈ P(PC1),

(ε1((p1, p2, . . . , , pk)))φ = ε2((p1φ, p2φ, . . . , , pkφ)).

Lemma 4.17. Let φ be a chain projection ordered functor between chain projection or-
dered groupoids (C1, ◦,d, r,≤, PC1,×, ⋆, ε1) and (C2, ◦,d, r,≤, PC2×, ⋆, ε2). Then (x−1)ψ =
(xψ)−1 for all x ∈ C1.

Proof. By the facts x ◦ x−1 = d(x) and x−1 ◦ x = r(x) and (F1), (F2),

(xψ) ◦ (x−1ψ) = (x ◦ x−1)ψ = (d(x))ψ = d(xψ), (x−1ψ) ◦ (xψ) = r(xψ).

This implies that (xψ)−1 = x−1ψ by the statements before Lemma 2.6. �

The following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 4.18. The class of (respectively, symmetric, commutative) chain projection
ordered categories (respectively, groupoids) together with chain projection ordered functors
forms a category.

Lemma 4.19. Let φ be a chain projection ordered functor between chain projection ordered
categories (C1, ◦,d, r,≤, PC1,×, ⋆, ε1) and (C2, ◦,d, r,≤, PC2×, ⋆, ε2), and x ∈ C1, e, f ∈
PC1,e ≤ d(x), f ≤ r(x). Then (e⇃x)ϕ = eϕ⇃(xϕ), (x⇂f )ϕ = (xϕ)⇂fϕ.

Proof. (F1) gives eϕ = (d(e))ϕ = d(eϕ) ∈ PC2 , and (F3) gives eϕ ≤ (d(x))ϕ = d(xϕ). This
implies that eϕ⇃(xϕ) is defined. By the fact that e⇃x ≤ x and (F3), we have (e⇃x)ϕ ≤ xϕ,
and by the fact d(e⇃x) = e and (F1), we obtain d((e⇃x)ϕ) = (d(e⇃x))ϕ = eϕ. By Lemma
2.2 (3) , we get (e⇃x)ϕ = eϕ⇃(xϕ). Dually, (x⇂f)ϕ = (xϕ)⇂fϕ. �

5. From DRC-restriction semigroups to chain projection ordered

categories

In this section, we present some results on DRC-restriction semigroups and prove that
each DRC-restriction semigroup give rises to a chain projection ordered category. We begin
by giving the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let (S, ·, ◦) be a generalized regular ◦-semigroup (respectively, a regular ◦-
semigroup, an inverse semigroup) and denote x+ = xx◦ and x∗ = x◦x for all x ∈ S. Then
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(S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a DRC-restriction semigroup (respectively, P -restriction semigroup, restriction
semigroup) and for all x ∈ S,

(29) x+ = xx◦, x∗ = x◦x, x∗ = x◦+, x+ = x◦∗.

Conversely, let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup (respectively, P -restriction semi-
group, restriction semigroup) and for each x ∈ S, there exists x◦ ∈ S such that

(30) x+ = xx◦, x∗ = x◦x, x∗ = x◦+, x+ = x◦∗.

Then the above x◦ is unique and (S, ·, ◦) forms a generalized regular ◦-semigroup (respec-
tively, a regular ◦-semigroup, an inverse semigroup).

Proof. By [59, Proposition 3.7], under the given assumption, (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a DRC-restriction
semigroup, and (29) follows from (5). This gives the direct part. Conversely, let (S, ·,+ ,∗ )
be DRC-restriction semigroup satisfying (30). We first assert that the element x◦ in (30)
is unique. In fact, let y ∈ S and x+ = xy, x∗ = yx, x∗ = y+, x+ = y∗. Then by (i) and (i)

′

,

y = y+y = x∗y = x◦xy = x◦x+ = x◦x◦∗ = x◦.

Moreover, xx◦x = x, x◦xx◦ = x∗x◦ = x◦+x◦ = x◦. This implies that x∗ = x◦x L x R xx◦ =
x+, and so x◦ is the unique inverse element of x satisfying xx◦ = x+ and x∗ = x◦x. By [59,
Proposition 3.6], (S, ·, ◦) is a generalized regular ◦-semigroup.

The other two special cases follow from [55, Proposition 6.1], (1) and Proposition 1.2, we
omit the details. �

Remark 5.2. By Lemma 5.1, a generalized regular ◦-semigroup (respectively, a regu-
lar ◦-semigroup, an inverse semigroup) is exactly an algebraic system (S, ·,+ ,∗ , ◦) where
(S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a DRC-restriction semigroup (respectively, P -restriction semigroup, restriction
semigroup) and “◦” is a unary operation on S satisfying the axioms:

x+ = xx◦, x◦x = x∗, x∗ = x◦+, x◦∗ = x+.

The following lemmas provide some properties of projections in DRC semigroups.

Lemma 5.3 ([57]). Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup and e, f ∈ P (S).

(1) e+ = e = e∗ ∈ E(S).
(2) (ef)+ = e(ef)+e, (ef)∗ = f(ef)∗f .
(3) (ef)+f = ef = e(ef)∗.
(4) (ef)+(ef)∗ = ef .

Corollary 5.4 ([57]). In DRC Conditions, the axiom (iii) (respectively, (iii)′) can be re-
placed by the axiom (x+y+)+ = x+(x+y+)+x+ (respectively, (x∗y∗)∗ = y∗(x∗y∗)∗y∗).

Lemma 5.5 ([26, 59]). Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. Define two binary operations
“×S ” and “ ⋆S ” on P (S) as follows: For all e, f ∈ P (S),

(31) e×S f = (ef)+, e ⋆S f = (ef)∗.

Then (P (S),×S, ⋆S) forms a projection algebra and is called the projection algebra of S. In
particular, if S is DRC-restriction, then P (S) is strong. Moreover, if S is P-restriction,
then P (S) is symmetric; If S is restriction, then P (S) is commutative.
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Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. Define a partial order “ωS” on P (S) as follows: For
all e, f ∈ P (S),

eωSf ⇐⇒ fef = e.

By DRC Conditions and Lemma 5.3, for all x, y ∈ S and e, f ∈ P (S), we have

(32) (xy)+ ωSx
+, (xy)∗ ωSy

∗, (ef)+ ωSe, (ef)
∗ωSf.

Define binary relations “ ≤r
S ” and “ ≤l

S ” on S as follows: For all a, b ∈ S,

(33) a ≤r
S b⇐⇒ a = a+b, a+ωSb

+,

(34) a ≤l
S b ⇐⇒ a = ba∗, a∗ωSb

∗.

By (i), (i)′ and Lemma 5.3, we can obtain the following result easily.

Lemma 5.6. Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. Then “ ≤r
S ” and “ ≤l

S ” are partial
orders on S, and for all e, f ∈ P (S),

e ≤r
S f ⇐⇒ eωSf ⇐⇒ e ≤l

S f ⇐⇒ e ≤P (S) f,

where ≤P (S) is the natural partial order of the projection algebra (P (S),×S, ⋆S).

Lemma 5.7 ([57]). Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup and a, b ∈ S.

(1) If a ≤r
S b or a ≤

l
S b, then a

+ωb+, a∗ωb∗.
(2) a ≤r

S b if and only if there exists e ∈ P (S) such that a = eb and eωSb
+.

(3) a ≤l
S b if and only if there exists e ∈ P (S) such that a = be and eωSb

∗.
(4) For all x ∈ S and e ∈ P (S), if eωSx

+, then there exists a unique element z ∈ S
such that z+ = e and z ≤l

S x, this element is exactly ex.
(5) For all x ∈ S and e ∈ P (S), if eωSx

∗, then there exists a unique element z ∈ S such
that z∗ = e, z ≤r

S x, this element is exactly xe.

Lemma 5.8. Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. Then ≤r
S=≤l

S if and only if S is DRC-
restriction.

Proof. Let ≤l
S ⊆≤r

S and x, y ∈ S. By (32), (x∗y)+ωS x
∗+ = x∗, and so x(x∗y)+ ≤l

S x by
Lemma 5.7 (3). By hypothesis, x(x∗y)+ ≤r

S x, which implies that

x(x∗y)+ = (x(x∗y)+)+x = (xx∗y)+x = (xy)+x

by (ii) and (i)′. This gives (vi)′. Conversely, assume that (vi)′ is satisfied, a, b ∈ S and
a ≤l

S b. Then a = ba∗ and a∗ωSb
∗. Thus we have b∗a∗ = a∗ and

a+b = (ba∗)+b = b(b∗a∗)+ = b(a∗)+ = ba∗ = a, b+a+b+ = b+(ba∗)+b+ = (ba∗)+ = a+

by DRC-conditions. This implies that a ≤r
S b. Therefore ≤l

S ⊆≤r
S . The above statement

together with its dual now gives the desired result. �

Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. By lemma 5.8, ≤r
S=≤l

S . In this case,
denote ≤S=≤r

S=≤l
S and call it the natural partial order of S.

Corollary 5.9. Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC-restriction semigroup and a, b, c, d ∈ S.

(1) If a ≤S b, then a
+ ≤S b

+ and a∗ ≤S b
∗.

(2) a ≤S b if and only if there exists e ∈ P (S) such that a = eb and eωSb
+.

(3) a ≤S b if and only if there exists e ∈ P (S) such that a = be and eωSb
∗.

(4) a ≤S b if and only if a = a+b = ba∗.
(5) If a ≤S b, c ≤S d and a∗ = c+, b∗ = d+, then ac ≤S bd.
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(6) For all x ∈ S and e ∈ P (S), if e ≤S x
+, then there exists a unique element z ∈ S

such that z+ = e and z ≤S x, this element is exactly ex. In this case, we denote this
unique element by e⇃x, that is, e⇃x = ex.

(7) For all x ∈ S and e ∈ P (S), if e ≤S x
∗, then there exists a unique element z ∈ S

such that z∗ = e and z ≤S x, this element is exactly xe. In this case, we denote this
unique element by x⇂e, that is, x⇂e = xe.

Proof. By Lemma 5.7, we only need to prove (4) and (5).
(4) If a ≤S b, then we have a = a+b = ba∗ by (33), (34) and Lemma 5.8. Conversely,

assume that a = a+b = ba∗. Then a+ = (ba∗)+ = b+(ba∗)+b+ = b+a+b+ by (iii), and so
a+ωSb

+. By (33) and Lemma 5.8, we have a ≤S b .
(5) Let a ≤S b and c ≤S d. Then a = a+b, a+ ωS b

+, c = c+d, c+ ωS d
+. By DRC

Conditions and the hypothesis,

(ac)+ = (ac+)+ = (aa∗)+ = a+, (bd)+ = (bd+)+ = (bb∗)+ = b+,

and so (ac)+ ωS (bd)
+. Moreover, (ac)+bd = a+bd = ad = aa∗d = ac+d = ac. Thus ac ≤S

bd. �

Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. In (P (S),×S, ⋆S), denote

〈e〉 = {x ∈ P (S) | x ≤P (S) e} = {x ∈ P (S) | xωS e}

for any e ∈ P (S) (see Lemma 5.6). By (32), we can define

(35) ρa : 〈a
+〉 → 〈a∗〉, x 7→ (xa)∗; σa : 〈a

∗〉 → 〈a+〉, y 7→ (ay)+

for all a ∈ S. In particular, by Lemma 5.3 we have

(36) ρe = σe = the identity map on 〈e〉

for all e ∈ P (S).

Lemma 5.10 ([59]). Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC semigroup. Then S is DRC-restriction if
and only if for all a ∈ S, ρa and σa are mutually inverse bijections. In this case, for all
a ∈ S, ρa and σa are mutually inverse isomorphisms between projection algebras.

Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. Define the restricted product “ ◦S ” of S
as follows:

a ◦S b =

{
ab if a∗ = b+,

undefined otherwise,

where ab is the multiplication of a and b in S. Moreover, define the following maps:

(37) dS : S → S, x→ x+, rS : S → S, x→ x∗.

(38) εS : P(P (S)) → S, (p1, p2, . . . , pk) 7→ p1p2 · · · pk.

where P(P (S)) is the path category of (P (S),×S, ⋆S). Now we can state our main result
in this section.

Theorem 5.11. Let (S, ·, +, ∗) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. Then

C(S) = (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PS,×S, ⋆S, εS)

is a chain projection ordered category, where PS = P (S). Moreover, we have the following
results:
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• If S is a generalized regular ◦-semigroup, then C(S) is a chain projection ordered
groupoid.

• If S is P-restriction, then C(S) is symmetric chain projection ordered category.
• If S is a regular ◦-semigroup, then C(S) is a symmetric chain projection ordered
groupoid.

• If S is restriction, Then C(S) is a commutative chain projection ordered category.
• If S is an inverse semigroup, then C(S) is a commutative chain projection ordered
groupoid.

Proof. Let x, y, z ∈ S. By the definitions of ◦S,dS and rS, x ◦S y is defined if and only if
x∗ = y+, if and only if rS(x) = dS(y). In this case,

dS(x ◦S y) = (xy)+ = (xy+)+ = (xx∗)+ = x+ = dS(x).

Dually, rS(x ◦S y) = rS(y). If x ◦S y and y ◦S z are defined, by the above discussions
(x ◦S y) ◦S z and x ◦S (y ◦S z) are defined and

(x ◦S y) ◦S z = (xy)z = x(yz) = x ◦S (y ◦S z).

Since rS(dS(x)) = rS(x
+) = (x+)∗ = x+ = dS(x), it follows that d(x) ◦S x is defined and

dS(x) ◦S x = dS(x)x = x+x = x. Dually, x ◦S rS(x) is defined and x ◦S rS(x) = x. Thus
C = (S, ◦S,dS, rS) is a category whose set of objects is

PS = {dS(x) | x ∈ S} = {x+ | x ∈ S} = P (S).

By Lemma 5.9, (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S) is an ordered category, and for all x ∈ S and e, f ∈ PS =
P (S), if e ≤S dS(x) = x+ and f ≤S rS(x) = x∗, then e⇃x = ex and x⇂f = xf . By Lemma
5.5, (PS,×S, ⋆S) is a strong projection algebra. Moreover, e ≤S f if and only if e ≤PS

f for
all e, f ∈ PS by Lemma 5.6. This shows that (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PS,×S, ⋆S) forms a weak
projection ordered category. Let x ∈ S. Then in (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PS,×S, ⋆S),

dS(x)
↓ = {e ∈ PS | e ≤S dS(x)}, rS(x)

↓ = {f ∈ PS | f ≤S rS(x)},

(39) νx : (x
+)↓ = dS(x)

↓ → rS(x)
↓ = (x∗)↓, p→ rS(p⇃x) = (px)∗,

(40) µx : (x
∗)↓ = rS(x)

↓ → dS(x)
↓ = (x+)↓, q → dS(x⇂q) = (xq)+.

By (35), we have

(41) νx = ρx and µx = σx

Lemma 5.10 gives that µx and νx are mutually inverse isomorphisms between projection
algebras. Thus, (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PS,×S, ⋆S) is a projection ordered category. Define

εS : P(PS) → S, (p1, p2, . . . , pk) → p1p2 . . . pk.

In the followings, we shall prove that εS is an evaluation map. Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q =
(q1, q2, . . . , ql) ∈ P(PS). Then

p1, p2, . . . , pk, q1, q2, . . . , ql ∈ PS, p1FPS
p2FPS

· · · FPS
pk, q1FPS

q2FPS
· · · FPS

ql.

Firstly, let p ∈ PS. Then εS(p) = p and εS(p, p) = pp = p, and so (E1) holds. Secondly,

dS(εS(p)) = dS(p1p2 . . . pk) = (p1p2 . . . pk)
+ = (p1(p2 . . . pk)

+)+

= p1 ×S (p2 . . . pk)
+ = (p2 . . . pk)

+δp1 = . . . = pkδpk−1
. . . δp1 = p1 = d((p1, p2, . . . , pk))
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by (ii) and Lemma 3.5. Dually, rS(εS(p)) = pk = r((p1, p2, . . . , pk)). This gives (E2).
If r(p) = d(q), i.e. pk = q1, then p ◦ q = (p1, p2, . . . pk−1, pk = q1, q2, . . . , ql). Since
pkq1 = pkpk = pk, we have

εS(p ◦ q) = p1p2 . . . pk−1pkq2 . . . ql = (p1p2 . . . pk−1pk)(q1q2 . . . ql)

= εS((p1, p2, . . . pk−1, pk)) ◦S εS((q1, q2, . . . , ql)).

