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ZHUK’S BRIDGES, CENTRALIZERS, AND SIMILARITY

ROSS WILLARD

Abstract. This is the second of three papers motivated by the author’s desire to
understand and explain “algebraically” one aspect of Dmitriy Zhuk’s proof of the
CSP Dichotomy Theorem. In this paper we extend Zhuk’s “bridge” construction
to arbitrary meet-irreducible congruences of finite algebras in locally finite varieties
with a Taylor term. We then connect bridges to centrality and similarity. In
particular, we prove that Zhuk’s bridges and our “proper bridges” (defined in our
first paper) convey the same information in locally finite Taylor varieties.

1. Introduction

Arguably the most important result in universal algebra in the last ten years is the
positive resolution to the Constraint Satisfaction Problem (CSP) Dichotomy Con-
jecture, announced independently in 2017 by Andrei Bulatov [2] and Dmitriy Zhuk
[17, 18]. One particular feature of Zhuk’s proof is his analysis of “rectangular critical”
subdirect products R ≤sd A1×· · ·×An of finite algebrasA1, . . . ,An in certain locally
finite idempotent Taylor varieties. Zhuk showed that such relations R induce derived
relations, which he named “bridges,” between certain meet-irreducible congruences
of A1, . . . ,An which R determines. Zhuk also established a number of useful prop-
erties of his bridges, and ultimately used them to tease out implicit linear equations
in CSP instances. In this and two companion papers [16, 15], we aim to understand
“algebraically” Zhuk’s bridges and their application to rectangular critical relations.
Our goal in this paper is to establish precise connections between Zhuk’s bridges,

centrality, and a relation called “similarity” due to Freese [4] in the congruence mod-
ular setting and extended to varieties with a weak difference term (including locally
finite Taylor varieties) in our first paper [16]. In Section 2 we give the basic defini-
tions and tools needed in this paper. In Section 3 we summarize the results about
similarity from [16] which we will use here. With these preliminaries out of the way,
we address two technical limitations of Zhuk’s original presentation: Zhuk defined
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2 ROSS WILLARD

his bridges between pairs (A, ρ) and (B, σ) where (i) A and B are finite algebras
in a very special kind of Taylor variety, and (ii) ρ and σ are congruences satisfying
an “irreducibility” property stronger than meet-irreducibility. In fact, Zhuk’s defi-
nitions, and all but one of Zhuk’s theorems about bridges (see Theorem 6.4), work
in arbitrary locally finite Taylor varieties, so in Section 4 we present his definitions
and basic results avoiding limitation (i). Then in Section 5 we use tame congruence
theory to show how Zhuk’s definitions and basic results can extend to arbitrary meet-
irreducible congruences, avoiding limitation (ii). Finally, in Section 6 we align Zhuk’s
bridges, in this broader context, with the algebraic relations of centrality and simi-
larity. In particular, we show that Zhuk’s bridges and our “proper bridges” defined
in [16] (see Definition 3.7) are equivalent.

2. Definitions and helpful results

We assume that the reader is familiar with the fundamentals of universal algebra
as given in [3], [13] or [1]. Our notation generally follows that in [13], [1] and [9]. If A
is an algebra, then Con(A) denotes its congruence lattice. The smallest and largest
congruences of A are the diagonal 0A := {(a, a) : a ∈ A} and the full congruence
1A := A2 respectively; they may be denoted 0 and 1 if no confusion arises. If
α, β ∈ Con(A) with α ≤ β, then β/α denotes the congruence of A/α corresponding
to β via the Correspondence Theorem ([13, Theorem 4.12] or [1, Theorem 3.6]).
If in addition γ, δ ∈ Con(A) with γ ≤ δ, then we write (α, β) ր (γ, δ) and say
that (α, β) is perspective up to (γ, δ), or transposes up to (γ, δ), if β ∧ γ = α and
β ∨ γ = δ. The notation (γ, δ) ց (α, β) means the same thing. We write α ≺ β and
say that β covers α, or is an upper cover of α, if α < β and there does not exist a
congruence γ satisfying α < γ < β. A congruence α is minimal if it covers 0, and
is completely meet-irreducible if α 6= 1 and there exists α+ with α ≺ α+ and such
that α < β =⇒ α+ ≤ β for all β ∈ Con(A). When A is finite, we use the phrase
“meet-irreducible” to mean the same thing. We say that A is subdirectly irreducible
if 0 is completely meet-irreducible, in which case 0+ is called the monolith of A. A
subset T ⊆ A is a transversal for a congruence α if it contains exactly one element
from each α-class.
If f : A→ B is a function, then its graph is the set graph(f) = {(a, f(a)) : a ∈ A}.

If n > 0, then [n] denotes {1, 2, . . . , n}. If R ⊆ A1 × · · · × An and i, j ∈ [n], then
pri(R) denotes the projection of R onto its i-th coordinate, and pri,j(R) denotes
{(ai, aj) : (a1, . . . , an) ∈ R}.
We follow [9] and refer to a set of operation symbols with assigned arities as a

signature. Every algebra comes equipped with a signature, which indexes the basic
operations of the algebra. Terms are formal recipes for constructing new operations
from the basic operations via composition and variable manipulations; see [13] or [1]
or any textbook on first-order logic. We will not distinguish between terms and the
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term operations they define in an algebra, except when the distinction is crucial. A
polynomial of an algebra A is any operation on A having the form t(x1, . . . , xn, c)
where t is an (n + k)-ary term in the signature of A and c ∈ Ak. Poln(A) is the set
of all n-ary polynomials of A.
If A is an algebra, a term t(x1, . . . , xn) of A is idempotent if A satisfies the identity

t(x, . . . , x) ≈ x, and is a Taylor term if it is idempotent, n > 1, and for each i ∈ [n],
A satisfies an identity of the form

t(u1, . . . , un) ≈ t(v1, . . . , vn)

where each uj and vk is the variable x or y, and {ui, vi} = {x, y}. An algebra is
said to be Taylor if it has a Taylor term. A particularly important example of a
Taylor term is a weak near-unanimity term (WNU), which is an n-ary idempotent
term w(x1, . . . , xn) with n > 1 which satisfies the identities

w(y, x, x, . . . , x) ≈ w(x, y, x, . . . , x) ≈ w(x, x, y, . . . , x) ≈ · · · ≈ w(x, . . . , x, y).

Another important example of a Taylor term is a Maltsev term; this is a ternary term
p(x, y, z) satisfying the identities

(2.1) p(x, x, y) ≈ y ≈ p(y, x, x).

The identities (2.1) are called the Maltsev identities. Any ternary operation (whether
a term or not) satisfying them is called a Maltsev operation.
A variety is a class of algebras (in a common signature) which is closed under sub-

algebras, homomorphic images, and direct products of arbitrary (including infinite)
families of algebras. HSP(A) denotes the smallest variety containing A. A term is
a Taylor term, or a WNU term, for a variety if it is such for every algebra in the
variety. Because the definitions of Taylor terms and WNU terms are given in terms
of satisfied identities, a Taylor or WNU term for an algebra A is automatically a
Taylor or WNU term for the variety HSP(A).
Before defining “weak difference term,” we recall the ternary centralizer relation

on congruences and the notion of abelian congruences. Given a non-empty set A, let
A2×2 denote the set of all 2 × 2 matrics over A. If A is an algebra, let A2×2 denote
the algebra with universe A2×2 which is isomorphic to A4 via the bijection

(
a1 a3
a2 a4

)
7→ (a1, a2, a3, a4).

Definition 2.1. Suppose A is an algebra and θ, ϕ ∈ Con(A). M(θ, ϕ) is the sub-
universe of A2×2 generated by the set

X(θ, ϕ) :=

{(
c c
d d

)
: (c, d) ∈ θ

}
∪

{(
a b
a b

)
: (a, b) ∈ ϕ

}
.

The matrices in M(θ, ϕ) are called (θ, ϕ)-matrices.
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Definition 2.2. Suppose θ, ϕ, δ ∈ Con(A). We say that ϕ centralizes θ modulo δ,
and write C(ϕ, θ; δ), if any of the following equivalent conditions holds:

(1) For every matrix in M(ϕ, θ), if one row is in δ, then so is the other row.
(2) For every matrix inM(θ, ϕ), if one column is in δ, then so is the other column.
(3) For every (1 + n)-ary term t(x, y1, . . . , yn) and all (a, b) ∈ ϕ and (cj, dj) ∈ θ

(j ∈ [n]),

if t(a, c)
δ
≡ t(a,d), then t(b, c)

δ
≡ t(b,d).

Let θ, δ be congruences of an algebra A. The centralizer (or annihilator) of θ
modulo δ, denoted (δ : θ), is the unique largest congruence ϕ for which C(ϕ, θ; δ)
holds. We say that θ is abelian if C(θ, θ; 0) holds; equivalently, if θ ≤ (0 : θ). We say
that A is abelian if 1A is abelian. More generally, if θ, δ ∈ Con(A) with δ ≤ θ, then
we say that θ is abelian modulo δ if any of the following equivalent conditions holds:
(i) θ/δ is an abelian congruence of A/δ; (ii) C(θ, θ; δ) holds; (iii) θ ≤ (δ : θ).

Definition 2.3. Let V be a variety, A ∈ V, and d(x, y, z) a ternary term in the
signature of V.

(1) d is a weak difference term for A if d is idempotent and for every pair δ, θ of
congruences with δ ≤ θ and θ/δ abelian, we have

(2.2) d(a, a, b)
δ
≡ b

δ
≡ d(b, a, a) for all (a, b) ∈ θ.

