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CLONOIDS OF BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS WITH ESSENTIALLY

UNARY, LINEAR, SEMILATTICE, OR 0- OR 1-SEPARATING

SOURCE AND TARGET CLONES

ERKKO LEHTONEN

Abstract. Extending Sparks’s theorem, we determine the cardinality of the
lattice of (C1, C2)-clonoids of Boolean functions for certain pairs (C1, C2) of
clones of essentially unary, linear, or 0- or 1-separating functions or semi-
lattice operations. When such a (C1, C2)-clonoid lattice is uncountable, the
proof is in most cases based on exhibiting a countably infinite family of func-
tions with the property that distinct subsets thereof always generate distinct
(C1, C2)-clonoids. In the cases when the lattice is finite, we enumerate the
corresponding (C1, C2)-clonoids. We also provide a summary of the known
results on cardinalities of (C1, C2)-clonoid lattices of Boolean functions.

1. Introduction

Composition is a most fundamental operation on (multivariate) functions. This
notion can be extended to sets of functions in a natural way: the composition of
sets F and G of multivariate functions is the set FG of all composite functions of
the form f(g1, . . . , gn), where f ∈ F and g1, . . . , gn ∈ G.

Clones, minions, and clonoids are sets of multivariate functions from a set A to
a set B, or operations on a set A, with closure properties that can be expressed in
terms of function class composition. Namely, a clone on A is a set C of operations
on A that contains all projections and CC ⊆ C. For fixed clones C1 and C2 on
sets A and B, respectively, a set K of multivariate functions from A to B is a
(C1, C2)-clonoid if KC1 ⊆ K and C2K ⊆ K. Denoting by JA and JB the clones of
all projections on A and B, respectively, we obtain as a special case the (JA, JB)-
clonoids which are also called minions or minor-closed classes.

The terminology we use here is relatively modern. To the best of the author’s
knowledge, the term “clone” was first used in the universal-algebraic sense in the
1965 monograph of Cohn [5], who attributed it to Philip Hall. The term “clonoid”
was introduced in the 2016 paper by Aichinger and Mayr [1], and “minion” was
coined by Opršal around the year 2018 (see [2, Definition 2.20], [4]). It should,
however, be noted that these concepts have appeared in the literature much earlier.
For further information and general background on universal algebra and clones,
see, e.g., the monographs by Bergman [3] and Szendrei [25].

In universal algebra, clones arise naturally as sets of term operations of algebras,
or as sets of polymorphisms of relations. Minions, in turn, arise as term operations
induced by terms of height 1, or as sets of polymorphisms of relation pairs (see
Pippenger [22]). If in a relation pair (R,S), the relations R and S are invariants
of clones C1 and C2, respectively, the set of polymorphisms of (R,S) is a (C1, C2)-
clonoid (see Couceiro and Foldes [6, 8]).
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2 CLONOIDS OF BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS

In theoretical computer science, constraint satisfaction problems (CSP) are a cen-
tral topic in computational complexity theory. Universal-algebraic tools, including
clones and polymorphisms, have proved successful in the analysis of computational
complexity of CSPs. In particular, minions arise in the context of a new variant
called promise CSP. For further details, see the excellent survey article by Barto
et al. [2].

One of the main open problems in universal algebra is the classification of clones
on finite sets with at least three elements. (The problem of classifying the clones
on a one-element set is trivial. The clones on a two-element set were described
by Post [23].) On account of the growing interest in minions and clonoids, we are
inevitably led to the classification problem of (C1, C2)-clonoids. Such classification
results for certain types of clone pairs (C1, C2) have appeared in the literature, for
example, Fioravanti [10, 11], Kreinecker [12], and Mayr and Wynne [21].

Considering that the clones on the two-element set {0, 1} are well known, the
present author initiated the effort of systematically counting and enumerating all
(C1, C2)-clonoids, for each pair (C1, C2) of clones on {0, 1}. An opportune start-
ing point towards this goal is the following remarkable result due to Sparks. Here,
L(C1,C2) denotes the lattice of (C1, C2)-clonoids. An operation f : An → A is a near-
unanimity operation if it satisfies all identities of the form f(x, . . . , x, y, x, . . . , x) ≈
x, where the single y is at any argument position. A ternary near-unanimity op-
eration is called a majority operation. A Mal’cev operation is a ternary operation
that satisfies the identities f(x, x, y) ≈ f(y, x, x) ≈ y.

Theorem 1.1 (Sparks [24, Theorem 1.3]). Let A be a finite set with |A| > 1, and
let B = {0, 1}. Let C be a clone on B. Then the following statements hold.

(i) L(JA,C) is finite if and only if C contains a near-unanimity operation.

(ii) L(JA,C) is countably infinite if and only if C contains a Mal’cev operation

but no majority operation.

(iii) L(JA,C) has the cardinality of the continuum if and only if C contains nei-

ther a near-unanimity operation nor a Mal’cev operation.

It should be noted that Theorem 1.1 and its published proof only reveal the
cardinality of the lattice L(C1,C2) of (C1, C2)-clonoids; they do not actually describe
the clonoids themselves. Moreover, the source clone C1 is always assumed to be
the clone of projections. In a series of papers of the present author [9, 14, 15, 16],
Theorem 1.1 was extended and sharpened. For many pairs (C1, C2) of clones on
{0, 1}, the cardinality of the lattice L(C1,C2) was determined and the (C1, C2)-
clonoids were described whenever the lattice was shown to be finite or countably
infinite. See Section 7 and Table 7.1 for a more detailed summary of our earlier
work.

In the current paper, we take a few modest additional steps towards classifying
(C1, C2)-clonoids of Boolean functions. We focus on certain pairs (C1, C2) of clones,
where the source C1 and the target C2 are clones of essentially unary functions (I0,
I1, I

∗, Ω(1)), linear functions (L), semilattice operations (V0∗, V, Λ∗1, Λ), or 0- or
1-separating functions (MU∞

01, MW∞
01, U

2, W2). (For the definitions of, and the
notation for, the clones on {0, 1}, see Subsection 2.3 and Figure 2.1.) Our main
results are the following:

• Theorem 4.1: For all clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊆ K1 and C2 ⊆ K2,
where

(K1,K2) ∈ {(Ω(1),Ω(1)), (Ω(1),Λ), (Ω(1),V), (I∗,U∞), (I∗,W∞),

(I0,U
∞), (I1,U

∞), (I0,W
∞), (I1,W

∞), (L,Ω(1)),

(Λ,Λ), (Λ,V), (V,Λ), (V,V), (Λ,Ω(1)), (V,Ω(1))},
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there are an uncountable infinitude of (C1, C2)-clonoids. The proof is based
on exhibiting a countably infinite set F of functions with the property that
f is in the (K1,K2)-clonoid generated by F if and only if f ∈ F . Since F
has an uncountable infinity of subsets, the result follows.

• Theorem 5.5: For all clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊆ K1 and C2 ⊆ K2

for some K1 ∈ {U2,W2} and K2 ∈ {U∞,W∞}, there are an uncountable
infinitude of (C1, C2)-clonoids. The proof is based on the universality of
the homomorphism order of upwards closed loopless hypergraphs and an
application of a result on so-called Uk- and Wk-minors of Boolean functions
due to Nešetřil and the present author [17].

• Theorem 6.1: For all clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊇ K1 and C2 ⊇ K2 for
some K1 ∈ {I,V0∗,Λ∗1} and K2 ∈ {MU

∞
01,MW

∞
01}, there are only finitely

many (C1, C2)-clonoids.
• Additionally, we establish in Section 3 some general facts about relation-
ships between (C1, C2)- and (C′

1, C
′
2)-clonoids when the clones C1 and C′

1 or
C2 and C′

2 are duals of each other, or when the target clone C′
2 is obtained

from C2 by adding constant functions or negated projections. These help
us find the cardinalities of the (C1, C2)-clonoid lattices for a few more clone
pairs (C1, C2).

In the final Section 7, we summarize the known facts about the (C1, C2)-clonoid
lattices of Boolean functions, giving references to the relevant results in the litera-
ture. We also highlight the clone pairs (C1, C2) for which the cardinality of L(C1,C2)

is still unknown, which gives us directions for further research.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. General. The sets of nonnegative integers and positive integers are denoted
by N and N+, respectively. For n ∈ N, let [n] := { i ∈ N+ | 1 ≤ i ≤ n }. We denote
tuples by bold letters and their components by the corresponding italic letters, e.g.,
a = (a1, . . . , an).

2.2. Clones and clonoids. Let A and B be nonempty sets. A function of several

arguments from A to B is a mapping f : An → B for some positive integer n called

the arity of f . We denote by F
(n)
AB the set of all n-ary functions from A to B and

we let FAB :=
⋃

n∈N+ F
(n)
AB. In the case when A = B, we speak of operations on

A, and we write O
(n)
A and OA for F

(n)
AA and FAA, respectively. For C ⊆ FAB and

n ∈ N, the n-ary part of C is C(n) := C ∩ F
(n)
AB.

If f ∈ F
(n)
BC and g1, . . . , gn ∈ F

(m)
AB , then the composition of f with (g1, . . . , gn),

denoted by f(g1, . . . , gn) is a function in F
(m)
AC and is defined by the rule

f(g1, . . . , gn)(a) := f(g1(a), . . . , gn(a)),

for all a ∈ Am. The notion of composition extends to function classes. For F ⊆ FBC

and G ⊆ FAB, the composition of F with G, denoted by FG, is the set of all
composite functions of the form f(g1, . . . , gn), where, for some n,m ∈ N+, f ∈ F (n)

and g1, . . . , gn ∈ G(m). Function class composition is monotone, i.e., if F, F ′ ⊆ FBC ,
G,G′ ⊆ FAB satisfy F ⊆ F ′ and G ⊆ G′, then FG ⊆ F ′G′.

For n, i ∈ N with 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the i-th n-ary projection on A is the operation

pr
(n)
i : An → A, (a1, . . . , an) 7→ ai. A clone on A is a set C ⊆ OA that is closed

under composition and contains all projections, in symbols, CC ⊆ C and JA ⊆ C.
The clones on A form a closure system on OA, and the clone generated by a set
F ⊆ OA, i.e., the least clone containing F , is denoted by 〈F 〉.
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x1 c0 c1 id ¬
0 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 1 0

x1 x2 ∧ ∨ +
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 1
1 1 1 1 0

Table 2.1. Some well-known Boolean functions.

Let A and B be arbitrary nonempty sets, and let C1 be a clone on A (the source
clone) and let C2 be a clone on B (the target clone). A set K ⊆ FAB is called a
(C1, C2)-clonoid if KC1 ⊆ K and C2K ⊆ K (K is stable under right composition
with C1 and under left composition with C2). The set L(C1,C2) of all (C1, C2)-
clonoids forms a closure system on FAB, and the least (C1, C2)-clonoid containing
a set F ⊆ FAB is denoted by 〈F 〉(C1,C2). A (JA, JB)-clonoid is called a minion or
a minor-closed class.

We review here a few useful facts about clones, clonoids, and function class
composition.

Although the composition of functions is associative, function class composition
is not.

Lemma 2.1 (Couceiro, Foldes [7, 8, Associativity Lemma]). Let A, B, C, and D
be arbitrary nonempty sets, and let I ⊆ FCD, J ⊆ FBC , K ⊆ FAB. Then the

following statements hold.

(i) (IJ)K ⊆ I(JK).
(ii) If J is a minion, then (IJ)K = I(JK).

Lemma 2.2 ([9, Lemma 2.16]). Let C1 and C′
1 be clones on A and C2 and C′

2

clones on B such that C1 ⊆ C′
1 and C2 ⊆ C′

2. Then every (C′
1, C

′
2)-clonoid is a

(C1, C2)-clonoid.

Lemma 2.3 ([14, Lemma 2.5]). Let F ⊆ FAB, and let C1 and C2 be clones on A
and B, respectively. Then 〈F 〉(C1,C2) = C2(FC1).

2.3. Boolean functions. Operations on {0, 1} are called Boolean functions. We
introduce terminology and notation for classes of Boolean functions that will be used
later. Table 2.1 defines a few well-known Boolean functions: c0 and c1 (constant
functions), id (identity), ¬ (negation), ∧ (conjunction), ∨ (disjunction), + (addition

modulo 2). Recall that pr
(n)
i denotes the i-th n-ary projection; thus id = pr

(1)
1 . For

1 ≤ i ≤ n, we also let ¬
(n)
i := ¬(pr

(n)
i ), the i-th n-ary negated projection.