This implies (E3) is true. Let q ∈ PS, q ≤S d(p) = p1, and q⇃p = (s1, s2, . . . , sk), where

si = qθp1θp2 . . . θpi = (qp1)
∗θp2 . . . θpi = ((qp1)

∗p2)
∗θp3 . . . θpi = (qp1p2)

∗θp3 . . . θpi

= . . . = (qp1p2 . . . pi)
∗ = p∗i (qp1p2 . . . pi)

∗ = pi(qp1p2 . . . pi)
∗, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

If k = 1, then q⇃p = q. Since q ≤S d(p) = p1, we have q = qp1, and so

εS(q⇃p) = εS(q) = q = qp1 = q⇃p1 = q⇃εS(p1) = q⇃εS(p).

Denote t = (p1, p2, . . . , pk−1). Then q⇃t = (s1, s2, . . . , sk−1). Assume that εS(q⇃t) = q⇃εS(t).
Then s1s2 . . . sk−1 = qp1p2 . . . pk−1. Thus

εS(q⇃p) = s1s2 . . . sk−1sk

= qp1p2 . . . pk−1pk(qp1p2 . . . pk−1pk)
∗ = qp1p2 . . . pk−1pk = q⇃εS(p).

By mathematical induction, for all q ∈ PS and p ∈ P(PS), q ≤S dS(p) implies that
εS(q⇃p) = q⇃εS(p). This shows that (E5) is true, and so (E4) is also true by Proposition
4.11. Thus εS is an evaluation map.

Now let a ∈ S. Then by (20), (41) and (35),

(42) pΘa = pθdS(a)νa = p(θa+νa) = (p ⋆S a
+)νa = ((pa+)∗a)∗ = (pa+a)∗ = (pa)∗

for all p ∈ PS. Dually,

(43) p∆a = (ap)+ for all p ∈ PS.

Let b ∈ S, e, f ∈ PS and (e, f) be a b-linked pair. Then dS(b) = b+ and rS(b) = b∗. By
(26),

e1 = eθdS(b) = e ⋆S b
+ = (eb+)∗, e2 = f∆b = (bf)+,

f1 = eΘb = (eb)∗, f2 = fδrS(b) = b∗ ×S f = (b∗f)+.

According to (27), Lemma 5.3 and DRC Conditions,

λ(e, b, f) = εS(e, e1) ◦S e1⇃b ◦S εS(f1, f) = ee1e1bf1f

= ee1bf1f = e(eb+)∗b(eb)∗f = eb+(eb+)∗b+b(eb)∗f = eb+b(eb)∗f = (eb)(eb)∗f = ebf.

Dually, we can prove that ρ(e, b, f) = ebf . Thus λ(e, b, f) = ρ(e, b, f). We have shown that
C(S) is a chain projection ordered category.

Finally, if (S, ·, +, ∗, ◦) is a generalized regular ◦-semigroup, then dS(x) = x+ = x ◦S x
◦

and r(x) = x∗ = x◦ ◦S x by (29). This shows that (S, ◦S,dS, rS,
◦ ) is a groupoid, and

so C(S) is a chain projection ordered groupoid. The other cases can be proved by using
Lemmas 5.1 and 5.5, we omit the details. �

Lemma 5.12. Let (S1, ·,
+,∗ ) and (S2, ·,

+,∗ ) be two DRC-restriction semigroups and θ be
a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S1 to S2. Then the rule C(θ) : S1 → S2, x → xθ provides a
chain projection ordered functor from C(S1) to C(S2).
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Proof. Firstly, let x, y ∈ S1. Then

d(xθ) = (xθ)+ = x+θ = (d(x))θ, r(xθ) = (xθ)∗ = x∗θ = (r(x))θ.

This gives (F1). If x ◦ y is defined, then x∗ = r(x) = d(y) = y+, and so (xθ)∗ = x∗θ =
y+θ = (yθ)+. This implies (xθ) ◦ (yθ) is defined and

(x ◦ y)θ = (xy)θ = (xθ)(yθ) = (xθ) ◦ (yθ).

Thus (F2) holds. Let x ≤S1 y. Then x = x+y = yx∗ by Corollary 5.9 (4), and so
xθ = (xθ)+(yθ) = (yθ)(xθ)∗. This shows that xθ ≤S2 yθ. So (F3) holds. Let e, f ∈ PS1.
Then

(e×S1 f)θ = (ef)+θ = ((eθ)(fθ))+ = (eθ)×S2 (fθ).

Dually, (e ⋆S1 f)θ = (eθ) ⋆S2 (fθ). Thus (F4) is true. Finally, let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈
P(PS1). Then

(ε1(p))θ = (p1p2 . . . pk)θ = (p1θ)(p2θ) . . . (pkθ) = ε2((p1θ, p2θ, . . . , pkθ)).

Thus (F5) holds. The above discussion tells us that C(θ) is a chain projection functor. �

6. The category isomorphism

In this section, we first show how to construct a DRC-restriction semigroup from a
chain projection ordered category, and then prove that the category of DRC-restriction
semigroups together with (2,1,1)-homomorphisms is isomorphic to the category of chain
projection ordered categories together with chain projection ordered functors.

Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category and a, b ∈ C. By
Lemma 3.3,

(r(a)× d(b), r(a) ⋆ d(b)) ∈ FPC
, r(a)× d(b) ≤ r(a), r(a) ⋆ d(b) ≤ d(b).

Thus a⇂
r(a)×d(b), ε(r(a)× d(b), r(a) ⋆ d(b)) and r(a)⋆d(b)⇃b are all defined. By (1)and (2) in

Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 4.12, we can define

(44) a • b = a⇂
r(a)×d(b) ◦ ε(r(a)× d(b), r(a) ⋆ d(b)) ◦ r(a)⋆d(b)⇃b.

Lemma 6.1. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category and a, b, c ∈
C.

(1) If r(a) = d(b), then a • b = a ◦ b.
(2) r(a • b) = r(a)Θb and d(a • b) = d(b)∆a.
(3) Θa•b = ΘaΘb and ∆a•b = ∆b∆a.
(4) r((a• b)• c) = r(a)ΘbΘc = r(a• (b• c)) and d(a• (b• c)) = d(c)∆b∆a = d((a• b)• c).

Proof. Denote p = r(a), q = d(b), p′ = qδp = p× q, q′ = pθq = p ⋆ q.
(1) If p = q, then by (L1) and (R1), we have p′ = q′ = p, and so

a • b = a⇂p ◦ ε(p, p) ◦ p⇃b = a ◦ p ◦ b = (a ◦ r(a)) ◦ b = a ◦ b.

by (3) and (4) in Lemma 2.2, (E1) and (C3).
(2) By (44), we have

r(a • b) = r(q′⇃b) = q′νb = pθqνb = r(a)θd(b)νb = r(a)Θb.

Dually, d(a • b) = d(b)∆a.
(3) Let t ∈ PC . By (R4), (P3), (R4) and (R3),

tθp′θq′ = (t ⋆ p′) ⋆ q′ = tθqδpθpθq = (t ⋆ (p× q)) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = ((t ⋆ (p× q)) ⋆ q) ⋆ (p ⋆ q)
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= ((t ⋆ p) ⋆ q)) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = (t ⋆ p) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = (t ⋆ p) ⋆ q = tθpθq.

This implies that θp′θq′ = θpθq. Using (44), Lemma 4.6 (6), (G1c), Lemma 4.6 (5), Lemma
4.12 , Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.6 (5) and the fact θp′θq′ = θpθq in order, we have

Θa•b = Θa⇂p′
Θε(p′,q′)Θq′⇃b

= Θaθp′θp′θq′θq′Θb

= Θaθp′θq′Θb = ΘaθpθqΘb = Θaθr(a)θd(b)Θb = ΘaΘb.

Dually, ∆a•b = ∆b∆a.
(4) By (2) and (3) of the present lemma, we have

r((a • b) • c) = r(a • b)Θc = r(a)ΘbΘc = r(a)Θb•c = r(a • (b • c)).

Dually, d(a • (b • c)) = d(c)∆b∆a = d((a • b) • c). �

Lemma 6.2. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category and a, b, c ∈
C, and denote

p = r(a), q = d(b), r = r(b), s = d(c).

(1) (a • b) • c = a⇂e ◦ ε(e, e1) ◦ e1⇃b ◦ ε(f1, f) ◦ f⇃c, where

e = s∆bδp, e1 = eθq, f1 = eΘb, f = pΘbθs.

(2) a • (b • c) = a⇂e ◦ ε(e, e2) ◦ b⇂f2 ◦ ε(f2, f) ◦ f⇃c, where

e = s∆bδp, e2 = f∆b, f2 = fδr, f = pΘbθs.

(3) (a • b) • c = a • (b • c). This implies that (C, •) forms a semigroup.

Proof. (1) Denote p′ = qδp = p× q, q′ = pθq = p ⋆ q. Then

a • b = a′ ◦ ε′ ◦ b′, a′ = a⇂p′, ε
′ = ε(p′, q′), b′ = q′⇃b.

By Lemma 6.1 (2), we can let t = r(a • b) = r(b′) = r(q′⇃b) = pΘb. Then

(a • b) • c = (a • b)⇂t′ ◦ ε(t
′, s′) ◦ s′⇃c, t

′ = sδt = t× s, s′ = tθs = t ⋆ s.

Denote ν = d(b′⇂t′) and µ = d(ε′⇂ν). By Lemma 2.2 (8),

(a • b)⇂t′ = (a′ ◦ ε′ ◦ b′)⇂t′ = a′⇂µ ◦ ε′⇂ν ◦ b′⇂t′ .

By Lemma 2.2 (2), (E2) and Lemma 3.1 (1),

µ = d(ε′⇂ν) ≤ d(ε′) = d(ε(p′, q′)) = d(p′, q′) = p′ = p× q ≤ p,

and so we have a′⇂µ = (a⇂p′)⇂µ = a⇂µ by Lemma 2.2 (10). In view of Lemma 2.2 (2), we
obtain

ε′⇂ν ≤ ε′ = ε(p′, q′), d(ε′⇂ν) = r(a′⇂µ) = µ, r(ε′⇂ν) = ν.

By Lemma 4.12 (3), ε′⇂ν = ε(µ, ν). Moreover, since b′⇂t′ ≤ b′ = q′⇃b ≤ b and r(b′⇂t′) = t′,
we have b′⇂t′ = b⇂t′ by Lemma 2.2 (3). This gives that

b′⇂t′ = b⇂t′ = d(b⇂t′)
⇃b = d(b′⇂t′)

⇃b = ν⇃b

by Lemma 2.2 (6). Thus

(a • b) • c = (a • b)⇂t′ ◦ ε(t
′, s′) ◦ s′⇃c

= a′⇂µ ◦ ε
′⇂ν ◦ b

′⇂t′ ◦ ε(t
′, s′) ◦ s′⇃c = a⇂µ ◦ ε(µ, ν) ◦ ν⇃b ◦ ε(t

′, s′) ◦ s′⇃c.

In the sequel, we shall prove the followings:

(a) µ = e, (b) ν = e1, (c) t′ = f1, (d) s′ = f .
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(a) By Lemma 6.1 (4), we have d(a⇂µ) = d((a • b) • c) = s∆b∆a. Since a⇂µ ≤ a, it follows
that a⇂µ = s∆b∆a

⇃a by Lemma 2.2 (3), and so

µ = r(a⇂µ) = r(s∆b∆a
⇃a) = s∆b∆aνa = s∆bδpµaνa = s∆bδp = e

by Lemma 2.2 (2) and Lemma 2.3.
(c) By (G1b), t′ = sδt = sδpΘb

= s∆bδpΘb = eΘb = f1.
(b) Since ν⇃b = b⇂t′ , we have

ν = d(ν⇃b) = d(b⇂t′) = t′µb = f1µb = (eΘb)µb = eΘd(b) = eθq = e1

by Lemma 2.2 (1), (c) and Lemma 4.6 (3).
(d) s′ = tθs = pΘbθs = f.

(2) This is the dual of (1).
(3) By (1) and (2), we only need to prove

(45) ε(e, e1) ◦ e1⇃b ◦ ε(f1, f) = ε(e, e2) ◦ b⇂f2 ◦ ε(f2, f).

By the fact f ≤ s and Lemma 3.2, we have θf = θsθf . By Lemma 4.9,

eΘbθf = s∆bδpΘbθf = s∆bδpΘbθsθf = pΘbθsθf = pΘbθf = f.

Dually, e = f∆bδe. This implies that (e, f) is a b-lined pair. By (G2), (45) follows. �

Lemma 6.3. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category, a ∈ C
and s, t ∈ PC.

(1) a • t = a⇂r(a)×t ◦ ε(r(a) × t, r(a) ⋆ t). In particular, if r(a)FPC
t, then a • t =

a ◦ ε(r(a), t), if t ≤ r(a), then a • t = a⇂t.
(2) t • a = ε(t × d(a), t ⋆ d(a)) ◦ t⋆d(a)⇃a. In particular, if tFPC

d(a), then t • a =
ε(t,d(a)) ◦ a, if t ≤ d(a), then t • a = t⇃a

(3) s • t = ε(s× t, s ⋆ t),d(s • t) = s × t, r(s • t) = s ⋆ t. In particular, if sFPC
t, then

s • t = ε(s, t),d(s • t) = s, r(s • t) = t.
(4) s • (s× t) • s = s× t, t • (s ⋆ t) • t = s ⋆ t.
(5) s ≤ t (i.e. s ≤PC

t ) if and only if s = t • s • t.

Proof. (1) Since t ∈ PC , we have r(t) = t = d(t) and r(s) = s = d(s) by Remark 2.1.
Denote d(a) = p and r(a) = q. Then q ⋆ t ≤ t by Lemma 3.1 (2), and so q⋆t⇃t = q ⋆ t by
Lemma 2.2 (12). By (E2), r(ε(q× t, q ⋆ t)) = r(q× t, q ⋆ t) = q ⋆ t. This together with (C3)
gives that ε(q × t, q ⋆ t) ◦ q ⋆ t = ε(q × t, q ⋆ t). Thus

a • t = a⇂q×t ◦ ε(q × t, q ⋆ t) ◦ q⋆t⇃t = a⇂q×t ◦ ε(q × t, q ⋆ t) ◦ (q ⋆ t)

= a⇂q×t ◦ ε(q × t, q ⋆ t) = a⇂r(a)×t ◦ ε(r(a)× t, r(a) ⋆ t).

If r(a) = qFPC
t, then q × t = q and q ⋆ t = t, and so

a • t = a⇂q ◦ ε(q, t) = a⇂r(a) ◦ ε(r(a), t) = a ◦ ε(r(a), t)

by Lemma 2.2 (3). If t ≤ r(a) = q, then q × t = q ⋆ t = t by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1. In
view of (E1), Lemma 2.2 (2) and (C3), we obtain that

a • t = a⇂q×t ◦ ε(q × t, q ⋆ t) = a⇂t ◦ ε(t, t) = a⇂t ◦ t = a⇂t ◦ r(a⇂t) = a⇂t.

(2) This is the dual of item (1).
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(3) By Lemma 3.1 (1), we get s×t ≤ s, and so s⇂s×t = s×t by Lemma 2.2 (11). Now (E2)
gives that d(ε(s× t, s ⋆ t)) = d(s× t, s ⋆ t) = s× t. Dually, we have r(ε(s× t, s ⋆ t)) = s ⋆ t.
This together with (C3) implies that

(s× t) ◦ ε(s× t, s ⋆ t) = ε(s× t, s ⋆ t).

In view of item (1) in this lemma, we obtain

s • t = s⇂s×t ◦ ε(s× t, s ⋆ t) = (s× t) ◦ ε(s× t, s ⋆ t) = ε(s× t, s ⋆ t).

If sFPC
t, then s× t = s, s ⋆ t = t, and so s • t = ε(s, t).

(4) By item (3) of the present lemma, (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1 and (E1),

s • (s× t) = ε(s× (s× t), s ⋆ (s× t)) = ε(s× t, s× t) = s× t,

(s× t) • s = ε(((s× t)× s, (s× t) ⋆ s) = ε(s× t, s× t) = s× t.

This gives that s • (s× t) • s = s× t. Dually, t • (s ⋆ t) • t = s ⋆ t.
(5) If s ≤ t, then s× t = s ⋆ t = s = t× s = t ⋆ s by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1. By item

(3) in the present lemma, we have s • t = ε(s× t, s ⋆ t) = ε(s, s) = s by (E1), and so

t • s • t = t • s = ε(t× s, t ⋆ s) = ε(s, s) = s.