(2) d is a weak difference term for V if it is a weak difference term for every
algebra in V.

Note in particular that if d is a weak difference term for A and θ is an abelian
congruence, then setting δ = 0 in (2.2) gives that the restriction of d to any θ-class
is a Maltsev operation on that class. In fact, d induces an abelian group operation
on each θ-class in this case, by the following result of Gumm [5] and Herrmann [7].

Definition 2.4. Suppose A is an algebra having a weak difference term d(x, y, z),
and θ is an abelian congruence of A. Given e ∈ A, let GrpA(θ, e) denote the algebra
(e/θ,+, e) whose universe is the θ-class containing e and whose two operations are
the binary operation x+ y := d(x, e, y) and the constant e.

Lemma 2.5 (essentially [5, 7]; cf. [16, Lemma 3.5]). Suppose A, d, θ are as in the
previous definition and e ∈ A. Then Grp

A
(θ, e) is an abelian group with zero element

e. Moreover, we have −x = d(e, x, e) and d(x, y, z) = x− y + z for all x, y, z ∈ e/θ.

The next result is folklore.

Lemma 2.6 (cf. [16, Lemma 3.1]). Suppose A is an algebra and ρ is a reflexive
subuniverse of A2. Suppose A has a ternary term d(x, y, z) such that for all (a, b) ∈ ρ
we have d(a, a, b) = b and d(a, b, b) = a. Then ρ ∈ Con(A).
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The next lemma will be needed in Section 6.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose A is an algebra having a weak difference term, µ ∈ Con(A)
is an abelian minimal congruence, and S ≤ A is a subuniverse of A which is a
transversal for µ. Then S is a maximal proper subuniverse of A.

Proof. Clearly S 6= A as µ 6= 0A. Let π : A → S be the homomorphism given by
letting π(x) be the unique element y ∈ S satisfying (x, y) ∈ µ. Fix a ∈ A \ S. Let

ρ = SgA
2

({(a, π(a))} ∪ 0A). ρ is a reflexive subuniverse of A2 satisfying 0A 6= ρ ⊆ µ.
Thus by Lemma 2.6 and minimality of µ, we get ρ = µ. Now let b ∈ A be arbitrary.
Then (b, π(b)) ∈ µ = ρ, so we can pick a term t(x,y) and a tuple c = (c1, . . . , cn) of
elements of A such that

(b, π(b)) = tA
2

((a, π(a)), (c1, c1), . . . , (cn, cn)) = (t(a, c), t(π(a), c)).

Let u be the tuple in S obtained by applying π coordinatewise to c. Observe that
π(b) = π(t(a, c)) = t(π(a),u), so

t(π(a), c) = t(π(a),u).

As c,u are coordinatewise in µ, (a, π(a)) ∈ µ, and µ is abelian, we can use Defini-
tion 2.2(3) and replace the underlined instances of π(a) with a to get t(a, c) = t(a,u),
proving b = t(a,u) ∈ Sg(S ∪ {a}). As b was arbitrary, we get Sg(S ∪ {a}) = A. �

Some proofs in Sections 5 and 6 use tame congruence theory, of which we will give
only a cursory overview. Given a finite algebra A, to each pair (α, β) of congruences
of A with α ≺ β, the theory assigns one of five “types” from {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. The
theory also defines “(α, β)-minimal sets,” which are special subsets of the universe A,
and “(α, β)-traces,” which are sets of the form U ∩ C where U is an (α, β)-minimal
set, C is a β-class, and (U ∩C)2 * α. Most of what we will need is contained in the
following two results.

Proposition 2.8 ([8]). Suppose A is a finite algebra and α, β ∈ Con(A) with α ≺ β.

(1) There exists an (α, β)-minimal set.
(2) β/α is nonabelian if and only if typ(α, β) ∈ {3, 4, 5}.
(3) Suppose β/α is nonabelian and U is an (α, β)-minimal set. Then there exists

a unique β-class C such that U ∩ C is an (α, β)-trace. Moreover, letting
N := U ∩ C, there exist 1 ∈ N , a unary polynomial e(x) ∈ Pol1(B), and a
binary polynomial p(x, y) ∈ Pol2(A) satisfying:
(a) (N \ {1})2 ⊆ α.
(b) e(A) = U and e(x) = x for all x ∈ U .
(c) p(x, 1) = p(1, x) = p(x, x) = x for all x ∈ U .

(d) p(x, o)
α
≡ p(o, x)

α
≡ x for all x ∈ U \ {1} and all o ∈ N \ {1}.
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Proof. (1) follows from [8, Theorem 5.7(1) and Theorem 2.8(2)]. (2) follows from [8,
Theorem 5.7(1,2)]. (2) can be deduced from [8, Theorem 5.7(1) and Lemmas 2.13(3),
4.15 and 4.17]. �

A variety is locally finite if its finitely generated algebras are always finite. As
an example, HSP(A) is locally finite whenever A is finite. We say that a variety
omits type i if no finite algebra in the variety has a pair of congruences α ≺ β with
typ(α, β) = i.

Theorem 2.9. For a locally finite variety V, the following are equivalent:

(1) V has a Taylor term.
(2) V has a WNU term.
(3) V has a weak difference term.
(4) V omits type 1.

Proof. This follows by combining [8, Theorem 9.6], [14, Corollary 5.3], [12, Theorem
2.2], and [10, Theorem 4.8]. �

3. Similarity in varieties with a weak difference term

In this section we list the definitions and results about similarity from [16] which
we will use in Section 6.

Definition 3.1. Suppose A is an algebra and θ, α ∈ Con(A) with θ ≤ α.

(1) A(θ) denotes θ viewed as a subalgebra of A2.
(2) ∆θ,α denotes the congruence ofA(θ) generated by {((a, a), (b, b)) : (a, b) ∈ α}.

Lemma 3.2. Let A be an algebra and δ, θ, α ∈ Con(A) with θ ≤ α and C(α, θ; δ).
Then for all ((a, a′), (b, b′)) ∈ ∆θ,α, (a, a

′) ∈ δ ⇐⇒ (b, b′) ∈ δ.

Proof. ∆θ,α is the transitive closure of {((a, a′), (b, b′)) :
(
a b

a
′

b
′

)
∈M(θ, α)} (see e.g.

[16, Lemma 4.4(1)]). Hence the result follows by C(α, θ; δ) and Definition 2.2(2). �

We are mainly interested in ∆θ,α when θ is abelian and α = (0 : θ). In this context
we use the following notation.

Definition 3.3. Suppose A is an algebra, θ ∈ Con(A) is abelian, and α = (0 : θ).

(1) α denotes the set {((a, a′), (b, b′)) ∈ A(θ)2 : (a, b) ∈ α}, which is a congruence
of A(θ) satisfying ∆θ,α ≤ α.

(2) D(A, θ) denotes the quotient algebra A(θ)/∆θ,α.

Theorem 3.4 ([16, Corollary 4.8]). Suppose A belongs to a variety with a weak dif-
ference term and θ is an abelian minimal congruence of A. Let α = (0 : θ) and
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ϕ = α/∆θ,α. Then D(A, θ) is subdirectly irreducible with abelian monolith ϕ. More-
over, (0 : ϕ) = ϕ, and there exist a subuniverse Do ≤ D(A, θ), a surjective homo-
morphism h : A(θ) → D(A, θ), and an isomorphism h∗ : A/α ∼= D(A, θ)/ϕ such
that:

(1) Do is a transversal for ϕ.
(2) h−1(Do) = 0A.
(3) h and h∗ are compatible in the following sense: for all (a, b) ∈ θ, h(a, b)/ϕ =

h∗(a/α).

Definition 3.5. Suppose V is a variety with a weak difference term, and A ∈ V is
subdirectly irreducible with monolith µ. The algebra D(A) is defined as follows:

(1) If µ is nonabelian, then D(A) = A.
(2) If µ is abelian, then D(A) = D(A, µ) as defined in Definition 3.3.

Definition 3.6. Suppose V is a variety with a weak difference term, and A,B ∈ V
are subdirectly irreducible. We say that A and B are similar, and write A ∼ B, if
D(A) ∼= D(B).

The following definition from [16] was motivated by Zhuk’s bridges [18].

Definition 3.7. Suppose A,B are subdirectly irreducible algebras in a common sig-
nature with monoliths µ, κ respectively. A proper bridge fromA to B is a subuniverse
T ≤ A×A×B×B satisfying

(B1) pr1,2(T ) = µ and pr3,4(T ) = κ.
(B2) For all (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T we have a1 = a2 if and only if b1 = b2.
(B3) For all (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T we have (ai, ai, bi, bi) ∈ T for i = 1, 2.

Theorem 3.8 ([16, Theorem 7.8]). Suppose V is a variety with a weak difference
term, and A,B ∈ V are subdirectly irreducible. The following are equivalent:

(1) A ∼ B.
(2) There exist an algebra C ∈ V, surjective homomorphisms f1 : C → A and

f2 : C → B, and congruences ψ, τ ∈ Con(C) with ψ < τ , such that, letting
δi = ker(fi) and letting δ+i denote the unique upper cover of δi in Con(C) for
i = 1, 2, we have (δ1, δ

+
1 ) ց (ψ, τ) ր (δ2, δ

+
2 ).

(3) There exists a proper bridge from A to B.

