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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 l-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 F'G of all composite functions of
the form f(g1,...,9n), where f € F and ¢1,...,9, € 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 C. For fixed clones C; and C5 on
sets A and B, respectively, a set K of multivariate functions from A to B is a
(C1,Cs)-clonoid it KCy C K and Co K C K. Denoting by J4 and Jp the clones of
all projections on A and B, respectively, we obtain as a special case the (J4,Jp)-
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 [I], and “minion” was
coined by Oprsal 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 C; and Cs, respectively, the set of polymorphisms of (R, S) is a (C1, Cs)-
clonoid (see Couceiro and Foldes [6] §]).
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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 (C7, Cs)-clonoids. Such classification
results for certain types of clone pairs (C, Cs) have appeared in the literature, for
example, Fioravanti [10] [IT], 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, Cy)-clonoids, for each pair (C7,Cs) of clones on {0,1}. An opportune start-
ing point towards this goal is the following remarkable result due to Sparks. Here,
L(c, ¢y denotes the lattice of (C1, Cz)-clonoids. An operation f: A" — Ais a near-
unanimity operation if it satisfies all identities of the form f(z,...,z,y,2,...,2) =
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(z,z,y) =~ f(y,z,z) = y.

Theorem 1.1 (Sparks [24] Theorem 1.3]). Let A be a finite set with |A| > 1, and
let B=4{0,1}. Let C be a clone on B. Then the following statements hold.

(i) Lya,c) is finite if and only if C contains a near-unanimity operation.
(ii) L,,c) is countably infinite if and only if C' contains a Mal’cev operation
but no magority operation.
(iii) L,,0) 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 [[I] and its published proof only reveal the
cardinality of the lattice Lc, ¢,) of (C1,C2)-clonoids; they do not actually describe
the clonoids themselves. Moreover, the source clone C} is always assumed to be
the clone of projections. In a series of papers of the present author [9, [14] [15] [16],
Theorem [[T] was extended and sharpened. For many pairs (C1,C2) of clones on
{0,1}, the cardinality of the lattice L, ¢,) was determined and the (Ci,Cy)-
clonoids were described whenever the lattice was shown to be finite or countably
infinite. See Section [l and Table [Tl for a more detailed summary of our earlier
work.

In the current paper, we take a few modest additional steps towards classifying
(C1, Ca)-clonoids of Boolean functions. We focus on certain pairs (C1, Ca) of clones,
where the source C and the target Co are clones of essentially unary functions (lo,
l1, I*, ©(1)), linear functions (L), semilattice operations (Vo.«, V, As1, A), or 0- or
l-separating functions (MUgS, MWgS, U?, W?). (For the definitions of, and the
notation for, the clones on {0, 1}, see Subsection 23] and Figure 2Z11) Our main
results are the following:

e Theorem 4.1t For all clones C7 and Cs such that C; C K7 and Cy C Ko,
where

(Kla KQ) € {(Q(l)a Q(l))v (Q(l)a /\)a (Q(l),V), (I*a Uoo), (|*7Woo>,
(IO’ UOO)’ (|1, UOO)’ (IO’WOO)a (Ilawoo)a (La Q(l))’
(AN, (AV), (VL A), (V. V), (A, Q(1)), (V, (1))},
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there are an uncountable infinitude of (C1, Cz)-clonoids. The proof is based
on exhibiting a countably infinite set F' of functions with the property that
f is in the (K7, K3)-clonoid generated by F' if and only if f € F. Since F'
has an uncountable infinity of subsets, the result follows.

e Theorem B0t For all clones C7 and Cs such that C; € K; and Cy C K
for some Ky € {U%,W?} and K, € {U>, W}, there are an uncountable
infinitude of (Cy, 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 U¥- and W*-minors of Boolean functions
due to Nesetfil and the present author [I7].

e Theorem[6.1t For all clones Cq and Cs such that C; O K7 and Cy D K> for
some K € {l,Vo., A1} and Ky € {MUZ, MWgS}, there are only finitely
many (Cy, C)-clonoids.

e Additionally, we establish in Section [3] some general facts about relation-
ships between (C1, Cs)- and (C], C4)-clonoids when the clones C; and Cf or
C3 and CY are duals of each other, or when the target clone CY is obtained
from C5 by adding constant functions or negated projections. These help
us find the cardinalities of the (Cy, C3)-clonoid lattices for a few more clone
pairs (C1,Ca).

In the final Section [7] we summarize the known facts about the (Cy, C3)-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 £(¢, c,)
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 NT, respectively. For n € N, let [n] := {i € NT | 1 <i <n}. We denote
tuples by bold letters and their components by the corresponding italic letters, e.g.,
a=(ay,...,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: A™ — B for some positive integer n called

the arity of f. We denote by .FXZ the set of all n-ary functions from A to B and

we let Fap = U ent ]-'Xg. In the case when A = B, we speak of operations on
A, and we write (91(4") and Q4 for ]-'XZ and F 44, respectively. For C C Fap and
n € N, the n-ary part of C'is C™ := C'N ]'—1(472.

If fe '7:1(9”(,)‘ and g1,...,0n € .7-'1(4%), then the composition of f with (g1,...,9n),
denoted by f(g1,-..,gxs) is a function in fg"é) and is defined by the rule

f(gla S 7gn)(a) = f(gl(a)7 e 7gn(a))7

for alla € A™. The notion of composition extends to function classes. For F' C Fg¢c
and G C Fup, 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 € Nt, f € F(®)
and g1, ..., 9, € G . Function class composition is monotone, i.e., if F, F’ C Fpc,
G,G" C Fap satisfty F C F/ and G C G’, then FG C F'G'.

For n,i € N with 1 < i < n, the i-th n-ary projection on A is the operation
prgn): A" — A, (a1,...,a,) — a;. A clone on A is a set C' C Oy that is closed
under composition and contains all projections, in symbols, CC C C' and J4 C C.
The clones on A form a closure system on O4, and the clone generated by a set
F C Oy, i.e., the least clone containing F', is denoted by (F').



4 CLONOIDS OF BOOLEAN FUNCTIONS

I | Co C1 id = x1 x2 | NV +
0(0 1 0 1 0 0|0 O O
110 1 1 0 1]0 1 1
1 00 1 1
1 171 1 0

TABLE 2.1. Some well-known Boolean functions.

Let A and B be arbitrary nonempty sets, and let C; be a clone on A (the source
clone) and let C3 be a clone on B (the target clone). A set K C Fup is called a
(C1, Co)-clonoid if KC; C K and CyK C K (K is stable under right composition
with C; and under left composition with Cy). The set L, ¢, of all (Cy,C2)-
clonoids forms a closure system on F4p, and the least (C7, C2)-clonoid containing
a set ' C Fap is denoted by <F>(Cl,02)- A (Ja,Jp)-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 monempty sets, and let I C Fep, J C Fpo, K C Fap. Then the
following statements hold.

(i) (IJ)K C I(JK).

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

Lemma 2.2 ([9, Lemma 2.16]). Let C; and C] be clones on A and Cy and C}
clones on B such that C; C Cf and Cy C C4. Then every (C1,C%)-clonoid is a
(C1, Co)-clonoid.

Lemma 2.3 ([I4, Lemma 2.5]). Let F C Fap, and let C1 and Cy be clones on A
and B, respectively. Then (F)c, c,) = C2(FCh).

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] defines a few well-known Boolean functions: ¢y and ¢; (constant
functions), id (identity), = (negation), A (conjunction), V (disjunction), + (addition
modulo 2). Recall that prgn) denotes the i-th n-ary projection; thus id = prgl). For
1 <1 <n, we also let ﬁz(-") = ﬁ(prgn)), the i-th n-ary negated projection.

The complement of a € {0,1} is@ := 1—a. The complement of a = (a1,...,a,) €
{0,1}™ is a := (a1,...,a,). We regard the set {0,1} totally ordered by the nat-
ural order 0 < 1, which induces the direct product order on {0,1}". The poset
({0,1}™, <) 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 — a
being the complementation.

The set of all Boolean functions is denoted by Q. For a,b € {0,1}, let

Qo ={feQ] f(0,...,0)=a},
Qo ={feQ|f1,...,1)=0b},
Qap = Qax N Qs
Moreover, for any K C Q, let Ky := K N Qus, Kip := K N Qupy, Kap := K N Qgp.
For z € {0,1} and n € NT, the n-ary constant function taking value x is
e {0,131 = {0,1}, ¢\ (a) = z for all a € {0, 1}". 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 Cg := Cpg and
C1 = C11.

Let f € Q. The elements of f~'(1) and those of f~1(0) are the true points
and the false points of f, respectively. The negation f, the inner negation f,
and the dual f4 of f are the n-ary Boolean functions given by the rules f(a) :=
f(a), f*(a) := f(@), and fi(a) := f(@), for all a € {0,1}". We can write these
definitions using functional composition as f := —(f), f* := f(ﬁgn), . ﬁ%n)), and
Fi= (=" =0). A Boolean function f € Q) is self-dual if f = f4. We
denote by S the set of all self-dual functions. For any C C Q,let C:={f| f € C},
Chi={f*| feC), = (| feC)

A Boolean function f € Q) is monotone if for all a,b € {0,1}", a < b implies
f(a) < f(b). The set of all monotone functions is denoted by M. We use the
shorthand SM := SN M.

