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Abstract

We extend the work of Galatos (2004) on generalised ordinal sums of residuated
lattices. We show that the generalised ordinal sum of an odd quasi relation algebra
(qRA) satisfying certain conditions and an arbitrary qRA is again a qRA. In a
recent paper by Craig and Robinson (2024), the notion of representability for
distributive quasi relation algebras (DqRAs) was developed. For certain pairs
of representable DqRAs, we prove that their generalised ordinal sum is again
representable. An important consequence of this result is that finite Sugihara
chains are finitely representable.
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Quasi relation algebras (qRAs) were first described by Galatos and Jipsen [6]. On the
one hand they can be viewed as a generalisation of relation algebras, or as involutive
FL-algebras with an additional negation-like unary operation. Unlike relation algebras,
the variety of qRAs has a decidable equational theory.

In this paper, we first extend the so-called generalised ordinal sum of Galatos [5]
from residuated lattices to quasi relation algebras. When thinking about the order
structure of the lattices, that construction can be considered in the following way: a
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residuated lattice L is inserted into a residuated lattice K where it replaces the unit of
the monoid operation. The requirements placed on L and K are discussed in Section 2.
We essentially extend the conditions for residuated lattices to the additional unary
operations in the signature of qRAs. A consequence of the conditions on K is that its
FL-algebra reduct will be odd (i.e. 0 = 1).

Having shown that the K[L] construction gives us a method for constructing new
qRAs from existing ones, we then turn to the question of representability.

Abstract relation algebras, first described by Tarski in 1941 [17], were designed
to provide an abstract algebraic setting for studying binary relations. Jénsson and
Tarski [12] asked whether all algebras were isomorphic to algebras of binary rela-
tions (with the monoid operation given by relational composition). This question was
answered in the negative by Lyndon [13]. The task of representing relation algebras
as algebras of binary relations has been an intriguing area of research ever since.

In [3], two of the current authors gave a definition of representability of distribu-
tive quasi relation algebras (see Section 3). Partially ordered sets equipped with an
equivalence relation (and satisfying certain symmetry requirements) can be used to
build distributive quasi relation algebras (DqRAs) as algebras of binary relations.
This method was further exploited to give relational representations of Sugihara
monoids [4].

In Section 4 we show that if K = S3, and if LL is representable, then their generalised
ordinal sum KJ[L] will again be representable (Theorem 4.1). This is extended in
Corollary 5.4 to the case of K being any finite odd Sugihara chain. These results are
similar in spirit to the result for integral relation algebras where the relation algebra
obtained from A and B by Comer’s construction [1] is representable if and only if A
and B are representable.

A further application of Theorem 4.1 is given in Section 5, where we show that all
finite Sugihara chains can be represented using a set of binary relations on a finite poset
(Theorem 5.1). This improves the results in [15] and [4] where infinite posets (using
copies of Q, the rational numbers) were required to obtain a relational representation
of S,, for n > 4.

In Problem 1 we pose an intriguing question about the structures of possible alge-
bras K for which we can guarantee that K[L] will be representable. Specifically we
ask whether K must be a finite Sugihara chain.

1 Preliminaries

In this section we recall the basic definitions of the algebras used in this paper. The
reader is referred to [9] for more information.

1.1 Quasi relation algebras

A quasi relation algebra is an expansion of a residuated lattice [6]. Recall that a
residuated lattice (RL) is an algebra A = (A, A,V,-,\,/,1) such that (A4,-,1) is a
monoid, (A4, A, V) is a lattice and the monoid operation - is residuated with residuals



\ and /, i.e., for all a,b,c € A,
a-b<c <<= a<c¢/b <<= b<d\c

A distributive residuated lattice A is a residuated lattice whose underlying lattice is
distributive. Recall also that a residuated lattice A is commutative if a-b =5 - a for
all a,b € A. An element a € A is said to be idempotent if a - a = a® = a.

Ifa<lorl<aforalla€ A, then A is called conic. We note that when the term
conic first appeared in [10, Definition 2.3] it was applied to commutative residuated
pomonoids, but since then the term has been used more generally.

A residuated lattice expanded with a constant 0, that is, A = (4,A,V,-,\,/,1,0)
is called a Full Lambek (FL-)algebra (cf. [9, Chapter 2.2]). No additional properties
are assumed about the constant 0. An FL-algebra satisfying 1 = 0 is called odd.

On an FL-algebra, two unary operations ~: A — A and — : A — A, called linear
negations, are defined in terms of the residuals and 0 as follows. For a € A,

~a=a\0 and —a=0/a.

It follows that ~1 = 1\0 = 0 = 0/1 = —1. By residuation, ~(a V b) = ~a A ~b and
—(aVb)=—aA —bforall a,be A

We say that an FL-algebra A is cyclic if —a = ~a for all a € A. It is easy to see
that if an FL-algebra A is commutative, then it is cyclic.

If an FL-algbra A satisfies the condition

(In): ~—a=a=—r~a, foralla € A,

then it is called an involutive Full Lambek (InFL-)algebra. In an InFL-algebra A we
havethata < b <= a-(~b) < =1 < (-b)-a < —1,foralla,b € A. Moreover, since
both — and ~ are order-reversing, we get that — and ~ are dual lattice isomorphisms
in an InFL-algebra.

The dual of - is the binary operation + : A x A — A defined by a+b = ~(—a-—b)
for all a,b € A. In an InFL-algebra we have that a + b = —(~b - ~a) holds.

In [6, Lemma 2.2] Galatos and Jipsen show that an InFL-algebra is term-equivalent
to an algebra A = (A, A,V,-,~, — 1) such that (A, A,V) is a lattice, (4,-,1) is a
monoid, and for all a,b,c € A, we have

a-b<c <= a<—-(b-~) <<= b<~(—c-a).

We will usually write A = (A4, A,V, -, ~, —,1,0) for an InFL-algebra, where 0 = —1 =
~1. The residuals can be expressed in terms of - and the linear negations as follows:

¢/b=—(b-~c) and a\c=~(—c-a). (1)

An InFL-algebra A can be expanded with an additional unary operation —: A — A
to form an InFL'-algebra A = (A, A\, V, -, ~, —,—,1,0) such that =—a = a for all a € A.



We note that the involution is usually denoted by a prime, i.e., ’, but for readability
when using subscripts we will use —.
If an InFL'-algebra A additionally satisfies the De Morgan law

(Dm): =(aVb)=-aA-b, for all a,b, € A,

then A is called a DmInFL -algebra. A quasi relation algebra (qRA) is a DmInFL/-
algebra A = (A, A, V, -, ~,—,—,1,0) that satisfies, for all a,b € A,

(Di): =(~a)=—(-a) and (Dp): —(a-b)=-a+ b

The abbreviations (Di) and (Dp) stand for De Morgan involution and De Morgan
product, respectively.

We note that if A is a qRA, then it can be shown that -1 = —1 = ~1 = 0. An
equivalent definition of a qRA is an FL’-algebra (i.e. an FL-algebra with an involutive
unary operation ’) that satisfies (Dm), (Di) and (Dp). Notice that if a DmFL’-algebra
satisfies (In) and (Dp), then it can be shown that it also satisfies (Di) and therefore is
a qRA (cf. [2, Lemma 1]).

Finally, a distributive quasi relation algebra (DqRA) is a quasi relation algebra
A= (A NV, ~,— —,1,0) such that the underlying lattice (A, A, V) is distributive.

In Figure 1 we give examples of small cyclic qRAs. Black nodes denote idempotent
elements. The second diamond, K, in Figure 1 is an example of an odd qRA (hence
—1=~1=-1=0). In [3, Figure 1] two examples of non-cyclic qRAs are given. All
of these algebras were found with the help of Prover9/Mace4 [16].
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Fig. 1 Examples of small qRAs.

An important class of examples of (distributive) quasi relation algebras is covered
in more detail in the next subsection.



1.2 Sugihara chains

In Section 2 we will describe a construction, called the genaralised ordinal sum, that
‘inserts’ one algebra in another. In Section 4 we show that if the algebras satisfy certain
conditions and are representable, then their generalised ordinal sum is representable
too. Specifically, we will show that this is the case if the algebra into which the other
is ‘inserted’ is a finite odd Sugihara chain. We therefore recall the basic definitions
related to finite odd Sugihara chains.

Let S = (S,A,V,-,\,/,1) be a residuated lattice such that the monoid operation
- is commutative. Then \ and / collapse into a single operation denoted by —, as
c\b="b/cfor all b,c € S, and we use the signature S = (S, A, V, -, —, 1) instead. The
algebra S is called idempotent if a - a = a for all a € S. A commutative residuated
lattice can then be expanded with a single linear negation, S = (S, A, V, -, —,~, 1),
such that ~~a = a and a — (~b) = b — (~a) for all a,b € S, to form an involutive
commutative residuated lattice S. A Sugihara monoid S = (S,A,V,-,—,~,1) is an
involutive commutative distributive idempotent residuated lattice. A Sugihara chain
is a Sugihara monoid such that the underlying lattice (S, A, V) is linearly ordered.

In the sequel we will only consider finite Sugihara chains. These are alge-
bras S, = (Su,\,V,,—,~,1) for n € wand n > 2. If n = 2k for k > 0
then S, = {a—g,...,a_1,a1,...,ax}, and if n = 2k + 1 for k > 0 then S, =
{a—k,...,a_1,a0,a1,...ar}. The meet and join are defined as expected: a; A a; =
Amingi,j} and a; V aj = amaxyi jy- The unary operation ~ is defined by ~a; = a_;. The
monoid operation is defined by

a; if [j] <[
a; - a; = a; if |’L|<|j|
amin{i,j} if |]| = |Z|

The implication a; — a; is defined by ~a; V a; if i < j and ~a; Aa; if i > 5. If nis
odd then, the monoid identity is given by 1 = ag, and if n is even, then the monoid
identity is 1 = a;. See Figure 2 for examples.

Given a finite Sugihara chain S,,, we can set 0 = ~1 and —x = ~x and -z = ~z,
which gives rise to a (distributive) quasi relation algebra. Expanding the signature of
the reduct (S,,A,V,+,~, 1), we can view S,, as the DqRA (S,,A,V,+,~, ~,~ 1,0).