The complement of a ∈ {0, 1} is a := 1−a. The complement of a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈
{0, 1}n is a := (a1, . . . , an). We regard the set {0, 1} totally ordered by the nat-
ural order 0 < 1, which induces the direct product order on {0, 1}n. The poset
({0, 1}n,≤) is a Boolean lattice, i.e., a complemented distributive lattice with least
and greatest elements 0 = (0, . . . , 0) and 1 = (1, . . . , 1) and with the map a 7→ a

being the complementation.
The set of all Boolean functions is denoted by Ω. For a, b ∈ {0, 1}, let

Ωa∗ := { f ∈ Ω | f(0, . . . , 0) = a },

Ω∗b := { f ∈ Ω | f(1, . . . , 1) = b },

Ωab := Ωa∗ ∩ Ω∗b.

Moreover, for any K ⊆ Ω, let Ka∗ := K ∩ Ωa∗, K∗b := K ∩ Ω∗b, Kab := K ∩ Ωab.
For x ∈ {0, 1} and n ∈ N+, the n-ary constant function taking value x is

c
(n)
x : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}, c

(n)
x (a) = x for all a ∈ {0, 1}n. We will omit the superscript
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indicating the arity when it is clear from the context or irrelevant. We denote by
C the set of all constant Boolean functions. We use the shorthands C0 := C00 and
C1 := C11.

Let f ∈ Ω
(n). The elements of f−1(1) and those of f−1(0) are the true points

and the false points of f , respectively. The negation f , the inner negation fn,
and the dual fd of f are the n-ary Boolean functions given by the rules f(a) :=

f(a), fn(a) := f(a), and fd(a) := f(a), for all a ∈ {0, 1}n. We can write these

definitions using functional composition as f := ¬(f), fn := f(¬
(n)
1 , . . . ,¬

(n)
n ), and

fd := ¬(f(¬
(n)
1 , . . . ,¬

(n)
n )). A Boolean function f ∈ Ω(n) is self-dual if f = fd. We

denote by S the set of all self-dual functions. For any C ⊆ Ω, let C := { f | f ∈ C },
Cn := { fn | f ∈ C }, Cd := { fd | f ∈ C }.

A Boolean function f ∈ Ω(n) is monotone if for all a,b ∈ {0, 1}n, a ≤ b implies
f(a) ≤ f(b). The set of all monotone functions is denoted by M. We use the
shorthand SM := S ∩M.

For k ∈ {n ∈ N | n ≥ 2 } ∪ {∞}, a function f ∈ Ω(n) is 1-separating of rank k
if for all T ⊆ f−1(1) with |T | ≤ k, it holds that

∧
T 6= 0, and f is 0-separating

of rank k if for all F ⊆ f−1(0) with |F | ≤ k, it holds that
∨
F 6= 1. We denote

by Uk and Wk the set of all 1-separating functions of rank k and the set of all 0-
separating functions of rank k, respectively. We use the shorthands MUk := M∩Uk

and MW
k := M ∩W

k.
Let L := 〈+, c1〉, the clone of linear functions ; Λ := 〈∧, c0, c1〉, the clone of

conjunctions and constants; and V := 〈∨, c0, c1〉, the clone of disjunctions and
constants.

We denote the set of all projections, negated projections, and constant functions
(the essentially at most unary functions) by Ω(1); the set of all projections and
negated projections by I∗; the set of all projections and constant functions by I;
the set of all projections and constant functions taking value 0 by I0; the set of all
projections and constant functions taking value 1 by I1; and the set of all projections
by J. (Thus, I0 = I0∗, I1 = I∗1, and J = I01.)

The clones on {0, 1} are well known; they were described by Post [23]. The
countably infinite lattice of clones of Boolean functions, also known as Post’s lat-

tice, is presented in Figure 2.1. The notation for these clones was defined above.
However, it should be noted that not all of the classes defined above are clones.

As a notational tool, for sets K and K′ of clones on {0, 1}, we denote by [K,K′]
the interval

{C | C is a clone on {0, 1} such that K ⊆ C ⊆ K ′ for some K ∈ K and K ′ ∈ K′ }

in Post’s lattice. We usually simplify this notation when one of the sets K and K′ is
a singleton by dropping set brackets; thus, for example, we may write [L01, L] and
[{SM,MUℓ

01,MWℓ
01},Ω] in place of [{L01}, {L}] and [{SM,MUℓ

01,MWℓ
01}, {Ω}].

3. Helpful facts about clonoids

For the needs of subsequent sections, we begin by recalling some auxiliary results
and proving a few new ones about (C1, C2)-clonoids and the cardinality of the lattice
L(C1,C2) of (C1, C2)-clonoids.

For c ∈ B, let CAB
c be the set of all constant functions in FAB taking value c.

For a subset S ⊆ B, let CAB
S =

⋃
c∈S CAB

c . If A = B, we write simply CA
c and CA

S

for CAA
c and CAA

S , respectively, or we may omit the superscripts if the sets A and
B are clear from the context.

Lemma 3.1 ([16, Lemma 2.10]). Let C1 and C2 be clones on A and B, respectively,

and let S ⊆ B. Assume that C2 ∪ CB
S is a clone on B.
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J

I∗ I0I1

I

Ω(1)

L01

LS L0∗L∗1

L

SM

S01

S

M01

M0∗M∗1

M

Λ01

Λ∗1 Λ0∗
Λ

MU∞
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MU∞

U∞
01

U∞

MU3
01

MU3

U3
01

U3

MU2
01

MU2

U2
01

U2

V01

V0∗V∗1
V

MW∞
01

MW∞

W∞
01

W∞

MW3
01

MW3

W3
01

W3

MW2
01

MW2

W2
01

W2

Ω01

Ω0∗Ω∗1

Ω

Figure 2.1. Post’s lattice.

(i) If F ⊆ FAB is a (C1, C2)-clonoid, then F ∪CAB
S is a (C1, C2∪CB

S )-clonoid.
(ii) The nonempty (C1, C2∪CB

S )-clonoids are precisely the (C1, C2)-clonoids K
satisfying CAB

S ⊆ K.

Proposition 3.2. Let C1 and C2 be clones on A and B, respectively, let S ⊆ B,

and assume that C2 ∪ CB
S is a clone on B. Then the following statements hold.

(i) L(C1,C2∪CB

S
) is finite if and only if L(C1,C2) is finite.

(ii) L(C1,C2∪CB

S
) is countably infinite if and only if L(C1,C2) is countably infinite.

(iii) L(C1,C2∪CB

S
) is uncountable if and only if L(C1,C2) is uncountable.

Proof. The three statements will follow by exhaustion if we show that L(C1,C2∪CB

S
)

is finite (countably infinite, uncountably infinite, resp.) whenever L(C1,C2) is so.
By the monotonicity of function class composition, we have |L(C1,C2∪CB

S
)| ≤

|L(C1,C2)|. From this it follows immediately that L(C1,C2∪CB

S
) is finite whenever

L(C1,C2) is finite.
For each T ⊆ S, let

AT := {F ∈ L(C1,C2) | F ∩ C
AB
S = C

AB
T }.

Each AT is a fragment of L(C1,C2); the nonempty sets of this form constitute a
partition of L(C1,C2).

Assume now that L(C1,C2) is (countably, uncountably) infinite. Since there are
only a finite number of subsets of S, at least one of the fragments AT is (countably,
uncountably) infinite, say AD. Now, the map F 7→ F ∪ CAB

S is an injection from
AD to AS ; therefore |AD| ≤ |AS |. By Lemma 3.1, every member of AS is a
(C1, C2 ∪ CB

S )-clonoid. Therefore |AS | ≤ |L(C1,C2∪CB

S
)| ≤ |L(C1,C2)| = |AD| ≤ |AS |.



CLONOIDS OF BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS 7

Consequently, L(C1,C2∪CB

S
) is (countably, uncountably) infinite whenever L(C1,C2)

is so. �

Corollary 3.3. Let C1, C2, and C′
2 be clones on {0, 1}. If both C2 and C′

2 belong to

one of the intervals [J, I], [I∗,Ω(1)], [V01,V], [Λ01,Λ], [MUk
01,MUk], [MWk

01,MWk],
for k ∈ {2, 3, . . . ,∞}, [M01,M], then both L(C1,C2) and L(C1,C

′

2
) are finite, both are

countably infinite, or both are uncountable.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.2 by observing that

I = J ∪ C, Ω(1) = I
∗ ∪ C, V = V01 ∪ C, Λ = Λ01 ∪ C,

MU
k = MU

k
01 ∪ C0, MW

k = MW
k
01 ∪ C1, M = M01 ∪ C. �

Lemma 3.4. For I, J ⊆ Ω, we have IJ = InJ .

Proof. Let f ∈ IJ . Then f = g(h1, . . . , hn) for g ∈ I, h1, . . . , hn ∈ J . Now,

f(a) = g(h1(a), . . . , hn(a)) = g(h1(a), . . . , hn(a)) = gn(h1(a), . . . , hn(a)),

and therefore f = gn(h1, . . . , hn) ∈ InJ . This shows that IJ ⊆ InJ . Because

(In)n = I and J = J , it also follows from the above that InJ ⊆ IJ . �

Proposition 3.5. Let C1 and C2 be clones on {0, 1}, and let K ⊆ Ω. Then the

following statements are equivalent:

(a) K is a (C1, C2)-clonoid.
(b) Kn is a (Cd

1 , C2)-clonoid.
(c) K is a (C1, C

d
2 )-clonoid.

(d) Kd is a (Cd
1 , C

d
2 )-clonoid.

Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): Assume that K is a (C1, C2)-clonoid. This is equivalent to
K = 〈K〉(C1,C2) = C2(KC1). By Lemma 3.4 we get

Kn = (C2(KC1))
n = C2(KC1)

n = C2(KCn
1 ) = C2(K

nCn
1 ) = C2(K

nCd
1 ),

K = C2(KC1) = C2(KC1) = (C2)
n(KC1) = Cd

2 (KC1) = Cd
2 (KC1),

Kd = Kn = C2(KnCd
1 ) = C2(K

nCd
1 ) = (C2)

n(KnCd
1 ) = Cd

2 (K
nCd

1 ) = Cd
2 (K

dCd
1 ).

This shows that statement (a) implies the others. To show the remaining implica-
tions, we just consider Kn, K, or Kd in place of K and Cd

1 and Cd
2 in place of C1

and C2, respectively. �

Corollary 3.6. Let C1 and C2 be clones on {0, 1}. The lattices L(C1,C2), L(C1,C
d
2
),

L(Cd
1
,C2), and L(Cd

1
,Cd

2
) have the same cardinality.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.5. �

Lemma 3.7 ([16, Lemma 3.2]). Let C be a clone on {0, 1}, and let K be a (C, J)-
clonoid. Then the following statements hold.

(a) K is a (C, J)-clonoid.
(b) K ∪ C0 is a (C, I0)-clonoid.
(c) K ∪ C1 is a (C, I1)-clonoid.
(d) K ∪ C is a (C, I-clonoid.
(e) K ∪K is a (C, I∗)-clonoid.
(f) K ∪K ∪ C is a (C,Ω(1))-clonoid.

Lemma 3.8 ([16, Lemma 3.3]). Let C be a clone on {0, 1}. The (C, I∗)-clonoids
are precisely the (C, J)-clonoids K satisfying K = K.
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Lemma 3.9. Let a ∈ {0, 1}, let K ⊆ Ωa∗, and let C1 be a subclone of Ω0∗. When

a = 0, let C2 be a subclone of Ω0∗; when a = 1, let C2 be a subclone of Ω∗1. Then

the following statements hold.

(i) KC1 ⊆ Ωa∗.

(ii) 〈K〉(C1,C2) ⊆ Ωa∗.

Proof. (i) Let f ∈ KC1. Then f = g(h1, . . . , hn) for some g ∈ K and h1, . . . , hn ∈
C1. We have

f(0) = g(h1(0), . . . , hn(0)) = g(a, . . . , a) = a,

so f ∈ Ωa∗.
(ii) Let f ∈ 〈K〉(C1,C2) = C2(KC1). Then f = ϕ(γ1, . . . , γn) for some ϕ ∈ C1

and γ1, . . . , γn ∈ KC1. By (i), γ1, . . . , γn ∈ Ωa∗. We have

f(0) = ϕ(γ1(0), . . . , γn(0)) = ϕ(a, . . . , a) = a,

so f ∈ Ωa∗. �

Lemma 3.10. Let C1 be a subclone of Ω0∗, and let K be a (C1, J)-clonoid. Then

K0∗ = K ∩ Ω0∗ and K1∗ = K ∩Ω1∗ are (C1, J)-clonoids.