Conversely, assume that s = t • s • t. Since d(ε(s× t, s ⋆ t)) = s× t by Lemma 4.12 (2) and
r(t) = t, it follows that

s = t • s • t = t • ε(s× t, s ⋆ t) = t⇂t×(s×t) ◦ U ◦ V = (t× (s× t)) ◦ U ◦ V

for some U, V ∈ C by item (3) in the present lemma, (44), Lemma 3.1 (1) and Lemma
2.2 (12). This implies that s = d(s) = d(t× (s× t)) = t × (s × t) ≤ t by the fact that
s, t× (s× t) ∈ PC , Remark 2.1 and Lemma 3.1 (1). �

Theorem 6.4. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category. Define

a • b = a⇂
r(a)×d(b) ◦ ε(r(a)× d(b), r(a) ⋆ d(b)) ◦ r(a)⋆d(b)⇃b, a

♣ = d(a), a♠ = r(a)

for all a, b ∈ C. Then S(C) = (C, •, ♣, ♠) forms a DRC-restriction semigroup with set of
projections P (S(C)) = PC. Moreover, we have the following results:

• If C is a chain projection ordered groupoid, then S(C) is a generalized regular ◦-
semigroup.

• If C is symmetric chain projection ordered category, then S(C) is P -restriction.
• If C is a symmetric chain projection ordered groupoid, then S(C) is a regular ◦-
semigroup.

• If C is commutative chain projection ordered category, then S(C) is restriction.
• If C is commutative chain projection ordered groupoid, then S(C) is an inverse
semigroup.

Proof. By Lemma 6.2 (3), (C, •) forms a semigroup. To show S(C) is a DRC-restriction
semigroup, we need to prove (i)–(vi) by symmetry. Let x, y ∈ C.

(i) By (C3), d(x) ◦ x is defined and d(x) ◦ x = x. In view of Lemma 6.1, we have
x♣ • x = d(x) • x = d(x) ◦ x = x. Thus (i) holds.

(ii) By the definition of the operation •, we have d(x•y) = d(x⇂r(x)×d(y)) and d(x•y♣) =
d(x⇂r(x)×d(y♣)). Since d(y♣) = d(d(y)) = d(y) by Remark 2.1, it follows that

(x • y)♣ = d(x • y) = d(x • y♣) = (x • y♣)♣.
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(iii) By Lemma 6.3 (3),

(x♣ • y♣)♣ = (d(x) • d(y))♣ = d(d(x) • d(y)) = d(x)× d(y).(46)

This together with Lemma 6.3 (4) gives that

x♣ • (x♣ • y♣)♣ • x♣ = d(x) • (d(x)× d(y)) • d(x) = d(x)× d(y) = (x♣ • y♣)♣.

By Corollary 5.4, (iii) is true.
(iv)–(v) In view of Remark 2.1, we have (x♣)♣ = d(d(x)) = d(x) = x♣ and

(x♣)♠ = (d(x))♠ = r(d(x)) = d(x) = x♣.

By the above discussion and its dual, S(C) = (C, •, ♣, ♠) forms a DRC semigroup with set
of projections

P (S(C)) = {x♣ | x ∈ C} = {d(x) | x ∈ C} = {r(x) | x ∈ C} = {x♠ | x ∈ C} = PC .(47)

Let e ∈ P (S(C)) = PC and x ∈ C. Then r(e) = e by Remark 2.1. Denote t = e ⋆ d(x). By
(1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1, we have t ≤ d(x) and t×d(x) = t ⋆d(x) = t. Moreover, Lemma
2.2 (11) gives that t⇃d(x) = t. Since x♣ = d(x), we have (e•x♣)♠ = r(e•d(x)) = e⋆d(x) = t
by Lemma 6.3 (3). In view of Lemma 6.3 (2), (E1), Lemma 2.2 (1) and (C3), we have

(e • x♣)♠ • x = t • x = ε(t× d(x), t ⋆ d(x)) ◦ t⋆d(x)⇃x =

ε(t, t) ◦ t⇃x = t ◦ t⇃x = d(t⇃x) ◦ t⇃x = t⇃x.

Denote u = r(t⇃x). Then u ∈ PC , and so r(u) = u by Remark 2.1. By Lemma 2.2 (1), we
have u ≤ r(x), and so

r(x) ⋆ u = r(x) ⋆ r(u) = r(x)× u = r(x)× r(u) = u

by (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.1. In riew of Lemma 6.3 (2),

(e • x)♠ = r(e • x) = r(e⋆d(x)⇃x) = r(t⇃x) = u.

This together with Lemma 6.3 (1), (E1), Lemma 2.2 (2) and (C3) yields that

x • (e • x)♠ = x • u = a⇂r(x)×r(u) ◦ ε(r(x)× r(u), r(x) ⋆ r(u))

= x⇂u ◦ ε(u, u) = x⇂u ◦ u = x⇂u ◦ r(x⇂u) = x⇂u.

By the fact that u = r(t⇃x) and Lemma 2.2 (5), we have t⇃x = x⇂u. Thus x • (e • x)♠ =
(e • x♣)♠ • x. This proves (vi). Thus S(C) is a DRC-restriction semigroup by (4).

Finally, let (C, ◦,d, r,−1 ) be a groupoid and x ∈ C. By Lemmas 6.1 and 2.6,

x • x−1 = x ◦ x−1 = d(x) = x♣ = d(x) = r(x−1) = (x−1)♠.

Dually, x−1 • x = x♠ = (x−1)♣. This implies that S(C) = (C, •, ♣, ♠,−1) is a generalized
regular ◦-semigroup by Remark 5.2. The other cases can be proved by Proposition 1.2,
Lemma 5.1 and Remark 5.2, we omit the details. �

Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. We use E(S) to denote the subsemigroup
of S generated by P (S). We say that S is projection-generated if E(S) = S.

Proposition 6.5. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category and
S = S(C). Then

P (S) = PC , E(S) = im(ε) = {ε(c) | c ∈ P(P )}.

Thus S is projection-generated if and only if ε is surjective.
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Proof. By (47), P (S) = PC . Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(PC). Then by (24), Lemma 6.1
(1) and Lemma 6.3 (3),

ε(p) = ε(p1, p2) ◦ ε(p2, p3) ◦ . . . ◦ ε(pk−1, pk) = ε(p1, p2) • ε(p2, p3) • . . . • ε(pk−1, pk)

= (p1 • p2) • (p2 • p3) • . . . • (pk−1 • pk) = p1 • p2 • . . . • pk ∈ E(S).

Conversely, let a ∈ E(S). Then there exists an positive integer k and p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ P
such that a = p1 • p2 • · · · • pk. In the sequel, we shall prove that a ∈ imε by mathematical
induction. When k = 1, we have ε(p1) = p1 by (E1), and so p1 ∈ imε. Let p1•p2•. . .•pk−1 =
ε(p), where p ∈ P(P ). Denote s = r(ε(c))× pk and t = r(ε(c)) ⋆ pk. By Lemma 6.3 (1),
(E6) and (E3),

a = p1 •p2 • . . .•pk−1 •pk = ε(c)•pk = ε(c)⇂s ◦ε(s, t) = ε(c⇂s)◦ε(s, t) = ε(c⇂s ◦ (s, t)) ∈ imε.

By mathematical induction, we have a ∈ imε for all a ∈ E(S). Thus E(S) ⊆ imε. This
implies that E(S) = imε, and so S is projection-generated if and only if ε is surjective. �

Lemma 6.6. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category and S =
S(C). Then ≤S=≤.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ C. Then

x ≤S y ⇐⇒ x♣ = y♣ • x♣ • y♣, x = x♣ • y (by (33))

⇐⇒ d(x) = d(y) • d(x) • d(y), x = d(x) • y (by (6.4))

⇐⇒ d(x) ≤ d(y), x = d(x)⇃y. (by (2) and (5) in Lemma 6.3 )

⇐⇒ x ≤ y. (by (O1), (O3) and Lemma 2.2 (3))

Thus ≤S=≤. �

Lemma 6.7. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category. Then the
restricted product of S =S(C) is exactly “ ◦ ” and (P (S),×S, ⋆S) = (PC ,×, ⋆).

Proof. Consider the restricted product of S(C): For all x, y ∈ C,

x⊙ y =

{
x • y if x♠ = y♣,

undefined otherwise,

Let x, y ∈ C. Then x♠ = r(x), y♣ = d(y), and so

x⊙ y is defined ⇐⇒ r(x) = d(y) ⇐⇒ x ◦ y is defined,

In this case, we have x⊙ y = x • y = x ◦ y by Lemma 6.1 (1). This shows that ⊙ is equal
to ◦. On the other hand, we obtain P (S) = PC by (47). Let e, f ∈ PC = P (S). By Lemma
6.3 (3),

e×S f = (e • f)♣ = d(e • f) = e× f, e ⋆S f = (e • f)♠ = r(e • f) = e ⋆ f.

Thus (P (S),×S, ⋆S) = (PC,×, ⋆). �

Lemma 6.8. Let ϕ be a chain projection ordered functor from (C1, ◦,d, r,≤, PC1×, ⋆, ε1) to
(C2, ◦,d, r,≤, PC2,×, ⋆, ε2). Then Sϕ : C1 → C2, x 7→ xϕ provides a (2,1,1)-homomorphism
from S(C1) to S(C2).
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Proof. By (F1), x♣ϕ = (d(x))ϕ = d(xϕ) = (xϕ)♣. This together with its dual shows that
Sϕ preserves “♣” and “♠”. Using (F2), Lemma 4.19, (F5), (F4) and (F1) in order,

(x • y)ϕ = (x⇂r(x)×d(y) ◦ ε1(r(x)× d(y), r(x) ⋆ d(y)) ◦ r(x)⋆d(y)⇃y)ϕ

= (x⇂r(x)×d(y))ϕ ◦ (ε1(r(x)× d(y), r(x) ⋆ d(y)))ϕ ◦ (r(x)⋆d(y)⇃y)ϕ

= xϕ⇂(r(x)×d(y))ϕ ◦ ε2((r(x)× d(y))ϕ, (r(x) ⋆ d(y))ϕ) ◦ (r(x)⋆d(y))ϕ⇃yϕ

= xϕ⇂r(x)ϕ×d(y)ϕ ◦ ε2(r(x)ϕ× d(y)ϕ, r(x)ϕ ⋆ d(y)ϕ) ◦ r(x)ϕ⋆d(y)ϕ⇃yϕ

= xϕ⇂r(xϕ)×d(yϕ) ◦ ε2(r(xϕ)× d(yϕ), r(xϕ) ⋆ d(yϕ)) ◦ r(xϕ)⋆d(yϕ)⇃yϕ = xϕ • yϕ.

Thus Sϕ is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism. �

Lemma 6.9. Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. Then we have S(C(S)) = S.

Proof. By Theorem 5.11, C(S) is a chain projection ordered category and

(48) dS(x) = x+, rS(x) = x∗, e×S f = (ef)+, e ⋆S f = (ef)∗

for all x ∈ S and e, f ∈ PS = P (S). Let x, y ∈ S. Then x ◦S y = xy if and only if

(49) x∗ = rS(x) = dS(y) = y+

where xy is the product of x and y in (S, ·). Moreover, for x ∈ S, e, f ∈ PS with e ≤S dS(x)
and f ≤S rS(x), have e⇃x = ex and x⇂f = xf . Define three operations on S as follows:

x • y = x⇂rS(x)×SdS(y) ◦ εS(rS(x)×S dS(y), rS(x) ⋆S dS(y)) rS(x)⋆SdS(y)⇃y,

and x♣ = dS(x), x
♠ = rS(x), where εS is defined as in (38). By Theorem 6.4, S(C(S)) =

(S, •,♣ ,♠ ) is a DRC-restriction semigroup, and

x♣ = dS(x) = x+, x♠ = rS(x) = x∗

by (48). Furthermore,

x • y = x⇂rS(x)×SdS(y) ◦ εS(rS(x)×S dS(y), rS(x) ⋆S dS(y)) ◦ rS(x)⋆SdS(y)⇃y

= x⇂(x∗y+)+ ◦S εS((x
∗y+)+, (x∗y+)∗) ◦S (x∗y+)∗⇃y

= x(x∗y+)+ ◦S (x
∗y+)+(x∗y+)∗ ◦S (x

∗y+)∗y

= x(x∗y+)+(x∗y+)∗y = xx∗y+y = xy. (by Lemma 5.3 (4), (i), (i)′)(50)

Thus S(C(S)) = S. �

Lemma 6.10. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category. Then
we have C(S(C) = C.

Proof. Define three operations on C as follows:

x • y = x⇂r(x)×d(y) ◦ ε(r(x)× d(y), r(x) ⋆ d(y)) ◦ r(x)⋆d(y)⇃y.

(51) x♣ = d(x), x♠ = r(x).

Then by Theorem 6.4, S = S(C) = (C, •,♣ ,♠ ) is a DRC-restriction semigroup and PC =
P (S). By Theorem 5.11, we have C(S) = (C, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PC(S),×S, ⋆S, εS) and PC(S) =
P (S). Let x, y ∈ C. Then dS(x) = x♣ = d(x) and rS(x) = x♠ = r(x). Thus dS = d, rS = r.
Moreover, x ◦S y is defined if and only if rS(x) = dS(y), if and only if r(x) = d(y). In
this case, we obtain x ◦S y = x • y = x ◦ y by Lemma 6.1. This shows that ◦S = ◦. By
Lemma 6.7, we get (PC ,×, ⋆) = (PC(S),×S, ⋆S). Lemma 6.6 gives that ≤S=≤, and the fact
PC = PC(S) gives that P(PC) = P(PC(S)).
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Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(PC). Then p1FPC
p2FPC

. . .FPC
pk. If k = 1, we have

ε(p) = ε(p1) = p1 = εS(p1) = εS(p) by (E1). Denote q = (p1, p2, . . . , pk−1). Then p =
q ◦ (pk−1, pk). Assume that ε(q) = εS(q) = p1 • p2 • . . . • pk−1. Then

εS(p) = p1 • p2 • . . . • pk−1 • pk = ε(q) • pk.

By (E2), we have r(ε(q)) = r(q) = pk−1. Since pk−1FPC
pk, by Lemma 6.3 (1) and (E3) we

obtain

εS(p) = ε(q) • pk = ε(q) ◦ ε(pk−1, pk) = ε(q ◦ (pk−1, pk)) = ε(p).

Thus εS = ε. By the above discussions, we have C = C(S) = C(S(C)). �

Now we can give our main theorem in this paper.

Theorem 6.11. The category DRS of DRC-restriction semigroups together with (2,1,1)-
homomorphisms is isomorphic to the category CPOC of chain projection ordered categories
together with chain projection ordered functors.

Proof. By Theorems 6.4, 5.11 and Lemmas 5.12, 6.8, 6.9 and 6.10,

S : CPOC → DRS : (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) → S(C),

C : DRS → CPOC : (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) → C(S)

are mutually inverse functors. Thus the result holds. �

Finally, we also have the following special cases.

Theorem 6.12. The category of generalized regular ◦-semigroups (respectively, P -restriction
semigroups, regular ◦-semigroups, restriction semigroups, inverse semigroups) together with
(2,1,1)-homomorphisms is isomorphic to the category of chain projection ordered groupoids
(respectively, symmetric chain projection ordered categories, symmetric chain projection or-
dered groupoids, commutative chain projection ordered categories, commutative chain pro-
jection ordered groupoids) together with chain projection ordered functors.

7. Chain semigroups

In this section, we consider the chain semigroups determined by strong two-sided projec-
tion algebras and give a presentation of these semigroups by using Theorem 6.11. We first
recall some basic results on categories given in [8]. Let C = (C, ◦,d, r) be a category and
≈ be an equivalence on C. Then ≈ is called a congruence on C if for all a, b, u, v ∈ C, the
following conditions hold:

(V1) If a ≈ b, then d(a) = d(b) and r(a) = r(b).
(V2) If r(u) = d(a) = d(b) and a ≈ b, then u ◦ a = u ◦ b.
(V3) If d(v) = r(a) = r(b) and a ≈ b, then a ◦ v = b ◦ v.