Corollary 3.9 ([16, Corollary 7.9]). Suppose V is a variety with a weak difference
term, and A ∈ V is subdirectly irreducible with abelian monolith µ. Setting α = (0 : µ)
and ∆ = ∆µ,α, the set

TD
A

:= {(a, b, (a, e)/∆, (b, e)/∆) : a
µ
≡ b

µ
≡ e}

is a proper bridge from A to D(A).
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4. Zhuk’s bridges

In his solution to the Constraint Satisfaction Problem Dichotomy Conjecture [18],
D. Zhuk defined and used to great effect certain devices which he called “bridges.” In
this section we present Zhuk’s bridges, in slightly greater generality than Zhuk’s orig-
inal setting. To help clarify their development, we introduce some new terminology
and recast some of Zhuk’s basic proofs.

Definition 4.1. Let A be an algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A). A subuniverse R ≤ A2 is
said to be stable under ρ [18], or ρ-saturated [11], or ρ-closed [8], if R = ρ ◦R ◦ ρ.

Definition 4.2. An anchor is a triple (A, ρ, R) where A is a finite algebra, ρ ∈
Con(A), R ≤ A2, R is stable under ρ, and R properly contains ρ.

Definition 4.3. SupposeA,B are finite algebras in a common signature and (A, ρ, R),
(B, σ, S) are anchors. A bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S) is a subuniverse T ≤
A×A×B×B satisfying

(B0∗) T is “stable under ρ in its first two coordinates and stable under σ in its last
two coordinates.” That is, for all (a1, a2, b1, b2), (a

′

1, a
′

2, b
′

1, b
′

2) ∈ A×A×B×B
such that (ai, a

′

i) ∈ ρ and (bi, b
′

i) ∈ σ for i = 1, 2, we have

(a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T ⇐⇒ (a′1, a
′

2, b
′

1, b
′

2) ∈ T.

(B1∗) pr1,2(T ) = R and pr3,4(T ) = S.
(B2∗) For all (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T we have (a1, a2) ∈ ρ ⇐⇒ (b1, b2) ∈ σ.

Condition (B0∗), together with the requirement of stability in the definition of
anchors, allow for “faithfully modding out by ρ and σ.” That is, if (A, ρ, R) and
(B, σ, S) are general anchors and T ≤ A×A×B×B with T, ρ, σ satisfying (B0∗),
then setting A := A/ρ and B := B/σ, we can form quotients R ≤ (A)2, S ≤ (B)2,
and T ≤ A×A×B×B in the obvious way, namely,

R = {(a/ρ, a′/ρ) : (a, a′) ∈ R}

S = {(b/σ, b′/σ) : (b, b′) ∈ S}

T = {(a/ρ, a′/ρ, b/σ, b′/σ) : (a, a′, b, b′) ∈ T}.

Then (A, 0A, R) and (B, 0B, S) are anchors, and T is a bridge from (A, ρ, R) to
(B, σ, S) if and only if T is a bridge from (A, 0A, R) to (B, 0B, S). Moreover, R, S
and T are recoverable from R, S and T respectively, as the pre-images under the
natural maps A2 → (A)2, B2 → (B)2, and A×A×B×B → A×A×B×B of R,
S and T respectively.
As the next definition suggests, we can view bridges as the arrows in a category

whose objects are the anchors. Moreover, every bridge has a natural “converse.”
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Definition 4.4. Suppose A,B,C are finite algebras in a common signature and
(A, ρ, R), (B, σ, S), (C, υ, U) are anchors. Let T be a bridge from (A, ρ, R) to
(B, σ, S) and let T ′ be a bridge from (B, σ, S) to (C, υ, U).

(1) The identity bridge from (A, ρ, R) to itself is the relation given by

I(A,ρ,R) = {(a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ A4 : (a1, a2), (b1, b2) ∈ R and (a1, b1), (a2, b2) ∈ ρ}.

(2) The converse of T is the subuniverse T∪ ≤ B×B×A×A given by

T∪ = {(b1, b2, a1, a2) : (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T}.

(3) The composition T ◦ T ′ is the subuniverse T ◦ T ′ ≤ A×A×C×C given by

T ◦T ′ = {(a1, a2, c1, c2) : ∃b1, b2 ∈ B with (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T and (b1, b2, c1, c2) ∈ T ′}.

It is easy to check that identity bridges are bridges, the converse of a bridge is a
bridge, and the composition of bridges is a bridge.
An important invariant of a bridge is its “trace.”

Definition 4.5. Suppose T is a bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S).

(1) The trace of T , denoted tr(T ), is the subuniverse of A×B defined by tr(T ) =
{(a, b) : (a, a, b, b) ∈ T}.

(2) When B = A, we say that T is reflexive if 0A ⊆ tr(T ).

Zhuk [18] denoted tr(T ) by T̃ (and did not call it a “trace”). One can check that
tr(I(A,ρ,R)) = ρ, tr(T∪) = tr(T )−1, and tr(T ◦ T ′) = tr(T ) ◦ tr(T ′).

Remark 4.6. In his original definition, Zhuk viewed a bridge T as being “from (A, ρ)
to (B, σ),” not “from (A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S).” The relations R and S were left implicit,
though recoverable from T via the equations R = pr1,2(T ) and S = pr3,4(T ).

Definition 4.7. SupposeA,B are finite algebras in a common signature, ρ ∈ Con(A)
with ρ 6= 1A, and σ ∈ Con(B) with σ 6= 1B. A (Zhuk) bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ)
is any bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S), for some subuniverses R ≤ A2 and S ≤ B2

for which (A, ρ, R) and (B, σ, S) are anchors.

Zhuk’s bridges cannot be viewed as arrows in a category whose objects are pairs
(A, ρ), as composition is then not always defined. Happily, Zhuk only ever used
his bridges between pairs (A, ρ), (B, σ) for which there are canonical choices for the
relations R and S.

Definition 4.8 (Zhuk [18]). Let A be a finite algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A).

(1) ρ is irreducible if ρ 6= 1A and ρ cannot be written as the intersection of two
ρ-saturated subuniverses of A2 both properly containing ρ.

(2) If ρ is irreducible, then ρ∗ denotes the unique smallest ρ-saturated subuniverse
of A2 properly containing ρ.

The following fact is easily proved.
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Lemma 4.9. If A is finite and ρ ∈ Con(A) is irreducible, then ρ is meet-irreducible
in Con(A); its unique upper cover ρ+ in Con(A) is the transitive closure of ρ∗.

The next lemma explains the tight connection between Zhuk’s bridges and bridges
as we defined them in Definition 4.3, when the congruences are irreducible.

Lemma 4.10 (Zhuk [18]). Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a common signature,
ρ ∈ Con(A), and σ ∈ Con(B). If ρ and σ are irreducible, then every bridge from
(A, ρ) to (B, σ) contains a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ∗) to (B, σ, σ∗) with the same trace.

Proof (Zhuk [18]). Suppose T is a bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S). Define T1 =
{(a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T : (a1, a2) ∈ ρ∗}. Let S1 = pr3,4(T1). As ρ∗ ⊆ R = pr1,2(T ), we
get ρ∗ = pr1,2(T1). In particular, there exists (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T1 with (a1, a2) 6∈ ρ.
By property (B2∗), this implies (b1, b2) 6∈ σ. Hence S1 6= σ. On the other hand,
σ ⊆ S = pr3,4(T ) and (B2∗) imply σ ⊆ S1, and (B0∗) implies S1 is stable under σ.
As σ is irreducible, these facts imply σ∗ ⊆ S1. It can be checked that T1 is a bridge
from (A, ρ, ρ∗) to (B, σ, S1) with tr(T1) = tr(T ).
Next let T2 = {(a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T1 : (b1, b2) ∈ σ∗}. A similar argument shows T2

is a bridge from (A, ρ, R2) to (B, σ, σ∗) with tr(T2) = tr(T1), where R2 = pr1,2(T2).
But clearly ρ∗ ⊆ R2 ⊆ pr1,2(T1) = ρ∗, i.e., R2 = ρ∗ as required. �

Definition 4.11. Given an anchor (A, ρ, R), we let ref.tr(ρ, R) denote the set

ref.tr(ρ, R) = {tr(T ) : T is a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (A, ρ, R)}.

Note that each member of ref.tr(ρ, R) is a subuniverse of A2 containing ρ, by (B0∗).
In addition, ref.tr(ρ, R) is nonempty and closed under inversion and composition by
the comments following Definitions 4.4 and 4.5. It follows from this and finiteness that
ref.tr(ρ, R) contains a unique maximal member; and this unique maximal member is a
congruence containing ρ. The following definition and lemma record this observation.

Definition 4.12. If (A, ρ, R) is an anchor, then Opt(ρ, R) denotes the unique max-
imal member of ref.tr(ρ, R).

Lemma 4.13. For any anchor (A, ρ, R) we have ρ ≤ Opt(ρ, R) ∈ Con(A).

Definition 4.14 (Zhuk [18]). Suppose A is a finite algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A) is
irreducible.

(1) Opt(ρ) denotes Opt(ρ, ρ∗).
(2) A bridge T from (A, ρ) to (A, ρ) is optimal if tr(T ) = Opt(ρ).

Zhuk defined Opt(ρ) in a slightly different way: he let Opt(ρ) be the unique max-
imal member of the set

{tr(T ) : T is a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ) to (A, ρ)}.

In fact, this set is identical to ref.tr(ρ, ρ∗) by Lemma 4.10, so Zhuk’s and our defini-
tions of Opt(ρ) are equivalent.
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The following fact can be extracted from Zhuk’s proof of [18, Corollary 7.24.1].