Proof. Because K is a (C1, J)-clonoid, we have K = 〈K〉(C1,J) = J(KC1) = KC1.
We have K0∗C1 ⊆ KC1 = K by the monotonicity of function class composition
and K0∗C1 ⊆ Ω0∗ by Lemma 3.9; therefore, K0∗C1 ⊆ K ∩ Ω0∗ = K0∗. Similarly,
K1∗C1 ⊆ KC1 = K and K1∗C1 ⊆ Ω1∗; therefore, K1∗C1 ⊆ K ∩ Ω1∗ = K1∗. �

Proposition 3.11. Let C1 be a subclone of Ω0∗ or of Ω∗1.

(i) L(C1,J) is uncountable if and only if L(C1,I∗) is uncountable.

(ii) L(C1,J) is countably infinite if and only if L(C1,I∗) is countably infinite.

(iii) L(C1,J) is finite if and only if L(C1,I∗) is finite.

Proof. We assume that C1 is a subclone of Ω0∗. The claim about subclones of Ω∗1

follows by duality from Proposition 3.5.
Partition L(C1,J) into four parts:

L1 := {K ∈ L(C1,J) | K0∗ 6= ∅, K1∗ 6= ∅ },

L2 := {K ∈ L(C1,J) | K0∗ 6= ∅, K1∗ = ∅ },

L3 := {K ∈ L(C1,J) | K0∗ = ∅, K1∗ 6= ∅ },

L4 := {K ∈ L(C1,J) | K0∗ = ∅, K1∗ = ∅ }.

Obviously, L4 = {∅}.
It follows from Lemma 3.7 that L2 = L3, and the map K 7→ K is a bijection

between L2 and L3; therefore, |L2| = |L3|. Moreover, the map K 7→ K ∪K is an
injection from L2 to L1 (equivalently, from L3 to L1; therefore |L2| = |L3| ≤ |L1|.

Observe also that |L1| ≤ |L2 × L3|, because the map L1 → L2 × L3, K 7→
(K0∗,K1∗) is clearly an injection; note that K0∗ and K1∗ are indeed (C1, J)-clonoids
by Lemma 3.10. Thus, we have

|L2| = |L3| ≤ |L1| ≤ |L2 × L3|.

Because the Cartesian product of finite sets is finite, and the product of countable
sets is countable, it follows that the three parts L1, L2, and L3 are either all
finite, all three are countably infinite, or all three are uncountable. Because a
finite union of finite (countably infinite, uncountable, resp.) sets is finite (countably
infinite, uncountable, resp.), it follows that if L(C1,J) is finite (countably infinite,
uncountable, resp.) then so are L1, L2, and L3.
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Because for each (C1, J)-clonoid K, the class K ∪ K is a (C1, I
∗)-clonoid by

Lemma 3.7, it follows that K 7→ K ∪ K is an injection L2 → L(C1,I∗); therefore,
|L2| ≤ |L(C1,I∗)|. Because L(C1,I∗) ⊆ L(C1,J), we have |L(C1,I∗)| ≤ |L(C1,J)|.

Now, for statement (i), the implication “⇐” is clear, and “⇒” follows from the
above observations (if L(C1,J) is uncountable, then so is L2 and hence also L(C1,I∗)).

For statement (ii), if L(C1,I∗) is countably infinite, then L(C1,J) is at least count-
ably infinite; but L(C1,I∗) cannot be uncountable by (i). Conversely, if L(C1,J) is
countably infinite, then so is L2, and therefore L(C1,I∗) is at least countably infi-
nite; L(C1,I∗) cannot be uncountable by (i).

For statement (iii), the implication “⇒” is clear, and the implication “⇐” follows
by contraposition from (i) and (ii). �

4. Pippenger’s functions and uncountable clonoid lattices

The main result of this section is the following theorem that shows that for certain
pairs (C1, C2) of clones, the lattice L(C1,C2) of (C1, C2)-clonoids is uncountably
infinite.

Theorem 4.1. For clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊆ K1 and C2 ⊆ K2 for some

(K1,K2) ∈ {(Ω(1),Ω(1)), (Ω(1),Λ), (Ω(1),V), (I∗,U∞), (I∗,W∞),

(I0,U
∞), (I1,U

∞), (I0,W
∞), (I1,W

∞), (L,Ω(1)),

(Λ,Λ), (Λ,V), (V,Λ), (V,V), (Λ,Ω(1)), (V,Ω(1))}

there are an uncountable infinitude of (C1, C2)-clonoids.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of this result. The proof is
based on exhibiting, for each pair (C1, C2) of clones as prescribed in the theorem,
a countably infinite family of Boolean functions with the property that distinct
subsets of this family always generate distinct (C1, C2)-clonoids. Because the power
set of a countably infinite set is uncountable, it follows that there are an uncountable
infinitude of (C1, C2)-clonoids.

We will make use of two such countably infinite families of functions. One of
these families (see Definition 4.4) has proved useful in proving similar results about
Boolean functions. In fact, Pippenger [22, Proposition 3.4] used exactly this family
of functions and the same type of argument to show that there are an uncountable
infinitude of (Ω(1), J)-clonoids of Boolean functions.

Definition 4.2. For S ⊆ [n], we denote by eS the characteristic n-tuple of S, i.e.,
the tuple (a1, . . . , an) ∈ {0, 1}n satisfying ai = 1 if and only if i ∈ S. We write ei
for e{i}. (The arity n is implicit in the notation but will be clear from the context.)

Definition 4.3. Let a,b ∈ {0, 1}n. The Hamming distance betwen a and b is
d(a,b) := { i ∈ [n] | ai 6= bi }, the number of positions in which the two tuples are
different. The Hamming weight of a is w(a) := { i ∈ [n] | ai 6= 0 }, the number of
non-zero entries of a. We clearly have w(a) = d(a,0) and d(a,b) = w(a+ b).

Definition 4.4 (Pippenger [22, Proposition 3.4]). For n ∈ N with n ≥ 3, we define
fn : {0, 1}

n → {0, 1} by the rule fn(a) = 1 if and only if w(a) ∈ {1, n− 1}. In other
words, the true points of fn are the n-tuples ei and ei for i ∈ [n]. For S ⊆ N+ \ [2],
let FS := { fn | n ∈ S }.

Definition 4.5. For n ∈ N with n ≥ 3, we define qn : {0, 1}n → {0, 1} by the rule
qn(a) = 1 if and only if w(a) ∈ {1, n}. In other words, the true points of qn are the
n-tuples 1 and ei for i ∈ [n]. For S ⊆ N+ \ [2], let QS := { qn | n ∈ S }.
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Observation 4.6. The Hamming distances between true points of fn are, for
i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j,

d(ei, ei) = w(0) = 0, d(ei, ej) = w(e{i,j}) = 2,

d(ei, ei) = w(1) = n, d(ei, ej) = w(e[n]\{i,j}) = n− 2,

d(ei, ei) = w(0) = 0, d(ei, ej) = w(e{i,j}) = 2.

Observation 4.7. Let n ≥ 4. For every u ∈ {0, 1}3, there exists a v ∈ {0, 1}n−3

such that uv ∈ f−1
n (1) (uv denotes the concatenation of u and v), namely,

e4 = 00010 . . . 0, e1 = 10000 . . .0, e2 = 01000 . . . 0, e3 = 00100 . . .0,

e4 = 11101 . . . 1, e1 = 01111 . . .1, e2 = 10111 . . . 1, e3 = 11011 . . .1.

Moreover, by negating the first component of v, we obtain a tuple v′ ∈ {0, 1}n−3

such that uv′ ∈ f−1
n (0). Consequently, for every a ∈ {0, 1}n, there exist e ∈ f−1

n (1)
and e′ ∈ f−1

n (0) such that the first three components of a, e, and e′ coincide.

Definition 4.8. Let f, g ∈ {0, 1}n. We say that f is a minorant of g and that g is
a majorant of f , and we write f ≦ g, if f(a) ≤ g(a) for all a ∈ {0, 1}n.

Lemma 4.9. Let m,n ≥ 5.

(i) If ϕ ∈ {fm}Ω(1) and fn ≦ ϕ or ¬ϕ ≦ fn, then ϕ = c1 or m = n.
(ii) If ϕ ∈ {fm} I0 or ϕ ∈ {fm} I1 and fn ≦ ϕ, then m = n.

Proof. (i) Assume ϕ ∈ {fm}Ω(1). Then ϕ = fm(g1, . . . , gm) for some g1, . . . , gm ∈
Ω(1). Taking g : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}m, g(a) = (g1(a), . . . , gm(a)), we have ϕ = fm ◦ g.

We can write gi = γσ(i) + cdi
for some σ : [m] → [n] ∪ {0}, where γi = pr

(n)
i if

i ∈ [n], γ0 = c0, and di ∈ {0, 1}. Thus g(a) = γ(a)+d, where γ : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}m

is γ(a) = (γ1(a), . . . , γm(a)), and d = (d1, . . . , dm).
If fn ≦ ϕ, then for every e ∈ f−1

n (1), it holds that fm(g(e)) = 1, i.e., g(e) ∈
f−1
m (1). In other words, g maps true points of fn to true points of fm.
If ¬ϕ ≦ fn, then for every e ∈ f−1

n (0), it holds that ¬(ϕ(e)) = ¬(fm(g(e))) = 0,
i.e., g(e) ∈ f−1

m (1). In other words, g maps false points of fn to true points of fm.

Claim 4.9.1. Either ϕ = c1 or there are at least four elements p ∈ [n] such that
σ−1(p) 6= ∅.

Proof of Claim 4.9.1. Assume there are fewer than four elements p ∈ [n] such that
σ−1(p) 6= ∅. We may assume, without loss of generality, that these elements are
1, . . . , ℓ for some ℓ ≤ 3. Let a ∈ {0, 1}n. By Observation 4.7, there exist e ∈
f−1
n (1) and e′ ∈ f−1

n (0) such that the first ℓ components of a, e, and e′ coincide.
Because g does not depend on the arguments with indices greater than ℓ, we have
g(a) = g(e) = g(e′). If g maps true points of fn to true points of fm, then
ϕ(a) = fm(g(a)) = fm(g(e)) = 1. If g maps false points of fn to true points of fm,
then ϕ(a) = fm(g(a)) = fm(g(e′)) = 1. In either case, we conclude that ϕ = c1. �

In view of Claim 4.9.1, we assume from now on that there are at least four
elements p ∈ [n] such that σ−1(p) 6= ∅, i.e., |Imσ ∩ [n]| ≥ 4.

Claim 4.9.2. Imσ ∩ [n] = [n].

Proof of Claim 4.9.2. Suppose, to the contrary, that Imσ ∩ [n] ( [n], and let p ∈
[n] \ Imσ. Because g does not depend on the p-th argument, we have g(ep) =
g(0) = γ(0) + d = 0+ d = d. Since 0 ∈ f−1

n (0) and ep ∈ f−1
n (1) and g maps true

points of fn to true points of fm or g maps false points of fn to true points of fm,
it follows that d ∈ f−1

m (1), so d equals eq or eq for some q ∈ [m].
Now, for every i ∈ Imσ∩ [n] we have g(ei) = g(e{i,p}) = γ(ei)+d = eσ−1(i)+d.

Because ei ∈ f−1
n (1) and e{i,p} ∈ f−1

n (0) and g(f−1
n (1)) ⊆ f−1

m (1) or g(f−1
n (0)) ⊆
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f−1
m (1), it follows that eσ−1(i)+d ∈ f−1

m (1), and therefore σ−1(i) equals either {q, k}
or [m] \ {q, k} for some k ∈ [m] \ {q}. Since σ-preimages of distinct elements are
disjoint, it follows that Imσ ∩ [n] can have at most two elements. This contradicts
our assumption that |Imσ ∩ [n]| ≥ 4. �

Claim 4.9.3. |σ−1(i)| = 1 for all i ∈ [n].

