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MEET-REDUCIBLE SUBMAXIMAL CLONES DETERMINED BY
NONTRIVIAL EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS.

LUC E. F. DIEKOUAM, ETIENNE R. A. TEMGOUA, AND MARCEL TONGA

ABSTRACT. The structure of the lattice of clones on a finite set has been proven
to be very complex. To better understand the top of this lattice, it is important
to provide a characterization of submaximal clones in the lattice of clones. It
is known that the clones Pol(#) and Pol(p) (where 6 is a nontrivial equivalence
relation on E = {0, ...,k — 1}, and p is among the six types of relations which
characterize maximal clones) are maximal clones. In this paper, we provide
a classification of relations (of Rosenberg’s List) p on Ej, such that the clone
Pol(6) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(f).

1. INTRODUCTION

The structure of the lattice of clones on a finite set of more than two elements
is quite complex. An indication of such a complexity is through its cardinality,
which is 2%, For a better picture of some intervals in this lattice, it is important to
provide a characterization of maximal and submaximal clones. Maximal clones have
been investigated extensively by I. G. Rosenberg, and a complete characterization
of these can be found in [14]. More precisely, it is proved that for a given nontrivial
equivalence relation 6 on a finite set and a central relation p on the same set,
the clones Pol(f) and Pol(p) are maximal. For a unary central relation on an
arbitrary finite set, Rosenberg and Szendrei [16, [I7] investigated the submaximal
clones of their polymorphisms and obtain new results on polymorphism of prime
permutations on a finite set. Submaximal clones for a set with two and three
elements were completely described and classified in [7], 1T, 12]. However, for sets
with more than three elements, only partial results on their submaximal clones
are found in the literature (see for e.g., [7]). Recently, Temgoua and Rosenberg
[18] obtained a characterization of all binary central relations such that the clone
Pol(#) NPol(p) is maximal in Pol(), given any nontrivial equivalence relation 6 and
a binary central relation p.

In this paper, we characterize all relations p such that the clones of the form
Pol(#) NPol(p) is maximal in Pol(#), where 0 is a nontrivial equivalence relation on
a given finite set.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section [l recalls the necessary
basic definitions and notations for the clarity of our presentation. In Section [3, we
present the no submaximality when p is a partial order or a prime affine relation.
SectionMlis devoted to the characterization of type of equivalence relations or prime
permutation relations which give submaximality. In the Section [5] we characterize
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the relations p (resp. central relations or h-regularly generated relations ) for which
Pol(#) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(#). Section [A concludes the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some of the main definitions and notations. Readers
needing more background on the topic are encouraged to consult [7]. Let Ej =
{0,1,...,k — 1} be a finite set of k elements with & > 3. Let n,s € N*. An n-ary
operation on E}, is a function from E} to Ej,. The set of all n-ary operations on Ej,
is denoted by O™(Ey) and we set O(Ey) = |J O"(Ek). For 1 <i <s, the s-ary

0<n<w
i-th projection e? is defined as € (z1,...,x5) = x; forall z1, ..., z,. For f € O"(Ey)
and g1,...,9n € O™(E}), we define their composition to be the m-ary operation

flg1s-- -, gn] defined by:
flot, s gnl (@i, s zm) = flgr(@1, . m)s oo Gn( @1, - ).

A clone on Ej, is a subset F' of O(E}) which contains all the projections and is
closed under composition. It is known that the intersection of an arbitrary set of
clones on Ej is a clone on Ej. Thus for F C O(E}), there exists a smallest clone
containing F, called the clone generated by F and denoted by (F). (F) is also
the set of term operations of the non-indexed algebra A = (A4; F), with A = Fj.
The clones on E}, ordered by inclusion, form a complete lattice denoted by L(Ey).
A clone C € L(E}) is called maximal if it is covered only by O(E)). A clone
C € L(E}) is called submazimal if it is covered only by a maximal clone.