Lemma 4.15. Suppose (A, ρ, R) and (B, σ, S) are anchors and T is a bridge from
(A, ρ, R) to (B, σ, S). Let α = Opt(ρ, R) and β = Opt(σ, S). Then tr(T ) induces an
isomorphism γ : A/α ∼= B/β defined by

γ(a/α) = b/β ⇐⇒ (a, b) ∈ α ◦ tr(T ) ◦ β.

Proof. Suppose (a, b), (a′, b′) ∈ tr(T ). It suffices to show (a, a′) ∈ α ⇐⇒ (b, b′) ∈ β.
Assume (b, b′) ∈ β. Let T0 be a reflexive bridge from (B, σ, S) to itself satisfying
tr(T0) = β. Let T1 = T ◦T0 and T2 = T1◦T

∪

1 . Then (a, b′), (a′, b′) ∈ tr(T )◦β = tr(T1)
and thus (a, a′) ∈ tr(T1) ◦ tr(T1)

−1 = tr(T2). Since T2 is a reflexive bridge from
(A, ρ, R) to itself, we get tr(T2) ⊆ Opt(ρ, R) = α, so (a, a′) ∈ α. Thus we have proved
(b, b′) ∈ β implies (a, a′) ∈ α. A similar proof shows the opposite implication. �

Lemma 4.16. Suppose (A, ρ, R) and (A, σ, S) are anchors on the same algebra. If
there exists a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (A, σ, S), then Opt(ρ, R) = Opt(σ, S).

Proof. Let T1 be a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ, R) to (A, σ, S). Let T2 be a reflexive
bridge from (A, ρ, R) to itself satisfying tr(T2) = Opt(ρ, R). Let T3 = T∪

1 ◦ T2 ◦ T1.
We have

Opt(ρ, R) = 0A ◦Opt(ρ, R) ◦ 0A

⊆ tr(T∪

1 ) ◦ tr(T2) ◦ tr(T1)

= tr(T3)

⊆ Opt(σ, S)

where the last inclusion is because T3 is a reflexive bridge from (A, σ, S) to itself. A
symmetric argument shows Opt(σ, S) ⊆ Opt(ρ, R). �

Definition 4.17 (cf. Zhuk [18]). Suppose A is a finite algebra and ρ, σ ∈ Con(A)
are irreducible. We say that ρ and σ are adjacent if there exists a reflexive bridge
from (A, ρ) to (A, σ).

Corollary 4.18 (Zhuk [18, Lemma 6.4]). Suppose A is a finite algebra and ρ, σ ∈
Con(A) are irreducible and adjacent. Then Opt(ρ) = Opt(σ).

Proof. Let T be a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ) to (A, σ). By Lemma 4.10, we may
assume that T is from (A, ρ, ρ∗) to (A, σ, σ∗). Now apply Lemma 4.16. �

This completes our development of the basic terminology and results concerning
bridges from [18].

5. Rooted bridges in locally finite Taylor varieties

In this short section we use tame congruence theory, first to characterize irreducible
congruences in finite Taylor algebras, and secondly to extend the material from the
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previous section to (certain) bridges, which we call “rooted bridges,” between arbi-
trary meet-irreducible congruences of finite Taylor algebras.

Definition 5.1. Suppose A is a finite algebra, ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-irreducible, and
ρ+ is its unique upper cover. Cov(ρ) denotes the set of minimal (under inclusion)
ρ-saturated subuniverses τ of A2 satisfying ρ ⊂ τ ⊆ ρ+.

If ρ is irreducible, then clearly Cov(ρ) = {ρ∗}. However, it can happen that ρ is
meet-irreducible and |Cov(ρ)| = 1, yet ρ is not irreducible; see Lemma 5.5.

Definition 5.2. Suppose A and B are finite algebras in a common signature, ρ ∈
Con(A), σ ∈ Con(B), and ρ and σ are meet-irreducible. A bridge T from (A, ρ) to
(B, σ) is rooted if there exist τ ∈ Cov(ρ) and τ ′ ∈ Cov(σ) such that T contains a
bridge T ′ from (A, ρ, τ) to (B, σ, τ ′) with tr(T ′) = tr(T ).

Equivalently, a bridge T from (A, ρ) to (B, σ) is rooted if and only if the set

T0 := T ∩ {(a, a′, b, b′) : (a, a′) ∈ ρ+ and (b, b′) ∈ σ+}

satisfies pr1,2(T0) 6= ρ, where ρ+, σ+ are the unique upper covers of ρ, σ respectively.
Observe that if ρ ∈ Con(A) and σ ∈ Con(B) are irreducible, then every bridge

from (A, ρ) to (B, σ) is rooted by Lemma 4.10. In extending Zhuk’s theory to meet-
irreducible congruences, we will only ever consider rooted bridges.
Next, we introduce some notation and record two facts about Cov(ρ) given by

tame congruence theory.

Definition 5.3. Suppose A is a finite algebra, ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-irreducible, and
ρ+ is its unique upper cover. Let ρ denote the following subset of ρ+:

ρ = ρ ◦
(
0A ∪

⋃
{N2 : N is a (ρ, ρ+)-trace}

)
◦ ρ.

Proposition 5.4 ([8, Lemma 5.24]). Suppose A is a finite algebra, ρ ∈ Con(A) is
meet-irreducible, and ρ+ is its unique upper cover.

(1) If typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {2, 3}, then ρ ≤ A2 and Cov(ρ) = {ρ}.
(2) If typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {4, 5}, then |Cov(ρ)| = 2, say Cov(ρ) = {τ0, τ1}. Moreover,

τ1 = τ−1
0 , τ0 ∩ τ1 = ρ, and τ0 ∪ τ1 = ρ.

Now we can characterize irreducible congruences in finite Taylor algebras.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra, ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-irreducible,
and ρ+ is its unique upper cover.

(1) The following are equivalent:
(a) ρ is irreducible.
(b) typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {2, 3}, and for all (a, b) ∈ A2 \ ρ+ there exists a unary

polynomial f(x) ∈ Pol1(A) with (f(a), f(b)) ∈ ρ+ \ ρ.
(2) If ρ is irreducible, then ρ∗ = ρ.
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Proof. Assume ρ is irreducible. We have typ(ρ, ρ+) 6= 1 by Theorem 2.9. Irre-
ducibility of ρ forces |Cov(ρ)| = 1, so typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {2, 3} by Proposition 5.4(2).
Assume next that there exists (a, b) ∈ A2 \ ρ+ such that (f(a), f(b)) 6∈ ρ+ \ ρ for all

f ∈ Pol1(B). Let σ = SgA
2

({(a, b)} ∪ 0A). The assumption implies σ ∩ ρ+ ⊆ ρ, so
(ρ◦σ◦ρ)∩ρ+ = ρ, which would contradict irreducibility of ρ. Thus if ρ is irreducible,
then the conditions in item (1b) hold.
Conversely, assume that the conditions in item (1b) hold. Since typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {2, 3},

we have Cov(ρ) = {ρ} by Proposition 5.4(1). We will show that ρ is irreducible with
ρ∗ = ρ, which will also establish item (2). Let R be a ρ-saturated subuniverse of A2

which properly contains ρ; we must show ρ ⊆ R. It will suffice to prove R ∩ ρ+ 6= ρ,
as then R ∩ ρ+ will be a ρ-saturated subuniverse of A2 satisfying ρ ⊂ R ∩ ρ+ ⊆ ρ+,
so ρ ⊆ R ∩ ρ+ as Cov(ρ) = {ρ} by Proposition 5.4(1). To prove R ∩ ρ+ 6= ρ,
pick (a, b) ∈ R \ ρ. If (a, b) ∈ ρ+ then we are done, so assume (a, b) 6∈ ρ+. By
condition (1b), there exists f ∈ Pol1(A) with (a′, b′) := (f(a), f(b)) ∈ ρ+ \ ρ. Then

(a′, b′) ∈ SgA
2

({(a, b)} ∪ 0A) ⊆ R, so (a′, b′) witnesses R ∩ ρ+ 6= ρ. �

The following easy lemma will help us extend the notions of Opt(ρ) and adjacency
from irreducible congruences to meet-irreducible congruences.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra, ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-irreducible,
and τ, τ ′ ∈ Cov(ρ). Then there exists a reflexive bridge from (A, ρ, τ) to (A, ρ, τ ′).
Hence Opt(ρ, τ) = Opt(ρ, τ ′).

Proof. If τ ′ = τ , then we can use the identity bridge I(A,ρ,τ). Otherwise, by Propo-
sition 5.4 we must have typ(ρ, ρ+) ∈ {4, 5} and τ ′ = τ−1. Then the set T =
{(a1, a2, b1, b2) : (a1, a2, b2, b1) ∈ I(A,ρ,τ)} is the required reflexive bridge. The last
claim follows by Lemma 4.16. �

Proposition 5.4(1) and Lemmas 5.5(2) and 5.6 justify the the following extension
of the notation Opt(ρ) from irreducible congruences to meet-irreducible congruences.

Definition 5.7. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-
irreducible.

(1) Opt(ρ) denotes the (unique) congruence Opt(ρ, τ) where τ ∈ Cov(ρ).
(2) A bridge T from (A, ρ) to (A, ρ) is optimal if it is rooted and tr(T ) = Opt(ρ).

We also extend the adjacency relation to meet-irreducible congruences, as follows.