For k€ {n € N|n>2}U{occ}, a function f € Q" is 1-separating of rank k
if for all T C f~1(1) with |T| < k, it holds that AT # 0, and f is 0-separating
of rank k if for all F C f=1(0) with |F| < k, it holds that \/ F # 1. We denote
by U¥ and W* 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 MU* := MU
and MWF := M N WF.

Let L := (+,c1), the clone of linear functions; N := (A, co,c1), the clone of
conjunctions and constants; and V := (V,cp,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 Q(1); the set of all projections and
negated projections by |*; the set of all projections and constant functions by I;
the set of all projections and constant functions taking value 0 by lgp; the set of all
projections and constant functions taking value 1 by |;; and the set of all projections
by J. (ThLIS, |0 = |0*, |1 = |*1, and J = |01.)

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 Il 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 C 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 [Lo1, L] and
[{SM, MU§,, MW§, }, Q] in place of [{Lo1}, {L}] and [{SM, MU§,, MW§, }, {Q}].

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 (C7, C2)-clonoids and the cardinality of the lattice
Lc,,cy) of (C1, Cz)-clonoids.

For c € B, let CfB be the set of all constant functions in F4p taking value c.
For a subset S C B, let C48 = Uces CAB. If A = B, we write simply C# and C§
for CA4 and C44, 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 C; and Cs be clones on A and B, respectively,
and let S C B. Assume that Cy U Cg is a clone on B.
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FIGURE 2.1. Post’s lattice.

(i) If F C Fap is a (C1,Cs)-clonoid, then FUC?B is a (C1, C’QUCE)—clonoid.
(ii) The nonempty (C1,CoUCE)-clonoids are precisely the (Cy, Cs)-clonoids K
satisfying Cg‘B CK.

Proposition 3.2. Let C; and Cy be clones on A and B, respectively, let S C B,
and assume that Co U Cg is a clone on B. Then the following statements hold.
(i) Lc,,coucey is finite if and only if Lic, c,) is finite.
(ii) K(CICZUQSB) is countably infinite if and only if L c, c,) is countably infinite.
(iii) L, coucy is uncountable if and only if L(c,,cy) s uncountable.

Proof. The three statements will follow by exhaustion if we show that £, c,uc)
is finite (countably infinite, uncountably infinite, resp.) whenever L, ¢,) is so.
By the monotonicity of function class composition, we have [Lc, c,ucs)| <
|L(cy,05)|- From this it follows immediately that £, c,ucz) is finite whenever
‘C(C1,Cz) is finite.
For each T'C S, let

A = {F S E(ChCz) | Fn Cg{B = C?B }

Each Ar is a fragment of Lo, ¢,); the nonempty sets of this form constitute a
partition of L, cy)-

Assume now that L, ¢, is (countably, uncountably) infinite. Since there are
only a finite number of subsets of S, at least one of the fragments A7 is (countably,
uncountably) infinite, say Ap. Now, the map F — F U C?B is an injection from
Ap to Ag; therefore |[Ap| < |As|. By Lemma B every member of Ag is a
(C1,C2 U CF)-clonoid. Therefore |As| < |L ¢, c,ucs)| < [Liey,0n] = [Ap] < | As].
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Consequently, E(Cl,@ucg) is (countably, uncountably) infinite whenever L, c,)
is so. (I

Corollary 3.3. Let C1, Ca, and C4 be clones on {0,1}. If both Cy and C4 belong to
one of the intervals [J,1], [I*,Q(1)], Vo1, V], [Ao1,A], [MUE,, MU¥], [MWE,, MWF],
for k € {2,3,...,00}, [Mo1, M], then both L(c, ¢,y and Lc, cy) are finite, both are
countably infinite, or both are uncountable.

Proof. This follows from Proposition by observing that
I=JuC, Q(1)2|*UC, V =V UC, AN=NAyy UC,
MU* = MU}, UCy, MWF =MW§, UC;,, M= Mg UC. 0
Lemma 3.4. For I,J C Q, we have IJ = I™J.
Proof. Let f € IJ. Then f = g(hy,...,h,) for g €1, hy,...,h, € J. Now,

f@) = g(h(a),....ha(@)) = g(h(@),.... ha(a)) = g"(h(a),. .., hn(a)),

and therefore f = g"(h1,...,hy,) € I*J. This shows that IJ C I"J. Because
(I")* = I and J = J, it also follows from the above that I"J C I.J. O

Proposition 3.5. Let Cy and Cy be clones on {0,1}, and let K C Q. Then the
following statements are equivalent:
(a) K is a (Cy,Cs)-clonoid.
(b) K" is a (C{, Cy)-clonoid.
(c) K is a (Cy,Cg)-clonoid.
(d) K4 is a (Cf,CF)-clonoid.

Proof. @ = @ Assume that K is a (C1,Cs)-clonoid. This is equivalent to
K = (K)(c,,c,) = C2(KC1). By Lemma [3.4] we get

K" = (C2(KCy))" = Co(KCy)" = Co(KC}) = Co(K"CY) = Co(K"CY),

K = Cy(KCy) = Co(KC) = (Co)"(KC,) = C{KCy) = CHKCY),

K =K"= C(Kn0Y) = Co(K"CY) = (C2)" (K" CY) = Oy (KnCY) = G (KCY).

This shows that statement @ implies the others. To show the remaining implica-
tions, we just consider K™, K, or K¢ in place of K and C{ and CY in place of C}
and Cjy, respectively. (I

Corollary 3.6. Let Cy and Cy be clones on {0,1}. The lattices L, c,)» Ly ,cd)
E(C?,C‘z)’ and E(C?,C;‘) have the same cardinality.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition O

Lemma 3.7 ([I6, 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) KUCy is a (C,lp)-clonoid.

(¢) KUCy is a (C,ly)-clonoid.

(d) KUC isa (C,l-clonoid.

(e) KUK is a (C,I*)-clonoid.

(f) KUK UC is a (C,Q(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 C Qqx, and let Cy be a subclone of Qp.. When
a =0, let Cy be a subclone of Qo«; when a =1, let Cy be a subclone of Qy1. Then
the following statements hold.

(i) KOy C Qqs-

(ii) (K)(c1,05) € Qax-
Proof. Let f € KCy. Then f = g(hy,...,hy) for some g € K and hq,...,hy, €
C1. We have

f(O) = g(h1(0)7 cee 7h'n(0)) = g(a’a s 7a’> =a,

S0 f € Qux.

Let [ € (K)c,,c,) = C2(KC1). Then f = ¢(71,...,7,) for some ¢ € C;
and v1,...,v, € KC. By YiyeesVn € Qax. We have

f(0) = ©(11(0),...,m(0)) = ¢(a,...,a) = a,
so f € Qux. O

Lemma 3.10. Let C; be a subclone of Qo., and let K be a (Cy,J)-clonoid. Then
Ko = KN Qo and K1, = KN Q. are (C1,J)-clonoids.

Proof. Because K is a (C1, J)-clonoid, we have K = (K), j = J(KC1) = KCi.
We have K(.C; € KC; = K by the monotonicity of function class composition
and Kp+C1; C Qo+ by Lemma B9t therefore, Kp,.C1 € K N Qs = Kops. Similarly,
Kl*Cl Q K01 = K and Kl*Cl g Ql*; therefore, Kl*C’l g Kn Ql* = Kl*. [l

Proposition 3.11. Let Cy be a subclone of Qox or of Q1.

(i) L(c,,y) is uncountable if and only if Lic, -y is uncountable.
il) L, is countably infinite if and only if Lo, 1+ is countably infinite.
( 1, ) ( 1, )
(iii) L(c,,y) is finite if and only if Lic, 1=y is finite.

Proof. We assume that C] is a subclone of Qg.. The claim about subclones of €,
follows by duality from Proposition
Partition £ ¢, j) into four parts:

Li={K €L,y | Koxu#0, K1. #0},
Ly:={K €L,y | Ko« #0, K1. =0},
Ly:={K €L,y | Kox =0, Ki. #0},
Ly:= {K S E(Ch,j) | Kow =0, K1, = @}

Obviously, Ly = {0}.

It follows from Lemma B0 that Ly = L3, and the map K — K is a bijection
between Lo and Lg; therefore, |La| = |L3|. Moreover, the map K +— K U K is an
injection from Lo to Ly (equivalently, from Ls to Lq; therefore |La| = |Ls| < |L1].

Observe also that |L1| < |Lg x Lg|, because the map Ly — Lo X L3, K +—
(Kox, K1) is clearly an injection; note that Ko, and K7, are indeed (C1, J)-clonoids
by Lemma Thus, we have

|La| = |Ls| < |L1| < |La x L.

Because the Cartesian product of finite sets is finite, and the product of countable
sets is countable, it follows that the three parts Li, Lo, 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 £, j) is finite (countably infinite,
uncountable, resp.) then so are Ly, Lo, and Ls.
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Because for each (Cp,J)-clonoid K, the class K U K is a (Cy,1*)-clonoid by
Lemma 377 it follows that K — K UK is an injection Ly — L(c,,1+); therefore,
|L2| < |£(C1,|*) . Because E(Cl,l*) - E(Cl,J)v we have |‘C(C1,|*) < |£(01,J)|.

Now, for statement the implication “<” is clear, and “=" follows from the
above observations (if £¢, j) is uncountable, then so is Ly and hence also L¢, 1))

For statement if L(¢, 1+ is countably infinite, then £, )y is at least count-
ably infinite; but L(¢c, -y cannot be uncountable by Conversely, if Lc, j is
countably infinite, then so is Lg, and therefore L, i+ is at least countably infi-
nite; £(¢, 1+) cannot be uncountable by

For statement the implication “=" is clear, and the implication “<” follows

by contraposition from |(i)| and O

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,Cy) of clones, the lattice £(¢c, c,) of (C1,Ca)-clonoids is uncountably
infinite.