Proof of Claim 4.9.3. Note that, by Claim 4.9.2, every element of [n] has a preimage
under σ, i.e., |σ−1(i)| ≥ 1 for all i ∈ [n]. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a
p ∈ [n] such that |σ−1(p)| ≥ 2. Let q ∈ [n] with p 6= q. If g maps true points of
fn to true points of fm, then g(ep) = eσ−1(p) + d and g(eq) = eσ−1(q) + d are in

f−1
m (1), and d(eσ−1(p) + d, eσ−1(q) + d) = w(eσ−1({p,q})) = |σ−1({p, q})|. If g maps
false points of fn to true points of fm, then g(0) = d and g(e{p,q}) = eσ−1({p,q}+d

are in f−1
m (1), and d(d, eσ−1({p,q}) + d) = w(eσ−1({p,q})) = |σ−1({p, q})|. It follows

from Observation 4.6 that |σ−1({p, q})| ∈ {0, 2,m− 2,m}. But cardinalities 0 and
2 are impossible, because |σ−1({p, q})| > |σ−1(p)| ≥ 2. Cardinalities m− 2 and m
are impossible, because if either of these were the case, then we would have

m ≥ |σ−1([n])| = |σ−1({p, q})|+ |σ−1([n] \ {p, q})|

≥ (m− 2) + (n− 2) ≥ (m− 2) + 3 ≥ m+ 1,

a contradiction. (Note that we used the assumption n ≥ 5 for the second last
inequality above.) �

It follows from Claims 4.9.2 and 4.9.3 that for R := σ−1([n]), σ|R : R → [n] is
a bijection, and hence m ≥ n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
σ(i) = i for all i ∈ [n] and σ(j) = 0 for j ∈ [m] \ [n]. Thus, g(a) = a0+ d, where 0

is an (m− n)-tuple of 0’s. Observe that for all a,b ∈ {0, 1}n,

d(g(a), g(b)) = w(g(a) + g(b)) = w(a0 + d+ b0+ d)

= w(a0 + b0) = w(a + b) = d(a,b).
(1)

Claim 4.9.4. σ−1(0) = ∅, i.e., m = n.

Proof of Claim 4.9.4. Suppose, to the contrary, that σ−1(0) 6= ∅, i.e., m > n. By
(1), d(g(e1), g(e2)) = d(e1, e2) = n−2 and d(g(0), g(e{1,2})) = d(0, e{1,2}) = n−2.
If g maps true points of fn to true points of fm, then g(e1) and g(e2) are true
points of fm with Hamming distance n − 2. If g maps false points of fn to true
points of fm, then g(0) and g(e{1,2}) are true points of fm with Hamming distance
n− 2. By Observation 4.6, the Hamming distance between true points of fm must
be 0, 2, m− 2, or m. Because n ≥ 5, we have 3 ≤ n− 2 < m− 2. We have reached
a contradiction. �

Claim 4.9.4 now gives us the desired conclusion that m = n.
(ii) Since every function in I0 preserves 0, ϕ ∈ {fm} I0 implies ϕ(0) = fm(0) = 0,

and therefore ϕ 6= c1. Similarly, every function in I1 preserves 1, so ϕ ∈ {fm} I1
implies ϕ(1) = fm(1) = 0, and therefore ϕ 6= c1. Part (i) then gives m = n. �

Lemma 4.10. Let m,n ≥ 3. If ϕ ∈ {qm} I∗ and qn ≦ ϕ, then m = n.

Proof. Assume ϕ ∈ {qm} I∗. Then ϕ = qm(g1, . . . , gm) for some g1, . . . , gm ∈ I
∗.

Taking g : {0, 1}n → {0, 1}m, g(a) = (g1(a), . . . , gm(a), we have ϕ = qm ◦g. We can

write gi = pr
(n)
σ(i) +cdi

for some σ : [m] → [n] and di ∈ {0, 1}. Thus, g(a) = γ(a)+d,

where γ : {0, 1}n 7→ {0, 1}m is γ(a) = aσ + d, where aσ = (aσ(1), . . . , aσ(m)) and
d = (d1, . . . , dm).

Now, because qn ≦ ϕ, for every a ∈ q−1
n (1), it holds that qm(g(a)) = 1, i.e.,

g(a) ∈ q−1
m (1); in other words, g maps true points of qn to true points of qm. We
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will consider two cases according to the image of 1, a true point of qn, under g. We
must have that g(q) equals either 1 or ep for some p ∈ [m].

Assume first that g(1) = ep for some p ∈ [m]. Then ep = 1σ + d = 1 + d, so
d = ep. Consequently, g(a) = aσ + ep for all a. In particular, for each j ∈ [n],
we have g(ej) = eσ−1(j) + ep. Because g maps true points of qm to true points

of qn, we must have that for all j ∈ [n], σ−1(j) = {p} (in which case g(ej) = 1),
σ−1(j) = [m] (in which case g(ej) = ep, or σ

−1(j) = [m] \ {p, q} for some q ∈ [m]
with p 6= q (in which case g(ej) = eq). But any collection of three sets of this form
are not pairwise disjoint, which implies that Imσ has at most two elements because
σ-preimages of distinct elements are disjoint. Because n ≥ 3, there is an element
r ∈ [n] \ Imσ, and we have g(er) = erσ + ep = 0 + ep = ep /∈ q−1

m (1). We have
reached a contradiction, which shows that this case is impossible.

Assume now that g(1) = 1. Then 1 = 1σ + d = 1+ d, so d = 0. Consequently,
g(a) = aσ for all a. In particular, for each j ∈ [n], we have g(ej) = eσ−1(j). Because
g maps true points of qm to true points of qn, we must have that for all j ∈ [n],
|σ−1(j)| ∈ {1,m}; thus σ is surjective. It is not possible that |σ−1(j)| = m for some
j, because n ≥ 3 and σ-preimages of distinct elements are disjoint. Consequently,
|σ−1(j)| = 1 for all j ∈ [n], so σ is injective. We conclude that σ is bijective, and
therefore m = n. �

Proposition 4.11. For n ≥ 5, S ⊆ N+ \ [4], we have fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Ω(1)) if and

only if n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Ω(1)).
Assume now that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Ω(1)) = Ω(1)(FS Ω(1)). Because fn is not a

constant function, we have that fn = ϕ or fn = ¬ϕ, where ϕ = fm(h1, . . . , hm) for
some m ∈ S and h1, . . . , hm ∈ Ω(1). It follows from Lemma 4.9(i) that m = n, and
therefore n ∈ S. �

Proposition 4.12. For n ≥ 5, S ⊆ N+ \ [4], we have fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Λ) if and only

if n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Λ).

Assume now that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ω(1),Λ) = Λ(FS Ω(1)). Then fn =
∧ℓ

i=1 gi for some
gi ∈ FS Ω(1), i.e., gi = fmi

(hi1, . . . , himi
), wheremi ∈ S and the inner functions hij

come from Ω(1). Then fn ≦ gi for all i ∈ [ℓ]. Because fn is not the constant function
c1, there must exist a j ∈ [ℓ] such that gj 6= c1. It follows from Lemma 4.9(i) that
mj = n, and therefore n ∈ S. �

Proposition 4.13. Let n ≥ 5, S ⊆ N+ \ [4], and a ∈ {0, 1}. We have fn ∈
〈FS〉(Ia,U∞) if and only if n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ia,U∞).
Assume now that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(Ia,U∞) = U∞(FS Ia). Then fn = µ(g1, . . . , gℓ) for

some µ ∈ U
∞ and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ FS Ia, so for i ∈ [ℓ], gi = fmi

(hi1, . . . , himi
), where

mi ∈ S and the inner functions hij come from Ia. Because µ ∈ U∞, we have∧
µ−1(1) 6= 0, so there is a j ∈ [ℓ] such that f−1

n (1) ⊆ g−1
j (1), i.e., fn ≦ gj. It

follows from Lemma 4.9(ii) that mj = n, and therefore n ∈ S. �

Proposition 4.14. Let n ≥ 3, S ⊆ N+ \ [2]. We have qn ∈ 〈QS〉(I∗,U∞) if and only

if n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously qn ∈ 〈QS〉(I∗,U∞).
Assume now that qn ∈ 〈QS〉(I∗,U∞) = U∞(QS I∗). Then qn = µ(g1, . . . , gℓ) for

some µ ∈ U∞ and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ QS I∗, so for i ∈ [ℓ], gi = qmi
(hi1, . . . , himi

), where
mi ∈ S and the inner functions hij come from I∗. Because µ ∈ U∞, we have
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∧
µ−1(1) 6= 0, so there is a j ∈ [ℓ] such that q−1

n (1) ⊆ g−1
j (1), i.e., qn ≦ gj . It

follows from Lemma 4.10 that mj = n, and therefore n ∈ S. �

Lemma 4.15. Let m and n be even integers greater than or equal to 6. If fn ∈
{fm}L or ¬fn ∈ {fm}L, then m = n.

Proof. Assume that ϕ ∈ {fm}L. Then ϕ = fm(g1, . . . , gm) for some g1, . . . , gm ∈ L.

Claim 4.15.1. The map g = (g1, . . . , gn) : {0, 1}
n → {0, 1}m has the following

properties:

(i) For the ternary group, B = ({0, 1},+3) with +3(x, y, z) = x+ y+ z, g is a
homomorphism from Bn to Bm, and hence for every odd natural number
2k + 1,

(2) g

(
2k+1∑

i=1

ui

)
=

2k+1∑

i=1

g(ui).

(ii) If i ∈ [n], then

g(ei) =
∑

j∈[n]\{i}

g(ej) and g(ei) =
∑

j∈[n]\{i}

g(ej).

(iii) g maps ϕ−1(1) into f−1
m (1) and ϕ−1(0) into f−1

m (0).

Proof of Claim 4.15.1. (i) The clone L is generated by + and 1. Since + is a
homomorphism B2 → B and 1 is a homomorphism B → B, it follows that g is a
homomorphism Bn → Bm. This means that g(u+ v +w) = g(u) + g(v) + g(w).
Repeated application of this equality yields (2).

(ii) Because n is even, we have ei =
∑

j∈[n]\{i} ej and ei =
∑

j∈[n]\{i} ej, and

we get the claimed equalities by (i).
(iii) For any a ∈ ϕ−1(1) we have (fm◦g)(a) = 1; hence g(a) ∈ f−1

m (1). Similarly,
for any a ∈ ϕ−1(0) we have g(a) ∈ f−1

m (0). �

Assume from now on that ϕ ∈ {fn, fn}.

Claim 4.15.2.

(i) For all i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j, we have g(ei) 6= g(ej).
(ii) For all i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j, we have g(ei) 6= g(ej).

Proof of Claim 4.17.2. (i) Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i, j ∈ [n] with
i 6= j such that g(ei) = g(ej). Let k ∈ [n] \ {i, j}. Then eijk = ei + ej + ek, and
by (2),

g(eijk) = g(ei) + g(ej) + g(ek) = g(ek),

which contradicts Claim 4.15.1(iii) because fn(eijk) = 0 and fn(ek) = 1 and hence
ϕ(eijk) 6= ϕ(ek).

(ii) The proof is similar to (i). We just need to replace each eI with eI . �

Claim 4.15.3. There are no i, j ∈ [n] such that g(ei) = g(ej) or g(ei) = g(ej).

Proof of Claim 4.15.3. Suppose, to the contrary, that g(ei) = g(ej). Then i 6= j

and g(ei) + g(ej) = 1. Let k ∈ [n] \ {i, j}. We get

g(eijk) = g(ei) + g(ej) + g(ek) = 1+ g(ek) = g(ek).

Because fm is reflexive, i.e., fm(a) = fm(a) for all a ∈ {0, 1}m, this implies that
fm(g(eijk)) = fm(g(ek)). This contradicts Claim 4.15.1(iii) because fn(eijk) = 0
and fn(ek) = 1 and hence ϕ(eijk) 6= ϕ(ek).

The claim about ei and ej is proved in a similar way. �
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Claim 4.15.4. There are no u,v ∈ {0, 1}n such that u 6= v, u 6= v, w(u) /∈

{1, n− 1}, w(v) /∈ {1, n− 1}, and g(u) = g(v) or g(u) = g(v).

Proof of Claim 4.15.4. Suppose, to the contrary, that u,v ∈ {0, 1}n are tuples such
that u 6= v, u 6= v, w(u) /∈ {1, n− 1}, w(v) /∈ {1, n− 1}, and g(u) = g(v) + c for
some c ∈ {0,1}. Let I := { i ∈ [n] | ui = 1 } and J := { i ∈ [n] | vi = 1 }; then
u = eI , v = eJ , I 6= J and I 6= [n] \ J . The following sets are pairwise disjoint and
their union is [n]:

A := I ∩ J, B := I \ J, C := J \ I, D := [n] \ (I ∪ J).