Definition 5.8. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and ρ, σ ∈ Con(A) are meet-
irreducible. Say that ρ and σ are adjacent if there exists a reflexive rooted bridge
from (A, ρ) to (A, σ).

Remark 5.9. Our definition of adjacency in the above context differs from Zhuk’s
definition in [18]; Zhuk did not explicitly require the bridge to be rooted. (Our
definitions do agree when restricted to irreducible congruences.)
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Corollary 4.18 extends to meet-irreducible congruences. The proof is a simple
application of Lemmas 4.16 and 5.6.

Corollary 5.10. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and ρ, σ ∈ Con(A) are meet-
irreducible. If ρ and σ are adjacent, then Opt(ρ) = Opt(σ).

6. Connecting bridges to centrality and similarity

In this final section we give our main results. We prove that, in the context
developed in the previous section, the Opt(ρ) construction is simply the centralizer
(ρ : ρ+) (Lemma 6.2); we apply this and results from [16] to extend two important
results from [18] (Theorem 6.4 and Lemma 6.7); and we prove that the “there exists
a rooted bridge” relation between pairs (A, ρ) and (B, σ) is exactly the similarity
relation between the respective quotient algebras A/ρ and B/σ (Corollary 6.11).

Definition 6.1. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-
irreducible with unique upper cover ρ+. If ρ+/ρ is abelian, let α = (ρ : ρ+), define

∆♭
ρ+,α = {(a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ A4 : ((a1, a2), (b1, b2)) ∈ ∆ρ+,α},

and set T opt

(A,ρ) = I(A,ρ,ρ+) ◦∆
♭
ρ+,α ◦ I(A,ρ,ρ+).

Lemma 6.2. Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and ρ ∈ Con(A) is meet-irreducible
with unique upper cover ρ+.

(1) Opt(ρ) = (ρ : ρ+).
(2) Hence ρ+/ρ is abelian if and only if Opt(ρ) > ρ.
(3) If ρ+/ρ is abelian, then ρ = ρ+, so Cov(ρ) = {ρ+}, and T opt

(A,ρ) is an optimal

bridge from (A, ρ) to itself.

Proof. We first show if ρ+/ρ is abelian, i.e., typ(ρ, ρ+) = 2, then ρ = ρ+. Note that
ρ/ρ is a reflexive subuniverse of (A/ρ)2 contained in the abelian minimal congruence
ρ+/ρ and properly containing 0A/ρ. A/ρ has a weak difference term by Theorem 2.9,
which is a Maltsev operation when restricted to each block of ρ+/ρ. Hence ρ/ρ = ρ+/ρ
by Lemma 2.6. Since ρ is ρ-saturated, it follows that ρ = ρ+. Hence Cov(ρ) = {ρ+}
by Proposition 5.4(1).
Next we show that if ρ+/ρ is abelian, then T opt

(A,ρ) is a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ+) to itself

with trace α := (ρ : ρ+). Note that ∆♭
ρ+,α is not necessarily a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ+)

to itself, because it may fail to satisfy (B0∗). However it does satisfy (B1∗) and
(B2∗), the latter by Lemma 3.2 using C(α, ρ+; ρ). Pre- and post-composing ∆♭

ρ+,α

with I(A,ρ,ρ+) preserves (B1∗) and (B2∗) and also guarantees (B0∗). Thus T opt

(A,ρ) is

indeed a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ+) to itself. Finally,

tr(T opt

(A,ρ)) = tr(I(A,ρ,ρ+)) ◦ tr(∆
♭
ρ+,α) ◦ tr(I(A,ρ,ρ+)) = ρ ◦ α ◦ ρ = α

as required. Clearly T opt

(A,ρ) is rooted.
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Next, we will prove (1). Assume first that ρ+/ρ is nonabelian. Because ρ is meet-
irreducible and ρ+ is its unique upper cover, we get (ρ : ρ+) = ρ. As Opt(ρ) ≥ ρ
by Lemma 4.13, it will be enough in this case to show that Opt(ρ) � ρ+. Assume
instead that Opt(ρ) ≥ ρ+. Choose τ ∈ Cov(ρ) and let T0 be an optimal bridge from
(A, ρ, τ) to itself. Let T = T0 ◦ T0; then T is also an optimal bridge from (A, ρ, τ) to
itself. Hence tr(T ) = Opt(ρ), and moreover (a, b, a, b) ∈ T for all (a, b) ∈ τ .
Pick a (ρ, ρ+)-trace N . By tame congruence theory, i.e., Proposition 2.8, there

exists (0, 1) ∈ N2 \ ρ and a binary polynomial p(x, y) ∈ Pol2(A) such that p(0, 0) =
p(0, 1) = p(1, 0) = 0 and p(1, 1) = 1. Then (0, 1) ∈ ρ (see Definition 5.3), and since
ρ = τ ∪ τ−1 by Proposition 5.4, we have either (0, 1) ∈ τ or (1, 0) ∈ τ . Assume with
no loss of generality that (0, 1) ∈ τ .
Choose a (2+n)-ary term and a tuple c ∈ An so that p(x, y) = t(x, y, c). Then we

have the following tuples in T :

( 0, 1, 0, 1 ) ∈ T as (0, 1) ∈ τ

( 0, 0, 1, 1 ) ∈ T as (0, 1) ∈ ρ+ ≤ Opt(ρ) = tr(T )

(c1, c1, c1, c1) ∈ T
...

(cn, cn, cn, cn) ∈ T



 as T is reflexive

Applying t coordinate-wise to these tuples gives (0, 0, 0, 1) ∈ T , contradicting (B2∗)
since (0, 1) 6∈ ρ. This contradiction proves Opt(ρ) � ρ+ and hence Opt(ρ) = ρ when
ρ+/ρ is nonabelian.
Assume next that ρ+/ρ is abelian. We will first show Opt(ρ) ≤ (ρ : ρ+). As

shown earlier, Cov(ρ) = {ρ+}. Fix an optimal bridge T from (A, ρ, ρ+) to itself. By
replacing T with T ◦ T , we may assume that (a, b, a, b) ∈ T for all (a, b) ∈ ρ+. To
prove Opt(ρ) ≤ (ρ : ρ+), we will simply show that C(tr(T ), ρ+; ρ) holds by verifying
the condition in Definition 2.2(3).
Let t(x,y) be a (1 + n)-ary term, let (a, b) ∈ tr(T ), and let (ci, di) ∈ ρ+ for

i = 1, . . . , n. Then we have the following tuples in T :

( a, a, b, b ) ∈ T

(c1, d1, c1, d1) ∈ T
...

(cn, dn, cn, dn) ∈ T

Applying t coordinatewise gives

(t(a, c), t(a,d), t(b, c), t(b,d)) ∈ T.

Then by (B2∗),

t(a, c)
ρ
≡ t(a,d) ⇐⇒ t(b, c)

ρ
≡ t(b,d).
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This proves that C(tr(T ), ρ+; ρ) holds and hence Opt(ρ) = tr(T ) ≤ (ρ : ρ+).
On the other hand, we have already shown that T opt

(A,ρ) is a rooted bridge from (A, ρ)

to itself with trace (ρ : ρ+). Hence (ρ : ρ+) ≤ Opt(ρ), which proves Opt(ρ) = (ρ : ρ+)
in the abelian case and completes the proof of (1) and (3). (2) follows from (1). �

Using our results about similarity, we can now easily obtain (and generalize) one
of the key results in Zhuk [18].

Definition 6.3. An algebra is affine if it is abelian and has a Maltsev term.

Theorem 6.4 (Cf. Zhuk [18, Corollary 8.17.1]). Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra,
ρ ∈ Con(A) is irreducible, and Opt(ρ) = 1A. Then there exists a simple affine algebra
Z ∈ HS(A2) having a 1-element subuniverse {0} ≤ Z, and there exists a subdirect
subuniverse ζ ≤sd A×A× Z with pr1,2(ζ) = ρ∗, such that for all (a, a′, b) ∈ ζ,

(a, a′) ∈ ρ ⇐⇒ b = 0.

Proof. Let ρ+ be the unique upper cover of ρ. By Lemma 6.2, we have (ρ : ρ+) = 1A
and ρ+/ρ is abelian. Thus ρ∗ = ρ+ by Lemmas 5.5(2) and 6.2(3). Let A = A/ρ
and µ = ρ+/ρ; thus A is subdirectly irreducible with abelian monolith µ satisfying
(0 : µ) = 1. Let Z = D(A). By Theorem 3.4, Z is simple and abelian, so is affine,
and has a 1-element subuniverse Do = {0}. Also by Theorem 3.4, there exists a
surjective homomorphism h : A(µ) → Z such that h−1(0) = 0A. Let

ζ = {(a, a′, b) ∈ A× A× Z : (a, a′) ∈ ρ+ and h((a/ρ, a′/ρ)) = b}.

ζ has the required properties. �

Remark 6.5. Zhuk [18] proved Theorem 6.4 in the special case where the signature of
A consists of just one operation, w(x1, . . . , xm), which is an m-ary special WNU, that
is, an (idempotent) weak near-unanimity operation whose derived binary operation
x ◦ y := w(x, . . . , x, y) satisfies x ◦ (x ◦ y) = x ◦ y. In this context, if Z ∈ HS(A2) then
w is also an m-ary special WNU in Z; if in addition Z is simple and affine, then it
is not hard to show (cf. [19, Lemma 6.4]) that Z ∼= (Zp, x1 + · · · + xm (mod p)) for
some prime p which is a divisor of m− 1. Zhuk stated his [18, Corollary 8.17.1] with
this stronger conclusion.