Let h be a positive integer. An h-ary relation p is a subset of E,’g For p C Eg,
we write apb for (a,b) € p. An h-ary relation p is called totally symmetric if for
every permutation o of {1,...,h} and each h-tuple (a1,...,as) € E},

(a1,...,an) € pif (ay(1),-- s G0(n)) € p-

T,f’“ is the h-ary relation defined by (a1,...,an) € T,f’“ if there exist 4,5 € {1,...,h}
such that ¢ # j and a; = a;. An h-ary relation p is called totally reflexive if
Tf ¥ C p. For h = 2, the concepts totally reflexive and totally symmetric coincide
with the usual notions of reflexive and symmetric. If p is totally reflexive and totally
symmetric, we define the center of p denoted by C, as follows:

Co={a€Ey:(a,a2,...,ap) € pforall as,...,an € Ey}.

Let 6 be a binary relation and m € N*; for a = (a1,...,am) € EJ” and b =
(b1,...,bm) € E}*, we write afb if (a;,b;) € 6 for 1 < ¢ < m. Assume that 6 is an
equivalence relation on Ej. The 6-class of a € Ejy, will be denoted by [a]g.

A permutation 7w on Fj is prime if all cycles of m have the same prime length.

A subset 0 C E} is called affine if there is a binary operation + on Ej, such that
(Eg,+) is an abelian group and (a,b,¢,d) € 0 < a+ b= c+ d. An affine relation
o is prime if (E),+) is an abelian p-group for some prime p, that is, all elements
of the group have the same prime order p.

An h-ary relation p on Ey, is called central, if p is a nonempty proper subset of Ej,
or p has the following three properties: p is totally reflexive; p is totally symmetric
and C, is a nonempty proper subset of Ej.

For h > 3, a family T = {V1; -V} of equivalence relations on Fj is called
h-regular if each V; has exactly h equivalence classes and N{B;|1 < i < m} is
nonempty for arbitrary equivalence classes B; of V; , 1 < ¢ < m. For 3 < h <k,
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an h-regular (or h-regularly generated) relation on Ej determined by the h-regular
family T'(often denoted by Ar), consists of all h-tuples whose set of components
meets at most h — 1 classes of each V; (1 < i < m).

Let f € O™(E)) and p be an h-ary relation on Ej. The operation f preserves p
if for all (a1,4,...,an:) €p (i=1,...,n), we have

(f(al,la-'-7a1,n)7f(a2,17'-wa?,n)u"'uf(ah,la-'-uah,n)) € p.

The set of operations on Ej, preserving p is a clone denoted by Pol(p). The max-
imal clones have been described for k = 2(respectively k = 3 and &k > 4) in
Post[IT](respectively Jablonskij [5] and Rosenberg [14, [I5]). They are of the form
Pol(p) where p belongs to one of six families of relations which include some familiar
and easily defined relations. For clones C' and D on Ej, we say that C' is maximal
in D if D covers C in L(F}); we also say that C is submaximal if C' is maximal in
at least one maximal clone. All submaximal clones are known for k = 2 (see [I1])
and k = 3 (see [7]).

For n > 3, an n-ary operation f is called a near-unanimity operation provided
that f(y,z,...,z) = f(z,y,...,z) =~ ... = f(z,z,...,y) = x for all z,y € E. We
recall the following Baker-Pixley Theorem which will be used to prove our results:

Theorem 2.1. [I] Let A = (A, F) be a finite algebra which contains a “near
unanimity function” of arity d+ 1 ((d + 1)-ary near-unanimity term or nu-term).
Then, an operation f : A™ — A is term function for A iff each subuniverse of A%
is preserved by f.

3. PARTIAL ORDER, PRIME AFFINE RELATIONS

In this section we prove that the clones Pol(#) N Pol(p) is not maximal in Pol(6)
where 6 is a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ej and p is either a partial order
with least and greatest elements or a prime affine relation on Ej.

Theorem 3.1. If 0 is a nontrivial equivalence relation and p is a partial order
with least and greatest elements, on a finite set Ey, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not
submazimal in Pol(6).