Theorem 4.1. For clones C7 and Cy such that C7 C K1 and Cy C Ko for some
(K1, K2) € {(Q(1),Q(1)), (1), A), (1), V), (I",U%), (I", W),
(IOa UOO)’ (Ila UOO)’ (IO,WOO)’ (Ilﬂwoo)a (La Q(l))’
(A A), (NV), (VN (V. V), (A Q(1), (V,Q2(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 (C7, C2)-clonoids. Because the power
set of a countably infinite set is uncountable, it follows that there are an uncountable
infinitude of (C4, Cy)-clonoids.

We will make use of two such countably infinite families of functions. One of
these families (see Definition [£.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 (2(1), J)-clonoids of Boolean functions.

Definition 4.2. For S C [n], we denote by eg the characteristic n-tuple of S, i.e.,
the tuple (a,...,a,) € {0,1}™ satisfying a; = 1 if and only if i € S. We write e;
for eg;;. (The arity n is implicit in the notation but will be clear from the context.)

Definition 4.3. Let a,b € {0,1}". The Hamming distance betwen a and b is
d(a,b) :={i € [n] | a; # b; }, the number of positions in which the two tuples are
different. The Hamming weight of a is w(a) := {i € [n] | a; # 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:4{0,1}" — {0,1} by the rule f,(a) = 1 if and only if w(a) € {1,n—1}. In other
words, the true points of f,, are the n-tuples e; and €; for 7 € [n]. For S C NT\ [2],
let Fs:={fn|neS}

Definition 4.5. For n € N with n > 3, we define ¢,,: {0,1}"™ — {0, 1} by the rule
gn(a) = 1 if and only if w(a) € {1,n}. In other words, the true points of ¢, are the
n-tuples 1 and e; for i € [n]. For S C NT\ [2], let Qs :={qn |n € S}.
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Observation 4.6. The Hamming distances between true points of f, are, for
i,j € [n] with i # j,

d(e;,e;) =w(0) =0, d(e;,ej) = w(e{m}) =2,
d(e;, &) =w(l) =mn, d(e;, €5) = w(ep\{i;3) =1 — 2,
d(e;,€;) = w(0) =0, d(€;,€5) = w(eg ;1) = 2.

Observation 4.7. Let n > 4. For every u € {0,1}3, there exists a v € {0,1}"3
such that uv € f,71(1) (uv denotes the concatenation of u and v), namely,

es = 00010...0, e; =10000...0, e =01000...0, e3=00100...0,
e, =11101...1, ‘e =01111...1, ey =10111...1, ‘@e3=11011...1.

Moreover, by negating the first component of v, we obtain a tuple v/ € {0,1}"~3
such that uv’ € f,;1(0). Consequently, for every a € {0, 1}", there exist e € f,1(1)
and e’ € f,1(0) such that the first three components of a, e, and e’ coincide.

Definition 4.8. Let f,g € {0,1}™. We say that f is a minorant of g and that g is
a magjorant of f, and we write f < g, if f(a) < g(a) for all a € {0, 1}™.

Lemma 4.9. Let m,n > 5.

(1) If o € {fm} Q1) and fo < @ or =p < f, then p =c1 or m=n.
(i) If o € {fm}lo or ¢ € {fm} h and fn < ¢, then m = n.

Proof. [[Q)] Assume ¢ € {f,n} Q(1). Then ¢ = fn(g1,...,gm) for some g1,...,gm €
Q(1). Taking g: {0,1}™ — {0,1}™, g(a) = (¢1(a),...,gm(a)), we have p = f,,, 0 g.
We can write g; = 7Y,(;) + cq; for some o: [m] — [n] U {0}, where v; = pr( ") if
€ [n], v = co, and d; € {0,1}. Thus g(a) = v(a) +d, where vy: {0,1}" — {0,1}™
is y(a) = ('yl( )y s Ym(a)), and d = (dy, ..., dm).
If f, < ¢, then for every e € f, (1), it holds that f,.(g(e)) = 1, ie., g(e) €
f-1(1). In other words, g maps true points of f,, to true points of f,,.
If —¢ < f,, then for every e € f,1(0), it holds that —(¢(e)) = =(fm(g(e))) =0,
i.e., g(e) € f,,1(1). In other words, g maps false points of f,, to true points of f,,.

Claim 4.9.1. Either ¢ = ¢; or there are at least four elements p € [n] such that
-1 (
p) # 0.

Proof of Claim [{-9-1] Assume there are fewer than four elements p € [n] such that
o~ (p) # 0. We may assume, without loss of generality, that these elements are

., ¢ for some ¢ < 3. Let a € {0,1}". By Observation .7l there exist e €
f71(1) and € € f,71(0) such that the first £ components of a, e, and €’ coincide.
Because g does not depend on the arguments with indices greater than ¢, we have
gla) = g(e) = g(e’). If g maps true points of f, to true points of f,,, then
p(a) = fm(g(a)) = fin(g(e)) = 1. If g maps false points of f,, to true points of f,,,
then p(a) = fin(g(a)) = fi(g(€’)) = 1. In either case, we conclude that ¢ =c;. B

In view of Claim B9} we assume from now on that there are at least four
elements p € [n] such that o~1(p) # 0, i.e., [Imo N [n]| > 4.

Claim 4.9.2. Imo N [n] = [n].

Proof of Claim[4.9.2. Suppose, to the contrary, that Imo N [n] C [n], and let p €
[n] \ Imo. Because g does not depend on the p-th argument, we have g(e,) =
g(0) =(0)+d=0+d =d. Since 0 € f,'(0) and e, € f, (1) and g maps true
points of f,, to true points of f,, or g maps false points of f,, to true points of f,,,
it follows that d € f,,*(1), so d equals e, or €, for some g € [m].

Now, for every i € Imo N [n] we have g(e;) = g(eq;py) = v(ei) +d =e,—1¢;) +d.
Because ; € (1) and ey € f7'(0) and g(f; (1)) € f1(1) or g(f7(0)) €
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[t (1), it follows that €,-1(;y+d € f,,'(1), and therefore 0~ (i) equals either {q, k}
or [m] \ {q, k} for some k € [m] \ {q}. Since o-preimages of distinct elements are
disjoint, it follows that Im o N [n] can have at most two elements. This contradicts

our assumption that ImoNn]| >4. m
Claim 4.9.3. |071(i)| = 1 for all i € [n].

Proof of Claim [{-9.3 Note that, by Claim[.9.2 every element of [n] has a preimage
under o, i.e., [071(i)] > 1 for all i € [n]. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a
p € [n] such that |o~1(p)| > 2. Let q € [n] with p # ¢. If g maps true points of
fn to true points of f,,, then g(e,) = e,-1(,) +d and g(e;) = e,-1(4 + d are in
f';zl(l)v and d(eafl(p) + dveafl(q) + d) = w(eafl({p,q})) = |O’71({p, q})| If g maps
false points of f,, to true points of f,,, then g(0) = d and g(efp 41) = €,-1({p,q} +d
are in f,,1(1), and d(d, e,—1({p,q1) +d) = w(eo—1(pq1) = [0 ({p,q})|. It follows
from Observation FL6 that [0~ ({p, ¢})| € {0,2,m — 2,m}. But cardinalities 0 and
2 are impossible, because |o~1({p,q})| > |[o~1(p)| > 2. Cardinalities m — 2 and m
are impossible, because if either of these were the case, then we would have

m > o~ ([n])| = [o " ({p,a})| + [0~ ([n] \ {p, a})]
>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.) m

It follows from Claims and that for R := o7([n]), o|r: R — [n] is
a bijection, and hence m > n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
o(i) =1 for all i € [n] and o(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}",

. d(g(a),g(b)) = w(g(a) + g(b)) = w(a0d + d + b0 +d)
() = w(a0 + b0) = w(a+ b) = d(a, b).

Claim 4.9.4. ¢ 1(0) =0, i.e., m = n.

Proof of Claim[{-9.4} Suppose, to the contrary, that o=1(0) # 0, i.e., m > n. By
(@, d(gle1), g(e)) = d(er,83) = n—2 and d(g(0), g(6712y)) = (0, 8712]) = n—2.
If ¢ maps true points of f, to true points of f,,, then g(e;) and g(€3) are true
points of f,,, with Hamming distance n — 2. If g maps false points of f,, to true
points of f,,, then g(0) and g(€{7 2y) are true points of f,, with Hamming distance
n — 2. By Observation [£.6] the Hamming distance between true points of f,, must
be 0, 2, m — 2, or m. Because n > 5, we have 3 <n —2 < m — 2. We have reached
a contradiction. B

Claim [£.9.4] now gives us the desired conclusion that m = n.

[(if)] Since every function in Iy preserves 0, ¢ € {f,n} lo implies ¢(0) = f,,(0) = 0,
and therefore ¢ # c¢;. Similarly, every function in |y preserves 1, so ¢ € {fn}h
implies p(1) = fmn (1) = 0, and therefore ¢ # cy. Part|(i)| then gives m = n. O

Lemma 4.10. Let m,n > 3. If ¢ € {gm} " and ¢, < ¢, then m = n.