Let C = (C, ◦,d, r) be a category and ≈ be a congruence on C. Let a ∈ C. Denote the
≈-class of C containing a by [a]. Moreover, denote C/≈= {[a] | a ∈ C}. Define a partial
binary operation “ ◦ ” on C/≈ and two maps d, r from C/≈ to C/≈ as follows: For all
[a], [b] ∈ C/≈,

[a] ◦ [b] =

{
[a ◦ b] if r([a]) = d([b]),
undefined otherwise,

d([a]) = [d(a)], r([a]) = [r(a)].
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Then it is easy to see that C/≈= (C/≈, ◦,d, r) is a category, and is called the quotient
category of C with respect to≈. In this case, the set of objects of C/≈ is PC/≈ = {[p] | p ∈
PC}. Let p, q ∈ PC . By (V1), it follows that p = q if only if [p] = [q].

A congruence ≈ on an ordered category C = (C, ◦,d, r,≤) is called an ordered congruence
if for all a, b ∈ C and p ∈ PC , the following condition holds:

(V4) If a ≈ b and p ≤ d(a), then p⇃a ≈ p⇃b.

Lemma 7.1 ([8]). Let ≈ be an ordered congruence on an ordered category C = (C, ◦,d, r,≤
). Define the relation “≤≈” on C/≈ as follows: For all [a], [b] ∈ C/≈,

(52) [a] ≤≈ [b] ⇐⇒ there exist x ∈ [a], y ∈ [b] such that x ≤ y.

Let [a], [b] ∈ C/≈. Then [a] ≤≈ [b] if and only if for all y ∈ [b], there exists x ∈ [a] such
that x ≤ y. Furthermore, C/≈= (C/≈, ·,d, r,≤≈) is an ordered category.

Lemma 7.2 ([8]). Let C = (C, ◦,d, r) be a category and Ω be a subset of C × C. Assume
that the following condition holds:

(53) (u, v) ∈ Ω =⇒ d(u) = d(v) and r(u) = r(v).

Denote the least congruence of C containing Ω by Ω♯. Then for all a, b ∈ C, (a, b) ∈ Ω♯ if
and only if there exists a sequence

a = a1 → · · · → ak = b,

where
ai = bi ◦ ui ◦ ci, ai+1 = bi ◦ vi ◦ ci, bi, ci ∈ C, (ui, vi) ∈ Ω ∪ Ω−1,

Ω−1 = {(v, u) | (u, v) ∈ Ω}, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Lemma 7.3 ([8]). Let C = (C, ◦,d, r,≤) be an ordered category and Ω be a subset of C×C
satisfying (53). Assume that the following condition holds:

(54) (a, b) ∈ Ω =⇒p ⇃a ≈ p⇃b for all p ∈ PC with p ≤ d(a).

Then Ω♯ is an ordered congruence on C.

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p, e, f ∈ P . Then (e, p, f) is called an
admissible triple of P if

(55) f = eθpθf = (e ⋆ p) ⋆ f, e = fδpδe = e× (p× f),

that is, f = (e ⋆ p) ⋆ f, e = e× (p× f).

Lemma 7.4. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and (e, p, f) be an admissible triple
of P . Then

(e, eθp, f) = (e, e ⋆ p, f), (e, fδp, f) = (e, p× f, f) ∈ P(P ),

where P(P ) is the path category of P .

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 (1), we have p× f ≤P p. This together with (55) and (5) and (1) in
Lemma 3.1 gives that e = e× (p× f) ≤P e× p ≤P e, and so e× p = e. By Lemma 3.1 (3),
e× eθp = e× (e ⋆ p) = e× p = e. In view of (R4) and (R1), we have

e ⋆ (eθp) = e ⋆ (e ⋆ p) = (e ⋆ p) ⋆ (e ⋆ p) = e ⋆ p = eθp.

This implies that eFP eθp. On the other hand, denote t = eθp. By (55), (R4) and (R1),

eθp ⋆ f = t ⋆ (t ⋆ f) = (t ⋆ f) ⋆ (t ⋆ f) = t ⋆ f = eθpθf = f,
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and Lemma 3.7 and (55) imply that

eθp × f = fδeθp = fδpδeθp = eθp.

This shows that eθp FP f . Thus (e, eθp, f) ∈ P(P ). Dually, we have (e, fδp, f) ∈ P(P ). �

Lemma 7.5. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, (e, p, f) be an admissible triple of
P and e′ ∈ P , e′ ≤P e. Denote f ′ = e′θpθf . Then (e′, p, f ′) is also an admissible triple of
P and

e′⇃(e, eθp, f) = (e′, e′θp, f
′), e′⇃(e, fδp, f) = (e′, f ′δp, f

′).

Proof. Since (e, p, f) is an admissible triple of P , we have f = eθpθf and e = fδpδe. Denote
t = e′θp. By (R4) and (R1),

e′θpθf ′ = e′θpθe′θpθf = tθtθf = t ⋆ (t ⋆ f) = (t ⋆ f) ⋆ (t ⋆ f) = t ⋆ f = e′θpθf = f ′.

On the other hand, using Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.1 (3), Lemma 3.2 , (55), (11) and the fact
that e′ ≤P e in order, we have

f ′δpδe′ = e′θpθfδpδe′ = e′θfδpδe′ = e′ × (e′ ⋆ fδp)

= e′ × fδp = fδpδe′ = fδpδeδe′ = eδe′ = e′ × e = e′.

Thus (e′, p, f ′) is an admissible triple of P . By (16),

e′⇃(e, eθp, f) = (e′, e′θeθp, e
′θeθpθf ), e′⇃(e, fδp, f) = (e′, e′θfδp , e

′θfδpθf ).

According to Lemma 3.1 (5) and the fact that e′ ≤P e, we have e′ ⋆ p ≤ e ⋆ p, and so

e′θeθp = e′ ⋆ (e ⋆ p) = (e′ ⋆ p) ⋆ (e ⋆ p) = e′ ⋆ p = e′θp

and e′θeθpθf = e′θpθf = f ′ by (R4) and Lemma 3.1 (2). Moreover, the definition of f
′

, (P3)
and Lemma 3.7 give

e′θfδpθf = (e′ ⋆ (p× f)) ⋆ f = (e′ ⋆ p) ⋆ f = e′θpθf = f ′

and e′θfδp = e′θpθfδp = f ′δp. This implies that

e′⇃(e, eθp, f) = (e′, e′θp, f
′), e′⇃(e, fδp, f) = (e′, f ′δp, f

′).

Thus the result follows. �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Let Ω1(P ) = {((p, p), p) | p ∈ P},

Ω2(P ) = {((e, e ⋆ p, f), (e, p× f, f)) | (e, p, f) is an admissible triple of P}.

Write Ω(P ) = Ω1(P ) ∪ Ω2(P ). Obviously, Ω(P ) satisfies (53). We use ≈P to denote the
congruence Ω♯(P ) on P(P ) generated by Ω(P ).

Lemma 7.6. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then ≈P is an ordered congruence
on P(P ).

Proof. Let (s, t) ∈ Ω(P ). If

p, r ∈ P, s = (p, p), t = p, r ≤P p = d(s) = d(t),

then rθp = r ⋆ p = r by Lemma 3.1 (2), and so r⇃s = (r, rθp) = (r, r), r⇃t = r by (16). This
implies that (r⇃s, r⇃t) ∈ Ω(P ), and hence r⇃s ≈P r⇃t. Assume that (e, p, f) is an admissible
triple of P and

s = (e, eθp, f), t = (e, fδp, f), e
′ ∈ P, e′ ≤P e = d(s) = d(t), f

′

= e′θpθf .
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By Lemma 7.5, (e′, p, f ′) is also an admissible triple of P and

e′⇃s = (e′, e′θp, f
′), e′⇃t = (e′, f ′δp, f

′).

This implies that (e′⇃s, e′⇃t) ∈ Ω(P ), and so e′⇃s ≈P e′⇃t. The above statement shows that
Ω(P ) satisfies (54). Since Ω(P ) satisfies (53), ≈P is an ordered congruence on P(P ) by
Lemma 7.3. �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Denote C (P ) = P(P )/≈P . By Lemmas
7.1 and 7.6, (C (P ), ◦,d, r,≤≈P

, PC (P ),×, ⋆) is an ordered category, and is called the chain
category of (P,×, ⋆). In fact, C (P ) is a weak projection ordered category. Several key
points of this ordered category are listed as follows:

• The elements in C (P ): For any p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ), denote the ≈P -class
containing p by [p] = [p1, p2, . . . , pk]. Then C (P ) = {[p] | p ∈ P(P )}.

• For any [p] = [p1, p2, . . . , pk] ∈ C (P ), we have d([p]) = [d(p)] = [p1] and r([p]) =
[r(p)] = [pk], and so

PC (P ) = {[p] | p ∈ P}.

• For all p, q ∈ P , [p] = [q] if and only if p = q. This implies that (PC (P ),×, ⋆) forms
a strong projection algebra, where [p] × [q] = [p × q] and [p] ⋆ [q] = [p ⋆ q] for all
p, q ∈ P . So we can identify [p] with p for any p ∈ P , and identity (PC (P ),×, ⋆) with
(P,×, ⋆).

• If p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q = (q1, q2, . . . , ql) ∈ P(P ) and r[p] = [pk] = [q1] = d[q] (i.e.
pk = q1), then

[p] ◦ [q] = [p ◦ q] = [p1, . . . , pk−1, pk = q1, q2, . . . , ql].

• If p, q ∈ P(P ), then

[p] ≤≈P
[q] ⇐⇒ there exist m, n ∈ P(P ) such that m ∈ [p], n ∈ [q] and m ≤P n

⇐⇒ there exists m ∈ P(P ) such that m ∈ [p] and m ≤P q.

• For any [p] ∈ C (P ) and r, s ∈ P , if [r] ≤≈P
d([p]), [s] ≤≈P

r([p]), then

[r]⇃[p] = [r⇃p], [p]⇂s = [p⇂s].

• For all p, q ∈ P ,

p ≤P q ⇐⇒ p ≤P q ⇐⇒ [p] ≤PC(P )
[q] ⇐⇒ [p] ≤≈P

[q].

To prove that (C (P ), ◦,d, r,≤≈P
, P(C (P ),×, ⋆) is a projection ordered category, we need

some calculations. Let c = [p1, p2, . . . , pk] ∈ C (P ). (Notice that q denotes [q] and pi denotes
[pi] in the sequel). Then d(c) = p1 and r(c) = pk. By (16) and Lemma 3.2,

(56) νc : p1↓ → pk↓, q 7→ qνc = r(q⇃c) = qθp1θp2 . . . θpk ,

Θc : PC (P ) → PC (P ), q 7→ qΘc = qθd(c)νc = qθp1θp1θp2 . . . θpk = qθp1θp2 . . . θpk .

This implies that

(57) Θc = θp1θp2 . . . θpk .

Dually,

(58) µc : pk↓ → p1↓, qµc = d(c⇂q) = qδpkδpk−1
. . . δp1,

(59) ∆c = δpkδpk−1
. . . δp1 .



38 YIN DIE AND SHOUFENG WANG
∗

Lemma 7.7. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then

(C (P ), ◦,d, r,≤≈P
, PC (P ),×, ⋆)

is a projection ordered category.

Proof. Let c = [p1, p2, . . . , pk] ∈ C (P ) (Notice that q denotes [q] and pi denotes [pi] in the
sequel) and q ≤≈P

d(c) = p1. By (56), Corollary 3.8, (59) and (57),

δqνc = δqθp1θp2 ...θpk = δpkδpk−1
. . . δp1δqθp1θp2 . . . θpk = ∆cδqΘc.

Dually, we have θqµc = Θcθq∆c for all q ∈ P with q ≤≈P
r(c) = pk. Thus (G1a) is true, and

so the result follows. �

The following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 7.8. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then the natural map

εP =≈♮
P : P(PC (P )) → C (P ), ([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk]) 7→ [p1, p2, . . . , pk]

is an evaluation map on (C (P ), ◦,d, r,≤≈P
, PC (P ),×, ⋆).

Proposition 7.9. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then (C (P ), ◦,d, r,≤≈P

, PC (P ),×, ⋆, εP ) is a chain projection ordered category.

Proof. Let [p] ∈ C (P ) and [e], [f ] ∈ PC (P ), where p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ) and e, f ∈ P .
Assume that ([e], [f ]) is a [p]-linked pair. Then

(60) [f ] = [e]Θ[p]θ[f ], [e] = [f ]∆[p]δ[e].

By the definition of εP and (26)–(28),

(61) λ([e], [p], [f ]) = [e, e1] ◦ [e1]⇃ [p] ◦ [f1, f ], ρ([e], [p], [f ]) = [e, e2] ◦ [p] ⇂[f2] ◦ [f2, f ],

where

[e1] = [e]θ[p1], [e2] = [f ]∆[p], [f1] = [e]Θ[p], [f2] = [f ]δ[pk], e1, e2, f1, f2 ∈ P.

Denote

[e1]⇃ [p] = [e1⇃ p] = [u1, . . . uk], [p] ⇂[f2] = [p ⇂f2 ] = [v1, . . . vk].

By (15), (16) and the facts e1 = eθp1 and f2 = fδpk , for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

ui = eθp1 . . . θpi, vi = fδpk . . . δpi.

This together with (61) gives that

λ([e], [p], [f ]) = (e, u1, . . . , uk, f), ρ([e], [p], [f ]) = (e, v1, . . . , vk, f).

Denote u0 = e and vk+1 = f . We shall show that (ui−1, pi, vi+1) is an admissible triple of P
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, that is,

vi+1 = ui−1θpiθvi+1
, ui−1 = vi+1δpiδui−1

.

In view of (57), (59) and (60), we have

f = eθp1 · · · θpkθf , e = fδpk · · · δp1δe.

By Lemma 3.8,
ui−1θpiθvi+1

= eθp1 · · · θpi−1
θpiθfδpk ···δpi+1

= eθp1 · · · θpi−1
θpiθpi+1

· · · θpkθfδpk · · · δpi+1
= fδpk · · · δpi+1

= vi+1.
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Dually,
vi+1δpiδui−1

= fδpk . . . δpi+1
δpiδeθp1 ···θpi−1

= fδpk · · · δpi+1
δpiδpi−1

· · · δpiδeθp1 · · · θpi−1
= eθp1 · · · θpi−1

= ui−1.

Thus (ui−1, pi, vi+1) is an admissible triple for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and so (ui−1, ui−1θpi, νi+1) =

(ui−1, ui, νi+1) is ≈
♮
P -related to (ui−1, νi+1δpi, νi+1) = (ui−1, vi, νi+1). Therefore

(62) [ui−1, ui, νi+1] = [ui−1, vi, νi+1] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

This gives that

ρ([e], [p], [f ]) = [e, v1, . . . , vk, f ] = [u0, v1, v2, v3, v4, . . . , vk, vk+1]

= [u0, u1, v2, v3, v4, . . . , vk, vk+1] = [u0, u1, u2, v3, v4, . . . , vk, vk+1]

= · · · [u0, u1, u2, u3, u4, . . . , uk, vk+1] = [e, u1, . . . , uk, f ] = λ([e], [p], [f ])

Hence (G2) holds, and the desired result now follows. �

Definition 7.10. Let (P,×⋆) be a strong projection algebra. By Proposition 7.9 and The-
orem 6.4, we have the DRC-restriction semigroup S(C (P )) and call it the chain semigroup
determined by (P,×, ⋆).

Let
[p] = [p1, p2, . . . , pk], [q] = [q1, q2, . . . , ql] ∈ C (P ).

Then r([p]) = [pk],d([q]) = [q1]. Denote [p′] = [pk × q1], [q
′] = [pk ⋆ q1]. By the definition of

εP , we have
[p] • [q] = [p]⇂[p′] ◦ [p′, q′] ◦ [q′]⇃[q].

By (16) and (18) we let [p]⇂[p′] = [p1
′, . . . , pk

′], [q′]⇃[q] = [q1
′, . . . , ql

′], where p′ = pk
′, q′ = q1

′

and
pi

′ = p′δpk · · · δpi, qj
′ = q′θq1 · · · θqj , i = 1, 2, . . . , t, j = 1, 2, . . . , l.

This implies that

[p] • [q] = [p′1, . . . , p
′
k] ◦ [p

′
k, q

′
1] ◦ [q1

′, . . . , ql
′] = [p1

′, . . . , pk
′, q1

′, . . . , ql
′],

[p]+ = d([p]) = [p1], [p]
∗ = r([p]) = [pk].

Moreover, P (S(C (P ))) = PC (P ) = {[p] | p ∈ P}.

