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Abstract—Building upon the results of Jacobs, we show that
the category OMLatLin of orthomodular lattices and linear
maps forms a dagger category. For each orthomodular lattice
X, we construct a Foulis m-semilattice Lin(X) composed of
endomorphisms of X. This m-semilattice acts as a quantale,
enabling us to regard X as a left Lin(X)-module. Our novel
approach introduces a fuzzy-theoretic dimension to the theory of
orthomodular lattices.

Index Terms—quantale, quantale module, orthomodular lat-
tice, linear map, Sasaki projection, Foulis m-semilattice, m-
semilattice module

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantale modules offer a robust algebraic framework for
studying fuzzy set theory and its generalizations. Originating
from Mulvey’s pioneering work [9], quantales emerged as
non-commutative generalizations of locales, providing a rich
mathematical structure that naturally accommodates various
forms of fuzzy logic and reasoning.

Hohle [4]] first systematically explored the connection be-
tween quantale modules and fuzzy sets [14], demonstrating
that categories of fuzzy sets can be viewed as categories of
modules over specific quantales. By representing fuzzy sets as
elements of a quantale module, we can leverage the algebraic
structure to define and analyze fuzzy operations rigorously.
This perspective has proven instrumental in developing the
theoretical foundations of many-valued and fuzzy logics.

Unital quantales, in particular, play a dual role as both truth-
value sets for fuzzy logics and coefficient structures for their
corresponding categories of modules [7]]. This duality enables
an elegant treatment of both the logical and set-theoretic
aspects of fuzzy mathematics within a unified framework [2]].

The module-theoretic approach offers several advantages: it
naturally accommodates various t-norms and their associated
logics, provides clear conceptual tools for handling grades
of membership, and offers powerful categorical methods for
studying fuzzy algebraic structures [13]. Moreover, quantale
modules have extended classical results from fuzzy set theory
to more general settings.

Key applications include:

e Fuzzy Logic: Modeling fuzzy logical connectives and
inference rules.

o Fuzzy Set Operations: Defining and analyzing opera-
tions like union, intersection, and complement.

o Fuzzy Topology: Constructing fuzzy topological spaces.
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« Image Processing: Applying fuzzy logic techniques for
image processing tasks.

In this research, motivated by the aforementioned consider-
ations, we investigate Foulis m-semilattices, which will serve
as quantale-like structures for orthomodular lattices. By doing
so, we introduce a natural fuzzy-theoretic aspect to the theory
of orthomodular lattices.

The paper is structured as follows. After this introduction,
Section [ provides some basic notions, notations, and results
that will be used in the article. In particular, we introduce here
a category OMLatLin of orthomodular lattices and linear
maps and study its properties. In Section we introduce
the notion of a Foulis m-semilattice and show that the m-
semilattice Lin(X) of endomorphisms of an orthomodular
lattice X is a Foulis m-semilattice. Conversely, every Foulis m-
semilattice S yields an orthomodular lattice [S] of projections
of S.

Moreover, in Section [Vl on m-semilattice modules we show
first that, for an orthomodular lattice X, X is a left Lin(X)-
module. Second, the orthomodular lattice [S] of projections of
a Foulis m-semilattice S is a left S-module.

Our conclusions follow in Section

In what follows, we assume familiarity with the fundamental
concepts and results of lattice and poset theory. For further
details on these topics, readers are referred to the monographs
[3] by G. Birkhoff and [6] by G. Kalmbach. For concepts and
results on quantales and quantale modules, we direct the reader
to [7l], [LO], and [12]. The necessary categorical background
can be found in [1]]; we recommend [J5] for dagger categories.

II. BASIC CONCEPTS

Definition 1. A meet semi-lattice (X, A 1) is called an ortho-
lattice if it comes equipped with a function (—)+: X — X
satisfying:

. xLL =X,

o x <y implies y*+ < at;

e z ANzt =15
One can then define a bottom element as 0 = 1 A 1+ =1
and join by z V y = (z+ A yt)*t, satisfying = v 2t = 1.

We write 2 L y if and only if 2 < y*.

Such an ortholattice is called orthomodular if it satisfies
(one of) the three equivalent conditions:

1

o x < yimpliesy =z V (z- Ay);
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o x <y implies z =y A (y* V 2);
e v <yand 2t Ay =0 implies x = y.