Proof. Assume ¢ € {gn}1*. Then ¢ = ¢m(g1,...,9m) for some g1,...,g9m € I*.
Taking ¢g: {0,1}™ — {0,1}™, g(a) = (¢91(a),. .., gm(a), we have ¢ = ¢, 0g. We can
write g; = pr((;zz).) +cg, for some o: [m] — [n] and d; € {0,1}. Thus, g(a) = y(a)+d,
where v: {0,1}" +— {0,1}"™ is y(a) = ao + d, where ac = (ag(1), -, d(m)) and
d=(dy,...,dn).

Now, because ¢, < ¢, for every a € ¢, (1), it holds that ¢,(g(a)) = 1, i.e.,
g(a) € ¢} (1); in other words, g maps true points of g, to true points of g,,. We
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will consider two cases according to the image of 1, a true point of ¢,, under g. We
must have that g(q) equals either 1 or e, for some p € [m].

Assume first that g(1) = e, for some p € [m]. Then e, = lo +d =1+4d, so
d = €,. Consequently, g(a) = ac + €, for all a. In particular, for each j € [n],
we have g(ej) = e,-1(;) +€,. Because g maps true points of ¢, to true points
of ¢, we must have that for all j € [n], 07 (j) = {p} (in which case g(e;) = 1),
o71(j) = [m] (in which case g(e;) = ep, or o7 (j) = [m] \ {p, ¢} for some q € [m)]
with p # ¢ (in which case g(e;) = e,4). But any collection of three sets of this form
are not pairwise disjoint, which implies that Im ¢ has at most two elements because
o-preimages of distinct elements are disjoint. Because n > 3, there is an element
r € [n] \ Imo, and we have g(e,) = e,0 +€, =0+¢€, =€, ¢ ¢,,'(1). We have
reached a contradiction, which shows that this case is impossible.

Assume now that g(1) =1. Then 1 =10 +d =1+4d, so d = 0. Consequently,
g(a) = ao for all a. In particular, for each j € [n], we have g(e;) = e,-1(;). Because
¢ maps true points of g, to true points of ¢,, we must have that for all j € [n],
lo=1(j)| € {1,m}; thus o is surjective. It is not possible that |0~ (j)| = m for some
7, because n > 3 and o-preimages of distinct elements are disjoint. Consequently,
lo=1(j)| = 1 for all j € [n], so o is injective. We conclude that o is bijective, and
therefore m = n. O

Proposition 4.11. Forn > 5, S C Nt \ [4], we have f, € (Fs)qu),a@)) if and
only if n € S.

Proof. 1f n € S, then obviously f, € (Fs)(1),001))-
Assume now that f,, € (Fs)u).0a) = Q1)(Fs(1)). Because f, is not a

constant function, we have that f, = ¢ or f, = ¢, where ¢ = fi,(h1,..., k) for
some m € S and hy, ..., hy, € Q(1). It follows from Lemma [L.9(i)| that m = n, and
therefore n € S. O

Proposition 4.12. Forn >5, S C N\ [4], we have f, € (Fs) (1)) if and only
ifnesS.

Proof. If n € S, then obviously f, € (Fs)@q(1)a)-

Assume now that f, € (Fs)a)a = AMFsQ(1)). Then f,, = /\f:1 g; for some
gi € FsQ(1), i.e., i = fm;(Ri1, .-, him, ), where m; € S and the inner functions h;;
come from Q(1). Then f,, < g; for all i € [¢]. Because f,, is not the constant function
c1, there must exist a j € [¢] such that g; # ¢;. It follows from Lemma LU(1)| that
m; = n, and therefore n € S. O

Proposition 4.13. Let n > 5, S C Nt \ [4], and a € {0,1}. We have f, €
(Fs)q,,u~) if and only if n € S.

Proof. If n € S, then obviously f,, € (Fs)(, u~)-

Assume now that f, € (Fs)q, u~) = U®(Fsly). Then f, = pu(g1,...,9¢) for
some p € U*® and ¢1,...,9¢ € Fslg, so for ¢ € [{], g; = fm,(hi1, ..., him,), where
m,; € S and the inner functions h;; come from |l,. Because p € U, we have
Ap~'(1) # 0, so there is a j € [] such that f;'(1) C g;'(1), ie., fu S g;. It
follows from Lemma that m; = n, and therefore n € S. O

Proposition 4.14. Letn >3, S C Nt \ [2]. We have q,, € (Qs)q+,u~=) if and only
ifnes.

Proof. If n € S, then obviously ¢, € (Qs) (- ue)-

Assume now that ¢, € (Qs)-uy~) = U*(Qs1*). Then ¢, = u(g1,...,g¢) for
some p € U*® and ¢1,...,9¢ € Qs 1*, so for i € [¢], gi = qm,;(hi1, ..., him,), where
m; € S and the inner functions h;; come from I*. Because p € U™, we have
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An~t(1) # 0, so there is a j € [] such that ¢, (1) C gjfl(l), ie, g < g;. It
follows from Lemma FT0 that m; = n, and therefore n € S. O

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

Proof. Assume that ¢ € {f,}L. Then ¢ = fi.(g1,. .-, gm) for some g1,...,gm € L.
Claim 4.15.1. The map g = (g1,..-,9n): {0,1}" — {0,1}™ has the following
properties:

(i) For the ternary group, B = ({0, 1}, +3) with +3(z,y,2) =x+y+2,gisa
homomorphism from B" to B™, and hence for every odd natural number

2% +1,
2k+1 2k+1
(2) g (Z uz-) =3 gw).
=1 =1

(ii) If ¢ € [n], then

g@) = Y gle) and gle)= > g)
jeln\{i} jeln\{i}
(iii) g maps ¢~ 1(1) into f,,1(1) and ¢~1(0) into f,,*(0).

Proof of Claim [{.151] The clone L is generated by + and 1. Since + is a
homomorphism B? — B and 1 is a homomorphism B — B, it follows that g is a
homomorphism B — B™. This means that g(u + v+ w) = g(u) + g(v) + g(w).
Repeated application of this equality yields (2]).

Because n is even, we have & = } ..\ € and € = 30 ;1 € and
we get the claimed equalities by

[(iii)] For any a € ¢~ (1) we have (f,, og)(a) = 1; hence g(a) € f,,*(1). Similarly,
for any a € »~1(0) we have g(a) € f,,1(0). m

Assume from now on that ¢ € {fn, fn}.

Claim 4.15.2.
(i) For all 4, j € [n] with i # j, we have g(e;) # g(e;).
(ii) For all 4,5 € [n] with i # j, we have g(€;) # g(€;).

Proof of Claim [{.17.2 Suppose, to the contrary, that there are 4,j € [n] with
i # j such that g(e;) = g(e;). Let k € [n]\ {4,j}. Then e;jx = e; +e; + e, and
by @),

gleik) = gle:) + gle;) + gler) = gler),
which contradicts Claim because f,(e;jx) =0 and f,(ex) = 1 and hence

p(eijr) # p(er).
|(i1)| The proof is similar to We just need to replace each ey with e7. m

Claim 4.15.3. There are no ¢,j € [n] such that g(e;) = g(e;) or g(€;) = g(e;).

Proof of Claim [{.15.3 Suppose, to the contrary, that g(e;) = g(e;). Then i # j

and g(e;) + g(e;) = 1. Let k € [n]\ {i,/}. We get
gleijr) = g(ei) + g(e;) + gler) = 1+ glex) = glex).
Because f,, is reflexive, i.e., fi,(a) = fn(a) for all a € {0,1}™, this implies that
fm(g(eijr)) = fm(g(ex)). This contradicts Claim EI5JNiii)| because f,(eyx) = 0
and fr(ex) = 1 and hence ¢(e;jx) # p(ex).
The claim about €; and €; is proved in a similar way. ®
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Claim 4.15.4. There are no u,v € {0,1}" such that u # v, u # v, w(u) ¢
{Lin—1}, w(v) € {1,n — 1}, and g(u) = g(v) or g(u) = g(v).

Proof of Claim [{-15.4) Suppose, to the contrary, that u,v € {0,1}" are tuples such
that u Z v, u# v, w(u) ¢ {1,n — 1}, w(v) ¢ {1,n— 1}, and g(u) = g(v) + ¢ for
some ¢ € {0,1}. Let I :=={i€n]|u, =1} and J:={i € [n]|v; =1}; then
u=e;,v=ey, I # Jand I # [n]\ J. The following sets are pairwise disjoint and
their union is [n]:

A:=1INnJ, B:=1\J, C:=J\I, D:=[n]\({UJ).

Let K := BUC = IAJ (the symmetric difference of I and J). Because I # J,
we have K # (). Because I # [n]\ J, we have AU D = [n] \ K # 0. Therefore,
1<|K|<n-—1.

Choose an element k € [n] as follows. If 1 < |K| < 2, then take k from A U
D =[n\K. If n—2 < |K|] <n—1, then take k from K. Otherwise k is
arbitrary. Let K’ := KA{k}. The choice of k ensures that 2 < |K’| < n—2; hence,
ex +er = exnqr} = ex’ € f,1(0). Moreover, e, € f, (1), so p(ex) # ¢(ex).
However,

glex) =gler +es +ex:) =gler) +gles) +glex) = glex’) +c.