2 Generalised ordinal sums of qRAs

We first recall some definitions which are used in the original generalised ordinal sum
result [5, Lemma 6.1] (see also [9, Lemma 9.6.2]). We note that our description makes
a small correction to the original requirements for residuated lattices.

An element b in an algebra A is said to be irreducible with respect to an n-ary
operation (where n is a positive integer) f of A if f(by,...,b,) = b implies b; = b for
some i € {1,...,n}, for all by,...,b, € A. If b € A is irreducible with respect to all of
the non-nullary operations of A, then we call b totally irreducible.



So: I a1 =1 Ss: ay Sy: az Ss: az
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a_9 a—1
a—2

Fig. 2 Finite Sugihara chains Sg to Ss.

Let K = <K) /\K7 \/K) ‘K \K7 /K) 1K> and L = <L7 /\L) \/L7 'Ly \L) /L7 1L> be resid-
uated lattices such that K N L = @ and 1k is totally irreducible. Let K[L] =
(K\{lK})UL and 1K[L] = 1. For mg,mq € (K\{lK})UL and x € {-, \, /}, we define
*K[L] by

mo*xk m1  if mo,m; € K\{lk}

mo*L m1 if mg,m; € L

mo*k g if mp € K\{lkx} and m; € L

lk xk m1  if mg € L and my € K\{1k}; (2)

mo *K[L] M1 =

and Akr) and Vi) are defined by,

mo Ak m1 if mg,my € K\{1lk}

mg AL M1 if mg,m1 € L

m; if m; € Lymy—; € K\{1kg} and m1_; 2k 1k
mi—; Ak 1k if m; € Lymi—; € K\{1k} and mi—; ¥k 1k  (3)

mo AK[L] 1 =

and

mo VK M1 if mo,m1 € K\{1k}

mo VL m1 if mg,m1 € L

m; if m; € Lymy—; € K\{lkx} and m1_; <k 1k
mi—; Vk 1k if m; € Lymi—; € K\{lk} and mi_; €k 1. (4)

mo VL] M1 =

In the original definition of the K[L] construction [5], it was stated that in addition
to 1k being totally irreducible, K also needed to satisfy:

k/’\KlK 75 1k and 1K/Kk 75 1k for all k € K\{lK} (5)

or, L needed to be integral. We prove in Lemma 2.1 below that, in fact, the condition
above is not required.



Lemma 2.1. Let K = (K, Ak, VK, 'K, \K, /K, lk) be a residuated lattice with 1k
irreducible with respect to \x and /x. Then K satisfies (5).

Proof. Assume that 1k is irreducible with respect to \x and /k, and then suppose
that there exists k # 1k such that 1x/kk = 1k or k\klk = 1k.

If 1x/kk = 1k, we get 1k < 1k /kk, and so by residuation k = 1k ‘x k < 1k.
Since /k is order-preserving in the first argument, we have k/kk < 1k /kk = 1k. By
residuation, we always have 1x < k/xk so k/kk = 1lk. But this is a contradiction
since 1k is irreducible with respect to /k.

If k\klk = 1k, we follow a similar argument to reach a contradiction. Hence, no
such k can exist and so K satisfies (5). O

We further note that the definitions of Ak and Vi) given above differ from
the definitions given in [5]. This is to ensure closure of (K\{lk}) U L under meet
and join. For example, if K = {a,1k,b} with a < 1x < b, then under the original
definition for any ¢ € L we get b Ak ¢ = 1k ¢ K[L].

Lemma 2.2 ([5, Lemma 6.1]). IfK and L are residuated lattices such that 1k is totally
irreducible, then the structure K[L] = (K[L], Ak}, VKL]> "K[L], \K[L]» /K[L] 1K[L]),
as defined above, is a residuated lattice.

The algebra K[L] is called the generalised ordinal sum of K and L. It is easy to
see that if both K and L are commutative, then so is K[L]. Any idempotent element
of K or L is also idempotent in K[L].

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the construction described
above.

Lemma 2.3. Let K[L] be the generalised ordinal sum of residuated lattices K and L
such that 1k is totally irreducible. Let ko, k1 € K\{1k} and £y,¢1 € L, then

ko <xp) bo <= ko <k lk, bo <k ko <= ko 2k 1k,

ko <k k1 <= ko <k k1, bo <k tn <= Lo <u 4.

Let K = (K, Ak, VK, K, \K, /K, lk,0k) and L = (L, AL, VL, 1, \L, /L, 11, OL)
be FL-algebras. Recall that K[L] = (K\{lk})U L, let Ak, Vi), kL] and
Ik be as defined before and set Ok = Ov. If 1k is totally irreducible, then an
immediate consequence of Lemma 2.2 is that the generalised ordinal sum K[L] =
<K[L], AK[L]> VKIL]; "K[L] \K[L]a /K[L]a 1K[L]7 0K[L]> of K and L is an FL-algebra. Recall
that for FL-algebras K, L and K[L]|, the linear negations, ~k, —k and ~r,, —1, and
~K[L], —KL] can be defined on K, L and KIL], respectively, in terms of the residuals
and the 0. In particular, for m € K[L],

~km = M\ Okr) and —kurm = OkL)/KL)™m



Lemma 2.4. Let K = (K, Ak, VK, 'K, \K, /K, 1k, 0x) be an FL-algebra such that 1x
is irreducible with respect to the residuals. Then 1k is irreducible with respect to ~k
and —k.

Proof. We consider the case for —k. Assume —xk = 1. Then Ox\kk = 1k, and so,
since 1k is irreducible with respect to \k, we have Ox = 1k or k = 1k. If k = 1k, we
are done, so assume Og = 1k. Then k = 1x\kk = Ox\kk = 1k, as required. O

The following equivalent statements for an InFL-algebra show that the total
irreducibility of the monoid identity is independent of our choice of signature for an
InFL-algebra and can be characterised as precisely those InFL-algebras that are odd.

Lemma 2.5. Let K = (K, Ak, VK, 'K, ~K, —K, 1.k, 0x) be an InFL-algebra such that
1k is irreducible with respect to -x. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) 1k is irreducible with respect to ~x and —k.
(ii) 1k is irreducible with respect to \x and /.
(iii) K is odd, i.e., 1k = Ok.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Assume that K is an InFL-algebra such that 1k is irreducible with
respect to 'k, ~k and —k and let k1, ko € K such that k;\kks = 1k. Then by (1) we
have that k1\kks = ~x (—kk2 - k1) = 1k which implies that —xks - k1 = 1k, hence
—kkos = 1k or k1 = 1k and therefore ks = 1k or k1 = 1k since 1k is irreducible with
respect to 'k, ~k and —g, respectively. That is, 1k is irreducible with respect to \k.
The proof that 1k is irreducible with respect to /k follow similarly.

(ii) = (i): This implication holds even in the case of FL-algebras as shown in
Lemma 2.4.

(i) = (iii): Assume that K is an InFL-algebra such that 1k is irreducible with
respect to 'k, ~k and —k. In any FL-algebra we have ~x1x = Ok, and so by (In),
1k = —k~klk = —k0Ok and finally since 1k is irreducible with respect to —x we
have that Og = 1k.

(iii) = (i): Assume that K is an odd InFL-algebra such that 1k is irreducible with
respect to ‘. Let k € K such that ~xk = 1x. Then k = -~k = —klk = 0k =
lK. If 7Kk:1K,thenk:NKka:NKlKZOKilK. [l

Now consider InFL-algebras K = (K, Ak, VK, K, VK, —K,lKk,0k) and
L=(L,AL,VL, L,~L, —L, 1L, Or,) such that 1k is totally irreducible (and hence, K is
Odd) If K[L] = (K\{lK}) U L with /\K[L]7 \/K[L]7 "K[L]» “YK[L]» —KJ[L] 1K[L] and OK[L]
defined as before, then K[L] = (K[L], Ak[], VK[L], "K[L]» ~K[L]> —K[L]: 1K[L]; OK[L]) 18
the generalised ordinal sum of K and L.

Lemma 2.6. Let K[L] be the generalised ordinal sum of InFL-algebras K and L, as
defined above with 1k totally irreducible (implying that K is odd). Then, for m € K|[L],
we have

~Lm  ifméeL d —Lm ifmel
~ m = and — m =
KL ~xmifm e K\{1k}, KL —xm ifme K\{lk}.



Proof. Let m € K[L]. If m € L, then ~gym = m\kg1)0kw) = m\rOL = ~Lm and
—xm = Ok)/xLm = OL/Lm = —Lm.

Recall that since 1k is totally irreducible, K is odd. If m € K\{lk}, then
~kpm = m\kr0kr = m\kr 0L = m\klk = m\k0k = ~xm and —gpym =
OK[L]/K[L]m = OL/K[L]T)’L = lK/Km = OK/Km = —KMm. [l

The following proposition follows immediately from Lemmas 2.2, 2.5 and 2.6 and
the fact that K and L satisfy (In).

Proposition 2.7. If K and L are (cyclic) InFL-algebras such that 1k is totally
irreducible (implying that K is odd), then their generalised ordinal sum KI[L] is a
(eyclic) InFL-algebra.

Proof. Let m € K[L]. If m € K\{lk} then ~x) —k] m = ~k —k m = m since K
is an InFL-algebra. Similarly for m € L. O

Next let K = <K, /\K7\/K,'K,NK,_K,ﬁK71K,0K> and L =
(L, A\L,VL, L,~L,—L, L, lL,0) be InFL’-algebras with 1x totally irre-
ducible, then their generalised ordinal sum is the algebra KI[L] =
<K[L], AK[L]> VKIL]; "K[L]> ~K[L]> “K[L]> "K[L] 1K[L] , 0K[L]> where the InFL-reduct of
KJ[L] is as defined above, and for m € K[L],

o -m ifmelLlL
K™ —km it m e K\ {1k}

Given this definition of -k it is immediate that K[L] is an InFL’-algebra whenever
K and L are.

Finally, assume that K are L are qRAs. Since (Di) implies (In), it follows as above
that if 1k is totally irreducible, then K is odd.