Next we establish a simple invariant of rooted bridges.

Theorem 6.6. Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a locally finite Taylor variety,
and ρ ∈ Con(A), σ ∈ Con(B), where ρ and σ are meet-irreducible. Let ρ+, σ+ be the
respective unique upper covers of ρ, σ. Assume that there exists a rooted bridge from
(A, ρ) to (B, σ). Then ρ+/ρ is abelian if and only if σ+/σ is abelian.

Proof. Let T be a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ). We may assume that T is
from (A, ρ, τ) to (B, σ, τ ′) where τ ∈ Cov(ρ) and τ ′ ∈ Cov(σ). Assume for the sake
of contradiction that ρ+/ρ is abelian while σ+/σ is not. Then by tame congruence
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theory, typ(ρ, ρ+) = 2 while typ(σ, σ+) ∈ {3, 4, 5}. Hence τ = ρ+ by Lemma 6.2 and
τ ′ ∪ (τ ′)−1 = σ by Proposition 5.4.
By passing to A := A/ρ and B := B/σ, we may assume that ρ = 0A and σ = 0B.

Rename ρ+ and σ+ as µA and µB respectively. Let α = (0A : µA) and observe that
(0B : µB) = 0B. Replace T with T opt

(A,0) ◦ T ; then by Lemma 4.15, the rule

h(a) = b ⇐⇒ (a, b) ∈ tr(T )

defines a surjective homomorphism h : A → B with kernel α.

Claim 6.6.1. For all f ∈ Polk(B) there exists fA ∈ Polk(A) such that

(1) h(fA(x1, . . . , xk)) = f(h(x1), . . . , h(xk)) for all x1, . . . , xk ∈ A.
(2) For all (x1, y1, u1, v1), . . . , (xk, yk, uk, vk) ∈ T we have

(fA(x), fA(y), f(u), f(v)) ∈ T.

Proof of Claim 6.6.1. Indeed, if we select a term t(x1, . . . , xk, y1, . . . , yn) and b ∈ Bn

so that f(x) = tB(x,b), then we simply need to select a ∈ An with h(ai) = bi for
each i ∈ [n] and then define fA(x) = tA(x, a). Item (1) then follows immediately,
and item (2) follows from the fact that (ai, ai, bi, bi) ∈ T for all i ∈ [n]. �

By tame congruence theory, i.e., Proposition 2.8, there exists a (0B, µB)-minimal
set U with unique (0B, µB)-trace N = {0, 1} = U ∩ C, a unary polynomial e(x) ∈
Pol1(B), and a binary polynomial p(x, y) ∈ Pol2(B), satisfying:

(1) e(A) = U and e(e(x)) = e(x) for all x ∈ A.
(2) p(x, x) = p(x, 1) = p(1, x) = x for all x ∈ U .
(3) p(x, 0) = p(0, x) = x for all x ∈ U \ {1}.

Because T is rooted, we have (0, 1) ∈ pr3,4(T ) or (1, 0) ∈ pr3,4(T ). Assume with
no loss of generality that (0, 1) ∈ pr3,4(T ). Pick (a′, b′) ∈ µA with (a′, b′, 0, 1) ∈ T .
Let eA ∈ Pol1(A) be a polynomial given by Claim 6.6.1 for e(x). Let a = eA(a

′)
and b = eA(b

′). Then (a, b, 0, 1) ∈ T and h(a) = e(h(a′)) ∈ U by Claim 6.6.1. Since
(a, b) ∈ µA ⊆ ker(h) we get h(b) = h(a). Let u = h(a) ∈ U .
Now let pA ∈ Pol2(A) be a polynomial given by Claim 6.6.1 for p(x, y). In calcu-

lations that follow, we will denote both p(x, y) and pA(x, y) by xy.
We have the following elements of T :

τ1 = (x1, y1, u1, v1) := (a, b, 0, 1)

τ2 = (x2, y2, u2, v2) := (a, a, u, u)

τ3 = (x3, y3, u3, v3) := (b, b, u, u).

Case 1: u 6= 1.
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Applying Claim 6.6.1(2) to p(x, y) and the pairs (τ1, τ1), (τ2, τ1) and (τ1, τ3) respec-
tively gives

(aa, bb, 0, 1) ∈ T(6.1)

(aa, ab, u, u) ∈ T(6.2)

(ab, bb, u, u) ∈ T.(6.3)

(6.1) with (B2∗) gives aa 6= bb, but (6.2) and (6.3) with (B2∗) give aa = ab = bb,
contradiction.

Case 2: u = 1.
Applying Claim 6.6.1(2) to p(x, y) and the pairs (τ1, τ1), (τ2, τ1) and (τ1, τ3) respec-

tively gives

σ1 := (aa, bb, 0, 1) ∈ T(6.4)

σ2 := (aa, ab, 0, 1) ∈ T(6.5)

σ3 := (ab, bb, 0, 1) ∈ T.(6.6)

Let d(x, y, z) be a weak difference term for the locally finite Taylor variety containing
A and B. Recall that µA is abelian and observe that aa, ab, bb all belong to a common
µA-class. Applying d coordinate-wise to the tuples σ2, σ1, σ3 (in that order) and using
the defining property of weak difference terms, we get (ab, ab, 0, 1) ∈ T , which again
contradicts (B2∗).

As we have found a contradiction in both cases, the theorem is proved. �

Now we can extend and give a relatively short proof of an important result about
adjacent congruences in [18].

Lemma 6.7 (cf. Zhuk [18, Lemma 8.18]). Suppose A is a finite Taylor algebra and
ρ, σ ∈ Con(A) are meet-irreducible and adjacent. If ρ 6= σ, then Opt(σ) > σ.

Proof. Let ρ+, σ+ be the unique upper covers of ρ, σ respectively. Assume Opt(σ) =
σ. Then σ+/σ is nonabelian by Lemma 6.2(2). Hence ρ+/ρ is nonabelian by Theo-
rem 6.6, so ρ = Opt(ρ) = Opt(σ) = σ by Lemma 6.2(2) and Corollary 4.18, contra-
dicting ρ 6= σ. �

For the remainder of this section, we work to characterize the “there exists a rooted
bridge” relation between meet-irreducible congruences. The next lemma handles the
nonabelian case.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a locally finite Taylor variety and
ρ ∈ Con(A), σ ∈ Con(B), where ρ and σ are meet-irreducible. Let ρ+, σ+ be the
respective unique upper covers of ρ, σ.

(1) If A/ρ ∼= B/σ, then there exists a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ).



ZHUK’S BRIDGES, CENTRALIZERS, AND SIMILARITY 19

(2) Conversely, if ρ+/ρ and σ+/σ are both nonabelian and there exists a rooted
bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ), then A/ρ ∼= B/σ.

Proof. (1) Suppose γ : A/ρ ∼= B/σ is an isomorphism. Then

T = {(a, a′, b, b′) ∈ A×A× B × B : γ(a/ρ) = b/σ and γ(a′/ρ) = b′/σ}

is a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ).
(2) We have Opt(ρ) = ρ and Opt(σ) = σ by Lemma 6.2(2). Let T be a rooted

bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ). We can assume that T is a bridge from (A, ρ, τ) to
(B, σ, τ ′) for some τ ∈ Cov(ρ) and τ ′ ∈ Cov(σ). Thus ρ = Opt(ρ, τ) and σ =
Opt(σ, τ ′). Now the claim follows from Lemma 4.15. �

It remains to characterize the “there exists a rooted bridge” relation between meet-
irreducible congruences ρ and σ when ρ+/ρ and σ+/σ are both abelian. We will see
that there is a tight relationship to similarity and proper bridges as defined in [16].
The main difficulty is that, although Zhuk’s definition of bridges is similar to the
definition of proper bridges in [16], the definitions differ in one essential way: we
required proper bridges to satisfy

(B3) For all (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T we have (ai, bi) ∈ tr(T ) for i = 1, 2,

while Zhuk’s bridges are not required to satisfy this condition. Happily, rooted bridges
between meet-irreducible congruences with abelian upper covers can be assumed
without loss of generality to satisfy (B3), as we will prove in Theorem 6.10. First,
we need the following result about the optimal bridges from Lemma 6.2(3).

Lemma 6.9. Suppose A is a finite subdirectly Taylor algebra with abelian monolith
µ. Let α = (0 : µ) and define ∆♭

µ,α as in Definition 6.1 (setting ρ := 0, so ρ+ = µ).

Recall the proper bridge TD
A

from A to D(A) defined in Corollary 3.9. Then T opt

(A,0) =

∆♭
µ,α = TD

A
◦ (TD

A
)∪.

Proof. The first equality follows from the fact that I(A,0,µ) = {(a, b, a, b) : (a, b) ∈ µ}.
Let ∆ = ∆µ,α. The second equality will follow if we can show that for all (a1, a2),
(b1, b2) ∈ µ with a1, a2, b1, b2 belonging to a common α-class,

(a1, a2)
∆
≡ (b1, b2) ⇐⇒ ∃e

µ
≡ a1, ∃e

′
µ
≡ b1

(
(a1, e)

∆
≡ (b1, e

′) & (a2, e)
∆
≡ (b2, e

′)
)
.