Let K := B ∪ C = I△J (the symmetric difference of I and J). Because I 6= J ,
we have K 6= ∅. Because I 6= [n] \ J , we have A ∪ D = [n] \ K 6= ∅. Therefore,
1 ≤ |K| ≤ n− 1.

Choose an element k ∈ [n] as follows. If 1 ≤ |K| ≤ 2, then take k from A ∪
D = [n] \ K. If n − 2 ≤ |K| ≤ n − 1, then take k from K. Otherwise k is
arbitrary. Let K ′ := K△{k}. The choice of k ensures that 2 ≤ |K ′| ≤ n−2; hence,
eK + ek = eK△{k} = eK′ ∈ f−1

n (0). Moreover, ek ∈ f−1
n (1), so ϕ(eK′) 6= ϕ(ek).

However,

g(ek) = g(eI + eJ + eK′) = g(eI) + g(eJ) + g(eK′) = g(eK′) + c.

Because fm is reflexive, this implies fm(g(ek)) = fm(g(eK′) + c) = fm(g(eK′)),
which contradicts Claim 4.15.1(iii). �

The proof now proceeds in different ways according to whether ϕ = fn or ϕ = fn.
We assume first that ϕ = fn. By Claim 4.15.1(iii), there exists a map σ : [n] → [m]
such that σ(i) = j if and only if g(ei) ∈ {ej , ej}. Thus, for every i ∈ [n], there
exists a ci ∈ {0,1} such that g(ei) = eσ(i) + ci. By Claims 4.15.2 and 4.15.3, σ is
injective, so m ≥ n. Let now

(3) d :=

n∑

i=1

g(ei).

Claim 4.15.5. For the tuple d defined above in (3), d = 0 or d = 1.

Proof of Claim 4.15.5. Note that

d = g(ei) + g(ei) for all i ∈ [n].

Now, fix a p ∈ [n], and let u := g(ep) and v := g(ep). Then d = u+ v.
By Claim 4.15.1(iii), there exist r, s ∈ [m] such that u ∈ {er, er} and v ∈

{es, es}. Suppose, to the contrary, that d 6= 0 and d 6= 1, that is, u 6= v and
u 6= v, i.e., r 6= s. Then d ∈ {ers, ers}. In d = ers, then the only possible
decompositions of d into elements of f−1

m (1) are er + es and er + es. In d = ers,
then the only possible decompositions of d into elements of f−1

m (1) are er + es and
er + es. Consequently, either for all i ∈ [n], {g(ei),g(ei)} ∈ {{er, es}, {er, es}},
or for all i ∈ [n], {g(ei),g(ei)} ∈ {{er, es}, {er, es}}. Because n ≥ 6, by the
pigeonhole principle, there exist i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j such that g(ei) = (ej), which
contradicts the injectivity of σ. �

By Claim 4.15.5, for all i ∈ [n], {g(ei),g(ei)} ⊆ {eσ(i), eσ(i)}.
Suppose now, to the contrary, that m > n. Let i ∈ [n]. By Claim 4.15.1(ii),

g(ei) =
∑

j∈[n]\{j}

g(ej) =
∑

j∈[n]\{j}

(eσ(j) + cj) =
( ∑

j∈[n]\{j}

eσ(j)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
t

)
+ c,
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for some c ∈ {0,1}. We have w(t) = n − 1, so w(t + c) ∈ {n − 1,m − n + 1}.
Because m > n, we have 2 ≤ w(t + c) ≤ n− 2, so g(ei) ∈ f−1

m (0), a contradiction.
We conclude that n = m whenever fn ∈ {fm}L.

Assume now that ϕ = fn. By Claim 4.15.1(iii), g maps f−1
n (1) into f−1

m (0) and
f−1
n (0) into f−1

m (1). For i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we have fn(ei+e4) = 0, so g(ei+e4) = eji+ci
for some ji ∈ [m] and ci ∈ {0,1}. By Claim 4.15.4, j1, j2, and j3 are pairwise
distinct. Now,

3∑

i=1

(ei + e4) = e{1,2,3,4,} ∈ f−1
n (0),

g
( 3∑

i=1

(ei + e4)
)
=

3∑

i=1

g(ei + e4) = e{j1,j2,j3} ∈ f−1
m (0),

which contradicts Claim 4.15.1(iii). �

Proposition 4.16. Let M := {n ∈ N | n ≥ 6, n even }. Let n ∈ M and S ⊆ M .

We have fn ∈ 〈FS〉(L,Ω(1)) if and only if n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously fn ∈ 〈FS〉(L,Ω(1)).
Assume now that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(L,Ω(1)) = Ω(1)(FS L). Then fn = u(g1, . . . , gℓ) for

some u ∈ Ω(1) and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ FS L. Clearly, u cannot be a constant function, so
u is either a projection or a negated projection. Therefore, for some i ∈ [ℓ], fn = gi
or fn = gi, where gi = fm(h1, . . . , hm) for some m ∈ S and h1, . . . , hm ∈ L. It
follows from Lemma 4.15 that n = m ∈ S. �

Lemma 4.17. Let m,n ≥ 4. If ϕ ∈ {fm}V, ϕ(1) = 0, and fn ≦ ϕ, then m = n.

Proof. Assume ϕ ∈ {fm}V and fn ≦ ϕ. Then ϕ = fm ◦ g, where g ∈ (V(n))m.
Let B = ({0, 1},∨) be the semigroup with neutral element 0.

Claim 4.17.1. The function g has the following properties.

(i) g is a homomorphism from Bn to Bm, i.e., g(u ∨ v) = g(u) ∨ g(v) for all
u,v ∈ Bn.

(ii) If i ∈ [n], then

g(ei) =
∨

j∈[n]\{i}

g(ej).

(iii) g maps f−1
n (1) into f−1

m (1).

Proof of Claim 4.17.1. (i) The clone V is generated by ∨ and the constants 0 and
1. The claim follows from the fact that ∨ is a homomorphism B2 → B and 0 and
1 are homomorphisms B → B.

(ii) This follows from the homomorphism property (i) and from the fact that
ei =

∨
j∈[n]\{i} ej .

(iii) Because fn ≦ fm ◦ g, we have that f−1
n (1) ⊆ (fm ◦ g)−1(1). Consequently,

g maps f−1
n (1) into f−1

m (1). �

Claim 4.17.2.

(i) For all i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j, we have g(ei) 6= g(ej).
(ii) For all i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j, we have g(ei) 6= g(ej).

Proof of Claim 4.17.2. (i) Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i, j ∈ [n] with
i 6= j such that g(ei) = g(ej) =: d. We have d ∈ f−1

m (1) by Claim 4.17.1(iii).
Moreover, ei ∨ ej = 1, so

g(1) = g(ei ∨ ej) = g(ei) ∨ g(ej) = d ∨ d = d.
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Therefore, ϕ(1) = fm(g(1)) = fm(d) = 1, which contradicts our assumption that
ϕ(1) = 0.

(ii) Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i, j ∈ [n] with i 6= j such that
g(ei) = g(ej). Then, by Claim 4.17.1(ii),

g(ei) =
∨

k∈[n]\{i}

g(ek) = g(ej) ∨
∨

k∈[n]\{i,j}

g(ek)

= g(ei) ∨
∨

k∈[n]\{i,j}

g(ek) =
∨

k∈[n]\{j}

g(ek) = g(ej),

which is a contradiction to part (i). �

Claim 4.17.3. For all i ∈ [n] and for all j ∈ [m], g(ei) 6= ej .

Proof of Claim 4.17.3. Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [m]
such that g(ei) = ej . Then, by Claim 4.17.1(ii), we get for all ℓ ∈ [n] \ {i} that

g(eℓ) =
∨

k∈[n]\{ℓ}

g(ek) = g(ei) ∨
∨

k∈[n]\{ℓ,i}

g(ek) = ej ∨
∨

k∈[n]\{ℓ,i}

g(ek) ≥ ej ,

where ≤ denotes the natural ordering of the semilattice Bm induced by the ordering
0 < 1 ofB. Since the only tuples that are greater than or equal to ej are ej ∈ f−1

m (1)
and 1 ∈ f−1

m (0), it follows from Claim 4.17.1(iii) that g(eℓ) = ej for all ℓ ∈ [n]\{i}.
This contradicts Claim 4.17.2, because n ≥ 4. �

It follows from Claims 4.17.1(iii) and 4.17.3 that there is a map σ : [n] → [m]
such that g(ei) = eσ(i) for all i ∈ [n]. By Claim 4.17.2(ii), σ is injective; hence

m ≥ n. Let now i ∈ [n], and let b := g(ei). Since ei ∈ f−1
n (1), Claim 4.17.1(iii)

implies that b ∈ f−1
m (1). By Claim 4.17.1(ii) we have

b = g(ei) =
∨

j∈[n]\{i}

g(ej) =
∨

j∈[n]\{i}

eσ(j).

Because σ is injective, exactly n− 1 entries of b are equal to 1. In order for b to
be in f−1

m (1), we need to have w(b) ∈ {1,m − 1}. Thus n ∈ {2,m}. Because we
have assumed that n ≥ 4, we conclude that n = m. �

Proposition 4.18. For n ≥ 4, S ⊆ N+ \ [3], we have fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,Λ) if and only if

n ∈ S.

Proof. If n ∈ S, then obviously fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,Λ).
Assume now that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,Λ) = Λ(FSV). Then fn = λ(ϕ1, . . . , ϕp) for some

λ ∈ Λ and ϕ1, . . . , ϕp ∈ FSV. Because fn is not a constant function, λ is not
constant. Without loss of generality, we may assume that λ = x1 ∧ x2 ∧ · · · ∧ xp,
and so fn =

∧
i∈[p] ϕi. Consequently, fn is a minorant of each ϕi (i ∈ [p]). Moreover,

for each a ∈ f−1
n (0), there is a j ∈ [p] such that ϕj(a) = 0. In particular, there is a

q ∈ [p] such that ϕq(1) = 0. Because ϕq ∈ {fm}V for some m ∈ S, it follows from
Lemma 4.17 that n = m ∈ S. �

Definition 4.19. Let f ∈ Ω(n). A chain u0 < u1 < · · · < uℓ of tuples in {0, 1}n is
alternating in f if for all i ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ− 1}, f(ui) 6= f(ui+1). The number ℓ is the
length of the chain. The alternation number of f , denoted Alt(f), is the length of
the longest alternating chain in f .

Proposition 4.20. Let n ≥ 4 and S ⊆ N+ \ [3].

(i) fn /∈ 〈FS〉(V,J).

(ii) fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,I∗) if and only if n ∈ S.
(iii) fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,Ω(1)) if and only if n ∈ S.
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Proof. (i) Observe that Alt(fm) = Alt(fm) = 4 for all m ≥ 4. By [16, Proposi-
tion 6.4], f ≤M g if and only if Alt(f) < Alt(g) or (Alt(f), f(0)) = (Alt(g), g(0)).

Consequently, for all n ∈ N and for all S ⊆ N, fn /∈ FSM ⊇ FSV = 〈FS〉(V,J).
(ii) Because

〈FS〉(V,I∗) = I
∗(FSV) = (J ∪ J)(FSV) = J(FSV) ∪ J(FSV) = 〈FS〉(V,J) ∪ 〈FS〉(V,J),

it follows from part (i) that fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,I∗) if and only if fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,J). It follows
from Proposition 4.18 that this holds if and only if n ∈ S.

(iii) It is clear that if n ∈ S, then fn ∈ 〈FS〉(V,Ω(1)). Conversely, if fn ∈
〈FS〉(V,Ω(1)), then fn = u(g1, . . . , gm) for some u ∈ Ω(1) and g1, . . . , gm ∈ FSV.
Clearly, u cannot be a constant function, so u ∈ I∗, and we have

fn ∈ I
∗(FSV) = (J ∪ J)(FSV) = J(FSV) ∪ J(FSV) = 〈FS〉(V,J) ∪ 〈FS〉(V,J).