Proof. 0 and p are incomparable. In fact, § ¢ p because 6 is a nontrivial symmetric
relation and p is an antisymmetric relation. We also have p ¢ 6, otherwise since p
is a partial order with least and greatest element and 6 is a transitive relation, 6
will be trivial (equal to E?); this is a contradiction. Without lost of generality we
can consider that the least element of p is 0 and the greatest element of p is 1.

Let p’ and r be the relations defined by: p' ;== 6o pof and r := pNo.

If p' # EZ, we have Pol(8) N Pol(p) & Pol(p) & Pol(d).

Suppose that p’ = EZ, then (1,0) € Ef = p’ and it follows that (1,0) € 6 or
there is b € Ej, \ {0} such that (b,0) € . Therefore r # Ag, = {(a,a) : a € Ey}.

Since r and r—! are subset of 8, 7 o r~! is a subset of 6.

If r o=t # 6, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) & Pol() N Pol(r or~1) & Pol(6).

If r or~! = 6, then Pol(r) & Pol(f) and it can be proved that each equivalence
class of 0 contains a least and a greatest element. It follows by Theorem 3.3 of
[19] that Pol(r) is a meet-irreducible maximal subclone of Pol(#). Using the fact
that Pol(#) N Pol(p) & Pol(r), we conclude that Pol(f) N Pol(p) is not maximal in
Pol(6). O
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For a prime affine relation, there is no meet-reducible submaximality in the set of
polymorphisms of a nontrivial equivalence relation. This is proved by the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let a be a prime affine relation and 6 a nontrivial equivalence
relation. We have

Pol(0) N Pol(a) & Pol(ay) & Pol(8),
where
a1 = {(a,b,¢,d) € a: (a,b),(a,c),(a,d) € 0}.

Proof. Let (a,b) € 0 such that a # b, then the binary operation g; defined on FEj
by:
[ a if(z,y) €{(a,a);(a,b);(b,a)}
gi(@y) = { b otherwise,
preserves § and does not preserve «y. Therefore Pol(ay) & Pol(6).
Also it is easy to see that Pol(#) N Pol(«) C Pol(ay). To continue, let (a,b) ¢ 6
and let g be a ternary operation on Ej, defined by:

[ b if(x,y,2)0(a,a,b)
92(,9,2) = { a otherwise.
g2 preserves o and does not preserve a; therefore Pol(f) N Pol(a) & Pol(ay). O

4. EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS, PRIME PERMUTATION RELATIONS

Let k£ > 1, 6 a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ej with blocks (equivalence
classes) By, ..., Bt —1 (where 2 < t; < k) and p a nontrivial equivalence relation
distinct from 6 with blocks Cy,...,Ct,—1 (where 2 < to < k). In this section we
determine the meet-reducible clones of the form Pol(¢) N Pol(p) maximal in Pol(6)
where 6 and p are two distinct nontrivial equivalence relations on F.

We define ¢ : Ey, = Ey, by p(z) =it if x € By and v : E, — Ey, by v(z) =i
if z € C;. Set D = Pol(f) N Pol(p), Vg, = E and v = 0 N p. Clearly v is an
equivalence relation on Ej and D C Pol(6) N Pol(y).

Theorem 4.1. Let 6 and p be two distinct nontrivial equivalence relations on a
finite set Ey. Pol(0) N Pol(p) is submazimal in Pol(8) if and only if 0 and p satisfy
one of the following statement:

(@) 6 & porp&o;
(b) pNO=Apg, and pof =Vg,.

The proof of Theorem [4.1] follows from the next lemmas giving the sufficiency
part and the necessity part of this theorem.

Remark 4.2. In the condition (b), it follows from p o § = Vp, that there exist
u; € B; (i =0,...,t1 — 1) such that (up,uq) € p for all 0 < p, ¢ < ¢; — 1. Also
pof = Vg, is equivalent to 0 o p = Vg,.