Proposition 2.8. IfK and L are qRAs such that 1k is totally irreducible (and hence
K is odd), then their generalised ordinal sum KI[L] is a qRA.

Proof. To prove that K[L] is a qRA, we need to show that it satisfies (Dm), (Di) and
(Dp). Let mg, my € (K\{1k}) U L. We first show that K[L] satisfies (Dm).

If mg,m; € K\{lkx} or mg,m1 € L, then (Dm) is inherited from K or L,
respectively. For the remaining cases, we can assume without loss of generality that
mo € K\{lk} and m; € L since Ak and Vk[y) are commutative. Now consider two
cases. If mg >k 1k, then "xmy <k "klxk = Ok = 1. Using this and Lemma 2.3
we have that

KL (MoAKL)M1) = —“K[L)M1 = “LM1 = "KM VKL "LM1 = TK[L]0VK[L] "KL M1

On the other hand, assume that mo 2k 1k. Since K is odd and K satisfies (Dm),
we get



—k(L] (Mo AL m1) = ~kL) (Mo Ak 1k) = 7k (mo Ak 1) = kMo VK k1K =

KMo VK Ok = "kMmo VK 1k = 7kmo VK[L] "LM1 = 7K[L]M0 VKL] TK[L]M1-

(Di) follows directly from the definition of -k, Lemma 2.6 and the fact that K
and L satisfy (Di).

Finally, we show that K[L] satisfies (Dp). As with (Dm), if mg,m; € K\{lk}
or mg,my € L, then (Dp) is inherited from K or L, respectively. Next assume that
mo € K\{1k} and m; € L. Then,

k() (Mo kL) ™1) = kL) (Mo 'k 1k) = ~K[L)Mo = "KMo-

Since (Di) implies (In) we also have

~k[r])(— kL) ("xLmo) 'k —kwL ("krwm)) =~k (—x("KMo) ‘KL —L(7Lm1))
=~k (—x("xmo) 'k 1K)
=~k ("KmMo)
= ~x—x("KMo)

= —\Kmo,

The case where mg € L and my € K\ {1k} follows similarly. O
Now we give an example of the generalised ordinal sum K[L] for qRAs K and L.

Example 2.9. Let Ky be the three-element Sugihara chain Ss (depicted in Figure 3).
Then 1k, is totally irreducible. Let Ly be the four-element algebra also depicted in
Figure 3 (also see Figure 1 for a full description). Since Ki and Ly are qRAs such
that 1k, s totally irreducible, it follows from Proposition 2.8 that their generalised
ordinal sum K1[L1| (the final algebra depicted in Figure 3) is a gRA. The non-lattice
operations are defined via Proposition 2.8.

1g,
T
1k, a b
1
0
Kl Ll KI[LI]

Fig. 3 qRAs K1, L; and their generalised ordinal sum, the qRA K;i[L1].
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For our representation results in Section 4 we require that K[L] be distributive.
Hence we are interested in when distributivity will be preserved.

Proposition 2.10. Let K and L be qRAs such that |L| > 1 and 1k is totally irre-
ducible. If there exists k € K such that k £k 1k and 1k £x k, then K[L] is

non-distributive.

Proof. Let k € K such that k €k 1k and 1k €k k. Set my = k Ak 1k and my =
k Vi 1k. Then mgy, my # 1k and mg, m1 # k and {k,mo, m1, 1k} is a sublattice of
K. Since L is a lattice and |L| > 1, there exist £y, ¢; € L such that ¢y <, ¢1. Clearly
by AKIL] 1 = £y and £y VKIL] ly = {y. Also, m, AKI[L] l; = ¢; and mgo VKIL] l; = ¢; for
i € {0,1}. Moreover, for dy € {k,mo},d1 € {k,m1},

do /\K[L] o = dop Ak 1k = my and do /\K[L] {1 =do ANk 1k = my
dy VKIL] ly=dy Vk lxk = my and dy VKIL] {1 =dy Vk 1k = m;.

Thus, {k, mg, m1, o, {1} is a sublattice of the underlying lattice of K[L] isomorphic to
Ns. O

Example 2.11. Let Ko be the four-element algebra depicted in Figure 4 (also see the
second diamond in Figure 1). Then 1k, is totally irreducible. Let Ly be the two-element
Sugihara chain So (also depicted in Figure /). Since Ko and Lo are both qRAs, it
follows from Proposition 2.8 that Ko[Ls] is again a ¢RA. However, since a % 1k, and
1k, % a it follows from Proposition 2.10 that Ko[Ls| is not a DgRA. Indeed, Ka[Ls)]
(also depicted in Figure 4) has its lattice reduct isomorphic to Ns.

T

T

1K, (L)
1L2 a
a=a-T 1k, I 0
0
1
1 =a?
L,
K> Ks[Lo]

Fig. 4 DqRAs Ko, L2 and their non-distributive generalised ordinal sum Ks[L2].

Recall that a DqRA K is called conic if every a € K satisfies a <x 1 or 1 <x a.

Theorem 2.12. Let K and L be DgRAs such that K is conic and 1k is totally
irreducible, then their generalised ordinal sum K[L] is a DgRA.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 2.8 that K[L] is a qRA so we need only confirm
that the underlying lattice is distributive. Since 1k is both join- and meet-irreducible,
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the set A = {m € K | m > 1k} forms a distributive sublattice of K[L], as does
B={meK|m<lk} Foraec A, be B and ¢ & L we always have b < ¢ < a.
Now suppose that P C K[L] forms a sublattice isomorphic to M3 or Nj. If the lattice
formed by P is isomorphic to M3, then the three incomparable join-irreducibles must
all be in one of A, B or L. But this would lead to P C A, P C Bor P C L, a
contradiction. If the lattice formed by P is isomorphic to N5, then the three join-
irreducibles (n; unrelated to ns, which is below n3) would again all have to be in one
of A, B or L. However, since K and L have distributive lattice reducts, we cannot
have PC A, PCB,or PC L. O

We note that if S, is a finite odd Sugihara chain, then S,, can be viewed as an odd
DgRA such that its monoid identity 1(= ag) is totally irreducible. Moreover, since
S, is conic, it follows from Theorem 2.12 that if L is a DqRA, then the generalised
ordinal sum S,[L] of S,, and L is a DqRA.

Proposition 2.13. Let K = S, for n odd, and L = S,, for m > 2, then
KL =S, 1m—1-

Proof. Let K = S,, be a Sugihara chain with n =2k +1for k > 1, and let L = S,,
with m = 2¢ or m = 2¢+ 1 for ¢ > 1. Elements of .S,, will be denoted by alfk, ey a}f,
elements of S, by aEe, . ,a}‘, and elements of S, 4m—1 by a_k—¢,...,ax1e. Define a
map ¢ : K[L] = Sp+m—1 by setting, for each b € K[L],

aj—¢ ifb=a¥and —k<j< -1

j
P(b) = < ajte ifb:a? and 1 <5<k
a; if b= a}‘.
It is straightforward to show that 1 is an isomorphism from K[L] to Sy4+m—1. O

There is evidence to suggest that a conic DqRA with its monoid identity 1 totally
irreducible will always be a chain, and further will always be a Sugihara chain. We
have not however been able to prove this. When searching for conic DqRAs with 1
totally irreducible, Prover9/Mace4 returns only finite Sugihara chains for models of
size less than 20.

Problem 1. Let K be a DqRA such that 1k is totally irreducible. If K is conic, is
it always linearly ordered? If K is finite and conic, is it linearly ordered? When K is
finite, is it always isomorphic to S,, for some odd n?

3 Representable distributive quasi relation algebras

In this section we recall the construction of distributive quasi relation algebras
from partially ordered equivalence relations. This recent work by two of the current
authors [3] included a definition of representability of a DqRA. The basic idea is to
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replicate the way in which a relation algebra can be concretely constructed as an alge-
bra of binary relations, starting from an equivalence relation. In the setting of DqRAs,
the algebras are constructed as up-sets of a partially ordered equivalence relation (with
the partial order satisfying some additional symmetry conditions).

As observed in [3], the lattice structure in the construction is the same as that used
by Galatos and Jipsen [7, 8], and by Jipsen and Semrl [11]. An essential difference is
the additional requirement of the existence of the maps o and S (see below).

Before describing the construction from [3], we recall some basic facts about
binary relations. For R C X? its converse is R~ = {(z,y) | (y,x) € R}. For
two binary relations R and S, the composition, R ; S, is given by R ; S =
{(z,y) | 3z € X) ((z,2) € Rand (z,y) € S)}. When considering a binary relation, R,
it will usually be contained in an equivalence relation F and therefore the complement
of R, denoted R°, will mean R® = { (z,y) € F | (z,y) ¢ R}. If an equivalence relation
is not specified, it should be taken as X2.

We define idx = { (z,z) | € X }. The following familiar equivalences will be used
frequently throughout the paper. If E' is an equivalence relation on X and R, S,T C FE
then we have (R7)~ = R, (R7)° = (R°)7, and idx ; R = R;idx = R. Further,
(R;8);T=R;(S;T)and (R;S)” =S~ ;R~.

For a function v : X — X we will use v to denote either the function or the binary
relation that is its graph. Note that the lemma below applies when v is a bijective
function v : X — X. Also recall that R¢ is the complement of R in E.

Lemma 3.1 ([3, Lemma 3.4]). Let E be an equivalence relation on a set X, and let
R, S,y C E. If v satisfies v~ ;v =idx and v ;v =idx then the following hold:

(i) (v;R)"=7;Re

(ii) (R37)°=R;y

We now recall from [3] how to construct a DqRA of binary relations. Con-
sider a poset X = (X,<) and E an equivalence relation on X with < C FE. The
equivalence relation F can be partially ordered for all (u,v),(z,y) € E as follows:
(u,v) % (z,y) iff < wand v < y. The structure E = (F, x) is then a poset, hence
the set of up-sets of E, denoted Up (E), ordered by inclusion, is a distributive lattice.