Definition 2. A dagger on a category C is a functor *: C°P —
C that is involutive and the identity on objects. A category
equipped with a dagger is called a dagger category.

Let C be a dagger category. A morphism f: A — B is
called a dagger monomorphism if f*of =id 4, and f is called
a dagger isomorphism if f*o f =id4 and fo f* =idp.

We now introduce a new way of organising orthomodular
lattices into a dagger category.

Definition 3. The category OMULatLin has orthomodular
lattices as objects. A morphism f: X — Y in OMLatLin is
a function f: X — Y between the underlying sets such that
there is a function h: ¥ — X and, forany z € X andy € Y,

f(x) Ly if and only if = L h(y).

We say that h is an adjoint of a linear map f. It is clear that
adjointness is a symmetric property: if a map f possesses an
adjoint h, then f is also an adjoint of h. We denote Lin(X,Y)
the set of all linear maps from X to Y. If X = Y we put
Lin(X) = Lin(X, X).

Moreover, a map f: X — X is called self-adjoint if f is
an adjoint of itself.

The identity morphism on X is the self-adjoint identity map
id: X — X. Composition of X Ly % 7 given by usual
composition of maps.

We immediately see that OMLatLin is really a category.
Namely, if h is an adjoint of f and k is an adjoint of g we
have, for any z € X and z € Z,

g(f(x)) L z if and only if f(z) L k(z)
if and only if = L h(k(z2)).

Hence hok is an adjoint of go f. Moreover, for any x,y € X,

id(z) Ly ifand only if z L gy
if and only if z L id(y)

and id: X — X is self-adjoint.
Our guiding example is the following.

Example 4. Let H be a Hilbert space. We denote the closed
subspace spanned by a subset S C H by [S]. Let C(H) =
{[S]: S € H}. Then C(H) is an orthomodular lattice such
that A = N and P~ is the orthogonal complement of a closed
subspace P of H.

Let f: Hi — Hs be a bounded linear map between
Hilbert spaces and let f* be the usual adjoint of f. Then the
induced map C(H;) — C(Haz), [S] — [f(S)] has the adjoint
C(Hz) = C(Hy), [T] = [f5(T)].

Lemma 5. Let f: X — Y be a linear map between ortho-
modular lattices. Then f is order-preserving.

Proof. Let z,y € X. It follows that f(z) and f(z)! are
orthogonal. This orthogonality implies that x is orthogonal

to f*(f(x)*), meaning that f*(f(z)*) < x*. Consequently,
< (F (@) )L

Suppose now that z < y. Then z < y < (f*(f(y)*))*,
which implies that x L f*(f(y)*). This orthogonality trans-
lates to f(x) L f(y)*t. As a result, f(z) < f(y)tt =

f). O
Lemma 6. Let f: X — Y and h: Y — X be maps

between orthomodular lattices. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

() f possesses a right order-adjoint h:Y — X such that
h=1ohot.
(i) f possesses the adjoint h:Y — X.

Proof. Ad ()= (ii): We have, forany x € X and y € Y,
f(x) Ly if and only if f(x) < y* if and only if = < h(y™)
if and only if z < h(y)" if and only if z L h(y).
Ad (ii))= (i): We have, forany z € X andy € Y,
f(z) <y if and only if f(z) Ly if and only if = L h(y™t)
if and only if z < h(y*)™* if and only if = < h(y).
O
If f does have an adjoint, it has exactly one adjoint and we
shall denote it by f*.
Moreover, we define the kernel and the range of f, respec-
tively, by
ker f ={z € X: f(z) =0},
imf ={f(z): z € X}.
Corollary 7. Let f: X — Y be a map between orthomodular
lattices and assume that f possesses the adjoint h:'Y — X.

Then f preserves arbitrary existing joins in X. In particular,
f preserves finite joins and f(0) = 0.

Theorem 8. OMULatLin is a dagger category.

Proof. Since every morphism in OMULatLin has a unique
adjoint we obtain that *: OMLatLin°® — OMLatLin is
involutive and the identity on objects. O

Let us recall the following elementary results and definition.

Lemma 9. [5] Lemma 3.4] Let X be an orthomodular lattice,
with element a € X. The (principal) downset la = {u €
X | w < a} is again an orthomodular lattice, with order,
meets and joins as in X, but with its own orthocomplement
1, given by ute = a A ut, where L is the orthocomplement
from X.