Lemma 4.3. Let 8 be a binary relation on Ej, p and 0 satisfying the condition
(a) or (b) of Theorem[{.1]
If Pol(6) N Pol(p) C Pol(B), then B € {Ag,;p;0;VE,}

Proof.
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e Assume that p and 6 satisfy condition (a). Moreover, suppose that p & 0,
Pol(#) N Pol(p) C Pol(5) and 8 # Ap,. For any distinct a1,a2 € Ej
and for any b; € [a;], (i = 1,2), the function f : E; — Ej defined by
fla;) = b;, (3 = 1,2) and f(z) = =z for all x € Ej \ {a1;az2} satisfies
f € Pol(8) N Pol(p). Since Pol(§) NPol(p) C Pol(B), f € Pol(B). It follows
that [a1], X [a2], € B whenever (a1,a2) € B. In the following we denote
by (/p the relation on Ey/p := {[a],la € Ej} defined by: ([a1],,[a2],) €
B/p < (a1,a2) € B. Similarly we define p/p and 0/p and we have Pol(6/p)N
Pol(p/p) € Pol(8/p). Since p/p = Ag,,, Pol(0/p) NPol(p/p) = Pol(8/p)
is the maximal clone on Ej/p determined by the nontrivial equivalence
relation 6/p and it follows that 3/p € {p/p = Ag,/»;0/p;VE,/p = VE./P}-
Hence 8 € {p;0; Vg, }.

e Assume that p and 6 satisfy condition (b). In this case the function ¢ :
Ey — Ei/px Ey/0, defined by a — ([a],, [a]e) is a bijection. This bijection
gives a decomposition of Ej into a cartesian product of Ey/p and Ej /6
and one deduces that the operations in Pol(6) N Pol(p) correspond to the
operations that act coordinatewise on Fy/p x Ej /6.

O

Lemma 4.4. Let 8 be a binary relation on Ey. If p and 0 satisfy condition (a) or
(b) in Theorem [{.d], then Pol(8) N Pol(p) contains a majority operation.

Proof.

e Assume that p and 6 satisfy condition (a). In addition, assume that p & 6.
In each set B;, we fix an element vp, (i = 0,...,t; — 1). We consider the
majority operation m defined on Ej by:

x; if (z5,2;) € pand a1 ¢ [4],,
for some 1 < ¢ < j <3, such that [ ¢ {i;;},
1 if {z1; 22} C [23],,

m(z1, w2, 3) = Uizl if i & [24], for 1 << j <3 and

(21, Zm) € 0 for some 1 <1 <m < 3,
0 otherwise.

Let us show that m € Pol(p) N Pol(9).

Let (a;,b;) € p,1 <i<3

— if {a1;a2} C [as], then {b1;b2} C [b3], and m(a1,a2,a3) = a1pby =
m(bl, bQ, bg)

— otherwise, if there exist 1 < ¢ < j < 3 such that (a;,a;) € p, | ¢
{#;7} and a; ¢ [ai],, then (b;,b;) € p, I ¢ {i;7} and b; ¢ [bs],, hence
m(al, as, a3) = aipbi = m(bl, bg, bg)

— otherwise, if there exist 1 <1 < m < 3 such that (a;,am,) € 6, then
with transitivity of  and the fact that p & 6 we have (b, b,,) € 6 and
m(al, az, a3) = Vla;)e = Vb1l = m(bl, b2, bg)

— otherwise, we have m(ay,aq,a3) =0 = m(by, bs, bs3).

Therefore m € Pol(p).
Let (ai,bi) €0,1<i<3
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— if {a1;a2} C [as], then with transitivity of § and the fact that p & 0,
we have {a1;a2} C [as]p and {b1;b2} C [bs]e; therefore

(m(a1, a2, as), m(br, bz, b3)) € {ai; bii vja,]e; Vipe )~ S 0

— otherwise, if there exist 1 < i < j < 3 such that (a;,a;) € p, 1 ¢ {i;j}
and a; ¢ [a;],, then (b;,b;) € 0; it follows that m(by, b2, bs) # 0 and
m(bi, b2, b3) € [m(ai1,az,as)]s. Since | ¢ {i;5} and b; & [bs],,

m(a1,az,a3) = a;pb; = m(b1, b, bs)