If R,S € Up(E), then R; S € Up(E). The set of downsets of (E, <) is denoted
Down(E) and is also closed under composition. Importantly, R € Up(E) iff R¢ €
Down(E) iff R~ € Down(E). We have < € Up(E) and it is the identity with respect
to ;. Further, the operation of relational composition, ;, is residuated with R\ypg)S =
(R~ 5 8°¢ and R/ypE)S = (R°; S7)¢ Hence (Up(E),N,U,;, \up®): /Up(E), <) 15 &
distributive residuated lattice.

The remaining DqRA operations in the construction (see Theorem 3.2 below)
require an order automorphism « : X — X and a dual order automorphism 5 : X —
X. We note briefly some facts regarding set-theoretic operations on Up(E). Details
can be found in [3, Lemma 3.5]. If R, S € Up (E), then a ; R, and R ; a are elements
of Up (E). If R € Down (E), then 8; R; 5 € Up(E).

For o : X — X an order automorphism, we let 0 = «; <. With this we can define
~ and — on Up(E). By [3, Lemma 3.10] we can in fact define the linear negations
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without using the residuals. We get ~R = R ;o and —R = «;R“~ for all R € Up (E).
For calculations it is much easier to use these definitions of ~R and —R than those
involving the residuals.

Lastly, =R is defined using the dual order automorphism £, as stated below.

Theorem 3.2 ([3, Theorem 3.15]). Let X = (X, <) be a poset and E an equiva-
lence relation on X such that < C E. Let oo : X — X be an order automorphism
of X and B : X — X a self-inverse dual order automorphism of X such that
a,f C Eand 8 = a;B;a Setl = < and 0 = «a; <. For R € Up(E),
define ~NR = R~ ;a, —R = a; R, and R = «a; 3 ; R°; B. Then the algebra
Dq(E) = (Up(E),N,U,;,~,—,—,1,0) is a distributive quasi relation algebra. If « is
the identity, then Dq(E) is a cyclic distributive quasi relation algebra.

An algebra of the form described by Theorem 3.2 is called an equivalence dis-
tributive quasi relation algebra and the class of such algebras is denoted EDqRA.
If E = X2, then we refer to the algebra Dq(E) as a full distributive quasi rela-
tion algebra, with the class of such algebras denoted by FDgRA. Analogous to the
case for relation algebras (cf. [14, Chapter 3]), it was shown [3, Theorem 4.4] that
IP(FDgRA) = I(EDgRA). This gives rise to the definition below:

Definition 3.3 ([3, Definition 4.5]). A DgRA A = (A A, V, -, ~,—,—,1,0) is repre-
sentable if A € ISP (FDqRA) or, equivalently, A € IS (EDgRA).

We say that a DqRA A is finitely representable if the poset (X, <) used in the
representation of A is finite.

Below we give some examples of representable DqRAs. These examples will
become useful later on.

Example 3.4. Consider the two-element Sugihara chain So (viewed as a DgRA). Let
Xs, be the one element poset with Xs, = {u} and <xs,= a = = idxg,. Then the
underlying lattice of Up(ng, <) 1is the two-element chain ({@,X%Q} , g) that forms
a represenation of So. Figure 5 contains a depiction of Xg,, a, B and the blocks of
X§2 as well as the representation of So.

) g =
B : ufw '
-.- E blocks S 2
Xs, S2

Fig. 5 The poset Xg, used to represent Sz (left) and the representation of Sa (right).
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Example 3.5 ([3, Example 5.1]). Recall that Ss denotes the three-element Sug-
thara chain (thought of as a DqRA) with Ss = {a_1,a0,a1} such that ag is
the identity of the monoid operation. Let Xs, be the two-element antichain,
ie., Xs; = {w,y} with <xs, = idxg,, and consider the order automorphism
a = {(z,9),(y,z)} and the dual order automorphism B = idxg, of Xs,. See
Figure 6 for a depiction of the poset Xs,, the order automorphism o, the
dual order automorphism B, and the blocks of ng. Then the underlying lat-
tice of Up(X§3,<) is the 16-element Boolean lattice. It can easily be shown that
a; (ig(ss)v = (<§(53)v ;= ~<xg, = <xs, and that the set of binary relations
{9, <xs,, X3, } forms a subuniverse of (Up(X3,, <), N, U,;,~, —, 7, <xs, ; (a;é%{ég»,
such that the subalgebra ({9, <x53,X§3}, N, U5~ —, 7, <X, » SXs, ), 1S @ TEpresen-
tation of Ss (also depicted in Figure 6).

. o
B
--- F blocks
2
XS3
!." """"""""""""""""""""""" _‘
i S N !
RS e oy CXgy = VSXs, = ~SXs, = 'SXg,
i N R i
................................... -
Xs,

Fig. 6 The poset Xg, used to represent S3 (left) and the representation of S3 (right).

Example 3.6. Consider the first diamond Ly given in Figure 1. It can be repre-
sented over the two-element antichain Xy, i.e., Xn, = {u,v} and <p, = idx,,
with B = a = 8 = idx, . Hence, in this ezample the algebra Dq(E) is not a full
distributive quasi relation algebra. The poset Xi,,, the order automorphism o, the
dual order automorphism B and the blocks of E are depicted in Figure 7. Clearly the
set of binary relations {&, {(u,u)}, {(v,v)}, <u,} forms a subuniverse of the algebra
(Up(E,=),N,U,5,~, —, 2, <1y, (a5 <§7)). We have that the monoid identity 1y, is
mapped to <r, = E, 0 to &, a to {(u,u)} and b to {(v,v)}.

4 Representable DqRAs via generalised ordinal sums

In this section we prove that if L is a representable distributive quasi relation algebra,
then the generalised ordinal sum of S3 and L is representable.

Theorem 4.1. Let L = (L,AL,VL,L,~L,—L, L, 15,0L) be a (finitely) repre-
sentable DqRA. Then S3[L] is a (finitely) representable DgRA.
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a, 3
--- F blocks

L 1%}

Fig. 7 The poset Xy,, used to represent the diamond Lj (left) and the representation of L1 (right).

In order to prove Theorem 4.1, we use the representations of S3 and L to construct
a suitable candidate with which to represent S [L]. Through a series of lemmas we
then show that the construction does indeed produce a representation of the DqRA
S5 [L] (as summarized in the proof at the end of the section).

Let K be the odd three element Sugihara chain described in Section 1, i.e.,
K = ({a—1,a0,a1}, A\, V, -, ~,~,~ ag,ao) (also see Figure 2). Then ag, the monoid
identity in K, is totally irreducible and K is odd, conic and representable. Recall from
Example 3.5 that the representation uses the two-element antichain Xk = (Xk, <xy)
with Xg = {x,y} and the equivalence relation Fx = Xk x Xk. The order automor-
phism ak : Xk — Xk is defined by ak(z) = y and ax(y) = x, while the dual order
automorphism Sk : Xx — Xk is the identity map and ak ; fk ; ak = fk. Elements
of Xk will be denoted by w1, ws, ... or just w. Finally, K can be embedded into the
algebra of up-sets of (Ex, <px) via the embedding ¢k : K — Dq(Ek, <g.) such
that (pK(afl) =y, @K(ao) = <xg and @K(al) = Fx = Xk X Xk.

Now let L = (L, Ar, VL, 'L, ~L, —L, L, 1L, Or) be any representable DqRA. Then
there exists a poset Xr, = (XL, <x. ), an equivalence relation Fr, C X, x Xy, with
<x. € Ei, an order automorphism o, : X1, — X and a self-inverse dual order
automorphism Sy, : X1, — Xy, such that ar,, 81, C Ey, and ar,;0L;a1, = BL. Elements of
the set X1, will be denoted by z1, z2, . .. or just z. Moreover, there exists an embedding
oL : L — Dq(EL,=<pg.) (see Section 3 for the details).

We first describe the poset used to represent K[L]. For each [z] € X1,/ EL, let F1 Xk
and [z]XK each be a copy of Xk with [Z]XK = {:L'[z],y[z]} and [z]XK = {:C[Z],y[z]}
Thus, both Xk and [-]XK are two element antichains with their orderings denoted
by [zl xx and (]S Xk respectively. Now let

XK[L] = XL U U {[Z]XK

2] € XL/EL} vl {[Z]XK

Fle Xu/EL}  (6)

and we use u’s and v’s to denote elements of Xk
We define gXK[L] - XK[L] X XK[L] by

<y = U {[z]gxx ‘ 2] € XL/EL} v {[Z]ng ‘ 2] € XL/EL} U
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U {[z] w X g ) 2] XL/EL} vl {[zp(K % [2] ) BE XL/EL} U
U {[Z}XK x x5 [2] € XL/EL} U<xy - (7)

Then Xk = (Xkw), < XK[L]) is a poset. Intuitively, Xk(r) is obtained from X, by

placing a copy of Xk above and below (*Xyk and [:1XK, respectively) each block [z]
of X, modulo FEf,.

Example 4.2. Let K = S3 from Figure 2 and L = Ly the first diamond from
Figure 1. Then K[L] is the DgRA depicted in Figure 3. Recall from Examples 3.5
and 3.6, respectively, that both K and L are representable, with the posets used to
find their representations depicted in Figures 6 and 7, respectively. Using these
posets we can construct the poset Xk, as described in (6) and (7). The structure
(XKL SXgp) B8 drawn in Figure 8.

Tlu] Ylu] L] Y1l

Fig. 8 The poset Xkr)-

Next, we set

Exuy = { ([z] U Exg U [zp(K)Q ‘ [2] XL/EL} . 8)

A block in X1/ k() consists of a block [z] in X1,/Fy, along with X i and XK,
the copies of Xk associated with it. Using the fact that Ey, is an equivalence relation
on Xy, we can show that Fky is an equivalence relation on Xkr). Moreover, since
<xp C By, it follows that <) € Fk1)- Recall that Eg ) can be partially ordered
as follows, for (u,uz), (v1,v2) € Exy),

(u1,u2) S By (V1,02) = V1 Sxgeqy U1 and  uz Sy 2 (9)

Define QKIL] * XK[L] — XK[L] by

aL(u) if u € Xy,
akp)(u) = (aK(w))[Z] if u = wl*! for some w € Xk and some [2] in X,/ FL
(ax(w))p,; if u=wp, for some w € Xk and some [z] in X1/Fy, (10)
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and ﬂK[L] : XK[L] — XK[L] by

Br(u) ifu e Xy,
B (w) = (Bx(w)), ifu= wl?l for some w € Xk and some [2] in X1,/EL
(B (W)l ifu = w,) for some w € Xk and some 2] in Xy,/Fy, (11)

for u € XK[L]

Example 4.3. Let K and L be as described in Example 4.2 with Xk the poset
depicted in Figure 8. Then Figure 9 depicts the equivalence classes of Exy) as well
as the maps axy) and BkL) described in (8),(10) and (11), respectively.