Definition 10. Let X be an orthomodular lattice. Then the
map 7, : X — X,y aA (at Vy) is called the Sasaki
projection to a € X.

We need the following facts about Sasaki projections (see

[81):

Lemma 11. Let X be an orthomodular lattice, and let a € X.
Then for each y,z € L we have



(a) y < aif and only if 7,(y) = y;

(b) Wa(ﬂa(yL)L)) <y

(c) Ta(y) =0 if and only if y < a*;
(d) 7o (y) L z if and only if y L m,(2).

Corollary 12. Let X be an orthomodular lattice, and let a €
X. Then , is self-adjoint and idempotent.

Similarly as in [5| Lemma 3.4] we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 13. Let X be an orthomodular lattice, with element
a € X. There is a dagger monomorphism la — X in
OMLatLin, for which we also write a, with

alu) = u and a*(zr) = wu(x).

Proof. Let x € X and u € |a.
We compute:
a(u) L z if and only if 7,(u) =u L
if and only if u L m,(z)
if and only if u < 7, (z)*
)

if and only if u < 7, (2)" Aa = 74 (2

The first equivalence follows from Lemma [[1{a), the second
one from Lemma [IJd). The remaining equivalences are
evident.

From Lemma[I1ka) we also obtain that the map a: Ja — X
is a dagger monomorphism since:

a*(ax(u)) = ma(u) = u.
O

Lemma 14. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of orthomodular
lattices. Then ker f = | f*(1)* is an orthomodular lattice.

Proof. Let x € X. We compute:

x € ker f if and only if f(x) =0 if and only if f(z) L1

if and only if = L f*(1) if and only if 2 < f*(1)=.

O

Corollary 15. Let X be an orthomodular lattice, and let
f+ X — X be a self-adjoint morphism of orthomodular
lattices. Then ker f = |f(1)* and f(f(y1)1)) < y for all
y e X.

Proof. Tt is enough to check that f(f(y~)%)) < y. We
Compute:
F(f(y™)™)) <y if and only if f(f(y)1)) Ly*
if and only if f(yH)t L f(yt).
O

We show that OMLatLin has a zero object 0; this means
that there is, for any orthomodular lattice X, a unique mor-
phism 0 — X and hence also a unique morphism X — 0. The
zero object 0 will be one-element orthomodular lattice {0}.

Let us show that 0 is indeed an initial object in
OMLatLin. Let X be an arbitrary orthomodular lattice. The
only function f: 0 — X is f(0) = 0. Since we may identify
0 with |0 we have that f is is a dagger monomorphism and
it has an adjoint f*: X — 0 defined by f*(z) = mo(x) = 0.

III. FOULIS M-SEMILATTICES

An m-semilattice is a join-semilattice (S,| |,0) with an
associative binary multiplication satisfying

UC'\/%':UQU'%‘ and (|_|9cl)x=|_|:vzx

icl icl icl icl
for all z, z; € S,i € I (I is a finite set). We denote the
respective order on S by L.
An m-semilattice S is called unital if there is an element
e € @ such that

for all @ € S.
By an involutive m-semilattice will be meant an m-
semilattice S together with a semigroup involution * satisfying

(=) =] ]at
for all z; € S, i € I (I is a finite set). In the event that S is
also unital, then necessarily e is selfadjoint i.e.

e=c¢e".

We also define s <t if and only if s =1¢-s, and s L ¢ if and
only if 0 = s* -t for all s,t € S.

Proposition 16. Let X and Y be orthomodular lattices. Then
(1) Lin(X,Y) is a join-semilattice,
(ii) Lin(X) is an involutive unital m-semilattice.