Because f, is reflexive, this implies f,,(g(ex)) = fm(glex’) + ¢) = f(glex)),
which contradicts Claim [ ]

The proof now proceeds in different ways according to whether ¢ = f,, or p = f,.
We assume first that ¢ = f,,. By Claim there exists a map o: [n] — [m]
such that o(i) = j if and only if g(e;) € {e;,€;}. Thus, for every ¢ € [n], there
exists a ¢; € {0, 1} such that g(e;) = e,(;) + ¢;. By Claims 1521 and E15.3] o is
injective, so m > n. Let now

n

(3) d:=) gle).

i=1
Claim 4.15.5. For the tuple d defined above in @), d =0 or d = 1.
Proof of Claim [{.15.3 Note that

d=g(e;) +g€) for all i € [n].

Now, fix a p € [n], and let u:= g(e,) and v :=g(€,). Then d = u+v.

By Claim there exist r,s € [m] such that u € {e,, &} and v €
{es,€5}. Suppose, to the contrary, that d # 0 and d # 1, that is, u # v and
u#V,ie, r # s Thend € {es€s}. Ind = e, then the only possible
decompositions of d into elements of f,.}(1) are e, + e; and &, + €;. In d = &5,
then the only possible decompositions of d into elements of f,.1(1) are e, + &, and
€, + e;. Consequently, either for all i € [n], {g(e;),g(€;)} € {{er, es},{€r,€}},
or for all i € [n], {g(e;),g(€)} € {{er, €5}, {€r,es}}. Because n > 6, by the
pigeonhole principle, there exist 4, j € [n] with ¢ # j such that g(e;) = (e;), which
contradicts the injectivity of . B

By Clalmm for all ¢ € [TL], {g(el)vg(e_l)} - {ea(i)a ea(i)}'
Suppose now, to the contrary, that m > n. Let i € [n]. By Claim

ge)= >, gle)= Y (eonte)=( D, e+
jeln} jeln} jel}

t
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for some ¢ € {0,1}. We have w(t) =n—1,s0 w(t +¢) € {n—1,m —n + 1}.
Because m > n, we have 2 < w(t +c¢) <n — 2, so g(&;) € f,,1(0), a contradiction.
We conclude that n = m whenever f,, € {fm}L.

Assume now that ¢ = f,,. By Claim g maps f, (1) into f,,*(0) and
F21(0) into f,1(1). Fori € {1,2,3}, we have f,,(e;+es) = 0, so g(e;+es) = ej, +¢;
for some j; € [m] and ¢; € {0,1}. By Claim 154 ji, jo, and js are pairwise
distinct. Now,

3
Z(ei +es) =eq234y € fr ' (0),
i=1
3 3
g(Z(ei +eq)) = Zg(ei +e4) = ey, s} € Jrm (0),
i=1 i=1

which contradicts Claim O

Proposition 4.16. Let M :={n €N |n>6,n even}. Letn € M and S C M.
We have f, € (Fs)w o)) if and only ifn € S.
Proof. If n € S, then obviously f, € (Fs) v o(1))-

Assume now that f, € (Fs)wou)) = Q1)(FsL). Then f, = u(g1,...,g¢) for
some u € Q(1) and g1,...,9¢ € FsL. Clearly, u cannot be a constant function, so
u is either a projection or a negated projection. Therefore, for some i € [¢], f, = g;
or f, = gi, where g; = fmn(h1,...,hy) for some m € S and hy,...,hy, € L. It
follows from Lemma .15 that n =m € S. O

Lemma 4.17. Let mn > 4. If o € {fm}V, v(1) =0, and f, < ¢, then m = n.

Proof. Assume ¢ € {fn}V and f, < ¢. Then ¢ = f,,, o g, where g € (V™)™
Let B = ({0,1}, V) be the semigroup with neutral element 0.
Claim 4.17.1. The function g has the following properties.

(i) g is a homomorphism from B™ to B™, i.e., g(uV v) = g(u) vV g(v) for all
u,v € B”.
(ii) If i € [n], then
g =\ sle)
J€ln]\{4}
(iii) g maps f,,*(1) into f,.1(1).
Proof of Claim [{.171] The clone V is generated by V and the constants 0 and
1. The claim follows from the fact that V is a homomorphism B2 — B and 0 and

1 are homomorphisms B — B.
|(ii)| This follows from the homomorphism property and from the fact that

& = Ve iy -
Because f, < fm og, we have that f,1(1) C (f, og)~(1). Consequently,

g maps f,, }(1) into £, 1(1). m
Claim 4.17.2.

(i) For all 4, j € [n] with i # j, we have g(€;) # g(€;).

(ii) For all 4,5 € [n] with i # j, we have g(e;) # g(e;).
Proof of Claim [{- 172 Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i,j € [n] with
i # j such that g(e;) = g(e;) =: d. We have d € f,!(1) by Claim
Moreover, €; Ve; = 1, so

g(1) =g(e; ve;) =g(e) vgle) =dvd=d.
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Therefore, ¢(1) = f,,(g(1)) = fin(d) = 1, which contradicts our assumption that
¢(1) = 0.
Suppose, to the contrary, that there are ,j € [n] with ¢ # j such that

g(e;) = g(e;). Then, by Claim ETTIii)]
g = \/ sglex)=sgl)v \/ sgler)

kelm\{i} kel {3}
—gle)v \/ glen)= \ sler) =g,
kel {0} kel )

which is a contradiction to part [ ]
Claim 4.17.3. For all i € [n] and for all j € [m], g(e;) #&;.

Proof of Claim [{-17.5 Suppose, to the contrary, that there are i € [n] and j € [m]
such that g(e;) =€;. Then, by Claim we get for all £ € [n]\ {i} that

ge)= \/ sglex)=gle)v \/ sgl=gv \/ sgle)>e,
keln]\{¢} ken]\{¢,} ke[n]\{¢,i}
where < denotes the natural ordering of the semilattice B™ induced by the ordering
0 < 1 of B. Since the only tuples that are greater than or equal to €; are €; € f,,,*(1)
and 1 € f,,1(0), it follows from Claim EETZ.I[iii)| that g(ez) = &; for all £ € [n]\ {i}.
This contradicts Claim EI7.2] because n > 4. m

It follows from Claims and that there is a map o: [n] — [m]
such that g(e;) = e,(; for all i € [n]. By Claim o is injective; hence
m > n. Let now i € [n], and let b := g(€;). Since & € f, (1), Claim EIZIfiii)|
implies that b € f,.1(1). By Claim we have

b=g@) =\ sle)= \ e
JemI\{i} Jem\{i}
Because o is injective, exactly n — 1 entries of b are equal to 1. In order for b to

be in f,,1(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. O

Proposition 4.18. Forn >4, S C Nt \ [3], we have f, € (Fs) a) if and only if
nes.

Proof. 1f n € S, then obviously f,, € (Fs)wa)-

Assume now that f, € (Fs)v,a) = A(FsV). Then f,, = A(¢1,...,pp) for some
A€ Nand ¢i1,...,9, € FsV. Because f, is not a constant function, A is not
constant. Without loss of generality, we may assume that A = x; A2y A~ A xyp,
and so f, = /\z‘e[p] ;. Consequently, f, is a minorant of each ¢; (i € [p]). Moreover,
for each a € f,1(0), there is a j € [p] such that ¢;(a) = 0. In particular, there is a
q € [p] such that ¢,(1) = 0. Because ¢, € {fn}V for some m € S, it follows from
Lemma [£T7 that n = m € S. O

Definition 4.19. Let f € Q. A chain up < u; < --- < uy of tuples in {0,1}" is
alternating in f if for all i € {0,...,¢ — 1}, f(u;) # f(w;41). The number ¢ 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 C NT\ [3].
(i) fa & (Fs)(v,0)-
(ii) fn € (Fs)(v,+) if and only if n € S.
(iii) fn € (Fs)(v,oq)) if and only if n € S.
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Proof. Observe that Alt(f.,) = Alt(f,,) = 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 C N, f,, ¢ FsM D FsV = (Fs),j)-
Because
(Fs)v,) =1"(FsV) = (JUIJ)(FsV) = J(FsV) UJ(FsV) = (Fs)v,3) U (Fs)v,5),

it follows from part [(i)] that f, € (Fs) (v, if and only if f, € (Fs)v,j). It follows
from Proposition I8 that this holds if and only if n € S.

It is clear that if n € S, then f, € (Fs)wv,ou). Conversely, if f, €
(Fs)v,aq1)), then f, = u(g1,...,9m) for some u € Q(1) and g1,...,9m € FsV.
Clearly, v cannot be a constant function, so u € I*, and we have

fn €1(FsV) = (JUJ)(FsV) = J(FsV) UJ(FsV) = (Fs) v, U (Fs)v.))-
Then either f, of f, is in (Fs),j It follows from Proposition and part
that n € S. O
)

Proof of Theorem[/.1] It suffices to prove the statement for (C1,C2) = (K1, Ko
where (K7, K32) is one of the pairs ((1),Q(1)), (2(1),A), (I, U%), (lg, U™), (I, U>),
(L, (1)), (V,N), (V,9Q(1)). By Lemma 2.2 it holds that for all clones C; and Cj
such that C; C K7 and Cy C Ka, there are an uncountable infinitude of (Cy, Cs)-
clonoids. For the remaining pairs (K7, K2) listed in the statement of the theorem,
the result follows from Proposition 3.5

By Propositions 4171, [A.12] E13] E14] [4.16], 4.18] 420, there exists a countably
infinite set F' of functions with the property that for all subsets S C F and for
all f € F, we have f € (S)(k, Kk,) if and only if f € S. Consequently, for all
S, T C F, we have (S)(k, k,) = (T)(k,,k,) if and only if S = T. Because the
power set of F' is uncountable, it follows that there are an uncountable infinitude
of (K1, K3)-clonoids. O

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, Cs)-
clonoids when C and Cy are subclones of clones of 0- or 1-separating functions of
rank 2 and oo, respectively. We refer here to the definitions and results presented
in an earlier paper by Nesetiil and the present author [I7]. In this earlier paper,
the main notion of study was the so-called C-minor relation on F4p, where C is
a clone on A. We will first briefly explain the connection between C-minors and
(C1, Cy)-clonoids in order to translate the earlier results into our current setting.