—  SXxpu
--- oKy
BKIL)

--- Exq) blocks

i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
;

Fig. 9 EK[L]7 C\{K[L] and BK[L] on XK[L]

Lemma 4.4. (i) The map ok : Xk — Xk 4 an order automorphism of
Xk such that ok € Fk)-

(i) The map Bk : Xk — Xk 5 a self-inverse dual order automorphism of
XK[L] such that BK[L] - EK[L]-

(i) ok ; PkiL] ; @k(L] = PKL]

Proof. We prove items (ii) and (iii). The proof of item (i) is similar to that of (ii).

To prove (ii) we first show that Sk C FEku). Let u,v € Xk such that
BKIL) (u) = v. There are three cases to consider:

Case 1: If u € X, then v € Xy, and v = Bkr)(u) = fr(u), and so (u,v) € B C Er.
Hence, u € [u] and v € [u], which means (u,v) € Egjy)-

Case 2: If u € Xk for some [2] € XL/EL, then v € 11Xk and there exist elements
wy,ws € Xk such that u = (wl)[z] and v = (w2)[;). Since X5 x XK € Ekw)
by (8), it follows that (u,v) € Ex[y)-

Case 3: If u € )Xk for some [z] € X1 /EyL, then v € [2]Xk and there exist elements
wy, wy € Xk such that u = (wy)},) and v = (wg)[Z]. Since ,}Xk x [ C Exy by (8),
it follows that (u,v) € Ex[y)-

To see that fk(r) is a dual order automorphism, let u,v € Xkr). There are six
cases to consider.
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Case 1: If u,v € Xy, then
Uy V= uSx, v = BL(v) <xp Bu(u) = Bkr)(v) <xpp Brp ().

Case 2: If u, v € FXk for some [2] € XL/FEw, then there exist wy,wy € Xk such that
u = (w1)? and v = (wy)*l. Hence,

U Sxyy V= Wi Sxg W2 = B (w2) <xx Px(wr)

= (Br(w2))p) Sxwpy (B (wi)),

= Bk (v) <xyp Prw(w)-
Case 3: If u,v € )Xk for some [z] € X1,/EL, the proof is similar to the proof of the
previous case described above.
Case 4: If u € X1, and v € Xk, then (u, fr(u)) € fr C FL, ie., Br(u) € [u], and
there exist w € Xk such that v = wl¥. It follows that

u <XK[L] V= U <XK[L] w[U] — (ﬁK(w))[u] <XK[L] BL(U’)
= Bk (v) <xgxq P (w).

Case 5: If u € [, Xk and v € Xy, the proof is similar to the proof of the previous case
described above.
Case 6: If u € )Xk and v € [z]X for some [2] € X1/ FExL, then there exist wy, we € Xk
such that u = (w1)[;) and v = (w2)1¥. Thus,

u <XK[L] v = (wl)[Z] <XK[L] (wQ)[z] — (ﬁK(u&))[z] <XK[L] (ﬁK(wl))[Z]

= Bk (v) <xgxpu Prm)(w).

Note that for any other combination of elements u, v € Xgr) it will follow immediately

from (7) and (11) that u ;(XK[L] v and By (v) ;(XK[L] Brr) ().
Next we show that Sk is self-inverse. Let u € Xk ). There are three cases.

Case 1: If u € Xy, then By (u) = Br(u) € Xy and so Bk (Bkr(v)) = B (BL(w))).
Hence, since fy, is self-inverse, we get Sk (ﬂK[L] (u)) = u.

Case 2: If u € )Xk for some [z] € X1 /EL, then there exists w € Xk such that
u = (w);. Hence,

Bx (Bxr(w) = Bxw) (Bxw)(w))) = P ((ﬂK(w))[zl)
— (B (B () = ()12

The last equality follows from the fact that Sk is self-inverse.

Case 3: If u € *IXk for some [2] € X1,/ Fy, the proof is similar to the previous case.
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Finally we show that Sk is surjective. Let u € Xk(r). We have to find some
v € Xk such that Bkr)(v) = u. There are three cases to consider:

Case 1: If u € )Xk for some [z] € X1 /EL, then there exists w; € Xk such that
u = (w1)[;]. Since Pk is surjective, there is some wo € Xk such that fk(w2) = wy.

and hence u = (wl)[Z] = (BK(wQ))[Z] = kL) ((wQ)[Z]).
Case 2: If u € [Z]XK, the proof is similar to the previous case.

Case 3: If u € Xy, then the surjectivity of £y, implies that there is some v € Xy, such

that u = Br(v) = Bk (v)-
To prove item (iii) let u € Xk[r). We consider three cases.

Case 1: If u € Xy, then, since ar, ; A, ; ar, = AL, we have that
QKL (5K[L] (aK[L] (U))) = oL (5L (aL (U))) = BL(“) = 5K[L] (U)

Case 2: If v € Xk for some [2] € X1 /FL, then u = wl* for some w € Xk. Since
oK ; BK ; ok = Pk, we have that

ok (Bxm) (oxm) (0)) = ok (ﬂK[L} ((QK(U}))[Z]))

= QKL ((5K (aK(w)))[Z]>
= (ox (Bx (ax(w)))),;
= (B (w)) ) = Brw) (u)

Case 3: If u € ,1Xk for some [z] € X1, /Ey, the proof is similar to the previous case.
O

Lemma 4.4 shows that ak) and Sk satisfy the conditions of Theorem 3.2, so
we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.5. The algebra <Up (EK[L], <EK[L]) s U, 5~ =7 Sxgqy s (aK[L]; g}‘;m>>
is a DgRA.

Next we define a map ¢ : K\{ao} UL — P ((Xk,)?) that will show K[L] to
be representable. For the sake of readability we let R C Xk X Xk1) denote the
following binary relation:

R = U{[Z]<XK ‘ 2] XL/EL} uJ {ngK ‘ 2] XL/EL}U
U {[z] w X ) 2] XL/EL} uJ {[zp(K % [2] ) BE XL/EL} U
U {[Z}XK x Flxy | [2] XL/EL}. (12)
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In fact, R = <x,,, \<x.. Now, for m € K\{ao} U L,

EK[L] ifm= ay
w(m) ={ RUgr(m), ifme L, (13)
, itm=a_;

Before setting out to prove that this construction provides a representation for
the generalised ordinal sum of K and L, we consider an example that demonstrates
how the representation is constructed.

Example 4.6. Let K = S3 and L = Ly (the first diamond in Figure 1). Then, as per
Example 2.9, the siz-element algebra from Figure 3 is the generalised ordinal sum of
K and L. The posets used to represent K and L, as well as their representations, are
given in Figures 6 and 7, respectively (their representations are also depicted at the
top of Figure 10). The poset X1 is constructed from these posets and depicted in
Figures 8 and 9. Recall that R is defined as in (12). Now, using the labels for elements
of K[L] from Figure 3, we have that

Y1) =2

Y(0) = R = <xypr) \Sxp,

$0) = RU{(1,0)} = <y M(0:0))

Y) = RU{(0,0)} = seq, M)}, and

Y1) = RU <x, = S

s =Far= | (0650 (o))
z€{u,v}

The set of binary relations {1p(L),1(0),¢¥(a), ¥ (b),v¥(1),¥(T)} forms a subuniverse
of (Up(ExiL] <EK[L]),Q,U, 5~ = T KXk ) and hence K[L] is representable, as
depicted in Figure 10.

Having given an example of how the new representation will work, we now prove
that ¥ does indeed map elements from K\{ao} UL to elements in Up (EK[L], <EK[L])-

Lemma 4.7. For all m € K\{ao} U L, the set 1(m) as defined in (13) is an up-set
of (BL), SEwpy) -

Proof. Tt is immediate that @ and Fx 1) are up-sets of (EK[L], < EK[L])' Thus, we only
need to prove that ¢(m) is an up-set of (Ek(L], Sy, ) for m € L. Let (u1,v1) € ¢(m)
and assume (ug,v1) < Bk (u2,v2). That is, by (9), we have that wus Xy U1 and
V1 Sxgqp V2 There are six cases to consider.

Case 1: If (uq,v1) € 1< e for some [2] € XL/EL, then there exists wy,wy € Xk

2]

such that u; = (wl)[z], vy = (w2)" and wy <xyx we. Moreover, vq <xgq V2 implies

21



{(u, ), (v,0)}
{z,y}?

{(z,2), (v, 9)} {(u,u)} {(v,0)}
6]

U (00 fepe)’

ze{u,v}

SXk)

<XK[L]\{(U7,U)} <)(K[L]\{(T’hu)}

R= <XK[L]\ SXL

6]

Fig. 10 The representations of K, L and K[L].

that vo € F1X¥% and there exists w3z € Xk such that vo = (wg)[z] and wy <xx ws. On
the other hand, us < Xk W1 gives rise to three subcases:
® If uy € [2] € XL, then (ug,v2) € [2] x FIXg C 4p(m).
o [fuyc [z}XK; then (UQ,UQ) S [z}XK X [Z]XK - w(m)
o [fuy € [Z]XK, then there exists w € Xk such that us = wl?l. Since us <XK[L] U1,
it follows that w <x, wi and we have that w <x, w1 <xyx w2 <xx ws. This in
turn implies that (ug,vs) € Fl< . € p(m).