Proposition 7.11. Let (C, ◦,d, r,≤, PC,×, ⋆, ε) be a chain projection ordered category.
Then

ε : C (PC) → C, [p] 7→ ε(p)

is a chain projection ordered functor form C (PC) to C, and so is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism
from to S(C (PC)) to S(C) such that [p]ε = p.

Proof. We first show that ε is well-defined. Let p, q ∈ P(PC) and p = b ◦ s ◦ c, q = b ◦ t ◦ c,
where b, c ∈ P(PC), (s, t) ∈ Ω(PC)∪Ω−1(PC). If s = (p, p), t = p or s = p, t = (p, p), where
p ∈ PC , then by (E1) we have ε(p, p) = p = ε(p), and so ε(s) = ε(t). Assume that (e, p, f)
is an admissible triple in PC . Then

(63) f = eθpθf , e = fδpδe

Let s = (e, eθp, f), t = (e, fδp, f) or s = (e, fδp, f), t = (e, eθp, f). We assume the former
case holds without loss of generality. By (24),

(64) ε(s) = ε(e, eθp) ◦ ε(eθp, f), ε(t) = ε(e, fδp) ◦ ε(fδp, f).
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By using the fact that p ∈ PC and (22), we have Θp = θp,∆p = δp, and hence f = eΘpθf
and e = f∆pδe by (63). This implies that (e, f) is (in the sense of Definition 4.13) p-linked
pair. By (G2), (27), (28), (26) and the fact that d(p) = p, we have

ε(e, e1) ◦ e1⇃p ◦ ε(f1, f) = ε(e, e2) ◦ e2⇃p ◦ ε(f2, f),

where

e1 = eθd(p) = eθp, e2 = f∆p = fδp, f1 = eΘp = eθp, f2 = fδr(p) = fδp.

This gives that

(65) ε(e, eθp) ◦ eθp⇃p ◦ ε(eθp, f) = ε(e, fδp) ◦ fδp⇃p ◦ ε(fδp, f).

Using the fact that eθp ≤ p, fδp ≤ p and Lemma 2.2 (11), we get eθp⇃p = eθp and fδp⇃p = fδp.
Observe that r(ε(e, eθp)) = eθp and r(ε(e, fδp)) = fδp by Lemma 4.12. This together with
(C3) provides

(66) ε(e, eθp) ◦ eθp⇃p = ε(e, eθp), ε(e, fδp) ◦ fδp⇃p = ε(e, fδp).

By (64), (65) and (66), we have ε(s) = ε(t). The above discussion shows that ε(s) = ε(t) in
either case. Thus by (E3),

ε(p) = ε(b ◦ s ◦ c) = ε(b) ◦ ε(s) ◦ ε(c) = ε(b) ◦ ε(t) ◦ ε(c) = ε(b ◦ t ◦ c) = ε(q).

Let p, q ∈ P(PC) and [p] = [q]. Then p ≈PC
q. By Lemma 7.2 and the above statements,

we have ε(p) = ε(q). This shows that ε is well-defined.
In the sequel, we show that ε is a chain projection ordered functor. Let

[p], [q] ∈ C (PC), e, f ∈ PC , p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q = (q1, q2, . . . , qk) ∈ P(PC).

(1) Firstly,

ε(d([p])) = ε([d(p)]) = ε([p1]) = ε(p1) = p1 = d(p) = d(ε(p)) = d(ε([p])).

Dually, ε(r([p])) = pk = r(ε([p])).
(2) If r([p]) = d([q]), then pk = q1 and

ε([p] ◦ [q]) = ε([p ◦ q]) = ε(p ◦ q) = ε(p) ◦ ε(q) = ε([p]) ◦ ε([q]).

(3) Let [p] ≤≈P
[q]. Then there exist m, n ∈ P(PC) such that [p] = [m], [q] = [n] and

m ≤P n in P(PC). Since ε is order-preserving, we have

ε([p]) = ε([m]) = ε(m) ≤ ε(n) = ε([n]) = ε([q]).

(4) Let [p], [q] ∈ PC (PC), where p, q ∈ PC . Then

ε([p]× [q]) = ε([p× q]) = ε(p× q) = ε(p)× ε(q) = ε([p])× ε([q]).

Dually, ε([p] ⋆ [q]) = ε([p]) ⋆ ε([q]).
(5) Let ([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk]) ∈ P(PC (PC)). Then

(εPC
(([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk])))ε = ([p1, p2, . . . , pk])ε

= ε((p1, p2, . . . , pk)) = ε(ε(p1), ε(p2), . . . , ε(pk)) = ε(([p1]ε, [p2]ε, . . . , [pk]ε)).

By Lemma 6.8, ε is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S(C (P )) to S(C). Moreover, since ε is
an evaluation map, it follows that ([p])ε = ε(p) = p for all p ∈ PC by the definition of ε. �
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Theorem 7.12. If (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, then S(C (P )) is a projection-
generated DRC-restriction semigroup with projection algebra P (S(C (P ))) = {[p] | p ∈
P}. Conversely, if (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a projection-generated DRC-restriction semigroup whose
projection algebra is (P,×, ⋆), then there exists a surjective (2,1,1)-homomorphism φ from
S(C (P )) onto S such that [p]φ = p for all p ∈ P .

Proof. Since εP (see Proposition 7.8) is an evaluation map on C (P ) and is also surjective,
by Proposition 7.9, Theorem 6.4 and Proposition 6.5, S(C (P )) is a projection-generated
DRC-restriction semigroup with projection algebra P (S(C (P ))) = PC (P ) = {[p] | p ∈ P}.

Conversely, by Proposition 7.11 and Theorem 6.11, εS is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from
S(C (PC(S)) = S(C (P )) to S(C(S)) = S satisfying [p]εS = p for all p ∈ P . Since S is
projection-generated, it follows that εS is surjective by Proposition 6.5, and hence εS is also
surjective. �

Theorem 7.13. Let ψ be a homomorphism from the strong projection algebra (P,×, ⋆) to
the strong projection algebra (P ′,×, ⋆). Then

Φ : C (P ) → C (P
′

), [p1, p2, . . . , pk] → [p1ψ, p2ψ, . . . , pkψ]

is a chain projection ordered functor, and so is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S(C (P )) to
S(C (P ′)).

Proof. Let

ξ : P(P ) → P(P ′), (p1, p2, . . . , pk) 7→ (p1ψ, p2ψ, . . . , pkψ).

Then ξ is well-defined by Lemma 3.6. It is easy to prove that

(67) (d(p))ξ = d(pξ), (r(p))ξ = r(pξ), (p ◦ q)ξ = (pξ) ◦ (qξ)

for all p, q ∈ P(P ). Let (s, t) ∈ Ω(P ) ∪ Ω−1(P ). If s = (p, p), t = p, p ∈ P, then
sξ = (pψ, pψ) and tξ = pψ, and so (sξ, tξ), (tξ, sξ) ∈ Ω(P ′) ∪ Ω−1(P ′). Now let (e, p, f) be
an admissible triple of P and s = (e, e ⋆ p, f), t = (e, p × f, f). Then (e ⋆ p) ⋆ f = f and
e = e × (p× f). Since ψ is a homomorphism, it follows that (eψ, pψ, fψ) is an admissible
triple of P ′ and

sξ = (eψ, (eψ) ⋆ (pψ), fψ), tξ = (eψ, (pψ)× (eψ), fψ).

This implies that (sξ, tξ), (tξ, sξ) ∈ Ω(P ′) ∪ Ω−1(P ′).
Let p, q ∈ P(P ) and p = b◦s◦ c, q = b◦ t◦ c, where b, c ∈ P(P ), (s, t) ∈ Ω(P )∪Ω−1(P ).

Then by the above discussions, (sξ, tξ) ∈ Ω(P ′) ∪ Ω−1(P ′). By (67),

pξ = (b ◦ s ◦ c)ξ = (bξ) ◦ (sξ) ◦ (cξ), qξ = (b ◦ t ◦ c)ξ = (bξ) ◦ (tξ) ◦ (cξ).

This implies that pξ ≈P ′ qξ, i.e. [pξ] = [qξ].
Let p, q ∈ P(P ) and [p] = [q]. Then p ≈P q. By Lemma 7.2 and the statements in

previous paragraph, we have [p]Φ = [pξ] = [qξ] = [q]Φ. Thus Φ is well-defined.
Let p, q ∈ P(P ) and p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk), q = (q1, q2, . . . , ql). Then

(d([p]))Φ = [p1]Φ = [p1ψ] = d([p]Φ).

Dually, (r([p]))Φ = r([p]Φ). If r([p]) = d([p]), i.e. pk = q1, by (67) we have

([p] ◦ [q])Φ = [p ◦ q]Φ = [(p ◦ q)ξ] = [(pξ) ◦ (qξ)] = [pξ] ◦ [qξ] = ([p]Φ) ◦ ([q]Φ).

This shows that (F1) and (F2) hold.
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Assume that [p] ≤≈P
[q]. Then there exist m ∈ [p] and n ∈ [q] such that m ≤P n, and

so there exists r ∈ P such that r ≤P d(n) and m = r⇃n. Denote m = (m1, m2, . . . , mu) and
n = (n1, n2, . . . , nv). Then by (16),

m = (r, rθn2, . . . , rθn2 . . . θnv
), nξ = (n1ψ, n2ψ, . . . , nvψ).

Since ψ is a homomorphism between projection algebras, we have rψ ≤P ′ (d(n))ψ = n1ψ =
d(nξ) and

mξ = (rψ, (rθn2)ψ, . . . , (rθn2θn3 . . . θnv
)ψ) = (rψ, rψθn2ψ, . . . , rψθn2ψ . . . θnvψ)

= rψ⇃(n1ψ, n1ψ, . . . , nvψ) = rψ⇃nξ.

This shows that mξ ≤P nξ, and so [m]Φ = [mξ] ≤≈P ′ [nξ] = [n]Φ. As m ∈ [p] and n ∈ [q],
we have [m] = [p] and [n] = [q]. Hence [p]Φ = [m]Φ ≤≈P ′ [n]Φ = [q]Φ. This shows that Φ
satisfies (F3).

Take [p], [q] ∈ PC (P ), p, q ∈ P arbitrarily. Then

([p]× [q])Φ = ([p× q])Φ = [(p× q)ψ] = [(pψ)× (qψ)] = [pψ]× [qψ].

Dually, ([p] ⋆ [q])Φ = [pψ] ⋆ [qψ]. This gives (F4). Let ([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk]) ∈ P(PC (P )). Then

(εP ([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk]))Φ = [p1, p2, . . . , pk]Φ = [p1ψ, p2ψ, . . . , pkψ]

= εP ′(([p1ψ], [p2ψ], . . . , [pkψ])) = εP ′([p1]Φ, [p2]Φ, . . . , [pk]Φ).

Thus (F5) holds. This implies that Φ is a chain projection ordered functor. By Lemma 6.8,
Φ is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S(C (P )) to S(C (P ′)). �

In the remainder of this section, we consider the presentations of chain semigroups. We
first recall the notion of presentations of semigroups. Let X be a nonempty set and X+ be
the free semigroup on X . Let R ⊆ X+×X+ and R♯ be the congruence on X+ generated by
R. Let S be a semigroup. If S ∼= X+/R♯, then we say that S has presentation 〈X : R〉. In
this case, we shall identify S with X+/R♯, and call the elements in X and R the generators
and generations of S, respectively. Obviously, S has presentation 〈X : R〉 if and only if
there exists an surjective semigroup homomorphism π : X+ → S such that the kernel of π
is exactly R♯.

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. The following theorem gives a presentation
of the chain semigroup S(C (P )).

Theorem 7.14. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then the chain semigroup
S(C (P )) has a presentation S(C (P )) ∼= 〈XP : RP 〉, where XP = {xp | p ∈ P} is an
alphabet with a correspondence to P and RP is the set of the following relations: For all
p, q ∈ P ,

(R1) x2p = xp.
(R2) xp×qxq = xpxq.
(R3) xp×qxp∗q = xpxq.
(R4) xpxp∗q = xpxq.

To prove Theorem 7.14, we need a series of lemmas. For convenience, we denote ∼= R♯
P ,

the congruence of X+
P generated by RP .



CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS 43

Lemma 7.15. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and k be a positive integer. Let

p1, p2, . . . , pk, q ∈ P, p1FPp2FP . . .FPpk, q ≤P pk.

Then there exist q1, q2, . . . , qk−1 ∈ P such that

q1FP q2FP . . .FP qk−1FP q, xp1xp2 . . . xpk−1
xq ∼ xq1xq2 . . . xqk−1

xq.

Proof. If k = 1, then xq ∼ xq obviously. Let k ≥ 2. Denote qk−1 = pk−1 × q. Then
qk−1 ≤P pk−1 by Lemma 3.1 (1) . By mathematical induction, there exist q1, q2, . . . , qk−2 ∈ P
such that

(68) q1 FP q2 FP . . .FP qk−2FP qk−1, xp1xp2 . . . xpk−2
xqk−1

∼ xq1xq2 . . . xqk−2
xqk−1

.

By (R2),

(69) xpk−1
xq ∼ xpk−1×qxq = xqk−1

xq.

By (68) and (69), we have

xp1xp2 . . . xpk−2
xpk−1

xq ∼ xp1xp2 . . . xpk−2
xqk−1

xq ∼ xq1xq2 . . . xqk−2
xqk−1

xq.

We shall prove qk−1FP q in the sequel. On one hand, by the fact that qk−1 = pk−1× q, (L4)
and (L1), we obtain

qk−1 × q = (pk−1 × q)× q = (pk−1 × q)× (pk−1 × q) = pk−1 × q = qk−1.

On the other hand, the fact pk−1FPpk gives that pk = pk−1⋆pk, and the fact q ≤ pk = pk−1⋆pk
and (8) imply q = (pk−1 × q) ⋆ pk. By (R4), (R1) and the above statements,

qk−1 ⋆ q = (pk−1 × q) ⋆ ((pk−1 × q) ⋆ pk) =

((pk−1 × q) ⋆ pk) ⋆ ((pk−1 × q) ⋆ pk) = ((pk−1 × q) ⋆ pk) = q.

By (14), qk−1FP q. �

Lemma 7.16. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and w = xq1xq2 · · ·xqk ∈ X+
P .

Then there exist p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ P such that p1FPp2FP · · · FPpk and w ∼ xp1xp2 · · ·xpk .

Proof. When k = 1, it is obvious that xq1 ∼ xq1 . Let k ≥ 2 and w = xq1xq2 · · ·xqk . By
mathematical induction, there exist r1, r2, . . . , rk−1 ∈ P such that

r1FP r2FP · · ·FP rk−1, xq1xq2 · · ·xqk−1
∼ xr1xr2 · · ·xrk−1

.

Denote pk−1 = rk−1 × qk pk = rk−1 ⋆ qk. By Lemma 3.3, we have pk−1FP pk, and so

xrk−1
xqk

(R3)
∼ xrk−1×qkxrk−1⋆qk = xpk−1

xpk .

Moreover, the fact pk−1 = rk−1× qk gives that pk−1 ≤P rk−1 by Lemma 3.1 (1). By Lemma
7.15, there exist p1, p2, , . . . , pk−2 ∈ P such that

p1FPp2FP · · · FPpk−2FPpk−1, xr1xr2 · · ·xrk−2
xpk−1

∼ xp1xp2 · · ·xpk−2
xpk−1

.

By the above statements,

p1FPp2FP · · · FPpk−2FPpk−1FPpk,

w = xq1xq2 · · ·xqk−1
xqk ∼ xr1xr2 · · ·xrk−2

xrk−1
xqk

∼ xr1xr2 · · ·xrk−2
xpk−1

xpk ∼ xp1xp2 · · ·xpk−1
xpk .

By mathematical induction, the result follows. �
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Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ). Define

wp = xp1xp2 · · ·xpk ∈ X+
P .

Let w ∈ X+
P . By Lemma 7.16, there exists p ∈ P(P ) such that w ∼ wp. Let p, q ∈ P(P )

and r(p) = d(q). By (R1),

(70) wpwq ∼ wp◦q.

Lemma 7.17. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, p, q ∈ P(P ) and p ≈P q. Then
wp ∼ wq.

Proof. By Lemma 7.2, we assume that p, q ∈ P(P ) and p = b ◦ s ◦ c, q = b ◦ t ◦ c, where

b, c ∈ P(P ), (s, t) ∈ Ω(P ) ∪ Ω−1(P ).