Then either fn of fn is in 〈FS〉(V,J) It follows from Proposition 4.18 and part (ii)
that n ∈ S. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. It suffices to prove the statement for (C1, C2) = (K1,K2),
where (K1,K2) is one of the pairs (Ω(1),Ω(1)), (Ω(1),Λ), (I

∗,U∞), (I0,U
∞), (I1,U

∞),
(L,Ω(1)), (V,Λ), (V,Ω(1)). By Lemma 2.2, it holds that for all clones C1 and C2

such that C1 ⊆ K1 and C2 ⊆ K2, there are an uncountable infinitude of (C1, C2)-
clonoids. For the remaining pairs (K1,K2) listed in the statement of the theorem,
the result follows from Proposition 3.5.

By Propositions 4.11, 4.12, 4.13, 4.14, 4.16, 4.18, 4.20, there exists a countably
infinite set F of functions with the property that for all subsets S ⊆ F and for
all f ∈ F , we have f ∈ 〈S〉(K1,K2) if and only if f ∈ S. Consequently, for all
S, T ⊆ F , we have 〈S〉(K1,K2) = 〈T 〉(K1,K2) if and only if S = T . Because the
power set of F is uncountable, it follows that there are an uncountable infinitude
of (K1,K2)-clonoids. �

5. Clonoids with source and target clones of 0- or 1-separating
functions

In this section, we will show that there are an uncountable infinitude of (C1, C2)-
clonoids when C1 and C2 are subclones of clones of 0- or 1-separating functions of
rank 2 and ∞, respectively. We refer here to the definitions and results presented
in an earlier paper by Nešetřil and the present author [17]. In this earlier paper,
the main notion of study was the so-called C-minor relation on FAB, where C is
a clone on A. We will first briefly explain the connection between C-minors and
(C1, C2)-clonoids in order to translate the earlier results into our current setting.

Definition 5.1. Let f, g ∈ FAB, and let C be a clone on A. We say that f is a
C-minor of g, and we write f ≤C g, if f ∈ {g}C. This condition is equivalent to
f ∈ 〈g〉(C,JB).

For a fixed clone C on A, the C-minor relation ≤C is a quasiorder (a reflexive
and transitive relation) on FAB, and it induces an equivalence relation ≡C on FAB

(f ≡C g if and only if f ≤C g and g ≤C f) and a partial order, also denoted by
≤C , on FAB/≡C (f/≡C ≤C g/≡C if and only if f ≤C g) in the usual way.

Lemma 5.2 ([16, Lemma 4.2]). Let C be a clone on A, and let F ⊆ FAB. The

following statements are equivalent.

(i) FC = F .

(ii) F is a downset of the C-minor quasiorder (FAB,≤C).
(iii) F is a (C, JB)-clonoid.
(iv) F =

⋃
D for some downset D of the C-minor partial order (FAB/≡C ,≤C).
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For k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, the disjointness hypergraph of rank k of a Boolean function
f is the hypergraph G(f, k) whose set of vertices is f−1(1) and a set S ⊆ f−1(1)
is a hyperedge if and only if 2 ≤ |S| ≤ k and

∧
S = 0. In particular, G(f, 2)

and G(f,∞) are called the disjointness graph and the disjointness hypergraph of f ,
respectively.

Proposition 5.3 ([17, Proposition 8]). Let f, g ∈ Ω0∗ and let k ∈ {2, 3, . . . ,∞}.
Then f ≤Uk g, i.e., f ∈ 〈g〉(Uk,J), if and only if G(f, k) → G(g, k).

Proposition 5.4. For any K ⊆ Ω0∗, 〈K〉(U2,U∞) = 〈K〉(U2,J).

Proof. The inclusion 〈K〉(U2,J) ⊆ 〈K〉(U2,U∞) is clear.

In order to prove the converse inclusion, let f ∈ 〈K〉(U2,U∞) = U∞(KU2). Then

f = η(ϕ1, . . . , ϕℓ) for some η ∈ U∞, ϕ1, . . . , ϕℓ ∈ KU2. Because ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕℓ)
maps f−1(1) into η−1(1) and because η ∈ U∞, there exists a j ∈ [ℓ] such that
ϕj(a) = 1 for all a ∈ f−1(1). In other words, f ≦ ϕj .

Now, ϕj = g(h1, . . . , hm) for some g ∈ K, h1, . . . , hm ∈ Uk, i.e., ϕj ∈ 〈g〉(Uk,J).
By Proposition 5.3, G(ϕj , k) → G(g, k). Because f is a minorant of ϕj , it follows
that G(f, k) is an induced subgraph of G(ϕj , k), and therefore the inclusion map
G(f, k) → G(ϕj , k) is a homomorphism. Consequently, G(f, k) → G(g, k), which
implies, by Proposition 5.3, that f ∈ 〈g〉(Uk,J) ⊆ 〈K〉(Uk,J). �

Theorem 5.5. For all clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊆ K1 and C2 ⊆ K2 for

some K1 ∈ {U2,W2} and K2 ∈ {U∞,W∞}, there are an uncountably infinitude of

(C1, C2)-clonoids.

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for C1 = U2 and C2 = U∞. It holds for
the remaining pairs (C1, C2) of clones by Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 2.2.

By the results of [17], the Uk-minor partial order (FAB/≡Uk ,≤Uk) is univer-
sal in the class of countable posets, even when restricted to Ω0∗/≡Uk (or even to
M01/≡Uk). Thus, there exists a countably infinite antichainQ inP = (Ω0∗/≡Uk ,≤Uk).
Distinct subsets of Q generate distinct downsets of P. Because the power set of Q
is uncountable, it follows that there are an uncountable infinitude of downsets of
P.

Because Uk ⊆ Ω0∗, it follows from Lemmata 3.9 and 5.2 that the downsets of P
are also downsets of (FAB/≡Uk ,≤Uk). Moreover, again by Lemma 5.2, the downsets
of the Uk-minor poset (FAB/≡Uk ,≤Uk) are essentially the same thing as (Uk, J)-
clonoids. Consequently, there are an uncountably infinitude of (Uk, J)-clonoids that
are subsets of Ω0∗. By Proposition 5.4, 〈K〉(Uk,J) = 〈K〉(Uk,U∞) for all K ⊆ Ω0∗,

and it follows that there are an uncountable infinitude of (Uk,U∞)-clonoids as well.
This holds in particular when k = 2. �

6. Finite clonoid lattices

In this section, we show that for certain pairs (C1, C2) of clones, there are only a
finite number of (C1, C2)-clonoids, and we explicitly describe such (C1, C2)-clonoids.

Theorem 6.1. For all clones C1 and C2 such that C1 ⊇ K1 and C2 ⊇ K2 for some

K1 ∈ {I,V0∗,Λ∗1}, K2 ∈ {MU
∞
01,MW

∞
01},

there are only finitely many (C1, C2)-clonoids.

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for (C1, C2) = (K1,K2), where (K1,K2)
is one of the pairs (I,MU∞

01) and (V0∗,MU∞
01). This is the content of Propositions

6.2 and 6.3 below. By Lemma 2.2, it holds that for all clones C1 and C2 such that
C1 ⊇ K1 and C2 ⊇ K2, there are only a finite number of (C1, C2)-clonoids. For
the remaining pairs (K1,K2) specified in the statement of the theorem, the result
follows from Proposition 3.5. �
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The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of the finiteness of the
lattices of (I,MU∞

01)- and (V0∗,MU∞
01)-clonoids (Propositions 6.2 and 6.3). In fact,

we will explicitly describe these clonoids.

Proposition 6.2. There are precisely 7 (I,MU∞
01)-clonoids, and they are Ω, M, M,

C, C0, C1, and ∅. These are also the (I,MW∞
01)-clonoids.

Proof. We prove the claim about (I,MU∞
01)-clonoids. It turns out that dualization

is a bijection on the set of all (I,MU∞
01)-clonoids. Consequently, by Proposition 3.5,

these classes are also precisely the (I,MW∞
01)-clonoids.

It is straightforward to verify that each one of the classes Ω, M, M, C, C0, C1,
and ∅ is stable under right composition with I and stable under left composition
with MU∞

01. (For the left stability under MU∞
01, it might be helpful to note that

MU∞
01 is a subclone of M, and hence MU∞

01 M ⊆ M and MU∞
01 M ⊆ M.)

It remains to show that there are no further (I,MU∞
01)-clonoids. This is achieved

by showing that every subset of Ω generates one of Ω, M, M, C, C0, C1, and ∅.
More precisely, for each one of these classes, say K, we show that for every subset
S of K that is not included in any of the proper subclasses of K, as listed above,
〈S〉(I,MU∞

01
) = K. This will be done in the claims that follow.

Claim 6.2.1. If f ∈ Ω \M and g ∈ Ω \M, then 〈f, g〉(I,MU∞

01
) = Ω.

Proof of Claim 6.2.1. We show first that Ω(1) ⊆ {f, g}I. Because f ∈ Ω \M, there
exist a and b such that a < b and f(a) = 1 > 0 = f(b). We see that the constant
functions and the negated projections are in {f}I because c1 = f(ca1

, . . . , can
),

c0 = f(cb1 , . . . , cbn), and pr
(m)
i = f(α1, . . . , αn), where

αi =





c0 if ai = bi = 0,

c1 if ai = bi = 1,

pr
(m)
i if ai = 1 and bi = 0,

and c0, c1, pr
(m)
i ∈ I. In a similar way we get pr

(m)
j = g(β1, . . . , βn) for suitable

β1, . . . , βn ∈ I. Therefore Ω(1) ⊆ {f, g}I.
Now, let ϕ ∈ Ω, say, of arity n, and define ϕ′ : {0, 1}2n+2 → {0, 1},

ϕ′(a,b, c, d) =





1 if c = 1 and (d = 1 or w(ab) > n),

ϕ(a) if c = 1, d = 0, a = b,

0 if c = 0 or (c = 1, d = 0, w(ab) ≤ n, and a 6= b).

Clearly, ϕ′ ∈ MU
∞
01 and ϕ = ϕ′(pr1, . . . , prn, pr1, . . . , prn, c1, c0) ∈ MU

∞
01 Ω(1).

Therefore, Ω ⊆ MU∞
01 Ω(1) ⊆ MU∞

01({f, g} I) = 〈f, g〉(I,MU∞

01
) ⊆ Ω. �

Claim 6.2.2. If f ∈ M \ C, then 〈f〉(I,MU∞

01
) = M.

Proof of Claim 6.2.2. Because f ∈ M \ C, there exist a and b such that a < b and
f(a) = 0 < 1 = f(b). In the same way as above, we get that I ⊆ {f} I.

Now, let ϕ ∈ M, say, of arity n, and define ϕ′ : {0, 1}n+2 → {0, 1},

ϕ′(a, c, d) =






1 if c = d = 1,

ϕ(a) if c = 1, d = 0,

0 if c = 0.

Clearly, ϕ′ ∈ MU∞
01 and ϕ = ϕ′(pr1, . . . , prn, c1, c0) ∈ MU∞

01 I. Therefore, M ⊆
MU∞

01 I ⊆ MU∞
01({f} I) = 〈f〉(I,MU∞

01
) ⊆ M. �

Claim 6.2.3. If f ∈ M \ C, then 〈f〉(I,MU∞

01
) = M.
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Proof of Claim 6.2.3. Because f ∈ M \ C, there exist a and b such that a < b and
f(a) = 1 > 0 = f(b). In the same way as above, we get that I ⊆ {f} I.

Now, let ϕ ∈ M, say, of arity n, and define ϕ′ : {0, 1}n+2 → {0, 1},

ϕ′(a, c, d) =





1 if c = d = 1,

ϕ(a) if c = 1, d = 0,

0 if c = 0.

Clearly, ϕ′ ∈ MU∞
01 and ϕ = ϕ′(pr1, . . . , prn, c1, c0) ∈ MU∞

01 I. Therefore, M ⊆
MU∞

01 I ⊆ MU∞
01({f} I) = 〈f〉(I,MU∞

01
) ⊆ M. �

Claim 6.2.4. 〈c0, c1〉(I,MU∞

01
) = C, 〈c0〉(I,MU∞

01
) = C0, 〈c1〉(I,MU∞

01
) = C1, 〈∅〉(I,MU∞

01
) =

∅.

Proof of Claim 6.2.3. Clear. �

All classes are exhausted, and the proof is complete. �

Proposition 6.3. There are 13 (V0∗,MU
∞
01)-clonoids, and they are ∅, C0, C1, C,

M0∗, M1∗, M, M, Ω0∗, Ω1∗, Ω0∗ ∪ C1, Ω1∗ ∪ C0, Ω.