Definition 5.1. Let f,g € Fap, and let C' be a clone on A. We say that f is a
C-minor of g, and we write f <¢ 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 <¢ is a quasiorder (a reflexive
and transitive relation) on F4p, and it induces an equivalence relation =¢ on Fap
(f =c g if and only if f <¢ g and g <¢ f) and a partial order, also denoted by
<c,on Fap/=c (f/=c <c¢ g/=c if and only if f < ¢) in the usual way.

Lemma 5.2 ([I6, Lemma 4.2]). Let C' be a clone on A, and let F C Fap. The
following statements are equivalent.
(i) FC=F.
(ii) F is a downset of the C-minor quasiorder (Fap,<c).
(iii) F is a (C,Jp)-clonoid.
(iv) F =D for some downset D of the C-minor partial order (Fap/=c,<c).
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For k € NU {oo}, 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 C f~1(1)
is a hyperedge if and only if 2 < |S| < k and AS = 0. In particular, G(f,2)
and G(f, 00) are called the disjointness graph and the disjointness hypergraph of f,
respectively.

Proposition 5.3 ([I7, Proposition 8]). Let f,g € Qo. and let k € {2,3,...,00}.
Then f <yr g, i.e., f € (g)(ur.yy, if and only if G(f, k) — G(g,k).

Proposition 5.4. For any K C Qo., (K)u2,u~) = (K)u2.3)-

Proof. The inclusion (K) w2 3y € (K)uz,u~) is clear.

In order to prove the converse inclusion, let f € (K) 2 y=) = U>(KU?). Then
f=mn(p1,...,p) for some n € U, ©1,...,0, € KU2. Because ¢ = (p1,...,0¢)
maps f~!(1) into n7!(1) and because n € U™, there exists a j € [¢] such that
pj(a) =1for alla € f~!(1). In other words, f < ¢;.

Now, @; = g(h1,...,hp) for some g € K, hy,... hy € U, ie., ;€ (9)ur .-
By Proposition 53, G(¢;,k) — G(g,k). Because f is a minorant of ¢;, it follows
that G(f, k) is an induced subgraph of G(p;, k), and therefore the inclusion map
G(f,k) — G(gj,k) is a homomorphism. Consequently, G(f,k) — G(g,%), which
implies, by Proposition 5.3, that f € (g) x5 € (K)ur,J)- O

Theorem 5.5. For all clones Cy and Cs such that C; C K1 and Cy C Ko for
some Ky € {U2,W?} and Ko € {U% W}, there are an uncountably infinitude of
(C1, C)-clonoids.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the statement for C; = U? and Cy = U°. It holds for
the remaining pairs (C1, C2) of clones by Proposition and Lemma

By the results of [17], the U*-minor partial order (Fap/=yr, <yr) is univer-
sal in the class of countable posets, even when restricted to Qo./=yr (or even to
Mo1/=yr). Thus, there exists a countably infinite antichain @ in P = (Qo. /=y, <yr).
Distinct subsets of @ 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 UF C Qq,, it follows from Lemmata and that the downsets of P
are also downsets of (Fap/=yx, <yr). Moreover, again by Lemmal5.2] the downsets
of the U¥-minor poset (Fap/=yr, <yr) are essentially the same thing as (U¥, J)-
clonoids. Consequently, there are an uncountably infinitude of (U, J)-clonoids that
are subsets of Qo.. By Proposition B4l (K)yr jy = (K)ur,u=) for all K C Qo.,
and it follows that there are an uncountable infinitude of (U¥, U%®)-clonoids as well.
This holds in particular when k& = 2. (I

6. FINITE CLONOID LATTICES

In this section, we show that for certain pairs (Cy, C3) of clones, there are only a
finite number of (C4, Cy)-clonoids, and we explicitly describe such (C1, Cs)-clonoids.

Theorem 6.1. For all clones Cy and Cy such that C1 O K1 and Cy O Ko for some
K; E{l,VO*,/\*l}, KQG{MUS?,MWS?},

there are only finitely many (Cy, Ca)-clonoids.

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for (Cy,C3) = (K1, K3), where (K1, K3)

is one of the pairs (I, MUS?) and (Vo., MUZ;). This is the content of Propositions

and [6.3] below. By Lemma [2.2] it holds that for all clones C; and Cs such that

C7 2O K; and Cy DO Ko, there are only a finite number of (C7, C3)-clonoids. For

the remaining pairs (K1, K3) specified in the statement of the theorem, the result
follows from Proposition O
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The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of the finiteness of the
lattices of (I, MU)- and (Vo., MUgY?)-clonoids (Propositions and [6.3). In fact,
we will explicitly describe these clonoids.

Proposition 6.2. There are precisely 7 (I, MUS9)-clonoids, and they are Q, M, M,
C, Co, Cy1, and 0. These are also the (I, MWE])-clonoids.

Proof. We prove the claim about (I, MUZS)-clonoids. It turns out that dualization
is a bijection on the set of all (I, MUZ])-clonoids. Consequently, by Proposition B35
these classes are also precisely the (I, MW{Y)-clonoids.

It is straightforward to verify that each one of the classes Q, M, M, C, Co, Cy,
and 0 is stable under right composition with | and stable under left composition
with MUZ;. (For the left stability under MUgS, it might be helpful to note that
MUSS is a subclone of M, and hence MU M C M and MUY M C M.)

It remains to show that there are no further (I, MUgZS)-clonoids. This is achieved
by showing that every subset of Q generates one of Q, M, M, C, Cy, Cy, and 0.
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)(,Muge) = K. This will be done in the claims that follow.

Claim 6.2.1. If f € Q\ M and g € Q\ M, then (f, 9)1mug) = Q

Proof of Claim [621l We show first that Q(1) C {f, g}l. Because f € Q\ 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}l because ¢1 = f(cays---,Ca,)s

Co = f(cblv s 7Cbn)7 and prz(m)

flaa,...,a,), where

Co 1fa1:bz:0,
o = C1 1faz:b1:1,

prgm) ifa; =1 and b; =0,

and co,cl,prz(-m) € I. In a similar way we get prg.m) = g(f1,...,Bn) for suitable
Bi,s..., Bn € 1. Therefore Q(1) C {f, g}l
Now, let ¢ € Q, say, of arity n, and define ¢': {0,1}?"*2 — {0,1},

1 if c=1and (d =1 or w(ab) > n),
¢'(a,b,c,d) =<{ p(a) ifc=1,d=0,a=Db,
0 ifc=0o0r (c=1,d=0,w(ab) <n, and a # b).
Clea’rIY7 SD/ € MUS? and ¥ = wl(prlv"'7prn7p_r15"'amaclvco) € MUS?Q(l)
Therefore, @ C MU Q(1) € MUG({f, 9} 1) = (f, 9) a,muze) S Q2. m

Claim 6.2.2. If f cM \ C, then <f>(I1MU8? =M

Proof of Claim[62Z2. 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 | C {f} I.
Now, let ¢ € M, say, of arity n, and define ¢': {0,1}"+2 — {0, 1},
1 ifc=d=1,
o'(a,c,d) =< p(a) ife=1,d=0,
0 if c=0.

Clearly, ¢’ € MUS) and ¢ = ¢'(pry,...,pr,,c1,¢0) € MUZI. Therefore, M C
MUGT I € MUG({/}1) = (f)amug) EM. =

Claim 6.2.3. If f S m \ C, then <f>(I1MU8?) = 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 | C {f}I.
Now, let ¢ € M, say, of arity n, and define ¢’: {0,1}""2 — {0,1},

1 ifc=d=1,
go’(a,c,d) = 50(5) if c= 17 d:()v
0 if c=0.

Clearly, ¢’ € MUG; and ¢ = ¢'(pry,...,Dpr,,c1,c0) € MUG I. Therefore, M C
MUGT 1 € MUGTH{F}H) = (Namugy) EM. =

Claim 6.2.4. (co,c1)a,mugs) = C, {co)amuz) = Co, (c1)amuge) = Ci, (0),muze) =

0.
Proof of Claim[6.2.3. Clear. m
All classes are exhausted, and the proof is complete. (I

Proposition 6.3. There are 13 (Vox, MUGY)-clonoids, and they are 0, Co, Cq, C,
MO*; M1*7 M7 M7 QO*7 Ql*, QO* U Cl, Q1* UCO, Q.

Proof. Firstly, we need to verify that the given classes are indeed (Vo., MUS?)-
clonoids. It suffices to do this only for the meet-irreducible classes Q, Qg. U Cq,
Q1. U Co, Qoxs Qs M, and M, because the intersection of (Vo., MUSS)-clonoids is
again a (Vo., MUgSS)-clonoid. This is mainly straightforward verification; note that
Vo and MUGS are subclones of Q, Qq., M, so the stability under right and left
composition is clear.