By (70), we obtain that wp ∼ wbwswc and wp ∼ wbwtwc. We shall prove ws ∼ wt in the

sequel. Let s = (p, p), t = p, p ∈ P. Then ws = xpxp
(R1)
∼ xp = wt. Let (e, p, f) be an

admissible triple in P and s = (e, e ⋆ p, f), t = (e, p× f, f). Then

ws = xexe⋆pxf
(R4)
∼ xexpxf

(R2)
∼ xexp×fxf = wt.

This shows that ws ∼ wt, and so wp ∼ wq. �

Now we can give a proof of Theorem 7.14.
A proof of Theorem 7.14 By the freeness of X+

P we can assume that the unique
semigroup homomorphism determined by the map XP → S(C (P )), xp 7→ [p] is

Ψ : X+
P → S(C (P )).

We first show that Ψ is surjective. Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ), c = [p] ∈ S(C (P )). By
the proof of Proposition 6.5, we have

(71)
c = [p1, p2, . . . , pk] = εP ([p1], [p2], . . . , [pk])

= [p1] • [p2] • . . . • [pk] = (xp1Ψ) • (xp2Ψ) • . . . • (xpkΨ) = (xp1xp2 . . . xpk)Ψ = wpΨ.

We next prove that R♯
P = kerΨ. Let (u, v) ∈ RP .

(1) In the case that u = x2p, v = xp, we have

uΨ = (xpxp)Ψ = (xpΨ) • (xpΨ) = [p] • [p] = [p] = xpΨ = vΨ.

(2) Let u = xp×qxq and v = xpxq for some p, q ∈ P . By (L4) and (L1),

(p× q)× q = (p× q)× (p× q) = p× q,

which together with Lemma 3.1 (3) gives that (p× q) ⋆ q = p ⋆ q. By Lemma 6.3 (3),

uΨ = (xp×qxq)Ψ = (xp×qΨ) • (xqΨ) = [p× q] • [q] = εP ([p× q]× [q], [p× q] ⋆ [q])

= εP ([(p× q)× q], [(p× q) ⋆ q]) = εP ([p× q], [p ⋆ q]) = εP ([p]× [q], [p] ⋆ [q])

= [p] • [q] = xpΨ • xqΨ = (xpxq)Ψ = vΨ.

(3) Let u = xp×qxp⋆q and v = xpxq for some p, q ∈ P . By Lemma 3.1 (4),

(p× q)× (p ⋆ q) = p× q, (p× q) ⋆ (p ⋆ q) = p ⋆ q.

Using similar calculations as in (2), we have

uΨ = [p× q] • [p ⋆ q] = εP ([p× q]× [p ⋆ q], [p× q] ⋆ [p ⋆ q]) = εP ([p× q], [p ⋆ q]) = vΨ.
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(4) This is the dual of (2).

From items (1)–(4) above, we can obtain R♯
P ⊆ ker Ψ. On the other hand, let (u, v) ∈ kerΨ.

Then u, v ∈ X+
P , uΨ = vΨ. By Lemma 7.16 we have u ∼ wp and v ∼ wq for some

p, q ∈ P(P ). Moreover, (71) and the fact that R♯
P ⊆ ker Ψ give that

[p] = wpΨ = uΨ = vΨ = wqΨ = [q].

Thus p ≈P q. By Lemma 7.17, wp ∼ wq. So u ∼ wp ∼ wq ∼ v. This implies that

ker(Ψ) ⊆ R♯
P . Therefore, R

♯
P = kerΨ.

Denote the R♯
P -class containing w ∈ X+

P by w. Then

(72) Ψ : X+
P /R

♯
P = {w | w ∈ X+

P } = {wp | p ∈ P(P )} → S(C (P )), w 7→ wΨ

is a semigroup isomorphism. We observe that the multiplication on X+
P /R

♯
P is as follows:

For all wp, wq ∈ X+
P /R

♯
P , wp wq = wpwq. Moreover, let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ). Define

(73) wp
+ = (wpΨ)+Ψ

−1
= (wpΨ)+Ψ

−1
= [p1]Ψ

−1
= wp1 = xp1 , wp

∗ = xpk .

Then (X+
P /R

♯
P , ·,

+ ,∗ ) forms a DRC-restriction semigroup with respect to the above opera-

tions with the set of projections {xp | p ∈ P}, and Ψ is a (2,1,1)-isomorphism from X+
P /R

♯
P

onto S(C (P )). Thus the strong projection algebra of 〈XP : RP 〉 is isomorphic to that of
S(C (P )), and so is isomorphic to (P,×, ⋆).

Theorem 7.18. Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup and (P (S),×S, ⋆S) be the
strong projection algebra of S. Assume that (P,×, ⋆) is a strong projection algebra and
φ : P → P (S) is a homomorphism between strong projection algebras. Then there exists a
unique (2,1,1)-homomorphism

Φ : S(C (P )) → S, [p1, p2, . . . , pk] 7→ (p1φ)(p2φ) . . . (pkφ).

such that the following diagram

(74)

P
φ

−−−→ P (S)

ι1

y ι2

y

S(C (P ))
Φ

−−−→ S

commutes, where

ι1 : P → S(C (P )), p 7→ [p], ι2 : P (S) → S, p 7→ p.

Proof. Bt Theorem 7.14, it suffices to show that there exists a unique (2,1,1)-homomorphism

Γ : X+
P /R

♯
P → S such that the diagram

P
φ

−−−→ P (S)

τ1

y τ2

y

X+
P /R

♯
P

Γ
−−−→ S

commutes, where

τ1 : P → X+
P /R

♯
P , p 7→ xp, τ2 : P (S) → S, x 7→ x.
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If this is the case, it is easy to prove that

(75) Φ = Ψ
−1
Γ : S(C (P )) → S

is the unique (2,1,1)-homomorphism satisfying ι1Φ = φι2, where Ψ is define in (72).
By the freeness of X+

P , we can assume that the unique semigroup homomorphism deter-
mined by the map XP → S, xp 7→ pφ is as follows:

ϕ : X+
P → S, xp → pφ.

We shall show that RP ⊆ kerϕ in the sequel. Let p, q ∈ P and (u, v) ∈ RP . If u = x2p and

v = xp, then uϕ = x2pϕ = (pφ)(pφ) = pφ = vϕ. If u = xp×qxq and v = xpxq, then by using
the fact that φ is homomorphism, Lemmas 5.5 and 5.3 (3), we have

uϕ = (xp×qxq)ϕ = ((p× q)φ)(qφ) = (pφ×S qφ)(qφ)

= ((pφ)(qφ))+(qφ) = (pφ)(qφ) = (xpϕ)(xqϕ) = (xpxq)ϕ = vϕ.

Dually, we also have uϕ = vϕ if u = xpxp⋆q and v = xpxq. If u = xp×qxp⋆q, v = xpxq, then
by using the fact that φ is homomorphism, Lemmas 5.5 and 5.3 (4), we obtain

uϕ = (xp×qxp⋆q)ϕ = (p× q)φ(p ⋆ q)φ = (pφ×S qφ)(pφ ⋆S qφ)φ

= ((pφ)(qφ))+((pφ)(qφ))⋆ = (pφ)(qφ) = (xpxq)ϕ = vϕ.

This implies that RP ⊆ kerϕ, and so R♯
P ⊆ kerϕ. Thus we can define the semigroup

homomorphism
Γ : X+

P /R
♯
P = 〈XP : RP 〉 → S, w → wϕ.

By the statements after Lemma 7.16, we have X+
P /R

♯
P = {wp | p ∈ P(P )}. Let

wp ∈ X+
P /R

♯
P , p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ).

By (73), wp
+ = xp1 and wp

∗ = xpk . This shows that wp
+Γ = xp1Φ = xp1ϕ = p1φ. Observe

p1FPp2FP . . .FPpk as p = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P ). Hence

p1φFP (S)p2φFP (S) . . .FP (S)pkφ.

In view of Lemma 3.5, in (P (S),×S, ⋆S) we have

p1φ = pkφδpk−1φδpk−2φ . . . δp1φ

= (p1φ×S (. . . (pk−2φ×S (pk−1φ×S pkφ))))

= (p1φ(. . . (pk−2φ(pk−1φpkφ)
+)+)+)+

= ((p1φ)(p2φ) . . . (pkφ))
+ (by (ii) in DRC Conditions)

= ((xp1xp2 · · ·xpk)ϕ)
+ = (wpϕ)

+ = (wpΓ)
+.

Thus (wpΓ)
+ = wp

+Γ. Dually, we have (wpΓ)
∗ = wp

∗Γ. Let p ∈ P . Then

p(τ1Γ) = xpΓ = xpϕ = pφ = (pφ)τ2 = p(φτ2).

Finally, since
wp = xp1xp2 . . . xpk = xp1 xp2 . . . xpk ,

it follows that X+
P /R

♯
P is generated by {xp | p ∈ P}. So Γ is necessarily unique. Moreover,

combining (71), (72) and (75), we have

Φ : S(C (P )) → S, [p1, p2, . . . , pk] 7→ (p1φ)(p2φ) . . . (pkφ),

which is the unique (2,1,1)-homomorphism such that the diagram (74) commutes. �
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Denote the category of DRC-restriction semigroups together with (2,1,1)-homomorphisms
by DRS and the category of strong projection algebras together with projection algebra
homomorphisms by SPA, respectively. Define a functor U : DRS → SPA as follows: For
any two DRC-semigroups (S, ·,+ ,∗ ), (T, ·,+ ,∗ ) and a (2,1,1)-homomorphism φ : S → T ,

(1) U(S) = (P (S),×S, ⋆S).
(2) U(φ) : U(S) = P (S) → U(T ) = P (T ), x 7→ xφ.

Moreover, define a functor V : SPA → DRS as follows: For any two strong projection
algebras (P,×, ⋆) and (Q,×, ⋆) and a projection algebra homomorphism ψ : P → Q,

(1) V(P ) = S(C (P )).
(2) V(ψ) : V(P ) = S(C (P )) → V(Q) = S(C (Q)) is the (2,1,1) homomorphism induced

in Theorem 7.13.

To give further properties of the functors U and V above, we need some notions.

Definition 7.19. Let C and D be two (large) category and F and G be two functors from
C to D. Assume that for each object C in C, ηC is a morphism from F (C) to G(C) in D.
The family of morphisms η = {ηC | C is an object in C} is called a natural transformation
from F to G if for any two objects C,C ′ in C and any morphism φ : C → C ′ in C, we have
ηCG(φ) = F (φ)ηC′, that is, the following diagram

F (C)
ηC−−−→ G(C)

F (φ)

y G(φ)

y

F (C ′)
ηC′

−−−→ G(C ′)

commutes.

Definition 7.20. Let C and D be two (large) category, V : C → D and U : D → C be
two functors, and η : idC → UV be a natural transformation. Then (V,U , η) is called an
adjunction if for any object C in C , any object D in D and any morphism φ : C → U(D),
there exists a unique morphism φ : V(C) → D such that ηCU(φ) = φ, that is, the following
diagram

C
φ

//

ηC
��

U(D)

U(V(C))
U(φ)

99
s
s
s
s
s
s
s
s
s

commutes. In this case, V and U are called left and right adjoints, respectively, and η is
called the unit of the adjunction (V,U , η). Moreover, elements in {V(C) | C is an object in C}
are called the C-free objects in D.

Theorem 7.21. Define

η = {ηP | P is a strong projection algebra} : idSPA → UV

as follows: For any strong projection algebra P ,

ηP : P = idSPA(P ) → UV(P ) = {[p] | p ∈ P}, p 7→ [p].

Then (V,U , η) is an adjunction, and so the SPA-objects in DRS are exactly chain semi-
groups.
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Proof. We first show that η is a natural transformation. Let P and Q be two strong
projection algebras and φ : P → Q be a homomorphism. Let p ∈ P . Then

p(ηP (UV(φ))) = [p](UV(φ)) = [pφ] = (pφ)ηQ = p(φηQ) = p(idSPA(φ)ηQ).

This shows that the following diagram

P = idSPA(P )
ηP−−−→ UV(P ) = P (S(C (P )))

idSPA(φ)

y UV(φ)

y

Q = idSPA(Q)
ηQ

−−−→ UV(Q) = P (S(C (Q)))

commutes. Thus η is anatural transformation. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra,
(S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup whose strong projection algebra is (P (S),×S, ⋆S)
and φ : P → U(S) = P (S) be a projection algebra homomorphism. By Theorem 7.18, there
exists a unique (2,1,1)-homomorphism

Φ : V(P ) = S(C (P )) → S, [p1, p2, . . . , pk] 7→ (p1φ)(p2φ) . . . (pkφ).

such that [p]Φ = pφ. Thus

U(Φ) : P (S(C (P ))) = UV(P ) → U(S) = P (S), [p] 7→ pφ.

Let p ∈ P . Then p(ηPU(Φ)) = (pηP )U(Φ) = [p]U(Φ) = pφ, that is, the following diagram

P
φ

//

ηP
��

U(S) = P (S)

P (S(C (P ))) = UV(P )
U(Φ)

55
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥

commutes. Assume that σ : V(P ) = S(C (P )) → S is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism such that
the following diagram

P
φ

//

ηP
��

U(S) = P (S)

P (S(C (P ))) = UV(P )
U(σ)

55
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥
❥

commutes. Then [p]σ = [p]U(σ) = p(ηPU(σ)) = pφ for any p ∈ P , and so the following
diagram

P
φ

−−−→ P (S)

ι1

y ι2

y

S(C (P ))
σ

−−−→ S

commutes. By Theorem 7.18, we have σ = Φ. This gives the uniqueness of Φ. Thus
(V,U , η) is an adjunction. �
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8. Projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroups

In this section, by using Theorem 6.11 we reobtain the constructions of projection-
fundamental DRC-restriction semigroups which originally given by Wang [59]. We first
give some preliminary notions and results.

Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup and σ be an equivalence on S. Then σ is
called a (2,1,1)-congruence on S if for all a, b, c ∈ S,

a σ b =⇒ ac σ bc, ca σ cb, a+σb+, a∗σb∗.

A (2,1,1)-congruence σ on S is called projection-separating if for all p, q ∈ P (S), the fact
that p σ q implies that p = q.

Lemma 8.1 ([26]). Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup. Then

µS = {(a, b) ∈ S × S | a+ = b+, a∗ = b∗ and

(76) (ap)+ = (bp)+, (pa)∗ = (pb)∗ for all p ∈ P (S)}

is the maximum projection-separating (2,1,1)-congruence on S.

Definition 8.2. A DRC-restriction semigroup (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is called projection-fundamental
if the unique (2,1,1)-projection-separating congruence on S is the identity relation, that is,
µS is the identity relation on S.

Proposition 8.3. Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup and a, b ∈ S. Assume
that dS, rS, νa, µa, νb, µb and Θa,∆a,Θb,∆b are given in (37) ,(39) ,(40), (42) and (43),
respectively. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (a, b) ∈ µS.
(2) Θa = Θb and ∆a = ∆b.
(3) dS(a) = dS(b) and Θa = Θb.
(4) rS(a) = rS(b) and ∆a = ∆b.
(5) dS(a) = dS(b) and Θa|dS(a)↓ = Θb|dS(b)↓ .
(6) rS(a) = rS(b) and ∆a|rS(a)↓ = ∆b|rS(b)↓ .
(7) νa = νb.
(8) µa = µb.

Proof. We first observe that dS(a) = a+, rS(a) = a∗, and

pΘa = pθdS(a)νa = (pa)∗ and p∆a = pδrS(a)µa = (ap)+ for all p ∈ P (S).

By symmetry, we only need to show that (1), (2), (3), (5) and (7) are mutually equivalent.
Lemma 8.1 gives that (1) implies that (2). That (3) implies (5) is trivial. The fact (23)
provides that (5) implies (7). In the followings, we prove that (2) implies (3) and (7) implies
(1). Assume that (2) holds. Then Θa = Θb and ∆a = ∆b. This implies that

dS(a) = a+ = (aa∗)+ = a∗∆a = a∗∆b = (ba∗)+ ≤S b
+ = dS(b)

by (i)′, (32) and Lemma 5.6. Dually, we have dS(b) ≤S dS(a). This implies that dS(b) =
dS(a). This together with the known fact that Θa = Θb gives (3).