Proof. Ad (i): Clearly, the zero map Ox y has as adjoint the
zero map Oy,x. Hence Lin(X,Y’) has a smallest element.
Now, let f,g € Lin(X,Y) C YX. Assume that z € X and
y €Y. Then

(f Vg)(z) Ly if and only if f(z) <y* and g(z) <yt
if and only if f*(y) <zt and g*(y) < z*
if and only if (f*V ¢*)(y) < 2.
Therefore fV g € Lin(X,Y) and (f V g)* = f*V ¢g*.
Ad (ii): Evidently, Lin(X) has arbitrary finite joins and is a
monoid with respect to composition of linear maps. Moreover,
* is a semigroup involution on Lin(X). Now, let f, g; €

Lin(X), i € I (I is a finite set). Assume that x € X. We
compute:

(fo \/gi)(x) = f(\/ 9i(x)) = \/ f(gi(w))

i€l i€l i€l
= (\/ fogi> (x)
i€l

The remaining distributive law follows by the same arguments
as before. (]



Definition 17. A Foulis semigroup consists of a monoid

(S,-,1) together with two endomaps (—)*: S — S and

[—]: S — S satisfying:

(1) 1*=1and (s-t) =t*-s* and s** = s, making S an
involutive monoid;

(2) [s] is a self-adjoint idempotent, i.e., [s]-[s] = [s] =
Lol

(3) 0 =[1]is a zero element: 0-s=0=s-0;

4) s-x=0iff 3.2 =[s]-y.

For an arbitrary ¢ € S put t- déf[t*] € [S]. Hence from (2)

we get equations ¢+ - t+ = ¢+ = (t1)*,

Definition 18. By a Foulis m-semilattice will be meant a m-
semilattice S together with a semigroup involution * that is a
Foulis semigroup. We will call elements of [.S| projections.

Remark 19. We immediately see that an m-semilattice S is a
Foulis m-semilattice if and only if it is a unital involutive
m-semilattice S together with an endomap —: Q@ — @
satisfying:

(1) s* is a self-adjoint idempotent, i.e., satisfies s+ - s+ =
st =(s1)%

(2) 0=e;

3) SJ_x:OiffEIy.:zr:.sl~y.

Since st - st = st we conclude that s 1 s+, ie., s* st =0

and s+ -s=0.

Theorem 20 ( [6l Chapter 5, §§18]). Let X be an orthomod-
ular lattice and let us define the endomap |[—]: Lin(X) —
Lin(X) by [s] = mg« (1)1 for all s € Lin(X). Then Lin(X)

is a Foulis semigroup.

Corollary 21. Let X be an orthomodular lattice. Then
Lin(X) is a Foulis m-semilattice.

Theorem 22. Let S be a Foulis m-semilattice. Then, for all
t,reSandke[S],

rt=0 <= t=[r"]-t, (%)
t<r = rt<tt and ktt =k, (%)
t<rt = r<tt (s * )
and the subset
(5] = A{[tlltesy < 5,
is an orthomodular lattice with the following structure.
Order kl < kQ = kl = kg . kl
Top 1 = [0]
Orthocomplement kEt = (k]
Finite binary meet ki Nky = (kl k2] k1 ])Ll
Finite join VX = [[LX]]

Proof. The majority of this content is widely recognized in [5}
Lemma 4.6.] and its proof for a Foulis semigroups. It remains
only to show that [[| | X]] is the join of the finite subset
X C[S]. We put t =| | X. Clearly, ¢ is self-adjoint.

(i) Letr € X. Since r- [ JX ]| C X -[|JX ] = 0 we have
that r-[| | X ] = 0. Since both r and ¢ are self-adjoint we
conclude that also [| | X |- r = 0. Using (*) we obtain
that [[| | X ]]- 7 =7, i.e, » <[[|JX]]- Hence [[| | X]]
is an upper bound of X.

Let u be an upper bound of X in [S], i.e., s =wu- s for
all s € X. We compute:

u-t:u-|_|X:|_|{u~s|56X}:|_|{S|SEX}

=1t.

(i1)

From the conclusion that ¢ < u, we derive from (**) that
[[UX]] =ttt < ultt = u. Hence [[|]X]] is the
smallest upper bound of S.

O

IV. M-SEMILATTICE MODULES

Definition 23. Given a unital m-semilattice S, a left S-module
is a join-semilattice A and a map e: S x A — A satisfying:

(A1) se (\/ B) =\, cp(sex) for every finite B C A

and s € S.

(A2) (LUT)ea = \/,.r(tea) for every finite T" C S and
ac A

(A3) ue (vea) = (u-v)ea for every u,v € S and every
ac A

(A4) eea =a for all @ € A (unitality).

Right S-modules are defined similarly. Evidently, every
join-semilattice A is a right 2-module. Here, 2 is a 2-element
chain, its multiplication is a meet and involution is the identity
map on it.