The forward implication is easy: choose e = a2 and e′ = b2. For the reverse implica-
tion, apply a weak difference term component-wise to

(a1, e)
∆
≡ (b1, e

′), (a2, e)
∆
≡ (b2, e

′), (a2, a2)
∆
≡ (b2, b2)

to get (a1, a2)
∆
≡ (b1, b2). �

Theorem 6.10. Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a locally finite Taylor variety,
ρ ∈ Con(A) and σ ∈ Con(B) where both ρ and σ are meet-irreducible, and ρ+, σ+ are
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their respective unique upper covers. Assume that ρ+/ρ and σ+/σ are abelian. Then
for every bridge T from (A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+), the bridge T ′ := T opt

(A,ρ) ◦ T ◦ T opt

(B,σ)

contains a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+) with the same trace as T ′ and satisfying
(B3).

Proof. First, we can assume with no loss of generality that T ′ = T . Second, we can
assume that ρ = 0A and σ = 0B. For we can let A = A/ρ, B = B/σ, µ = ρ+/ρ,
κ = σ+/σ, and

T = {(a1/ρ, a2/ρ, b1/σ, b2/σ) : (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T}

and T will be a bridge from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ) satisfying T = T(A,0) ◦ T ◦ T(B,0). If

there exists a bridge T1 from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ) satisfying T1 ⊆ T , tr(T1) = tr(T )
and (B3), then T0 := {(a1, a2, b1, b2) : (a1/ρ, a2/ρ, b1/σ, b2/σ) ∈ T1} will be a bridge
from (A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+) satisfying T0 ⊆ T , tr(T0) = tr(T ) and (B3).
So for the remainder of this proof assume that T ′ = T , ρ = 0A, and σ = 0B.

For readability, rename ρ+ as µ and σ+ as κ. Let α = (0 : µ), ∆A = ∆µ,α, and
ϕA = α/∆A. Recall from Corollary 3.9 that the set

TD
A

= {(a1, a2, (a1, e)/∆A, (a2, e)/∆A) ∈ A× A×D(A)×D(A) : a1
µ
≡ a2

µ
≡ e}

is a proper bridge fromA toD(A), and hence is a bridge from (A, 0, µ) to (D(A), 0, ϕA)
satisfying (B3).
Similarly define β = (0 : κ), ∆B = ∆κ,β, and ϕB = β/∆B; then

TD
B

= {(b1, b2, (b1, u)/∆B, (b2, u)/∆B) ∈ B × B ×D(B)×D(B) : b1
µ
≡ b2

µ
≡ u}

is a bridge from (B, 0, κ) to (D(B), 0, ϕB) satisfying (B3). Thus by composing, we
get the bridge T ∗ := (TD

A
)∪ ◦ T ◦ TD

B
from (D(A), 0, ϕA) to (D(B), 0, ϕB).

Suppose there exists a bridge T ∗

1 from (D(A), 0, ϕA) to (D(B), 0, ϕB) satisfying
T ∗

1 ⊆ T ∗, tr(T ∗

1 ) = tr(T ∗) and (B3). In this case we could define T1 = TD
A
◦T ∗

1 ∪(T
D
B
)∪.

Then T1 will be a bridge from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ). We will have

T1 ⊆ TD
A

◦ T ∗ ◦ (TD
B
)∪

= TD
A

◦ ((TD
A
)∪ ◦ T ◦ TD

B
) ◦ (TD

B
)∪

= (TD
A

◦ (TD
A
)∪) ◦ T ◦ (TD

B
◦ (TD

B
)∪)

= T opt

(A,0) ◦ T ◦ T opt

(B,0) by Lemma 6.9

= T as we’ve assumed T ′ = T .
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Hence tr(T1) ⊆ tr(T ). Similarly,

tr(T1) = tr(TD
A
) ◦ tr(T ∗

1 ) ◦ tr((T
D
B
)∪)

= tr(TD
A
) ◦ tr(T ∗) ◦ tr((TD

B
)∪) tr(T ∗

1 ) = tr(T ∗)

= tr(T opt

(A,0)) ◦ tr(T ) ◦ tr(T
opt

(B,0))

= α ◦ tr(T ) ◦ β,

which proves tr(T ) ⊆ tr(T1). Hence tr(T1) = tr(T ). Finally, it is easy to check that
T1 satisfies (B3), since each of TD

A
, T ∗

1 , T
D
B

satisfies (B3).
The remarks in the previous paragraph serve to further reduce the proof of The-

orem 6.10 to the case where A and B are replaced by D(A) and D(B) respectively
(and ρ = 0D(A) and σ = 0D(B) and T

′ = T ). Put differently, in proving Theorem 6.10,
we can further assume with no loss of generality that A ∼= D(A1) and B ∼= D(B1) for
some subdirectly irreducible algebras A1,B1 with abelian monoliths. It follows from
this assumption and Theorem 3.4 that α = µ, β = κ, and there exist subuniverses
SA ≤ A and SB ≤ B which are transversals for µ and κ respectively.
Recall that we are assuming T = T opt

(A,0) ◦ T ◦ T opt

(B,0). In this context this means

T = ∆♭
µ,µ ◦ T ◦∆♭

κ,κ. Hence tr(T ) = tr(∆♭
µ,µ) ◦ tr(T ) ◦ tr(∆

♭
κ,κ) = µ ◦ tr(T ) ◦ κ.

Recall from Lemma 4.15 that tr(T ) induces an isomorphism γ : A/µ ∼= B/κ defined
by

γ(a/µ) = b/κ ⇐⇒ (a, b) ∈ µ ◦ tr(T ) ◦ κ = tr(T ).

We also have the homomorphism πA : A → SA which sends each a ∈ A to the
unique element of SA ∩ a/µ. Likewise we have πB : B → SB. These retractions
naturally induce isomorphisms πA : A/µ ∼= SA and πB : B/κ ∼= SB given by
πA(a/µ) = πA(a) and πB(b/κ) = πB(b). Thus we get an isomorphism δ : SA

∼= SB

given by δ = πB ◦ γ ◦ (πA)
−1. Equivalently,

(6.7) graph(δ) = tr(T ) ∩ (SA × SB).

Claim 6.10.1. If there exists (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T with a1 6= a2 and (a1, b1) ∈ tr(T ),
then T contains a bridge T1 from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ) satisfying tr(T1) = tr(T ) and
(B3).

Proof of Claim 6.10.1. Let (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T satisfy a1 6= b1 and (a1, b1) ∈ tr(T ).
Observe that we also have (a2, b2) ∈ tr(T ) as tr(T ) = µ ◦ tr(T ) ◦ κ, and b1 6= b2 by
(B1∗). Let T1 be the subuniverse of A×A×B×B generated by

{(a, a, b, b) : (a, b) ∈ tr(T )} ∪ {(a1, a2, b1, b2)}.

Then T1 ⊆ T . We will verify that T1 is a bridge from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ). Property
(B0∗) is trivially true and (B2∗) is inherited from T , so what must be shown is
(B1∗): that pr1,2(T1) = µ and pr3,4(T1) = κ. By construction, pr1,2(T1) is a reflexive
subuniverse of µ properly containing 0A; hence pr1,2(T1) = µ by Lemma 2.6. A
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similar argument gives pr3,4(T1) = κ. Thus T1 is a bridge from (A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ)
satisfying T1 ⊆ T , and clearly tr(T1) = tr(T ) by construction.
Now let

W = {(a, a′, b, b′) ∈ A×A×B ×B : (a, b), (a′, b′) ∈ tr(T )}.

Note thatW is a subuniverse of A×A×B×B. As the generators of T1 are contained
in W , we get T1 ⊆W , which proves that T1 satisfies (B3). �

The remainder of the proof of Theorem 6.10 will consist of the construction of a
tuple (a1, a2, b1, b2) ∈ T satisfying the hypotheses of Claim 6.10.1. Define R ≤ A×B

by

R = pr1,3(T ∩ (A× SA × B × SB)).

Claim 6.10.2.

(1) graph(δ) ⊆ R. Thus SA ⊆ pr1(R) and SB ⊆ pr2(R).
(2) For all (a, b) ∈ R we have a ∈ SA ⇐⇒ b ∈ SB ⇐⇒ (a, b) ∈ graph(δ).

Proof. (1) Assume (a, b) ∈ graph(δ). Then (a, b) ∈ tr(T ) ∩ (SA × SB) by (6.7), so
(a, a, b, b) ∈ T ∩ (SA × SA × SB × SB), proving (a, b) ∈ R.
(2) Suppose we have (a, b) ∈ R with a ∈ SA. Choose x ∈ SA and y ∈ SB with

(a, x, y, b) ∈ T . As (a, x) ∈ µ and a, x ∈ SA, we get a = x, which forces b = y by
bridge property (B2∗). Hence (a, b) ∈ tr(T ) ∩ (SA × SB) = graph(δ) by (6.7). �

Claim 6.10.3. pr1(R) 6= SA and pr2(R) 6= SB.

Proof of Claim 6.10.3. Pick a µ-class C with |C| > 1. Let u be the unique element
in C ∩ SA and pick a ∈ C \ {u}. As T is a bridge, there exists (b, c) ∈ κ with
b 6= c and (a, u, b, c) ∈ T . Let y = πB(b) ∈ SB and let x = δ−1(y) ∈ SA. Then
(x, y) ∈ graph(δ) ⊆ tr(T ), and hence (x, c) ∈ tr(T ) as well (using tr(T ) = tr(T ) ◦ κ).
Thus the following are elements of T :

(x, x, y, y), (x, x, c, c), (a, u, b, c).