— otherwise, if there exist 1 <[ < m < 3 such that (a;,a.,,) € 6, then
with transitivity of 8, we have (b, b,,) € 6, and

m(ala az, a3) = v[al]g = v[bl]e = m(b17 b27 b3)

— otherwise, we have m(a,aq,a3) =0 = m(by, be, bs3).
Therefore m € Pol(9)

e Assume that p and 6 satisfy condition (b). With the decomposition of Ej
into a cartesian product of Ej/p and Ej /0, we can say that, if m; is a
majority operation on Ey/p and mg is a majority operation on E} /6, then
the operation m on Ej/p x Ej, /6 that acts like m; in the ith coordinate(i =
1,2) is a majority operation on Ej/p x Ej /0 that preserves p and 6.

O

The two previous lemmas together with Theorem 2] prove the sufficiency part
of Theorem [4.]

Our Next step is to prove the necessity part of Theorem Il It is done in the
following three Lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. If Ag, G v & 0 and v & p, then D & Pol(6) N Pol(y) & Pol(9).

Proof. « is a nontrivial equivalence relation on FEj distinct from 6 and p. Thus
D C Pol(6)NPol(y) & Pol(#). Let us prove that D # Pol(6)NPol(~); let (a,b) € 6\
and (c,d) € p\ 7. Then (a,b) ¢ p and (c,d) ¢ 0. Define f € O'(E}) by:

_ a ifxe Bu(c)
fz) = { b  otherwise.
Since afb, f € Pol(d). In addition v C @ and f is constant on each block of
6, hence f € Pol(y). Therefore f € Pol(f) N Pol(y) while f ¢ D since cpd and

(f(e), f(d)) = (a,b) & p. O

Lemma 4.6. Let p and 0 be two nontrivial equivalence relations which are incom-
parable.

If pN 0O # Ag,, then Pol(f) N Pol(p) & Pol(8) N Pol(pN @) & Pol(f) and Pol(§) N
Pol(p N 0) is mazimal in Pol(6).

Proof. It follows from the assumptions and Lemma that Pol(6) N Pol(p) &
Pol(8)NPol(pNb) & Pol(d). As Ag, # pNBO & 0 # Vg, the sufficiency part yields
Pol(#) N Pol(p N ) is maximal in Pol(h). O

Lemma 4.7. Let p and 0 be two nontrivial equivalence relations which are incom-
parable.

If pNO = Apg, and pof # Vg, , then for o = pofNBop, we have Pol(f) N Pol(p) &
Pol(0) N Pol(c) & Pol(6).
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Proof. By assumptions we have 0 # Vg, , hence Pol(f) N Pol(c) & Pol(d). From
the definition of o, we get Pol(f) N Pol(p) C Pol(d) N Pol(s). Let us prove that
Pol(#) N Pol(p) & Pol(8) N Pol(c); choose abb with a # b and upv with u # v and
define the following unary operation g on Ej by:

() = a ifr=u
I =91 b otherwise.

As (a,b) € 0, we have g € Pol(f) and g € Pol(o); (6 C o). Since (g(u),g(v)) =
(a,b), (a,b) € 0\ Ag, and pNé = Ag,, g ¢ Pol(p). Hence

g ¢ Pol(6) N Pol(p) while g € Pol(#) N Pol(o).
O

The two previous lemmas proved that if Pol(f) N Pol(p) is a submaximal clone
of Pol(6) and p and 6 are incomparable, then pN 6 = Ag, and po = Vg, so the
condition (b) holds.

Proof. of Theorem 1]t follows from the previous lemmas. (]

We conclude this section with the following theorem due to Lau and Rosenberg,
and characterizing the case of prime permutation relations.

Theorem 4.8 ([4]). If 6 is a nontrivial equivalence relation and p is a graph of
prime permutation w, on a finite set Ey, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is submazimal in
Pol(0) if and only if 6 and p satisfy one of the following statements:

(@) p& 0
(b) The image of an equivalence class of 6 is include in another class of 6
surjectively.