Proof. Firstly, we need to verify that the given classes are indeed (V0∗,MU∞
01)-

clonoids. It suffices to do this only for the meet-irreducible classes Ω, Ω0∗ ∪ C1,
Ω1∗ ∪ C0, Ω0∗, Ω1∗, M, and M, because the intersection of (V0∗,MU∞

01)-clonoids is
again a (V0∗,MU∞

01)-clonoid. This is mainly straightforward verification; note that
V0∗ and MU∞

01 are subclones of Ω, Ω0∗, M, so the stability under right and left
composition is clear.

We give here the proof of the fact that MU
∞
01(Ω0∗ ∪ C1) ⊆ Ω0∗ ∪C1; the remain-

ing cases are left as an exercise for the reader. Let ϕ ∈ MU∞
01(Ω0∗ ∪ C1). Then

ϕ = f(g1, . . . , gn) for some f ∈ MU∞
01 and g1, . . . , gn ∈ Ω0∗ ∪ C1. If ϕ(0) = 0,

then ϕ ∈ Ω0∗ ⊆ Ω0∗ ∪ C1 and we are done. Assume that ϕ(0) = 1. Then
d = (g1(0), . . . , gn(0)) ∈ f−1(1). Because gi ∈ Ω0∗∪C1 for all i ∈ [n], we have di = 1
if and only if gi ∈ C1, and it follows that for all a ∈ {0, 1}m, (g1(a), . . . , gn(a)) ≥ d.
Because f is monotone, this implies that (g1(a), . . . , gn(a)) ∈ f−1(1), and we con-
clude that ϕ = c1 ∈ C1 ⊆ Ω0∗ ∪ C1.

Secondly, we need to show that there are no further (V0∗,MU
∞
01)-clonoids. We

achieve this by showing that the (V0∗,MU∞
01)-clonoid generated by any subset of Ω

is one of the classes given in the statement of this proposition. More precisely, we
show that, for each class K listed above, every subset of K that is not included in
any proper subclass of K generates K. This is done in the following claim.

Claim 6.3.1.

(a) 〈∅〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = ∅.

(b) For f ∈ C0, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = C0.

(c) For f ∈ C1, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = C1.

(d) For f ∈ C \ C0 and g ∈ C \ C1, we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = C.

(e) For f ∈ M0∗ \ C0, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = M0∗.

(f) For f ∈ M1∗ \ C1, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = M1∗.

(g) For f ∈ M \M0∗ and g ∈ M \ C, we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = M.

(h) For f ∈ M \M1∗ and g ∈ M \ C, we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = M.

(i) For f ∈ Ω0∗ \M0∗, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = Ω0∗.

(j) For f ∈ Ω1∗ \M1∗, we have 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = Ω1∗.

(k) For f ∈ (Ω0∗ ∪C1) \Ω0∗ and g ∈ (Ω0∗ ∪ C1) \M, we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) =

Ω0∗ ∪ C1.
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(l) For f ∈ (Ω1∗ ∪C0) \Ω1∗ and g ∈ (Ω1∗ ∪ C0) \M, we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) =

Ω1∗ ∪ C0.
(m) For f ∈ Ω \ (Ω0∗ ∪C1) and g ∈ Ω \ (Ω1∗ ∪C0), we have 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = Ω.

Proof of Claim 6.3.1. (a) Clear.
(b) We have f = c0 and {c0}V01 = C0, so 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = MU

∞
01({f}V01) =

MU∞
01C0 = C0.
(c) We have f = c1 and {c1}V01 = C1, so 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = MU∞

01({f}V01) =
MU∞

01C1 = C1.
(d) We have f ∈ C1 and g ∈ C0. Therefore, by (b) and (c), we have C = C0∪C1 =

〈g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ∪ 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆ 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆ C.

(e) Because f is a non-constant monotone function, we have f(0) = 0 and
f(1) = 1. Then f(id, . . . , id) = id, and, in fact, for every γ ∈ V0∗, f(γ, . . . , γ) = γ,
so V0∗ ⊆ {f}V0∗.

We need to show that M0∗ ⊆ 〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ M0∗ \ C0 with ar(ϕ) =: m.

Define ϕ′ : {0, 1}m+1 → {0, 1},

(4) ϕ′(a1, . . . , am+1) =

{
ϕ(a1, . . . , am) if am = 1,

0 otherwise.

By construction, ϕ′ ∈ MU∞
01, and we have ϕ = ϕ′(pr

(m)
1 , . . . , pr

(m)
m ,∨m) ∈ MU∞

01 V0∗ ⊆

MU∞
01({f}V0∗) = 〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
). Moreover, c0 = pr

(1)
1 (c0) ∈ MU∞

01 V0∗ ⊆ MU∞
01({f}V0∗) =

〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
).

(f) Because f is a non-constant antitone function, we have f(0) = 1 and f(1) =
0. Then f(id, . . . , id) = ¬, and, in fact, for every γ ∈ V0∗, f(γ, . . . , γ) = γ, so
V0∗ ⊆ {f}V0∗.

We need to show that M1∗ ⊆ 〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ M1∗ \ C1 with ar(ϕ) =: m.

Define ϕ′′ : {0, 1}m+1 → {0, 1},

(5) ϕ′′(a1, . . . , am+1) =

{
ϕ(a1, . . . , am) if am = 1,

0 otherwise.

By construction, ϕ′′ ∈ MU∞
01, and we have ϕ = ϕ′′(¬

(m)
1 , . . . ,¬

(m)
m , c1) ∈ MU∞

01 V0∗ ⊆

MU∞
01({f}V0∗) = 〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
). Moreover, c1 = pr

(1)
1 (c1) ∈ MU∞

01 V0∗ ⊆ MU∞
01({f}V0∗) =

〈f〉(V0∗,MU∞

01
).

(g) We have f ∈ C1, so f = c1, and g is a nonconstant monotone function, so
g(0) = 0 and g(1) = 1 and hence id = g(id, . . . , id); in fact, for every γ ∈ V0∗,
g(γ, . . . , γ) = γ, so V0∗ ⊆ {g}V0∗. Consequently, V ⊆ {f, g}V0∗.

We need to show that M ⊆ 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ M \ C = M01, and let ϕ′ be

as defined in (4). Then ϕ′ ∈ MU∞
01, and ϕ = ϕ′(pr

(m)
1 , . . . , pr

(m)
m , c1) ∈ MU∞

01 V ⊆
MU∞

01({f, g}V0∗). Moreover, for each cx ∈ C, we have cx = id(cx) ∈ MU∞
01 V ⊆

MU∞
01({f, g}V0∗).
(h) We have f ∈ C0, so f = c0, and g is a nonconstant antitone function, so

g(0) = 1 and g(1) = 0 and hence ¬ = g(id, . . . , id); in fact, for every γ ∈ V0∗,
g(γ, . . . , γ) = γ, so V0∗ ⊆ {g}V0∗. Consequently, V ⊆ {f, g}V0∗.

We need to show that M ⊆ 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ M \ C = M10, and let ϕ′′ be

as defined in (5). Then ϕ′′ ∈ MU∞
01, and ϕ = ϕ′′(¬

(m)
1 , . . . ,¬

(m)
m , c1) ∈ MU∞

01 V ⊆
MU∞

01({f, g}V0∗). Moreover, for each cx ∈ C, we have cx = id(cx) ∈ MU∞
01 V ⊆

MU∞
01({f, g}V0∗).
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(i) We have f(0) = 0, and there exist u and v such that u < v and f(u) = 1
and f(v) = 0. Without loss of generality,

u = (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
p

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

), v = (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
p

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

).

Let

α := f(pr
(2)
1 , . . . , pr

(2)
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

p

, pr
(2)
2 , . . . , pr

(2)
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, c0, . . . , c0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

).

We have α ∈ {f}V0∗ and α(0, 0) = 0, α(1, 0) = 1, α(1, 1) = 0. We have id =

α(pr
(1)
1 , c0) ∈ {α}V0∗ ⊆ {f}V0∗; more generally, for any γ ∈ V0∗, γ = α(γ, c0) ∈

{f}V0∗. For m ∈ N+ and i ∈ [m], let β
(m)
i := α(∨m, pr

(m)
i ). We have β

(m)
i ∈

{α}V0∗ ⊆ ({f}V0∗)V0∗ = {f}V0∗ and

β
(m)
i (a1, . . . , am) =

{
ai if (a1, . . . , am) 6= 0,

0 if (a1, . . . , am) = 0.

We need to show that Ω0∗ ⊆ 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ Ω0∗ \ C0 with ar(ϕ) =: m,

and define ϕ̃ : {0, 1}2m+1 → {0, 1},

ϕ̃(a1, . . . , a2m+1) =





ϕ(a1, . . . , am) if an+i = ai for all i ∈ [m] and a2m+1 = 1,

1 if |{i ∈ [2m] | ai = 1}| > m and a2m+1 = 1,

0 otherwise.

(6)

By construction, ϕ̃ ∈ MU∞
01, and we have

ϕ = ϕ̃(pr
(m)
1 , . . . , pr(m)

m , β
(m)
1 , . . . , β(m)

m ,∨m) ∈ MU
∞
01({f}V0∗).

Moreover, c0 = id(c0) ∈ MU∞
01({f}V0∗).

(j) We have f(0) = 1, and there exist u and v such that u < v and f(u) = 0
and f(v) = 1. Without loss of generality,

u = (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
p

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

), v = (1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
p

, 1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

).

Let

α′ := f(pr
(2)
1 , . . . , pr

(2)
1︸ ︷︷ ︸

p

, pr
(2)
2 , . . . , pr

(2)
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, c0, . . . , c0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−p−q

).

We have α′ ∈ {f}V0∗ and α′(0, 0) = 1, α′(1, 0) = 0, α′(1, 1) = 1. We have

¬ = α′(pr
(1)
1 , c0) ∈ {α′}V0∗ ⊆ {f}V0∗; more generally, for any γ ∈ V0∗, γ =

α′(γ, c0) ∈ {f}V0∗. For m ∈ N+ and i ∈ [m], let β
′(m)
i := α′(∨m, pr

(m)
i ). We have

β
′(m)
i ∈ {α′}V0∗ ⊆ ({f}V0∗)V0∗ = {f}V0∗ and

β
′(m)
i (a1, . . . , am) =

{
ai if (a1, . . . , am) 6= 0,

1 if (a1, . . . , am) = 0.

We need to show that Ω1∗ ⊆ 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ Ω1∗ \ C1 with ar(ϕ) =: m,

and define ϕ̃ as in (6). By construction, ϕ̃ ∈ MU∞
01, and we have

ϕ = ϕ̃(β
′(m)
1 , . . . , β′(m)

m ,¬
(m)
1 , . . . ,¬(m)

m , c1) ∈ MU
∞
01({f}V0∗).

Moreover, c1 = id(c1) ∈ MU∞
01({f}V0∗).

(k) We have f ∈ C1 and g ∈ Ω0∗\M0∗. We have shown above that 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) =

C1 and 〈g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = Ω0∗. It follows that Ω0∗∪C1 = 〈g〉(V01,MU∞

01
)∪〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆

〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆ Ω0∗ ∪ C1.
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K KC ⊆ K CK ⊆ K K KC ⊆ K CK ⊆ K
iff C ⊆ . . . iff C ⊆ . . . iff C ⊆ . . . iff C ⊆ . . .

Ω Ω Ω

Ω0∗ ∪ C1 Ω0∗ M Ω1∗ ∪ C0 Ω0∗ M

Ω∗1 ∪ C0 Ω∗1 M Ω∗0 ∪ C1 Ω∗1 M

Ω0∗ Ω0∗ Ω0∗ Ω1∗ Ω0∗ Ω∗1

Ω∗1 Ω∗1 Ω∗1 Ω∗0 Ω∗1 Ω0∗

M M M M M M

M0∗ M0∗ M0∗ M1∗ M0∗ M∗1

M∗1 M∗1 M∗1 M∗0 M∗1 M0∗

C Ω Ω

C0 Ω Ω0∗ C1 Ω Ω∗1

∅ Ω Ω

Table 6.1. (C1, C2)-clonoids K, for C1 ∈ {I,V0∗,Λ∗1}, C2 ∈
{MU∞

01,MW∞
01}, and their stability under right and left compo-

sition with clones of Boolean functions.

(l) We have f ∈ C0 and g ∈ Ω1∗\M1∗. We have shown above that 〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) =

C0 and 〈g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) = Ω1∗. It follows that Ω1∗∪C0 = 〈g〉(V01,MU∞

01
)∪〈f〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆

〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
) ⊆ Ω1∗ ∪ C0.