Applying the weak difference term d(x, y, z) to these elements of T gives

(6.8) (a′, u′, b′, y) ∈ T

where a′ = d(x, x, a), u′ = d(x, x, u) and b′ = d(y, c, b). Observe that u′ ∈ SA since
x, u ∈ SA. Thus (6.8) implies (a′, b′) ∈ R. Also note that b, c, y belong to a common
κ-class, so b′ = y − c + b calculated in the abelian group Grp

B
(κ, y) by Lemma 2.5,

so b′ 6= y (since b 6= c). Thus b′ 6∈ SB, proving pr2(R) 6= SB. A similar proof gives
pr1(R) 6= SA. �

Claim 6.10.4. pr1(R) = A and pr2(R) = B.
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Proof of Claim 6.10.4. By Claim 6.10.2, SA ⊆ pr1(R). By Claim 6.10.3, we can
choose a0 ∈ pr1(R) with a0 6∈ SA. Let a ∈ A be arbitrary. By Lemma 2.7, there
exists a term t(x,y) and a tuple u of elements from SA such that t(a0,u) = a. As
pr1(R) is a subuniverse, this proves a ∈ pr1(R), and as a was arbitrary, we have
shown pr1(R) = A. A similar proof gives pr2(R) = B. �

Now define

θ := {(u, u′) ∈ (SA)
2 : ∃(a, b) ∈ R with πA(a) = u and πB(b) = δ(u′)}.

If b, c are two elements from A or two elements from B, we will say that (b, c) is a
Maltsev pair if d(b, b, c) = c = d(c, b, b).

Claim 6.10.5.

(1) For all (a, u, b, y) ∈ T ∩ (A×SA×B×SB), if y
′ = δ(u) and u′ = δ−1(y), then

(u, u′), (a, u′), (b, y′), (y, y′) are Maltsev pairs.
(2) For all (u, u′) ∈ θ, (u, u′) and (u′, u) are Maltsev pairs.
(3) θ ∈ Con(SA).

Proof of Claim 6.10.5. (1) Suppose (a, u, b, y) ∈ T∩(A×SA×B×SB) and y
′ = δ(u) ∈

SB and u′ = δ−1(y) ∈ SA. As graph(δ) ⊆ tr(T ) by (6.7), we get (u′, u′, y, y) ∈ T .
Let x = d(u, u, u′) ∈ SA. Applying the weak difference term component-wise to
(a, u, b, y), (a, u, b, y) and (u′, u′, y, y) gives

(d(a, a, u′), x, y, y) ∈ T.

By bridge property (B2∗), we get d(a, a, u′) = x and thus (x, y) ∈ tr(T ). As (x, y) ∈
SA ×SB, we then get (x, y) ∈ graph(δ) by (6.7), so x = u′, which proves d(a, a, u′) =
d(u, u, u′) = u′. The other required equalities are proved similarly.
(2) Given (u, u′) ∈ θ, pick (a, b) ∈ R with πA(a) = u and y := πB(b) = δ(u′).

Because (a, b) ∈ R, we then get (a, u, b, y) ∈ T . Thus (u, u′) is a Maltsev pair by (1).
Let y′ = δ(u); then (y, y′) is a Maltsev pair, again by (1). Since (y, y′) = (δ(u′), δ(u))
and δ is an isomorphism, it follows that (u′, u) is a Maltsev pair.
(3) θ is a subuniverse of (SA)

2 by virtue of how θ is defined, and is reflexive by
Claim 6.10.2. It then follows from (2) and Lemma 2.6 that θ is a congruence. �

Claim 6.10.6. R is the graph of an isomorphism g : A ∼= B extending δ.

Proof of Claim 6.10.6. Suppose (a, b1), (a, b2) ∈ R. Let u := πA(a), yi := πB(bi),
and u′i = δ−1(yi) for i = 1, 2. Then (a, u, bi, yi) ∈ T and (u, u′i) ∈ θ for i = 1, 2.
Hence (u′1, u

′

2) ∈ θ by Claim 6.10.5(3), so d(u′1, u
′

1, u
′

2) = u′2 by Claim 6.10.5(2),
so d(y1, y1, y2) = y2 as δ is an isomorphism. Also note that (a, u′1) and (u, u′1) are
Maltsev pairs by Claim 6.10.5(1), so d(u′1, a, a) = d(u′1, u, u) = u′1. Finally, from
(u′1, y1) ∈ graph(δ) ⊆ tr(T ) we get (u′1, u

′

1, y1, y1) ∈ T . Thus applying d to

(u′1, u
′

1, y1, y1), (a, u, b1, y1), (a, u, b2, y2),
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we get
(u′1, u

′

1, d(y1, b1, b2), y2) ∈ T.

By (B2∗) we get d(y1, b1, b2) = y2 and so (u′1, y2) ∈ tr(T ) ∩ (SA × SB) = graph(δ) by
(6.7), so y2 = y1. Thus y1, b1, b2 belong to a common κ-class and d(y1, b1, b2) = y1,
which forces b1 = b2.
This and Claim 6.10.4 prove that R is the graph of a surjective homomorphism

g : A → B. A symmetrical argument proves that g is injective. g extends δ by
Claim 6.10.2(1), which completes the proof of Claim 6.10.6. �

Claim 6.10.7. R ⊆ tr(T ).

Proof of Claim 6.10.7. Let (a, b) ∈ R, u = πA(a) and y = πB(b). Then (a, u, b, y) ∈
T . Since g is an isomorphism, we have g(µ) = κ, and since g(a) = b and g(u) = δ(u),
we get (b, δ(u)) = (g(a), g(u)) ∈ κ. Since δ(u), y ∈ b/κ ∩ SB, we get δ(u) = y, so
(u, y) ∈ graph(δ) ⊆ tr(T ). As T = µ ◦ T ◦ κ, we get (a, b) ∈ tr(T ). �

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 6.10. Pick any a ∈ A \ SA. Let b = g(a),
so (a, b) ∈ R. Also let u = πA(a) and y = πB(b). Then (a, u, b, y) ∈ T , a 6= u,
and (a, b) ∈ tr(T ) by Claim 6.10.7. Thus (a1, a2, b1, b2) := (a, u, b, y) satisfies the
hypotheses of Claim 6.10.1, and hence by that Claim there exists a bridge T1 from
(A, 0, µ) to (B, 0, κ) satisfying T1 ⊆ T , tr(T1) = tr(T ) and (B3), as required. �

As a consequence, rooted bridges between meet-irreducible congruences encode
similarity between the respective subdirectly irreducible quotients.

Corollary 6.11. Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a locally finite Taylor variety,
ρ ∈ Con(A) and σ ∈ Con(B) where both ρ and σ are meet-irreducible, and ρ+, σ+

are their respective unique upper covers. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ).
(2) There exists a bridge from (A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+) which satisfies (B3).
(3) A/ρ and B/σ are similar; i.e., A/ρ ∼ B/σ.

Proof. Let A = A/ρ and B = B/σ. Let µ and κ be the monoliths of A and B

respectively. By the discussion following Definition 4.3, (2) is equivalent to

(2′) There exists a bridge from (A, 0A, µ) to (B, 0B, κ) which satisfies (B3),

which in turn is equivalent to

(2′′) There exists a proper bridge from A to B.

Thus (2)⇔ (3) by Theorem 3.8, and clearly (2)⇒ (1).
It remains to prove (1)⇒ (2). Assume that T is a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to

(B, σ). If either ρ+/ρ or σ+/σ is nonabelian, then both are nonabelian and A ∼= B

by Lemma 6.8(2); hence A ∼ B, proving (3) and hence (2) in this case.
In the remaining case, both ρ+/ρ and σ+/σ are abelian. Then Cov(ρ) = {ρ+}

and Cov(σ) = {σ+} by Lemma 6.2(3). Since T is rooted, it contains a bridge
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from (A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+). Then by Theorem 6.10, there exists a bridge T ′ from
(A, ρ, ρ+) to (B, σ, σ+) which satisfies (B3), proving (2) in this case as well. �

As a special case, we get the following characterization of the “there exists a bridge”
relation between irreducible congruences of finite Taylor algebras.

Corollary 6.12. Suppose A,B are finite algebras in a locally finite Taylor variety,
and ρ ∈ Con(A) and σ ∈ Con(B) where both ρ and σ are irreducible. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) There exists a bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ).
(2) A/ρ ∼ B/σ.

Proof. As noted following Definition 5.2, every bridge between irreducible congru-
ences is rooted. �

7. Conclusion

This paper is the second of three which aim to understand Zhuk’s bridges and their
application in algebraic terms. In the first paper [16], we developed the similarity
relation between subdirectly irreducible algebras in varieties with a weak difference
term. We showed in [16] that, when the monoliths are abelian, the monolith blocks of
similar finite subdirectly irreducible algebras naturally inherit the structure of vector
spaces over a common finite field. In the current paper, we have connected Zhuk’s
bridges to similarity. In particular, if A and B are finite algebras in a Taylor variety
and ρ, σ are meet-irreducible congruences of A,B respectively, then the existence of
a rooted bridge from (A, ρ) to (B, σ) is equivalent to A/ρ and B/σ being similar.
The remaining task in our project is to apply the tools of similarity developed in

[16] to the bridges Zhuk [18] showed arise from rectangular critical relations (among
finite algebras in locally finite idempotent Taylor varieties). In a third paper [15],
we will do just that, harmonizing Zhuk’s analysis with the corresponding analysis
of Kearnes and Szendrei [11] in the congruence modular case. In particular, we will
show that every finite rectangular critical subdirect product R ≤sd A1 × · · · ×An in
a Taylor variety is described locally by a single linear equation over the finite field
arising from the similarity relation.
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