Case 2: If (u1,v1) € [;j<xx for some [z] € X1/FL, then there exists wi,ws € Xk
such that u; = (wl)[z], v = (wg)[z] and w1 <xy w2. Moreover, us <y, w1 implies
that ug € ;) Xk and there exists w € Xk such that uz = wp;; and w <xy wi. On the
other hand, v; < Xk U2 gives rise to three subcases:
o If vy € [2] C X, then (ug,v2) € )Xk X [2] € ¥(m).
e If vy € Xk, then (uz,v2) € XK X lElxy C P(m).
® If vy € ;)Xk, then there exists w3 € Xk such that vy = (w3)[,). Since we have
V1 Sxgqry V2 it follows that wa <xx w3z and we get w <xp w1 <xx W2 <xx W3-
This in turn implies that (ug,v2) € )<xx € ¥(m).

Case 3: If (u1,v;) € [2] x FIXk for some [z] € X1./FEy, then v <k V2 implies that
v9 € FIXk. On the other hand, us Xk W1 gives rise to two subcases:

o If uy € [2], then (ug,v2) € [2] x FIXk C 9(m).

® If uy € )Xk, then (ug,v2) € XK X LIXk C (m).

Case 4: If (u1,v1) € )Xk X [2] for some [2] € X1/EL, then us <x,
u2 € XK. On the other hand, v; <x,

L U1 implies that

L V2 gives rise to two subcases:
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e If vp € [2], then (ug,v2) € XK X [2] C ¥(m).
o [fuy € [Z]XK, then (’LLQ,’UQ) c [z}‘XK X [Z]XK - ’l/)(m)

Case 5: If (u1,v1) € )Xk x #IXk for some [z] € X1 /By, then us <y U1 implies
that uy € XK and v; < Xk U2 implies that vy € )¢ Therefore, it follows that
(u2,v2) € 1 Xk x FlXK C (m).

Case 6: If (u1,v1) € pr(m), then ui,v; € Xy, and (u1,v1) € Er,. The inequalities
Uo gXK[L] uy and v1 ng[L] vg combined give rise to four subcases:

If ug € [, Xk and vy € [u1]X e, then (u2,v2) € (4} XK X lualx e C P(m).

If up € [, Xk and vg € [us], then (ug,v2) € [, XK X [u1] C h(m).

If ug € [u1] and v € [u1]Xg | then (u2,v2) € [u1] xlul Xp C p(m).

If ug € [u1] and ve € [uy], then us <x, w1 and vy <x, vz, which means
(u1,v1) < (u2,v2). But or(m) is an upset of (Fr,, < g, ). Thus, (u1,v1) € ¢L(m)
implies (ug,v2) € @r(m) C (m). O

We now prove a series of lemmas that, when combined, show that the map
defined in (13) is a DqRA embedding.

Lemma 4.8. The map ¢ : K\{ag} UL — Up (EK[L], '\<EK[L]) is injective and
Y(IkL]) = SXpep, -
Proof. Since ¢r,(11) = <x,., it follows directly from the definitions of ¢)(m) and < Xk
in (13) and (7), respectively that ¢(1kr)) = <xyp,-

To show that ¢ is injective, let mq, ma € K\{ao}U L such that my # mz. Without
loss of generality we can consider four cases.

L]

Case 1: If my, ma € L, then or(m1) # ¢rL(m2) since ¢y, is injective and therefore we
get Y(m1) # P(ma).

Case 2: If m; = a—; and mg € L, then ¥(m;) = &. On the other hand, if we let
w € Xk and z € Xy, then (wp;,2) € ¥(mz) which shows 1(m2) # & and hence
Y(ma) # (ma).

Case 3: If m; = a; and ma € L, then ¢)(my) = Fx). Let w € Xk and z € Xg, then
(z,w[,)) € Exr) = ¥(ma1), but by (13) we have (z,wp,)) & 1(m2). Hence, it follows
that ¥(mq) # ¥(ma).

Case 4: If my,ma € K\{ap}, then we may assume, without loss of generality, that
my = a; and mg = a_y. Then ¢(m1) # @ since Ex) # @ and therefore we get

Y(ma) # P(ma). O

In order to prove that v preserves the linear negations and the involution, we will
need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.9. Let Exqy) be the relation defined in (8) and ak) and Bk the maps
defined in (10) and (11), respectively. Then, for v € {ak[y), fxL]}, we have

v:8=49, Di;v=9, 7v;Eky =Fky, and Exuy);v=Exuy-
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Proof. For v € {akL), Bk} it follows directly from v C Ex(r) and the transitivity
of Egr) that v; Exr) € Fky)- For the inclusion in the other direction, let (u,v) €
Exy)- Then (v,u) € Exj) by symmetry and, since (u,y(u)) € v € Egy), we have
that (v,7(u)) € Egy) by transitivity. This means (y(u),v) € Ex), and therefore
(u,v) € v; Exu-

The first two equalities are trivially true and the final equality can be proved
similarly to the above. [l

Lemma 4.10. The map ¢ : K\{ap} UL — Up (EK[L], <EK[L]) preserves the linear
negations ~xr) and —k[L), i.e., form € K\{ao} UL,

Y(—xmm) = —¢(m) and Y(~kpym) = ~p(m).
Proof. We prove the claim for —g ). The result for ~g 1) can be proved analogously.

If m € K\{ap} UL, then m € K\{ag} or m € L.

Case 1: If m € K\{ao}, then m = a_; and ¥(m) = @, or m = a; and ¥ (m) = Ex[y).
Note that Egp; = @ hence (EICqL])V =@~ = @. Also @° = Ex[) hence (2°)~ =
EI\(/[L] = Fx|r) since Fx (1 is symmetric. By Lemmas 2.6 and 4.9 we have

Y(—kpar) = ¢Y(—xa) = Pla_1) = 0 = akn) ; @ = o) (Bgr)
= —FEx) = —(a1)

and

Y(—kpa-1) = ¥(—ka-1) = Y(a1) = Ex) = ok ; P = ok ; (997
=-2=—Y(a_1)

Case 2: Let m € L. To prove that ¢(—kmm) = —v(m) we first show that
Y(—kpm) € —¢(m). Let (u,v) € (—kym). Then, by (13) there are six sub-cases

to consider.
e Let (u,v) € 1<, for some [2] € X1./FEL. Since Xk is a two-element antichain
this implies that © = v and there exists w; € Xk such that u = (wl)[z] = .

Furthermore, akrj(u) = (axc(w1))® = (w2)P where wy € Xk such that wy #
wy. Then,

(w1, ws) € Ex and (w1, w2) ¢ <xx
= ((wl)[zlv(wz)[z]) € Bk and ((wl)[z] : (wg)m) ¢
= ((w), (axc () € Excqey and (), (axc (w0)) ¢ w(m)
= (v, axry(u) € ¥(m)°

= (akm)(u),v) € (¥(m)°)~
=(u,v) € agry; (P(m)°) ™ = —y(m).
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® Let (u,v) € [;J<xx for some [z] € X1, /Ey. Then the proof that (u,v) € —¢(m)
is similar to the proof of the previous subcase.

e Let (u,v) € [2] x FlXk for some [z] € X1/EL. Then ax(u) = ar(u) and
(u,ar(u)) € ar, C akj) € Fkqr). That is, ar(u) € [2]. Hence,

(v,aL(u)) € Exqr) and (v, ar(u)) ¢ (m) = (v, ak)(w)) € ¥(m)°
= (aK[L] (u ,v) (¥(m)°)~
= (u,v) € agr); (P(M)°) ™ = —Y(m).

® Let (u,v) € )Xk X [2] for some [z] € X1,/FEy. Then there exists w € Xk such
that u = wp,) and ak)(u) = (ax(w)),;. Hence,

(0, (ax (w)))) € Brry and (v, (axc (w))yy)) ¢ (m)
= (v, akr)(u)) € P(m)°
é(aK[L]( u),v) € (¢Y(m)°)~

(

=(u,v) € aky) ; (Y(m)) ™ = —(m).

® Let (u,v) € )Xk x "Xk for some [z] € Xp/EL. Then the proof that (u,v) €
—1p(m) is similar to the proof of the previous subcase.

® Let (u,v) € pL(—k)m) = pL(—Lm). Since ¢1, is an embedding that preserves
the linear negations, it follows that

(u,v) € —pr(m) = aL; (pL(m)°) ~
=(av(u),v) € (pL(m)?) "~
= (v, av(u)) € ¢rL(m)°
=(v,ar,(u)) € E, and (v, ar,(u)) ¢ ¢1(m)
=(v,ar(u)) € Fxr) and (v, akp)(u)) ¢ ¥(m)
=(v, ok (u)) € P(m)*
= (akw)(u),v) € (P(m)°)~
=(u,v) € akqr); (P(M)°) ™ = —y(m).

For the inclusion in the other direction, let (u,v) € —(m) = akuy); (¥(m)°) .
Then,

(u,v) € agy; (Y(m)°) ™ = (akw)(u),v) € (Y(m)) ™
= (v, akg)(uv)) € Y(m)*
)

= (v, ok (v)) € Exy) and (v, ok (v)) ¢ (m).

Since ak) € Fk) and Fkp) is symmetric and transitive, we get (u,v) € Exv)-
Hence, there exists [2] € X1/EL such that (u,v) € ([z] U Xk U [Z]XK)2 by (8).
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Suppose (u,v) € FIXg x [2]. Then v € [z] and there exists w € Xk such that
u = w and aky,(v) = (aK(w))[z] € FIXk. But then (v, axr(u)) € 1(m) means
(v, (ax (w))[z]) ¢ 1(m), which contradicts the fact that [2] x FIXk C 4(m) for any
m € L as per the definition in (13). Hence, —t)(m) does not contain any elements of
X g x [2]. Similarly, we can show that —i(m) also does not contain any elements of
[Z]XK X [z]-XK nor of [Z] X [z]-XK
If (u,v) € [2] x BlXg or (u,v) € Xk x [2] or (u,v) € [ Xk x FIXK, it follows
immediately from the definition of ¢ in (13) that (u,v) € ¥ (—kpjm).
There are three subcases left to consider.
® Let (u,v) € (21X x 21X . Then there exist wy, ws € Xk such that u = (wl)[z] and
v = (wg)[Z]. Since Xk is a two-element antichain, either wy # wy and akp(u) =
(aK(wl))[z] = (w2)l¥! = v, or w; = wo. If wy # wo, then (v, oy (w) ¢ ¥(m)
means that (v, (aK(wl))[z]) = ((w2)¥, (w2)¥) ¢ (m), which contradicts that
[Z]QXK C ¢(m) for all m € L. Therefore, it must be the case that w; = we and
u = v, and hence (u,v) € Fl<x, C Y(—kmm).
® Let (u,v) € )Xk X [;)Xk. Then we can use a similar argument to the one used
in the previous subcase to conclude that u = v and hence that (u,v) € £Sxx ©
Y(—kLm).
® Let (u,v) € [2] x [z]. Then, (v,oL(u)) € Ey, and (v,akmy)(u)) ¢ (m)
implies (v, ar,(u)) ¢ ¢L(m). Hence, (v,ar(u)) € ¢L(m), and so (ar(u),v) €
(pL(m)¢)™, which gives (u,v) € ar ; (pr(m)¢) . That is, (u,v) € —LyL(m) =
eL(—Lm) = ¢L(—xwm) € ¥(—krpym) by Lemma 2.6 and since ¢r, is an
embedding that preserves the linear negations. |

Lemma 4.11. The map v : K\{ao}UL — Up (EK[L], <EK[L]) preserves the involutive
operation =iy, i-e., for m € K\{ao} U L, ¥ (—krym) = ~p(m).