(m) We have f ∈ Ω1∗ \ C1 and g ∈ Ω0∗ \ C0. Thus, f(0) = 1 and there is
a u such that f(u) = 1; without loss of generality, u = (1, . . . , 1, 0, . . .0). Then

¬ = f(pr
(1)
1 , . . . , pr

(1)
1 , c0, . . . , c0) ∈ {f}V0∗. In a similar way, we can show that

id ∈ {g}V0∗. It follows that V0∗ ∪ V0∗ ⊆ {f, g}V0∗.
We need to show that Ω ⊆ 〈f, g〉(V01,MU∞

01
). Let ϕ ∈ Ω, and define ϕ̃ as in

(6). By construction, ϕ̃ ∈ MU∞
01 and ϕ = ϕ̃(pr

(m)
1 , . . . , pr

(m)
m ,¬

(m)
1 , . . . ,¬

(m)
m , c1) ∈

MU∞
01({f, g}V0∗). �

This completes our proof. �

For the remaining pairs of clones C1 and C2 with C1 ∈ {V0∗,Λ∗1} and C2 ∈
{MU∞

01,MW∞
01}, the (C1, C2)-clonoids can be obtained from Proposition 6.3 by ap-

plying Proposition 3.5.
In order to determine the (C1, C2)-clonoids for C1 ⊇ K1 and C2 ⊇ K2, where

K1 ∈ {I,V0∗,Λ∗1} and K2 ∈ {MU∞
01,MW∞

01}, we simply observe that they are
also (K1,K2)-clonoids by Lemma 2.2. Therefore, it suffices to identify, for each
(K1,K2)-clonoid K determined above in Propositions 6.2 and 6.3, the clones with
which K is stable under left and right composition. This work has actually been
done already in an earlier paper [14], and we merely quote the relevant results here.

Theorem 6.4 (see [14, Theorem 5.1]). For each (C1, C2)-clonoid K, for C1 ∈
{I,V0∗,Λ∗1}, C2 ∈ {MU∞

01,MW∞
01}, as determined in Propositions 6.2 and 6.3, the

clones CK
1 and CK

2 prescribed in Table 6.1 have the property that for every clone C,

it holds that KC ⊆ K if and only if C ⊆ CK
1 and CK ⊆ K if and only if C ⊆ CK

2 .

7. Summary and final remarks

7.1. Known cardinalities of lattices of (C1, C2)-clonoids of Boolean func-

tions. Table 7.1 summarizes what is currently known about the cardinalities of
lattices of (C1, C2)-clonoids of Boolean functions. The rows correspond to source
clones C1, and the columns correcpond to target clones C2. The entry in row C1
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column C2 indicates whether the lattice L(C1,C2) is finite, countably infinite, or
uncountable. Some entries are known from earlier work, while some entries were
determined in the current paper. Moreover, some entries are implied by others by
using Lemma 2.2. Namely, if C1 ⊆ C′

1 and C2 ⊆ C′
2, then L(C′

1
,C′

2
) is a subposet

of L(C1,C2). Consequently, if L(C1,C2) is finite then so is L(C′

1
,C′

2
); and if L(C′

1
,C′

2
) is

uncountable then so is L(C1,C2). In the cases when L(C1,C2) was shown to be finite
or countably infinite, the (C1, C2)-clonoids have also been enumerated, although in
some cases somewhat implicitly. In the table, the footnote marks indicate references
to the relevant results in the literature.

In order to keep the table relatively simple, we group together clones whose
rows or columns would be identical according to our theoretical results. Firstly, the
intervals of target clones described in Corollary 3.3 are grouped together. Secondly,
each (source or target) clone may be grouped together with its dual by Corollary 3.6.
Moreover, Proposition 3.11 indicates that the entries in columns [J, I] and [I∗,Ω(1)]
are equal for certain source clones.

The case when C1 = J (the first row of Table 7.1) is Sparks’s Theorem 1.1. For
each clone C2 for which L(J,C2) is finite, so is L(C1,C2) for every clone C1; this is
the last column of Table 7.1 and these finite clonoid lattices were described in [14,
Theorems 4.1, 5.1] and [15, Theorem 6.1.1, Propositions 7.2.2, 7.3.1].

In the case when C2 ⊇ L01 (the second last column of Table 7.1), the clonoid
lattices L(C1,C2) were explicitly described and their cardinalities were determined
in [9, Theorems 6.1, 7.1].

The results for the case when C2 = J follow from earlier work on so-called
C-minors that was presented in a series of papers by the present author and his
coauthors [13, 17, 18, 19, 20]. These results were translated into the language
of (C1, C2)-clonoids in [16]; moreover, the clonoid lattices L(C1,C2) were explicitly
described in the case when C1 includes M01 or S01.

The main results of the current paper, Theorems 4.1, 5.5, and 6.1, and also
Proposition 3.11 give several new entries to the table.

7.2. Open problems and final remarks. Table 7.1 contains a few question
marks. They designate the pairs (C1, C2) of clones on {0, 1} for which the car-
dinality of the lattice L(C1,C2) is not yet known. This remains a topic for further
research.

One might attempt to employ the proof technique of Section 4 to show that
these clonoid lattices are uncountable (if this were indeed the case). For this, it
would be necessary to identify a different countably infinite family of functions than
the functions fn and qn defined in Definitions 4.4 and 4.5. The following lemma
illustrates that the functions fn and qn fail to have the desired properties here. In
the proof, we use the notation Pk(S) for the set of all k-element subsets of S.

Lemma 7.1. For any n ≥ 5, fn+2 ∈ 〈fn〉(L01,Λ01) = Λ01({fn}L01) and qn+2 ∈
〈qn〉(L01,Λ01) = Λ01({qn}L01).

Proof. Let (ϕi)i≥5 be one of the families (fi)i≥5 or (qi)i≥5 of Boolean functions.
Let n ∈ N+ with n ≥ 5. For each S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), let gS : {0, 1}n+2 → {0, 1}n

be the function gS = (gS1 , . . . , g
S
n+2), where g

S
1 , . . . , g

S
n−1 are the projections pr

(n+2)
i

for i ∈ [n+ 2] \ S in some order and gSn :=
∑

i∈S xi. Let ϕS := ϕn ◦ gS .

Now, define θ :=
∧

S∈P3([n+2]) ϕS . Note that the g
S
i are in L01, so ϕS ∈ {ϕn}L01,

and therefore θ ∈ Λ01({ϕn}L01) = 〈ϕn〉(L01,Λ01) by definition. Our goal is to show
that θ = ϕn+2.

Claim 7.1.1. Let a ∈ {0, 1}n+2.

(i) For all S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), gS(0) = 0.
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MU
∞

01

MU
∞ 2 ≤ ℓ < ∞

[V01,V] MW
∞

01 U
∞

01 U
∞ [{SM,MU

ℓ

01,

[J, I] [I∗,Ω(1)] [Λ01,Λ] MW
∞

W
∞

01 W
∞ [L01, L] MW

ℓ

01},Ω]

J U1,2,3,4,5 U1,3,5 U1,3,4 U1,3,4 U1,3,4 U1,3,4 C1,6 F1,7

I0, I1 U2,3,4,5 U3,5 U3,4 U3,4 U3,4 U3,4 C6 F7

I U2,3 U3 U3 F8 F8 F8 C6 F7

I
∗ U2,3 U3 U3 U3 U3 U3 C6 F7

Ω(1) U2,3 U3 U3 F8 F8 F8 C6 F7

V01, Λ01 U2,3,4,5 U3,5 U3,4 U4 U4 U4 F6 F7

V0∗, Λ∗1 U2,3,5 U3,5 U3 F8 F8 F8 F6 F7

V∗1, Λ0∗ U2,3,4,5 U3,5 U3,4 U4 U4 U4 F6 F7

V, Λ U2,3 U3 U3 F8 F8 F8 F6 F7

[MU
∞

01,U
2]

U2,4,5 U5 U4 U4 U4 U4 F6 F7

[MW
∞

01,W
2]

L01 U2,3,5 U3,5 ? ? ? ? C6 F7

L0∗, L∗1 U2,3,5 U3,5 ? ? ? ? C6 F7

LS U2,3 U3 ? ? ? ? C6 F7

L U2,3 U3 ? F8 F8 F8 C6 F7

SM U2,4,5 U5 U4 U4 U4 U4 F6 F7

[M01,M] C9 C9 F10 F10 F10 F10 F6 F7

[S01,Ω] F11 F11 F11 F11 F11 F11 F6 F7

Glossary: F – finite; C – countably infinite; U – uncountable; ? – unknown

1 Sparks [24, Theorem 1.3], Theorem 1.1
2 [16, Theorem 5.3]
3 Theorem 4.1
4 Theorem 5.5
5 Proposition 3.11
6 Couceiro, Lehtonen [9, Theorems 6.1, 7.1]
7 [14, Theorems 4.1, 5.1], [15, Theorem 6.1.1, Propositions 7.2.2, 7.3.1]
8 Theorem 6.1
9 [16, Theorems 6.6, 6.7]
10 [16, Propositions 6.12, 6.13, Theorem 6.14]
11 [16, Theorems 7.2, 7.8, Propositions 7.4, 7.7]

Table 7.1. Cardinalities of (C1, C2)-clonoid lattices.

(ii) For all S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), gS(1) = 1.
(iii) If w(a) = 1, then for all S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), w(gS(a)) = 1.
(iv) If w(a) = n+ 1, then for all S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), w(gS(a)) = n− 1.
(v) If 2 ≤ w(a) ≤ n, then for some S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), w(gS(a)) /∈ {1, n− 1, n}.

Proof of Claim 7.1.1. It is clear that gS(0) = 0 and gS(1) = 1 for all S ∈ P3([n+ 2])
because projections map 0 to 0 and 1 to 1, and gSn (0) = 0 + 0 + 0 = 0 and
gSn (1) = 1 + 1 + 1 = 1.

Consider now the case when w(a) = 1, i.e., a = ei for some i ∈ [n+ 2]. Let
S ∈ P3([n+ 2]). If i /∈ S, then gSn (ei) = 0 and gSj (ei) = 1 for precisely one

j ∈ [n− 1]. If i ∈ S, then gSn (ei) = 1 and gSj (ei) = 0 for all j ∈ [n− 1]. In either

case, we have w(gSn (ei)) = 1.
The claim about the case when w(a) = n + 1 is proved in a similar way; now

a = ei for some i ∈ [n+ 2].
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Assume now that 2 ≤ w(a) ≤ n. We need to find an S ∈ P3([n+ 2]) such that
w(gS(a)) /∈ {1, n− 1, n}. Let A := { i ∈ [n+ 2] | ai = 1 }.

If w(a) = 2, then choose S ∈ P3([n+ 2]) such that A ⊆ S. Then gS(a) = 0,
and hence w(gS(a)) = 0, because the projections gS1 , . . . , g

S
n−1 map a to 0, and

gSn (a) = 1 + 1 + 0 = 0.
If w(a) = 3, then choose S ∈ P3([n+ 2]) such that S ⊆ [n+ 2] \ A. Then

w(gS(a)) = 3 because exactly three of the projections gS1 , . . . , g
S
n−1 map a to 1, and

gSn (a) = 0 + 0 + 0 = 0. Because n ≥ 5, 3 /∈ {1, n− 1, n}.
If 4 ≤ w(a) ≤ n, then choose S ∈ P3([n+ 2]) such that |S ∩ A| = 2. Then

w(gS(a)) = w(a) − 2 /∈ {1, n − 1, n} because exactly w(a) − 2 of the projections
gS1 , . . . , g

S
n−1 map a to 1, and gSn (a) = 1 + 1 + 0 = 0. �

Claim 7.1.1 shows that for all S ∈ P3([n+ 2]), gS maps the true points of ϕn+2

to true points of ϕn, and, moreover, for every false point a of ϕn+2, there is an
S ∈ P3([n+ 2]) such that ϕn(g

S(a)) = 0. Consequently,

θ(a) =
∧

S∈P3([n+2])

ϕn(g
S(a)) = ϕn+2(a)

for all a ∈ {0, 1}n+2, which shows that θ = ϕn+2, as claimed. �

The work reported here concerns (C1, C2)-clonoids of Boolean functions. A po-
tentially fruitful direction for future research is to generalize these results to clonoids
on arbitrary (finite) sets.
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