We give here the proof of the fact that MUS? (Q0. U C1) C Qp. U Cy; the remain-
ing cases are left as an exercise for the reader. Let ¢ € MU (Q0. U Cy). Then
v = f(g1,...,9n) for some f € MU§ and g1,...,9n € Qo UCy. If p(0) = 0,
then ¢ € Qpx C Qp« U Cy and we are done. Assume that ¢(0) = 1. Then
d = (91(0),...,9,(0)) € f~1(1). Because g; € Q0.UC; for alli € [n], we haved; = 1
if and only if g; € Cy, and it follows that for all a € {0,1}™, (g1(a),...,gn(a)) > d.
Because f is monotone, this implies that (g1(a),...,gn(a)) € f~1(1), and we con-
clude that p=c1 € C, C QO* U Cy.

Secondly, we need to show that there are no further (Vo., MUZ)-clonoids. We
achieve this by showing that the (Vo., MUS?)-clonoid generated by any subset of Q
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) <@>(vm,Mug§) =0.
) For f € Cp, we have <f>(V01,MUg‘{) = Cp.
) For f € Cy, we have (f)v,, mug) = Ci.
) For f € C\ Cp and g € C\ Cy, we have <fag>(V01,MUg‘1’) =C.
) For f € Mo. \ Co, we have (f)v,, muz) = Mox.
) For f € My, \ Cq, we have (F)(Vor Muge) = M.
) For f € M\ My, and g € M\ C, we have (f, g) vy, muz) = M.
) For f € M\ My, and g € M\ C, we have (f39) (Vor MUZ®) =M.
) For f € Qo. \ Mo, we have (f),, Mug) = Qo
) For f € Q. \ My, we have () (Vor Muge) = Q1.
) For f € (0. UCy)\ Qox and g € (Qox U C1) \ M, we have (f, g)(v,, Muzs) =
QO* U C.
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(1) For f S (Ql* U Co) \ Ql* and g € (Ql* U C0> \m, we have <f, g>(V01,MU8§) =
Q1. U Co.
(m) For f € Q\ (Q.UC;) and g € Q\ (1. UCo), we have (f, g) v, ,muge) = Q

Proof of Claim 631 [(a)] Clear.

[(0)] We have f = co and {co}Vor = Co, 50 (f)ver.muzz) = MU ({f}Vor)
MUSSCo = Co.

We have f = c; and {c1}Vo1 = Ci, s0 (f)(ve,.muz) = MUGT({f}Vor) =
MU Cy = Cy.

@We have f € C; and g € Cy. Therefore, by@and we have C = CoUCy =
(9) (Vor Mgy U () (Vor Muge) € (5 9) (vor Muge) € C.

Because f is a non-constant monotone function, we have f(0) = 0 and

f(@) =1. Then f(id,...,id) = id, and, in fact, for every v € Vo., f(7,...,7) =7,
S0 VO* c {f}VO*

We need to show that Mo. C (f)(v,. muge)- Let ¢ € Mo. \ Co with ar(¢) =: m.
Define ¢': {0,1}™+! — {0, 1},

w(al,...,am) if Am = 15
4 "(a1,...,am =
) # (o +1) {0 otherwise.

By construction, ¢’ € MUgS, and we have ¢ = (p’(prgm), e pr%n), Vi) € MU Vo, C
MUGS ({£}Vor) = (f) (vo. mugs)- Moreover, co = pri" (co) € MUZS Vo, € MUZS({f}Vo.) =
() vo. Mugs)-

[(F)| Because f is a non-constant antitone function, we have f(0) =1 and f(1) =
0. Then f@d,...,id) = =, and, in fact, for every v € Vo., f(7,...,7) = 7, so
VO* g {f}VO* . o

We need to show that Mi. C (f)(v,. muge)- Let ¢ € My \ C; with ar(¢) =: m.
Define ¢: {0,1}™+1 — {0,1},

A1y eeyOm) ifam=1
5 Mag, .. ama) = 4 P@ @) i am =1,
5) ac me1) {0 otherwise.
By construction, ¢ € MUgY, and we have ¢ = @”(ﬁgm), .. .,ﬁ%n),cl) € MUg Vo, C

MUGS ({£}Vor) = (f) vo. mugs). Moreover, ¢; = pri" (c1) € MUZS Vo, € MUZS({f} Vo) =
() vo. Mugs)-

We have f € Cy, so f = ¢1, and ¢ is a nonconstant monotone function, so
g(0) = 0 and ¢g(1) = 1 and hence id = ¢(id,...,id); in fact, for every v € V.,
9(v;---57) =17, 80 Vou € {g}Vo.. Consequently, V C {f, g}Vo..

We need to show that M C (f, ) (v,, muge)- Let ¢ € M\ C= Moi, and let ¢’ be
as defined in @). Then ¢’ € MU, and ¢ = ga’(prgm),...,prg,T),cl) € MUV C
MUSS({f, g}Vo«). Moreover, for each ¢, € C, we have ¢, = id(c;) € MUV C
MU ({ f, 9}Vox).-

We have f € Cy, so f = cg, and ¢ is a nonconstant antitone function, so
9(0) = 1 and g(1) = 0 and hence -~ = g(id,...,id); in fact, for every v € V.,
9(v,...,7) =7, so Vou Qig}VO*. Consequently, V C {&g}VO*._

We need to show that M C (f, g) (v, ,muge)- Let ¢ € M\ C = Mjo, and let ¢ be
as defined in ([B)). Then ¢” € MUgY, and ¢ = @"(ﬁg’”),...,ﬁ%”),cl) € MUgﬁy C
MUSS({f, g}Vo«). Moreover, for each ¢, € C, we have ¢, = id(c;) € MUV C
MU ({F, 9}Vo.)-
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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,...,1,0,...,0,0,...,0), v=(1,....1,1,...,1,0,...,0).
—— N N — —— N N —
p q n—p—q p q n—p—q
Let
2 2 2 2
f(prg))"'7pr§ )apré)a"'aprg)a 0)"'700)'
——
p q n—p—q

We have o € {f}Vo. and «(0,0) = 0, «(1,0) = 1, a(1,1) = 0. We have id
a(prl!) co) € {a}Vo. C {f}Vou: more generally, for any 7 € Vs, 7 = (3, co)
{f}Vo«. For m € N1 and i € [m], let ﬁi(m) = a(\/m,prgm)). We have ﬁi(m)

{OZ}VO* g ({f}VO*)VO* — {f}VO* and
B (ar,. . ap) = {a—z— if (a1, am) 20,

m m

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

We need to show that Qo. C (f) vy, Muz). Let ¢ € Qo. \ Co with ar(p) = m
and define ¢: {0,1}2m+! — {0,1},

3

o(ar,...,a2my1) =
(6) olar,...,am) if any; =a; for all i € [m] and agmy1 = 1,
1 if [{i € 2m] | a; = 1}| > m and agpmy1 =1,
0 otherwise.

By construction, ¢ € MUJ], and we have

o= 3(pr™, . pelm gt B ) € MUSS (£ Vou)-

Moreover, c¢o = id(co) € MUST({ f}Vo«).
[G)] We have f(0) =1, and there exist u and v such that u < v and f(u) =0
and f(v) = 1. Without 1oss of generality,

u=(1,...,1,0,...,0,0,...,0), v=(1,...,1,1,...,1,0,...,0).
p q n—p—q p q n—p—q
Let
o = f(pr?),...,pr§2),pr§2),...,pr§2), €Oy -+ -5Co)-
—_———

p q n—p—q
We have o/ € {f}Vo. and /(0,0) = 1, &/(1,0) = 0, &/(1,1) = 1. We have
- = « (prg ),co) € {a'WVox C {f}Vos; more generally, for any v € Vo., 7 =
o/ (7,¢0) € {f}Vos. For m € Ny and ¢ € [m], let ﬂg(m) = (Vi ,pr( )) We have

B € {a'Vo. € ({£}Vos)Vor = {f}Vo, and

S ey = f T @) 0
1 if(a1,...,am)=0.

We need to show that Qi C (f)(vy, muz). Let ¢ € Qi \ Gy with ar(p) = m
and define ¢ as in (@). By construction, ¢ € MUZ], and we have

o =3B, B A 1) € MUS ({1 Vo).
Moreover, ¢; = id(c1) € MUZ ({f}Vox).
We have f € C; and g € Qo.\Mo.. We have shown above that (f)v,, muz) =
Cy and <g>(V01,MU8§ = Qp«. It follows that Qp,UCy = <g>(V01,MUg?) U<f>(V01,MU8§) -
(£:9) (Vor Muge) € Q0. U Cy.

3
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K KCCK CKCK K KCCK C(CKCK

rcc... iffCcC... rcc... iffCC...

Q Q Q

Qo UCy Qo+ M Q1. UG Qox M
QUG Q.1 M QUG Qa1 M
QO* QO* QO* Ql* QO* Q*l
Q*l Q*l Q*l Q*O Q*l QO*

M M M M M M
MO* MO* MO* ml* MO* M*l
M. M. M. M. M. Mo

C Q Q
Co Q Qos Q Q Q.

0 Q Q

TABLE 6.1. (Cy,C5)-clonoids K, for C; € {l,Voi, A1}, Co €
{MUg5, MW§S}, and their stability under right and left compo-
sition with clones of Boolean functions.

[(D] We have f € Cy and g € Q1. \Mj.. We have shown above that () (Vor Muge) =
Co and (g) (v, ,Muge) = Q1. It follows that Q1. UCo = () (v, ,Muge) U(S) (vor Muge) C
(f9) (Vor Muge) € Q1. U Co.