Proof. Recall from Theorem 3.2 that —)(m) = aky) ; kL) ; ¥(m)°; PrL)- Now let
m € K\{ao} UL.

Case 1: If m € K\{ao} there are two subcases to consider:
® If m = a_y, then ¢(m) = @ and —kgym = —-xkm = ai. Thus, Y(~gpm) =
Fx ). By Lemma 4.9,

—Y(m) = aky) ; L ;97 B = ok ; L 5 P Bk = Pk
= l/J(ﬁK[L]m)-

¢ If m = ay, then ¥(m) = Exr). Also, ~gym = -xkm = a_1 and Y(—km) = .
Using Lemma 4.9 again we have

—h(m) = ok ; P s P s Bxr) = ok Bk(L) 3 @5 B = 2 = P(—kmm).
Case 2: Next assume that m € L. Then —gm = —rm by definition. We first show

that ¢ (—kpym) € ~(m). Let (u,v) € Y(—gmpym) = ¢¥(-Lm). We consider the six
cases that arise from (13).
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o If (u,v) € Fl<x for some [2] € X1,/ EL, then there exists w; € Xk such that u =
(w1)Fl = v since Xk is a two-element antichain. Hence gy, (u) = (aK(wl))[Z] =
(w2)l? where wy € Xk such that w; # ws. Furthermore, BrL (o) (v) =
B ((w2)l*) = (B (w2)) () = (w2) (), and s0 (u, (wa)()) € ax) ; P Next
note that since (w2, w1) ¢ <xy, it follows from (13) that ((ws)(., (w1)()) §Z P(m)
and hence, since ((w2)), (w1);z)) € Exp we get ((wa2)p), (wi)p)) € w(m)e.
Combined with the above, we have that (u, (w1)[]) € ax]; BK 1;¢(m)° Fmally,
since we have ((w1)p), (w1)®)) € Bguy by (11), it follows that (u, (w;)) =
(u,v) € ak) ; L) ; ¥(mM)®; P = ~b(m).

® If (u,v) € [;)<xk for some [z] € XL/EL, then the proof is similar to the previous
case.

o If (u,v) € [2] x ¥IXk for some [2] € X1,/ Ey, then there exists w € Xk such that
v = wll. Also, akqp)(u) = ar(u) and Bk (arn(u)) = AL (aL( )) which implies
that (u, AL (aL(v))) € ak) ; Brqr- Next, by (13), (AL (aL(w)), (w)y)) ¢ v(m),
and therefore (8L (ar(u)), (w))) € ¥(m)°. Consequently, we have (u, (w)[;) €

KL ; Pk ; ¥(m)°. Finally, since ((w)[z],(w)[z]) € Pk, it follows that
(u, (W)E) = (u,v) € ak; Brm) ;¥ (m)°; B = ¥ (m).

o If (u,v) € )Xk X [2] for some [z] € X1./FL, then there exists w; € Xk such
that u = (w1)p). Hence, ag)(u) = (ox(w1)),) = (w2));) where wy € Xk
such that w; # wso. Furthermore, Sk ((w2)1)) = (A (’IUQ))[Z] = (wg)P. Thus,
(u, (w2)#) € ok 5 fk)- Next, as Bfl(v) € Xy, since v € [z], we have
((wg)[Z],ﬂgl(v)) ¢ (m) by (13). Therefore, ((ws) )= B v)) € ¥(m)° and
(u,ﬁfl(v)) € ak ; P ; ¥(m)°. Finally, since (BL (v ),U) € fL C ﬁK[L], it
follows that (u,v) € akqy) ; Bk ; ¥(m)°; Bk = ~b(m).

o If (u,v) € Xk X [(1 Xk for some [z] € X1,/Ey, then there exists wy,wy € Xk
such that u = (wy);) and v = (w2)F). It follows that axy, ( = (ak(w1)),
(ws3)[:] where wz € Xk such that wy # ws. Also, Bk (w3 = (P (w3 )
(ws)“]. Hence, (u, (15)!7) € e 3By Next, ((w5), (w > ) # t(m) by (13).
Thus, ((w3)®, (w2)(]) € ¥(m)° and( (wg)[z}) € ak ; Py ; ¥(m)°. Finally,
since ﬁK[L] ( w2)[)) = ﬁK wa) )[ 4 = = (wy)?, it follows that (u, (w o)) = (u,v) €

P(m)°; = ~(m).

o If (u, v) € <,0L(—|Lm), then, since ¢r, is an embedding, we have

w1

(u,v) € pr(—Lm) = =pr(m)
= av; fL; eL(m)®; B
C ok ; P 3 (M) By = ~p(m).

For the containment in the other direction, let (u,v) € —t(m). Then we have

(u,v) € ak) ; B ; ¥(m)° ;5 Bk, ie., (ﬂK[L} (kL (U))vﬂf([lL] (U)> € Y(m)e, ie,

27



(ﬁK[L](aK[L](U)),ﬁfqlL] (U)) € Fxjr) and (BK 1(axqr)(w)), BK (v ) ¢ ¥(m). Since
aK[L],ﬂK[L] - EK[L] and EK[ L] is transitive, we get (’LL, ’U) € EK[L]

Now suppose u € Xk and v € [2] for some [z] € XL/EL Then there exists
w € Xk such that v = w* and BKIL] (aK (u )) Pk (ax (w) )[ Also BK ( ) =

B! (v) € [2], since fr. C Ev. But then (ﬁK[L](OéK[L] (u))vﬂK[L]( ) € Xk X [2] C
1(m), contradicting the previous statement that this pair is not a member of ¥ (m).
Hence, it cannot be the case that u € [*IXk and v € [2] for some [z] € X1./EL.
Similarly we can show that it can also not be the case that u € [z] and v € [} Xk for
some [z] € X1,/Ey nor that u € X and v € [z Xk for some [z] € X1,/Fy.

On the other hand, if u € Xk and v € [2] for some [z] € X1,/Fy, then it is
immediate that (u,v) € )Xk x [2] C ¥ (—krym) by (13). Similarly, if u € Xk and
v € FIXk, or if u € [z] and v € FIXK, then (u,v) € )Xk x FXk C ¢(-gmym) or,
respectively, (u,v) € [2] x FlXg C Y(—krym). Thus we are left with three subcases
to consider.

® If u,v € Xy, then [u] = [v] since (u,v) € Ek[r). Furthermore, Bk (aky)(v)) =

Ar(ar(u)) € [u] and ﬂf(?L] (v) = Bg'(v) € [v] since BL C Pxr) € Fxq) and
afg, Q aK[L] g EK[L] Hence,

(ﬂKm o) >>,5;<L< v)) ¢ w(m)
= (Br(aw L () ¢ er(
= (A(on L (v) € ol
=(u, ) ECYL75L7<PL m)°; fL

=(u,v) € ~pL(m) = pr(-~Lm) C P(—kmLm),

v m

)
)C

m

since g, is an embedding that preserves the involution.

o If u,v € Xk, then there exist wi, w2 € Xk such that u = (w)p) and
v = (w2)p. If ak(w1) = wz where ws € Xk such that w; # w3, then

By (axr) () = Bruj(ax (wi)p) = (Br(ws)F = (ws)l#. Also, By (v) =

(ﬂ;(l (U}Q))[Z] = (wQ)[z], Hence, (ﬂK[L] (kL) (u)),ﬂ;(%L] (v)) ¢ (m) implies
((U}g)[z], (wg)[z}) ¢ 1(m), which means ws # ws. But then, since Xk only con-

tains two elements, it must be the case that w; = ws and u = v. Hence,
(u,v) € 51<xx € ¥(—kmLm) by (13).
e If u,v € FIXk, then the proof is similar to the previous case. O

Lemma 4.12. The map ¢ : (K\{ao}) UL — Up (Ex[L], S Bxyr,) Preserves the lattice
operations Ak and Vg, i.e., for mi,ms € (K\{ao}) UL,

P(mi Ak me) = P(mi) NY(me)  and  P(ma Vg me) = (m) U(ma).

Proof. We use the definitions of Agr) and Vi) as described in (3) and (4). Their
commutativity reduces the number of cases we need to consider.
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Case 1: m; = a_1 or me = a_1. Without loss of generality, suppose m; = a_1. Then

Y(m1 Ak me) = Yla—1) = @ = @ N1P(m2) = ¢(m1) N1p(mz), and
Y(m1 Vi) me) = P(me) = @ UY(m2) = (m1) U(mz).

Case 2: m; = a1 or mg = a1. Without loss of generality, suppose m; = a;. Then

Y(mi Ak me) = Y(mz2) = Exr) N(mz) = Y(mi1) Ny(mz), and

P(mi Vi) me) = ¥(a1) = Exr) = Bk U (mz) = ¢(m1) Urh(mo).
Case 3: Finally, if mi,me € L, then my AK[L] M2 = m1 AL M2 and m VKIL] M2 =
mi A, Ma.