Now assume that (7) is true. Then νa = νb. This yields that dS(a)
↓ = domνa = domνb =

dS(b)
↓, and so dS(a) = dS(b). Moreover, θdS(a) = θdS(b). Thus Θa = θdS (a)νa = θdS(b)νb =

Θb. This gives (3). On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3, we have µa = ν−1
a = ν−1

b = µb.
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By the dual statements, we can obtain (4). Now Lemma 8.1 and (3), (4) together imply
(1). �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p ∈ P . Then

p↓ = {x ∈ P | x ≤P p}

is a subalgebra of P . Let p, q ∈ P . Denote

M(p, q) = {α | α is a projection algebra isomorphism from p↓ to q↓},

M(P ) =
⋃

p,q∈P

M(p, q).

For all α, β ∈M(P ), define

α ◦ β =

{
αβ if ranα = domβ,
undefined otherwise,

and d(α) = iddomα, r(α) = idranα, where αβ denotes the composition of α and β. Denote the
inverse map of α by α−1 for all α ∈ M(P ). Then it is easy to prove that (M(P ), ◦,d, r,−1 )
is a groupoid with the set of objects PM(P ) = {idp↓ | p ∈ P}. We also observe the following
fact:

(77) pα = q and sα ≤P tα for all α ∈M(p, q) and s, t ∈ p↓ with s ≤P t,

Let α ∈ M(s, t) and X be a subalgebra of domα = s↓. Then α|X : X → Xα, x 7→ xα is a
projection algebra isomorphism from X to Xα, and is called the restriction of α on X .

Lemma 8.4. Let α ∈M(s, t) and p ∈ domα. Then α|p↓ ∈ M(p, pα).

Proof. If p ∈ domα, then p↓ ⊆ domα = s↓, and so α|p↓ : p↓ → p↓α, x 7→ xα. Let

xα ∈ p↓α, where x ≤P p. By (77), we have xα ≤P pα and so xα ∈ (pα)↓. This shows that
p↓α ⊆ (pα)↓. Now let y ∈ (pα)↓. Then y ≤P pα ≤P t, and so y ∈ t↓. Denote y = xα. Then
y = xα ≤P pα. Thus x ≤P p as α

−1 is also order-preserving. This implies that (pα)↓ ⊆ p↓α.
Therefore (pα)↓ = p↓α. We have shown that α|p↓ ∈M(p, pα). �

Define a relation ≤M(P ) on M(P ) as follows: For all α, β ∈M(P ),

α ≤M(P ) β ⇐⇒ α = β|domα.

That is, α ≤M(P ) β if and only if domα ⊆ domβ, and xα = xβ for all x ∈ domα. It is easy
to see that “ ≤M(P ) ” is a partial order on M(P ).

Lemma 8.5. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then (M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤M(P )

, PM(P ),×, ⋆) is a projection ordered category and

id
p↓
⇃α = α|p↓, α⇂id

q↓
= α|(qα−1)↓

for all p ∈ P with idp↓ ≤M(P ) d(α) and q ∈ P with idq↓ ≤M(P ) r(α), respectively.

Proof. Define × and ⋆ on PM(P ) as follows: For all p, q ∈ P ,

idp↓ × idq↓ = id(p×q)↓ , idp↓ ⋆ idq↓ = id(p⋆q)↓ .

Then (PM(P ),×, ⋆) forms a strong projection algebra isomorphic to (P,×, ⋆) via the map
idp↓ 7→ p. Thus for all p, q ∈ P , p ≤P q if and only if idp↓ ≤PM(P )

idq↓ .
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Now let p, q ∈ P . Then

idp↓ ≤M(P ) idq↓ ⇐⇒ p↓ ⊆ q↓ ⇐⇒ p ≤P q ⇐⇒ idp↓ ≤PM(P )
idq↓ .

This implies that ≤M(P ) and ≤PM(P )
is the same on PM(P ).

(O1) Let α ≤M(P ) β. Then α = β|domα, which implies that domα ⊆ domβ and xα = xβ
for all x ∈ domα. Hence d(α) = iddomα ≤M(P ) iddomβ = d(β). Dually, we have r(α) ≤M(P )

r(β).
(O2) Let α ≤M(P ) β,γ ≤M(P ) δ and α ◦ γ and β ◦ δ be defined. Then

α = β|domα, γ = δ|domγ, domα ⊆ domβ, domγ ⊆ domδ,

ranα = domγ, ranβ = domδ, α ◦ γ = αγ, β ◦ δ = βδ.

Thus
dom(α ◦ γ) = dom(αγ) = dom(α) ⊆ dom(β) = dom(β ◦ δ).

Let x ∈ dom(α ◦ γ) = domα. Then

x(α ◦ γ) = x(αγ) = (xα)γ = (xβ)γ = (xβ)δ = xβδ = x(β ◦ δ).

This implies that α ◦ γ ≤M(P ) β ◦ δ.
(O3) Let idp↓ ∈ PM(P ), p ∈ P and idp↓ ≤M(P ) d(α) = iddomα. Then p↓ ⊆ domα. By

Lemma 8.4, we have α|p↓ ∈ M(p, pα) ⊆ M(P ). Obviously, α|p↓ ≤M(P ) α. Moreover,

d(α|p↓) = iddom(α|
p↓

) = idp↓. Assume that β ∈ M(P ), β ≤M(P ) α and d(β) = idp↓ . Then

iddomβ = d(β) = idp↓ and β = α|domβ, and so domβ = p↓ and β = α|domβ = α|p↓. Thus

id
p↓
⇃α = α|p↓ .

(O4) Let idq↓ ∈ PM(P ), q ∈ P and idq↓ ≤M(P ) r(α) = idranα. Then

q↓ ⊆ ranα = domα−1, qα−1 ∈ ranα−1 = domα, (qα−1)↓ ⊆ domα.

By Lemma 8.4, we have α|(qα−1)↓ ∈ M(qα−1, q). Obviously, α|(qα−1)↓ ≤M(P ) α. Moreover,
r(α|(qα−1)↓) = idran(α|

(qα−1)↓
) = idq↓ . Assume that β ∈ M(P ), β ≤M(P ) α and r(β) = idq↓ .

Then idranβ = r(β) = idq↓ and β = α|domβ, and so ranβ = q↓ and

β = α|domβ = α|(q↓)β−1 = α|(qβ−1)↓ = α|(qα−1)↓ .

Thus α⇂id
q↓

= α|(qα−1)↓ . We have shown that (M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤M(P ), PM(P ),×, ⋆) is a weak

projection ordered category.
Now, let p, q ∈ P and α ∈M(p, q). Then

d(α)↓ = (iddomα)
↓ = (idp↓)

↓ = {idx↓ | x ∈ P, x ≤P p} = {idx↓ | x ∈ P, x ∈ p↓},

r(α)↓ = (idranα)
↓ = (idq↓)

↓ = {idy↓ | y ∈ P, y ≤P q}

= {idy↓ | y ∈ P, y ∈ q↓} = {id(xα)↓ | x ∈ P, x ∈ p↓}.

Let idx↓ ≤M(P ) d(α). By (6),

idx↓να = r(id
x↓
⇃α) = r(α|x↓) = idran(α|

x↓
) = id(xα)↓ .

Thus we have

(78) να : d(α)↓ → r(α)↓, idx↓ 7→ id(xα)↓ .

Lemma 2.3 gives that µα = να−1 . Hence

(79) µα : r(α)↓ → d(α)↓, idy↓ 7→ id(yα−1)↓ .
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Since α is isomorphism, να is an isomorphism. Thus (M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤M(P ), PM(P ),×, ⋆) is
a projection ordered category. �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, p, q ∈ P and α ∈M(p, q). Then d(α) = idp↓
and r(α) = idq↓ . Let idx↓ ∈ PM(P ). By (20) and (78),

(idx↓)Θα = (idx↓)θd(α)να = (idx↓ ⋆ idp↓)να = (id(x⋆p)↓)να = id((x⋆p)α)↓ .

Thus we have

(80) Θα : PM(P ) → r(α)↓, idx↓ 7→ id((x⋆p)α)↓ .

Dually, we obtain

(81) ∆α : PM(P ) → d(α)↓, idx↓ 7→ id((q×x)α−1)↓ .

In particular, for all idx↓ ∈ PM(P ),

(82) Θid
x↓

= θid
x↓
, ∆id

x↓
= δid

x↓

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, and p, q ∈ P with pFP q. Then

θq : P → P, x 7→ x ⋆ q, δp : P → P, y 7→ p× y.

By (12), we have ranθq = q↓ and ranδp = p↓. Denote

(83) γp,q = θq|p↓, βq,p = δp|q↓

Then γp,q and βq,p are maps from p↓ to q↓ and q↓ to p↓, respectively. According to [59,
(4.8)], [59, Lemma 4.5] and the fact that pFP q, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 8.6. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and p, q ∈ P with pFP q. Then
γp,q ∈ M(p, q) and γ−1

p,q = βq,p.

Let f : A→ B and g : B → C be two bijections and X ⊆ A. Then

(84) (fg)|X = (f |X)(g|Xf).

Lemma 8.7. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and (M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤M(P ), PM(P ),
×, ⋆) be the projection ordered category determined by P and P(PM(P )) be the path category
of PM(P ). Define

ε : P(PM(P )) → M(P ), idp↓1
7→ idp↓1

, (idp↓1
, idp↓2

, . . . , idp↓
k
) → γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−1,pk .

Then ε is an evaluation map.

Proof. Let
p = (idp↓1

, idp↓2
, . . . , idp↓

k
), s = (ids↓1

, ids↓2
, . . . , ids↓

l
) ∈ P(PM(P ))

and p ∈ P . Then ε(idp↓) = idp↓ . By (83), we have ε((idp↓ , idp↓)) = γp,p = θp|p↓ = idp↓. This
gives (E1). By (83) and (E1),

d(ε(p)) = d(γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−1,pk)

= d(θp2 |p↓1
θp3 |p↓2

. . . θpk |p↓
k−1

) = idp↓1
= ε(idp↓1

) = ε(d(p)).

Dually, we have r(ε(p)) = ε(r(p)). This proves (E2). If r(p) = d(s), then

ε(p ◦ s) = ε(idp↓1
, idp↓2

, . . . , idp↓
k
= ids↓1

, ids↓2
, . . . , ids↓

l
)

= (γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−1,pk)(γs1,s2γs2,s3 . . . γsl−1,sl) = ε(p) ◦ ε(s).

Thus (E3) is true.
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Let idq↓ ∈ PM(P ) and idq↓ ≤M(P ) d(p). In the case that k = 1, by the fact that idq↓ ≤M(P )

d(p) = idp↓1
, Lemma 2.2 (11) and (E1),

ε(id
q↓
⇃p) = ε(id

q↓
⇃idp↓1

) = ε(idq↓) = idq↓ = id
q↓
⇃idp↓1

= id
q↓
⇃ε(idp↓1

) = id
q↓
⇃ε(p).

Let id
q↓
⇃p = (idq↓1

, idq↓2
, . . . , idq↓

k
) and

p′ = (idp↓1
, idp↓2

, . . . , idp↓
k−1

), id
q↓
⇃p′ = (idq↓1

, idq↓2
, . . . , idq↓

k−1
).

Then by induction hypothesis,

ε(id
q↓
⇃p) = ε(idq↓1

, idq↓2
, . . . , idq↓

k
) = γq1,q2γq2,q3 . . . γqk−1,qk

= ε(id
q↓
⇃p′) ◦ γqk−1,qk = id

q↓
⇃ε(p′) ◦ γqk−1,qk .

Denote Y = q↓(γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−2,pk−1
). By (84),

id
q↓
⇃ε(p) = (γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−1,pk)|q↓

= (γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−2,pk−1
)|q↓ ◦ γpk−1,pk|Y = ε(p′)|q↓ ◦ γpk−1,pk|Y = id

q↓
⇃ε(p′) ◦ γpk−1,pk|Y .

We shall prove that γpk−1,pk|Y = γqk−1,qk . By (16),

Y = q↓(γp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−2,pk−1
)

= (qγp1,p2γp2,p3 . . . γpk−2,pk−1
)↓ = (qθp2 . . . θpk−1

)↓ = q↓k−1.

This together with the fact that qk−1 ≤P pk−1 implies that

γpk−1,pk |Y = (θpk |p↓
k−1)

)|q↓
k−1

= θpk |q↓
k−1
.

Let t ∈ q↓k−1. By (11) and (16), we have t = tθqk−1
= t ⋆ qk−1 and qk = qk−1θpk = qk−1 ⋆ pk.

This together with (R3) implies that

tθqk = t ⋆ qk = (t ⋆ qk−1) ⋆ (qk−1 ⋆ pk) = (t ⋆ qk−1) ⋆ pk = tθqk−1
θpk = tθpk .

Thus γpk−1,pk|Y = θpk |q↓
k−1

= θqk |q↓
k−1

= γqk−1,qk , and so ε(id
q↓
⇃p) = id

q↓
⇃ε(p). By mathematical

induction, for all idq↓ ∈ PM(P ) and p ∈ P(PM(P )), the fact that idq↓ ≤M(P ) d(p) implies
that ε(id

q↓
⇃p) = id

q↓
⇃ε(p). This gives (E5). By Proposition 4.11, ε is an evaluation map. �

Proposition 8.8. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then

(M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤M(P ), PM(P ),×, ⋆, ε)

is a chain projection ordered category.

Proof. Let β ∈M(q, r), ide↓ , idf↓ ∈ PM(P ), e, f ∈ P and (ide↓ , idf↓) be a β-linked pair. Then

(85) idf↓ = ide↓Θβθid
f↓
, ide↓ = idf↓∆βδid

e↓
.

By the definition of ε (see Lemma 8.7), (26)–(28), Lemma 8.5, (80) and (81),

λ(ide↓ , β, idf↓) = ε(ide↓ , ide↓1
) ◦ id

e
↓
1

⇃β ◦ ε(idf↓1
, idf↓) = γee1β|e↓1

γf1f = θe1 |e↓β|e↓1
θf |f↓1

,

ρ(ide↓ , β, idf↓) = ε(ide↓ , ide↓2
) ◦ β⇂id

f
↓
2

◦ ε(idf↓2
, idf↓) = γee2β|e↓2

γf2f = θe2 |e↓β|e↓2
θf |f↓2

,

where
ide↓1

= (ide↓)θid
q↓

= ide↓ ⋆ idq↓ = id(e⋆q)↓ , ide↓2
= idf↓∆β = id((r×f)β−1)↓ ,

idf↓1
= ide↓Θβ = id((e⋆q)β)↓ , idf↓2

= idf↓1
δid

r↓
= idr↓ × idf↓ = id(r×f)↓ .
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So

e1 = e ⋆ q, e2 = (r × f)β−1, f1 = (e ⋆ q)β, f2 = r × f.

We shall prove that λ(ide↓ , β, idf↓) = ρ(ide↓ , β, idf↓). This is equivalent to prove that
tθe1βθf = tθe2βθf for t ∈ P with t ∈ e↓. Since t ≤P e, by (11) we have t = tθe = t ⋆ e. This
together with the fact e1 = eθq and (R3) implies that

tθe1βθf = tθeθeθqβθf = ((t ⋆ e) ⋆ (e ⋆ q))βθf = ((t ⋆ e) ⋆ q)βθf = tθeθqβθf = tθqβθf .

On the other hand, let p ∈ P . By Lemma 4.14 (2),

idf↓ = r(β) ⋆ idf↓ = idr↓ ⋆ idf↓ = id(r⋆f)↓ ,

and so f = r⋆f. Since p⋆f ≤P f = r⋆f by Lemma 3.1 (2), we obtain (r×(p⋆f))⋆f = p⋆f
by (8). This implies that

pθfδrθf = (r × (p ⋆ f)) ⋆ f = p ⋆ f = pθf .

Thus θfδrθf = θf . In view of (G1b), (80) and (81), we have

id(t⋆e2)↓ = idt↓ ⋆ ide↓2
= idt↓θid

e
↓
2

= idt↓θid
f↓

∆β
= idt↓Θβθid

f↓
∆β = id((r×((t⋆q)β⋆f))β−1)↓ ,

and so tθe2 = t ⋆ e2 = (r × ((t ⋆ q)β ⋆ f))β−1. By the above statements,

tθe2βθf = (r × ((t ⋆ q)β ⋆ f))β−1βθf = (r × ((t ⋆ q)β ⋆ f))θf = tθqβθfδrθf = tθqβθf .