We have f € Q4. \ C; and g € Qo« \ Co. 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(prgl), . ,prgl),co, ...y¢0) € {f}Vos. In a similar way, we can show that
id e {g}VO* It follows that VO* U V0,K g {f,g}VO*

We need to show that Q C (f, g)v, muz). Let ¢ € Q, and define ¢ as in

@). By construction, ¢ € MU and ¢ = @(prgm), . ,prgfln),ﬂgm), .. .,ﬂ%n),cl) €
MUGI({f, 9}Vo.). m
This completes our proof. (I

For the remaining pairs of clones C; and Cy with C; € {Vp., A1} and Cy €
{MUg5, MWES}, the (Cy, Csy)-clonoids can be obtained from Proposition by ap-
plying Proposition

In order to determine the (Ci,Cs)-clonoids for C; O K7 and Cy O Ks, where
Ky € {I,Voi,Aia} and Ko € {MUZ,MW§?}, we simply observe that they are
also (K1, K2)-clonoids by Lemma 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,Cs)-clonoid K, for C; €
{1, Vos, A1}, Ca € {MUSS, MWES}, as determined in Propositions [6.2 and [623, the
clones CE and CX prescribed in Table[G1 have the property that for every clone C,
it holds that KC C K if and only if C C C¥ and CK C K if and only if C C CK.

7. SUMMARY AND FINAL REMARKS

7.1. Known cardinalities of lattices of (C;,C:)-clonoids of Boolean func-
tions. Table [ZI] summarizes what is currently known about the cardinalities of
lattices of (Cy, C2)-clonoids of Boolean functions. The rows correspond to source
clones C1, and the columns correcpond to target clones C5. The entry in row C}
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column Cs indicates whether the lattice £(c, c,) 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 221 Namely, if C; C C7 and Cy C Cj, then Lcr ¢y is a subposet
of L(¢c,,c,)- Consequently, if Lc, c,) is finite then so is L(cr cy); and if L¢; oy 18
uncountable then so is £, ¢,)- In the cases when L ¢, ¢,) was shown to be finite
or countably infinite, the (C4, Cs)-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 B3] are grouped together. Secondly,
each (source or target) clone may be grouped together with its dual by Corollary 3.6
Moreover, Proposition B.ITlindicates that the entries in columns [J, 1] and [I*, Q(1)]
are equal for certain source clones.

The case when C; = J (the first row of Table [[]])) is Sparks’s Theorem [T For
each clone Cy for which L ¢, is finite, so is L(¢, ¢,) for every clone Cy; this is
the last column of Table [[] and these finite clonoid lattices were described in [14]
Theorems 4.1, 5.1] and [I5, Theorem 6.1.1, Propositions 7.2.2, 7.3.1].

In the case when Co D Ly (the second last column of Table []), the clonoid
lattices L£(c,,c,) were explicitly described and their cardinalities were determined
in [9, Theorems 6.1, 7.1].

The results for the case when Cy = 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, [I7, 18, 19, 20]. These results were translated into the language
of (C1,C3)-clonoids in [16]; moreover, the clonoid lattices L, c,) were explicitly
described in the case when C] includes Mgy or Soq.

The main results of the current paper, Theorems 1] £.5 and 6.1l and also
Proposition [311] give several new entries to the table.

7.2. Open problems and final remarks. Table [l contains a few question
marks. They designate the pairs (Cy,C3) of clones on {0,1} for which the car-
dinality of the lattice £(¢, c,) is not yet known. This remains a topic for further
research.

One might attempt to employ the proof technique of Section @ 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 f,, and g, defined in Definitions [£.4] and The following lemma
illustrates that the functions f,, and g, fail to have the desired properties here. In
the proof, we use the notation Py (S) for the set of all k-element subsets of S.

Lemma 7.1. For any n > 5, fai2 € (fu)woine) = Nor({fn}lo1) and gnio €
<Qn>(L01,/\01) = AOl({qn}L(Jl)'

Proof. Let (¢;)i>5 be one of the families (f;)i>5 or (¢;)i>5 of Boolean functions.

Let n € Ny with n > 5. For each S € Ps([n + 2]), let ¢°: {0,1}"*+% — {0,1}"
be the function g% = (g7, ... ,g§+2), where g7,..., g5 | are the projections pr§-"+2)
for i € [n+ 2]\ S in some order and g3 := Y, ¢ @i. Let g := ¢, 0g°.

Now, define 6 := /\Seps([nJrQ]) ¢s. Note that the g7 are in Loy, s0 95 € {¢n}Lo1,
and therefore 6 € Ao1({©n}Lo1) = (©n)(Lo1.A0) DY definition. Our goal is to show

that 60 = On+2.

Claim 7.1.1. Let a € {0,1}"2.
(i) For all S € P3([n +2]), g°(0) = 0.
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MUg?
MU 2<{l< o0
Voi,V] MWg Uy U™ [{SM, MU,
[J,1] 1, Q1) [Ao1,A] MW=  W§gT wee [Lo1, L] Mng}7 Q]

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

lo. Iy U345 {y35 L U4 D U4 s FT
’ | U2,3 U3 U3 FS F8 FS CG F7
|>~< U2,3 US U3 U_S U3 US C6 F7
Q1) U3 u? U? FS F$  F% (S F7
V()l, /\01 U2,3,4,5 U3,5 U3,4 U4 U4 U4 FG F7
VO*, /\*1 U2,3,5 U3,5 U3 F8 F8 F8 FG F7
V*l /\0* U2,3,4,5 U3,5 U3,4 U4 U4 U4 FG F7
VA U U? U? F® F$  FS  FS F7
[MU8?7U2] 2,4,5 5 4 4 4 4 6 7

IMWGS, W?] U U U U U U F F
Lon U235 U3s ? ? ? ? Cs F7
Los, Lsa U235 U3 ? ? ? ? o F7
LS U%3 U3 ? ? ? ? Cs F7
L U3 U3 ? F® F8 F® Cs F7
SM U2,4,5 U5 U4 U4 U4 U4 FG F7
9 9 10 10 10 10 6 7
[Mo1,M]  C? C F10 F F F F F

[5017 Q] Fll Fll Fll Fll Fll Fll FG F7

Glossary: F — finite; C — countably infinite; U — uncountable; 7 — unknown

! Sparks [24, Theorem 1.3], Theorem [[]

2 [16, Theorem 5.3]

3 Theorem F.1]

4 Theorem

5 Proposition B11]

6 Couceiro, Lehtonen [9, Theorems 6.1, 7.1]

7 [14, Theorems 4.1, 5.1], [I5, Theorem 6.1.1, Propositions 7.2.2, 7.3.1]
8 Theorem

9 [16l, Theorems 6.6, 6.7]

10 [16, Propositions 6.12, 6.13, Theorem 6.14]
1 [16, Theorems 7.2, 7.8, Propositions 7.4, 7.7]

TABLE 7.1. Cardinalities of (Cy, C3)-clonoid lattices.

(ii) For all S € P3([n +2]), ¢°(1) = 1.

) If w(a) = 1, then for all S € Ps([n +2)), w(g®(a)) = 1.

) If w(a) =n+ 1, then for all S € Ps([n +2]), w(g°(a)) =n— 1.

) If 2 < w(a) < n, then for some S € P3([n +2]), w(g®(a)) ¢ {1,n —1,n}.

(/)v

Proof of Claim [7.1.1} Ttis clear that g°(0) = 0 and g° ( ) =1forall S € Ps([n+2])
because projections map 0 to 0 and 1 to 1, and ¢g5(0) = 0+ 0+ 0 = 0 and
gi()=1+1+1=1.

Consider now the case when w(a) = 1, i.e., a = e; for some i € [n+ 2]. Let
S € Py(n+2]). Ifi ¢ S, then go(e;) = 0 and gjs(ei) = 1 for precisely one
jen—1l. Ifi €S, then g;(e;) = 1 and g5 (e;) = 0 for all j € [n— 1]. In either
case, we have w(g? (e;)) = 1.

The claim about the case when w(a) = n + 1 is proved in a similar way; now
a=rF¢; for some i € [n +2].
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Assume now that 2 < w(a) < n. We need to find an S € Ps([n + 2]) such that
w(g®(@) ¢ {l,n—1,n}. Let A:={i€n+2]|a;=1}.

If w(a) = 2, then choose S € Ps([n + 2]) such that A C S. Then g%(a) = 0,
and hence w(gs(a)) = 0, because the projections g7, ... ,g;f_l map a to 0, and
g5(@a)=1+1+0=0.

If w(a) = 3, then choose S € Ps([n+2]) such that S C [n+2]\ A. Then
w(g¥(a)) = 3 because exactly three of the projections g7, ..., g5 ; map a to 1, and
g3(@)=0+0+0=0. Because n > 5,3 ¢ {1,n—1,n}.

If 4 < w(a) < n, then choose S € Ps([n+ 2]) such that |SN Al = 2. Then
w(g¥(a)) = w(a) —2 ¢ {1,n — 1,n} because exactly w(a) — 2 of the projections
g7,...,95 mapatol,and g5(a)=1+1+0=0. m

Claim [Z.I.T shows that for all S € Ps([n + 2]), ¢° maps the true points of ¢, o
to true points of ¢,, and, moreover, for every false point a of ¢, 2, there is an
S € P3([n + 2]) such that ¢, (g%(a)) = 0. Consequently,

ba)= N\ eauld®@) = pura(a)

SePs([n+2])

for all a € {0,1}""2 which shows that § = ¢, 12, as claimed. O

The work reported here concerns (C1, Cs)-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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