Proposition 24. Let X be a orthomodular lattice. Then X is
a left Lin(X)-module and also a right 2-module.

Proof. We define the action o: Lin(X)xX — X by fex =
f() for all f € Lin(X) and all x € X. The verification of
conditions (A1)-(A4) is transparent. O

Theorem 25. Let S be a Foulis m-semilattice. Then [S] is a
left S-module with action e defined as u ek = (u-k)*+ for
all we S and k € [ S] and also a right 2-module.

Proof. Claim 1. ee k =k for all k € [S].
Proof of Claim 1. We compute:

cok=(e- k)t =kttt =k

Claim 2. For all r,s,t € S,

s<t = r-s<(r-s)tt<(r-t)*t (@)
Proof of Claim 2. From Remark [T9 we obtain (r-t)*-(r-t) =
0. Hence also (r - t)* - (r-t-s) = 0. Since t - s = s we
conclude that (7 - t)+ - (r-s) = 0. From (*) we conclude that
ros=(r-t)*t-(r-s),ie, r-s < (r-t)t+. Using (¥*) we
have that 7 - s < (r-s)t+ < (r-t)*++. [



Claim 3. For all s,t € S,

(S . t)J_J_ — (S . tJ_J_)J_J_

(M2)

Proof of Claim 3. From Remark [T9] we have (s-t) L (s-t)*.
We compute:

(5-1) - (s- ) =0 <= t*-s"-(s-t)F =0
Repark [y 1L g (5. ) =0
— (s-t)t-s-ttt =0
L (s- )t sttt =5ttt
— sttt < (s )t
= (s-trh)t < (s )Lt

Since ¢ < t1+ we have from (@) that (s - t)*+ < (s-
)L e, (@) holds. m
Claim 4. For all s,t € S and k € [S],

se(tek)=(s-t)ek.
Proof of Claim 4. We compute:

se(tek)=(s-(tek) " =(s-(t-k)~H)""

—(s- (k)T =((s-t)- k)T =(s-1) ek

Claim 5. For all T C S, T finite
(|_|T)L = A\s" and (|_|T)LL V(D)
seT

Proof of Claim 5. Let u € [S]. Then by (***) u < (||T)"
if and only if | | .., s < u® if and only if | |,.7s = u' -

User s = Lser (u™ - 5).
Remark [[9implies that | | . u*-s = | | o5 (u* - ut-s) =
0. Hence we conclude that u*-s = 0, i.e., u < s forall s € T'.
Conversely, let u < st for all s € T. Then u* - [_|S€T s =
e (u* - 5) = 0. We obtain that u L | | T, ie., u < (7).
Alltogether, u < (L] T)" if and only if u < A oy 5T
The second equation follows immediately from the first one
and the fact that [S] is an orthomodular lattice. [ |

Claim 6. For all s € S and T C [S], T finite

so(\/T):\/(sot).

teT

Proof of Claim 6. By utilizing (@) and (@), we are able
to perform the calculation:

(V)= Ur) = (U e m™

teT

(L] -0 = ([ o)™ =\ (set).

teT

Claim 7. For all s € [S] and T C S, T finite

(|_|T)os: \/(tos).

teT

Proof of Claim 7. Through the application of (@) and (@),
we can carry out the following computation:

(L) e= (U)o = (o™

= ([ ) = (] tes) T =\ (tes).

teT teT teT

From Claims 1, 4, 6 and 7 we can conclude that [.S] is a
left S-module.

O

V. CONCLUSIONS

Our research demonstrates that, analogous to the findings
in [5], OMLatLin is a dagger category. We associate with
every orthomodular lattice X a Foulis m-semilattice Lin(X)
of endomorphisms of X, which serves as a quantale. X then
becomes a left Lin(X)-module. Consequently, we introduce
a natural fuzzy-theoretic aspect to the theory of orthomodular
lattices.

For future research, we intend to explore several problems,
including:

1) Following [3], we plan to show that

a) the category OMLatLin is a dagger kernel category,
and

b) for a dagger kernel category D, the kernel subobject
functor KSub(—) is a functor D — OMULatLin.

2) Our analysis revealed that OMLatLin behaves as a
quantaloid as introduced in [11]. We aim to show that
OMLatLin is an involutive semi-quantaloid.
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