This gives that tθe1βθf = tθe2βθf . Therefore λ(ide↓ , β, idf↓) = ρ(ide↓ , β, idf↓). �

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Define a binary operation “ • ” and two
unary operations “+” and “∗” on M(P ) as follows: For all α ∈M(p, q), β ∈M(s, t),

α • β = α⇂r(α)×d(β) ◦ ε(r(α)× d(β), r(α) ⋆ d(β)) ◦ r(α)⋆d(β)⇃β, α
+ = d(α), α∗ = r(α).

By (44), Theorem 6.4 and Pproposition 8.8, S(M(P )) = (M(P ), •,+ ,∗ ) forms a DRC-
restriction semigroup ([cf. Theorem 4.7 in [59]]). Since d(α) = idp↓ and r(α) = idq↓ , we
have α+ = idp↓ and α∗ = idq↓ . Moreover,

α⇂r(α)×d(β) = α⇂id
q↓

×id
s↓

= α⇂id
(q×s)↓

= α|((q×s)α−1)↓ .

Similarly, we have

r(α)⋆d(β)⇃β = β|(q⋆s)↓ , ε(r(α)× d(β), r(α) ⋆ d(β)) = ε(id(q×s)↓ , id(q⋆s)↓) = γq×s,q⋆s.

Thus

(86) α • β = α|((q×s)α−1)↓ ◦ γq×s,q⋆s ◦ β|(q⋆s)↓ = αθq⋆sβ|((q×s)α−1)↓ .

If r(α) = d(β), i.e. q = s, we have q×s = q⋆s = q = s, and so (q×s)α−1 = qα−1 = p. This
yields that α•β = αθqβ|p↓ = αβ. In particular, for any α ∈M(p, q), we have α−1 ∈M(q, p),
and so

α • α−1 = αα−1 = idp↓ = α+ = (α−1)∗, α−1 • α = α−1α = idq↓ = α∗ = (α−1)+.

By Lemma 5.1, S(M(P )) is a generalized regular ◦-semigroup with set of projections
P (S(M(P ))) = PM(P ) = {idp↓ | p ∈ P}. Let p, q ∈ P . By Lemma 6.3,

idp↓ • idq↓ = ε(idp↓ × idq↓ , idp↓ ⋆ idq↓) = ε(id(p×q)↓ , id(p⋆q)↓) = γp×q,p⋆q.

In particular, if pFP q, then idp↓ • idq↓ = γp,q.
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Theorem 8.9 (cf. Theorem 5.3 in [59]). Let (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup and
(P (S),×S, ⋆S) be the strong projection algebra of S. For all a ∈ S, denote

νa : (a
+)↓ → (a∗)↓, x 7→ (xa)∗,

where

(a+)↓ = {x ∈ P (S) | x ≤S a
+}, (a∗)↓ = {x ∈ P (S) | x ≤S a

∗}.

Then φS : S → S(M(P (S))), a 7→ νa is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism with ker φS = µS and
pφS = idp↓ for all p ∈ P (S), and so S is fundamental if and only if φ is injective. Moreover,
im(φS) ∼= S/µS is fundamental.

Proof. By Theorem 5.11, we can consider the chain projection ordered category

C(S) = (S, ◦S,dS, rS,≤S, PS,×S, ⋆S, εS).

Let a ∈ S. By (G1d) and (41),

νa : (a
+)↓ = dS(a)

↓ → rS(a)
↓ = (a∗)↓, x 7→ rS(x⇃a) = (xa)∗

is an isomorphism, and so νa ∈M(a+, a∗). So we can define

φS : C(S) →M(P (S)), a→ νa.

We shall prove that φS is a chain projection ordered functor. Let a, b ∈ S.
(F1) Firstly, we have d(aφS) = d(νa) = id(a+)↓ . Since a

+ ∈ P (S) = PS, it follows that
νa+ = id(a+)↓ by Lemma 2.3. This implies that d(aφS) = νa+ = a+φS = (dS(a))φS. Dually,
r(aφS) = (rS(a))φS.

(F2) Let rS(a) = dS(b). Then a
∗ = b+ and r(νa) = id(a∗)↓ = id(b+)↓ = d(νb). By Lemma

2.5,

(a ◦S b)φS = νa◦Sb = νaνb = νa ◦ νb = (aφS) ◦ (bφS).

(F3) Let a ≤S b. By Lemma 2.2 (3), we obtain a = dS(a)⇃b = a+⇃b, this together with
Lemma 2.4 gives that νa = ν

a+⇃b = νb|(a+)↓ = νb|domνa. This shows that aφS = νa ≤M(P )

νb = bφS in (M(P ), ◦,d, r,≤).
(F4) Let e, f ∈ PS = P (S). By Lemma 2.3,

(e×S f)φS = νe×Sf = id(e×Sf)↓ = ide↓ × idf↓ = νe × νf = (eφS)× (fφS).

(F5) Let c = (p1, p2, . . . , pk) ∈ P(P (S)). Using (24), (F2), Lemma 4.12 (2), (83) and
Lemma 8.7, we have

(εS(c))φS = (εS(p1, p2) ◦ . . . ◦ εS(pk−1, pk))φS = (εS(p1, p2))φS ◦ . . . ◦ (εS(pk−1, pk))φS

= νεS(p1,p2) ◦ . . . ◦ νεS(pk−1,pk) = θp2|p↓1
◦ . . . ◦ θpk |p↓

k−1

= γp1,p2 ◦ . . . ◦ γpk−1,pk = ε(idp↓1
, idp↓2

) ◦ . . . ◦ ε(idp↓
k−1
, idp↓

k
) = ε(idp↓1

, idp↓2
, . . . , idp↓

k
).

Since pi ∈ P (S) for all i, it follows that piφS = νpi = idp↓i
by Lemma 2.3. Thus (εS(c))φS =

ε((p1φS, p2φS, . . . , pkφS)). By items (F1)–(F5), φS is a chain projection ordered functor.
By Lemma 6.8 and Theorem 6.11, φS is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S = S(C(S)) to
S(M(P (S))), and pφS = νp = idp↓ for all p ∈ P (S). Finally,

kerφS = {(a, b) ∈ S × S | aφS = bφS} = {(a, b) ∈ S × S | νa = νb} = µS

by Proposition 8.3. The remaining part of the theorem is obvious. �
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Theorem 8.10 (cf. Theorem 5.4 in [59]). Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra and
(S, ·,+ ,∗ ) be a DRC-restriction semigroup whose strong projection algebra is isomorphic
to (P,×, ⋆). Then S is fundamental if and only if S is isomorphic to some full (2,1,1)-
subalgebra of S(M(P )). In particular, S(M(P )) is projection-fundamental.

Proof. Assume that S is projection-fundamental. By Theorem 8.9,

φS : S → S(M(P (S)))(∼= S(M(P )))

is an injective (2,1,1)-homomorphism and pφS = idp↓ for all p ∈ P (S). Thus

imφS ⊇ P (S)φS = {pφS | p ∈ P (S)} = {idp↓ | p ∈ P (S)} = P (S(M(P (S)))).

This implies that S ∼= imφS and imφS is a full (2,1,1)-subalgebra of S(M(P )).
Conversely, assume that T is a full (2,1,1)-subalgebra of S(M(P )). Let α, β ∈ T and

(α, β) ∈ µT . By Lemma 8.1, we have iddomα = α+ = β+ = iddomβ, and so we can denote
e↓ = domα = domβ for some e ∈ P . Let x ∈ e↓. Then x ∈ P and x ≤P e, and so
idx↓ ∈ P (S(M(P ))) ⊆ T. This gives that (idx↓ • α, idx↓ • β) ∈ µT . Similar discussion gives
that ran(idx↓ • α) = ran(idx↓ • β). By (86), we have x↓α = x↓β, i.e (xα)↓ = (xβ)↓. Thus
xα = xβ. we have shown that α = β. Therefore µT is the identity relation and so T is
projection-fundamental. �

Theorem 8.11. Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra, µ = µS(C (P ))
and (S, ·,+ ,∗ )

be a projection- fundamental DRC-restriction semigroup whose strong projection algebra is
isomorphic to (P,×, ⋆). Then E(S) ∼= S(C (P ))/µ. In particular if (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is projection-
generated, then S ∼= S(C (P ))/µ.

Proof. Assume that (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroup whose
strong projection algebra is (P,×, ⋆). By Theorem 5.11, C(S) is a chain projection ordered
category. By Proposition 7.11, ε : C (PS) → C(S) is a chain projection ordered functor
from C (PS) to C(S), and so is a (2,1,1)-homomorphism from S(C (PS)) to S(C(S)) = S
(by Theorem 6.11) such that [p]ε = p for all p ∈ P . According to Theorem 8.9, there exists
a (2,1,1)-homomorphism

φS : S → S(M(P )), a→ νa

such that p 7→ idp↓ for all p ∈ P . This implies that

εφS : S(C (PS)) → S(M(P ))

is also a (2,1,1)-homomorphism such that [p]εφS = idp↓ for all p ∈ P . In view of Theorem
8.9, we have a (2,1,1)-homomorphism

φS(C (PS)) : S(C (PS)) −→ S(M(P ))

such that [p] = idp↓ for all p ∈ P . By Theorem 7.12, S(C (PS)) is projection-generated,
and so εφS = φS(C (PS)). Since S is projection-fundamental, it follows that φS is injective by
Theorem 8.9. This together with Theorem 8.9 gives that

ker(ε) = ker(εφS) = ker(φS(C (PS))) = µS(C (PS)).

By Proposition 6.5,

E(S) = im(ε) ∼= S(C (PC(S)))/µS(C (PC(S)))
∼= S(C (P ))/µ.

In particular, if (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is projection-generated, then S = E(S) ∼= S(C (P ))/µ by Propo-
sition 6.5 again. �



CHAIN PROJECTION ORDERED CATEGORIES AND DRC-RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS 57

Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. To end this section, we shall give some
remarks on the semigroup S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )). By Theorem 8.11, up to isomorphism, there
exists a unique projection-generated projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroup
whose strong projection algebra is isomorphic to (P,×, ⋆). This semigroup is S(C (P ))/µS(C (P ))

.

Moreover, if (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) is a projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroup with P (S) ∼=
P , then E(S) ∼= S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )). To obtain S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )), we only need to find a
projection-fundamental DRC-restriction semigroup (S, ·,+ ,∗ ) with P (S) ∼= P and compute
E(S). So we have the following three approaches to describe S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )).

Approach 1: The elements in S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )) are all µS(C (P ))-classes in S(C (P )). Let

p = [p1, p2, . . . , pk], q = [q1, q2, . . . , ql] ∈ S(C (P )).

By Proposition 8.3 and (56), (57), (58), (59),

(p, q) ∈ µS(C (P )) ⇐⇒ θp1θp2 . . . θpk = θq1θq2 . . . θql, δpkδpk−1
. . . δp1 = δqlδql−1

. . . θq1

⇐⇒ θp1θp2 . . . θpk = θq1θq2 . . . θql , p1 = q1

⇐⇒ p1 = q1, θp2θp3 . . . θpk |p↓1
= θq2θq3 . . . θql|q↓1

.

Approach 2: Since S(M(P )) is projection-fundamental and its strong projection al-
gebra is isomorphic to (P,×, ⋆). By Theorem 8.11, S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )) is isomorphic to
E(S(M(P )). The elements in E(S(M(P )) are:

idp↓1
• idp↓2

• . . . • idp↓
k
, p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ P, k is an integer.

Approach 3: Let (P,×, ⋆) be a strong projection algebra. Then we have the generalized
regular ◦-semigroup S(M(P )) = (M(P ), •,+ ,∗ ,−1 ). Denote

S(M(P )) = {(θpα, δqα
−1) | α ∈M(p, q), p, q ∈ P}

and define
ϕ : S(M(P )) → S(M(P ), α ∈M(p, q) 7→ (θpα, δqα

−1).

We assert that ϕ is a bijection. Obviously, ϕ is surjective. Let α ∈M(p, q), β ∈M(s, t) and
(θpα, δqα

−1) = (θsβ, δtβ
−1). Then θpα = θsβ, δqα

−1 = δtβ
−1. Let x ∈ P . Then x(θpα) =

x(θsβ), i.e. (x ⋆ p)α = (x ⋆ s)β. Take x = p. Then q = pα = (p ⋆ p)α = (p ⋆ s)β ≤P sβ = t.
Similarly, take x = s. Then we have t ≤P q. Thus q = t. Dually, we can obtain p = s form
the fact that δqα

−1 = δtβ
−1. Thus α, β ∈ M(p, q). Take x ∈ domα = p↓ arbitrarily. Then

x ≤P p, and so x ⋆ p = x by Lemma 3.1 (1). Thus

xα = (x ⋆ p)α = xθpα = xθpβ = (x ⋆ p)β = xβ.

This gives α = β. Therefore ϕ is injective.
Since ϕ is bijective, we can transfer the operations on S(M(P )) to S(M(P ) as follows.

Let α ∈M(p, q), β ∈M(s, t). By (86), α • β ∈M(((q × s)α−1, (q ⋆ s)β)). So we define

(θpα, δqα
−1)(θsβ, δtβ

−1) = (α • β)ϕ = (αγq×s,q⋆sβ)ϕ

= (θ(q×s)α−1αγq×s,q⋆sβ, δ(q⋆s)ββ
−1γ−1

q×s,q⋆sα
−1),

(θpα, δqα
−1)+ = α+ϕ = idp↓ϕ = (θpidp↓ , δpid

−1
p↓
) = (θp, δp).

(θpα, δqα
−1)∗ = α∗ϕ = idq↓ϕ = (θqidq↓ , δqid

−1
q↓
) = (θq, δq).

Let α ∈M(p, q) and β ∈M(s, t). Then

α • β = αγq×s,q⋆sβ ∈M((q × s)α−1, (q ⋆ s)β).
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Assume that x ∈ P . Then we have

xθ(q×s)α−1 = xθpθ(q×s)α−1 (by (q × s)α−1 ≤P p and Lemma 3.2)

= (xθp)αα
−1θ(q×s)α−1

= (xθpαθq×s)α
−1 (since α−1 is an isomorphism)

= xθpαθq×sδqα
−1 (byq × s ≤P q, and Lemma 3.2)

= xθpαθ(q⋆s)δqδqα
−1 (by (q ⋆ s)δq = q × (q ⋆ s) = q × s and Lemma 3.1 (3))

= xθpαθqθq⋆sδqδqα
−1 (by Lemma 3.7)

= xθpαθq⋆sδqα
−1 (by (xθp)α ∈ q↓ and Lemma 3.2)

(R4) gives that q ⋆ (q ⋆ s) = (q ⋆ s) ⋆ (q ⋆ s) = q ⋆ s and Lemma 3.1 (2) gives that

(xθpα) ⋆ (q ⋆ s) ≤P q ⋆ s = q ⋆ (q ⋆ s).

This together with (8) implies that

(q × ((xθpα) ⋆ (q ⋆ s))) ⋆ (q ⋆ s) = (xθpα) ⋆ (q ⋆ s).

Thus

xθ(q×s)α−1αγq×s,q⋆sβ = xθ(q×s)α−1αθq⋆sβ = xθpαθq⋆sδqα
−1αθq⋆sβ = xθpαθq⋆sδqθq⋆sβ

= ((q × ((xθpα) ⋆ (q ⋆ s))) ⋆ (q ⋆ s))β = ((xθpα) ⋆ (q ⋆ s))β ((8))

= ((xθpα ⋆ q) ⋆ (q ⋆ s))β (xθpα ≤P q, Lemma 3.1 (2))

= ((xθpα ⋆ q) ⋆ s)β ((R3))

= (xθpα ⋆ s)β = xθpαθsβ.

Dually, δ(q⋆s)ββ
−1γ−1

q×s,q⋆sα
−1 = δtβ

−1δqα
−1. Thus

(θpα, δqα
−1)(θsβ, δtβ

−1) = (θpαθsβ, δtβ
−1δqα

−1).

So ϕ is a (2,1,1)-isomorphism from S(M(P )) onto S(M(P ). Since S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )) is

isomorphic to E(S(M(P )), S(C (P ))/µS(C (P )) is isomorphic to E(S(M(P )). Observe that

the projections in S(M(P ) are: (θp, δp), p ∈ P, it follows that the elements in E(S(M(P ))
are:

(θp1θp2 . . . θpk , δpkδpk−1
. . . δp1), p1, p2, . . . , pk ∈ P, k is an integer.
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