Recall the relation R = <XK[L]\<XL defined in (12). We have ¢(m) = RU ¢r(m)
for any m € L. Then, since ¢, preserves Ay, and V,, we have

Y(m1 Ak mz) = RU @ (m1 AL ma) = RU (eL(m1) N oL (mz))
= (RUpr(m1)) N (RU prL(m2)) = ¥(m1) Nip(ma),

and

Y(m1 Vi) m2) = RU ¢ (m1 VL ma) = RU (eL(m1) U gL (m2))
= (RUprL(m1)) U (RUpL(m2)) = 1(m1) Utb(ma).

Lastly, we need to show that ¢ preserves the monoid operation.

Lemma 4.13. The map v : K\{ao} UL — Up (EK[L], '\<EK[L]) preserves the monoid
operation, k), i-e., for mi,ms € K\{ao} UL,

Y(ma k) m2) = P(ma) s P(me).

Proof. Recall the definition of kg from (2).
Case 1: m; = a_1 or me = a_1. Without loss of generality, assume m; = a—;. Then

Y(mi k) m2) = Y(a—1) = @ = @ ;p(m2) = Pa1) ;P(ma) = p(ma) ; Y(m2).

Case2: mi = a1 = mso. Then my ‘K[L] M2 = M1 'K M2 = a1 and
Y(my gy ma) = P(a1) = Ex) = Exu ; Px) = ¥(mi) ;¢(ms2), where the equality
Fx) = Exqu) ; Exy) follows from Egr) being reflexive and transitive.

Case 3:If my, mo € L, then m1-gLMme2 = mi-Lmz. We first show that w(ml-K[L]mg) -

Y(my);1p(ma). Let (u,v) € ¥(m1 -k me). By (13), there are six subcases to consider:

o If (u,v) € Fl<x, for some [2] € X1, /EL, then (u,v) € 1(my) and (v,v) € ¥ (m2)
which implies that (u,v) € ¥(mq) ; ¥ (ms).
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® If (u,v) € [;)<xx for some [z] € X1, /Ey, the proof is similar to the proof of the
previous case.

o If (u,v) € [2] x FIXk for some [z] € X1 /Fy, then we have (u,v) € ¥(m;) and
(v,v) € Fl<x € 4p(ma), which means (u,v) € 1(my) ;¥ (ms).

® If (u,v) € )Xk x Xk for some [2] € X1/EL, the proof is similar to the proof
of the previous case.

o If (u,v) € )Xk X [2] for some [z] € X1 /FEy, then (u,u) € ;1<xx € ¥(m1),
(u,v) € P(m2) and hence (u,v) € ¥(my) ; Y(ms).

e If (u,v) € ¢r(my -L ma), then since @1, preserves -1, (u,v) € pL(m1) ; pr(m2).
Therefore, there exist uy,v; € Xy, such that (u,u;) € pr(m1) C ¥(my) and
(v1,v) € pr,(ma) C Y(ms). It follows that (u,v) € ¥(my) ; ¥(ms).

For the inclusion in the other direction, let (u,v) € ¥(mq) ; ¥(ms2). Then there
exists uy € Xk such that (u,u;) € ¢(mq1) and (u1,v) € ¥(mz). There are three
subcases to consider:

® If uy € )Xk for some [z] € X1, /Ey, then (u,u1) € ¢(m1) implies that u € [, Xk.
On the other hand, (u1,v) € ¥(ms) implies that v € ;) Xk, or v € [z], or v €
[ZIXk. These three possibilities in turn respectively imply that (u,v) € <xk>
or (u,v) € )Xk x [2], or (u,v) € )Xk x P Xk. Hence, (u,v) € 1(m1 x me).

o If u; € FlXk for some [2] € XL/EvL, then (u1,v) € ¥(m2) implies that v € Xk .
On the other hand, (u,u1) € t(m1) implies that u € Xk, or u € [2], or
u € Xk . Respectively, these possibilities imply that (u,v) € 33Xk X Xk, or
(u,v) € [z] x FIXK, or (u,v) € FI<x, . Hence, (u,v) € ¢(m1 k) ma).

o If u; € [2] for some [z] € XL/ EL, then there are four possibilities:

— u € )Xk, v € [2] and hence (u,v) € ;XK X [2].
—u€ XK, vE [[IXk and hence (u,v) € XK X Xk
— u € [2], v € FIXk and hence (u,v) € [2] x FIXk.
—u € [z] and v € [z]. Consequently, since (u,v) € (m1) ; ¥ (ma) we get
(u,v) € prL(m1) ; pL(m2) = pL(m1 "L M2).
For all of these possibilities it follows that (u,v) € ¥ (m1 -kL) m2).

Case 4: m; = a; and mg € L. If my = ay, then ¢(my) = FExy). Since P(me) C Fxw)
it follows that ¢(m1) ;¥ (m2) = Bk ; ¥(m2) € Exu) = w(ml) = p(my ‘gL M2).
For the inclusion in the other direction, let (u,v) € Exy.
o If u € Xk and v € [,jXk for some [z] € X1/FEL, then (v,v) € ¥(m2) and
(u,v) € Bx) ; ¥(m2).
o If u € Xk and v € FlXyk for some [z] € Xi/Eyr, then (v,v) € ¥(m2) and
(u,v) € Bx) ; ¥(m2).
® If u € )Xk and v € Xg, then (u,u) € Egjy and (u,v) € ¥(mz), and so
(u,v) € Bxqr) ; ¥(ma).
o Ifyuec Xk and v € X1, then there exists w € Xk such that u = wll, Thus,
(u, wpy)) € Exr) and (wp),v) € ¥(m2), and hence (u,v) € Egy) ; ¢¥(m2).
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o If u,v € X, then [u] = [v] in X1/EL. Let w € Xg # &. Thus we have that
(u, wry)) € Exr) and (wpy,),v) € ¥(mz), and hence (u,v) € Exy) ; ¥ (ma).

Case 5: If my € L and mg = ai, then the proof that ¢ (m; k) ma) = Y(m2) =
Y(myq) ;¥ (ms2) is similar to the proof of the previous case. O

Combining Lemmas 4.8, 4.10, 4.11, 4.12 and 4.13 we have shown that the map
¢ is a DQRA embedding from (K\{ao}) U L into Up (Exy, <EK[L])- Regarding the
finiteness of the representations, it is clear from the construction of Xg,p) that if L
is finitely representable (i.e. Xy, is finite), then S3[L] is finitely representable. This
completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

5 Finite representations of finite Sugihara chains

In this section, we show how the results of Section 4 lead to finite representations of
all finite Sugihara chains, and give some examples. A consequence of this is that the
result in Theorem 4.1 can be generalised as in Corollary 5.4 which states that if L is a
representable distributive quasi relation algebra, then the generalised ordinal sum of
a finite odd Sugihara chain S,, and L is representable.

Proposition 2.13 gives us that S3[S,,—2] ~ S,,. Using Examples 3.4 and 3.5 and
Theorem 4.1 we can apply a simple inductive argument to obtain the result below.

Theorem 5.1. Fvery finite Sugihara chain is finitely representable.

The construction used in the proof of Theorem 4.1 provides alternative represen-
tations to those obtained in [15] and [4] where the representations for S,, were infinite
for n > 4.

Example 5.2. Let K = S5 and L = S,. Then K[L] = Sy (by Proposition 2.158) and
KI[L] is representable (by Theorem 4.1). Recall that Sy is representable over a one-
element poset and Ss over a two-element discrete poset with an order automorphism
interchanging the elements of the poset. If Xx = {x,y} and Xr = {u}, then Sy is
representable over X[L) = {u,z[“],y[“],z[u],y[u]} with

<ty = 1y U ({20, v} {0 (L} x {2, 909} ) U ({ap, g} x {2,911}

and Exr) = Xgp- Here a) = {(u, 1), (1), Yiu))s Y] ), (@, y1), (1, 2l4)}

and BK[L] = {(ua u)v (x[u]az[u])v (x[u]vx[u])a (y[u]vy[u])v (y[u]vy[u])} The posets Xk, Xy,
and Xk are depicted in Figure 11. It also shows the representations of Sz, Sa and

Si.

Example 5.3. Let K = S5 and L = S3. Then K[L] = S5 (by Proposition 2.158) and
K[L] is representable (by Theorem 4.1). If Xk = {x,y} and X1, = {u,v}, then Sy is
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---- F blocks
T e .
SR ot
Xs, Xs,
2
X%s I X%z {U,$[u],y[u],$[u],y[u]}
<X, %) SS3[S5)
Sa
@ <sy[80) M (uw,u)}
S3

%)
Sy

Fig. 11 The posets used to represent S3,So and S3[S2] ~ S4, respectively, and their respective
representations.

representable over X[L) = {u,v,x[“],y[“],:c[u],y[u]} with Egr) = X%[L],

<t = i U g} x {00 ({0} x {2, 50 ) U ({aga, g} x {2, 91}),

aKiL] = {(u,v), (v,u), (x[u]vy[u])v (y[u]vx[u]>a (z[u],y[u]% (y[u],z[u])} and ﬂK[L] =
{(ua ’U,), (’U, ’U), (x[u]vx[u]>a (z[u] ’ z[u])v (y[u]vy[u]>a (y[u]ay[u])} Figure 12 shows the posets
Xk, XL and Xk[r), and the representation of Ss.

In Figure 13 we show how to extend the posets from Examples 5.2 and 5.3 to give
finite posets which can be used to represent Sg and Sr.

Lastly, using Proposition 2.13 we get the isomorphic relationship S,[L] =
S3 [Sn—2[L]]. This isomorphism and Theorem 5.1 justify the corollary below.
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X3, s = Fsylsy)

<xs3[s3] U {(ua U)a (Ua U)}

SXsy85)

--- F blocks

<ng,[sg,] \ {(u, u)a (va v)}

%]

83[83] ~ S5

Fig. 12 The poset used to represent S3[S3] ~ S5 and its representation.

Fig. 13 Figure showing the posets used for S4 up to Sr7.

Corollary 5.4. Let K =S,, for n > 3 and n odd. If L is a (finitely) representable
DqRA, then S, [L] is (finitely) representable.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Peter Jipsen for drawing our
attention to the K[L] construction for residuated lattices.
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