5. CENTRAL RELATIONS AND h-REGULAR RELATIONS

In this section, # is a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ejy, whose equivalence
classes are: Cy,C4,...,Cy—1. Our aims is to characterize the central relations or
h-regular relations p such that Pol(p) N Pol() is maximal in Pol(6).

Firstly, we give some definitions to be used. Let p be an h-ary relation (h > 1)
on Ej. For i € {0;1;2;--- ;h — 1} we define the relation p; g by

poo = {(a1,...,an) € Ef/3u; € [ai]e,i € {1;--- ; h} with (u1,uz,...,us) € p}
and for i > 1,
pio = {(al,...,ah) € E,?/Eluj € lajlo,j €{i+1;---;h}
with (a1,as2,...,a;,uiy1,...,up) € p}.
For 0 € S}, and  an h-ary relation, we set
Yo = {(ao(1)s- - aom))/(a1,...,an) € 7}

For J = {j1;.. .57} C{1;...;h} with j; < ... < jn, we define the h-ary relation
pJg Or pj .., on Ej as follow:

ps = {(a1,a2,...,an)|Fuis € [ailo,i € {1;--+ ;h} \ J = {i1,...,in—n} such that
(CLJ'I, ey Qg Uy T .,uihin,J) c p} .
The next remark gives some properties of those relations.

Remark 5.1.
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(1) Fori e {0;1;2;---;h— 1}, p C p;¢ and Pol(p) N Pol(#) C Pol(pie).

(2) po.e is totally symmetric.

(3) For o € Sy, Pol(p) = Pol(p,).

(4) I {j1, s g} SH{r1, st )y then pp 00y € pgiy gy

(5) for J ={1;--- ;n} we have pj = pp.o.

(6) For all 1 < j; < ... < jn < h, there exists a permutation o € Sp, such that
Pir.cin = (Pn,0)o-

Definition 5.2. Let p be an h-ary relation and 6 be a nontrivial equivalence relation
on E; with t classes.

(1) There is a transversal T for the #-classes means that there exist uq,...,
uy € Ej such that (ug,u;) ¢ 0 for all 1 <i < j <, (Wi, Uig,-..,Ui,) € P
forall 1 <idy,...,4p <tand T = {uy,...,us}.

(2) There is a transversal T of order [ (1 <1 < h — 1) for the §-classes means

that there exist wi,..., uy € Ej such that (u;,u;) ¢ 6 for all 1 < i <
j <t (a1,a2,...,a1,0141,Vi42,...,08) € p, for all ay,as,...,a; € Ej and
Ul 1, Vg2, -« -5 0p € {ur; - 5u}; and T = {ug, oo, ug e

Definition 5.3. A transversal of order 0 for the 6-classes means a transversal for
the #-classes.

Definition 5.4. Let p be an h-ary relation and 6 be a nontrivial equivalence relation
on Fj with ¢ classes.
(1) p is 6-closed means that p = pg .
(2) pisweakly f-closed of order [(1 < I < h—1) means that there is a transversal
T = {uy;--- ;u} of order I — 1 for the f-classes and p = ([ (p1,0)0-
gES)
Secondly, we characterize some particular relations. We consider the surjective
map
© : E, — E;
z = pl)=iifzeC;.
For an n-ary relation « on Fy, we set

%771(05) = {(alv SERE) CLn) € El? : (@(al)v <P(a2), ey (p(an)) € O[};
for an n-ary relation 8 on Ej, we set
e(B) = {(¢(ar), p(az), ..., p(an)) : (a1, ..., an) € a}.
Remark 5.5. With the previous considerations and for a central relation p, we
have:

e p is f-closed if and only if there exists an h-ary central relation v on E
such that p = p=1(7y).
o If p is weakly 6-closed of order I(1 < < h — 1), then Pol((p1,6)s, N--- N
(P16)o,) S Pol(p) for {o1;--- s0n} C Sn
Remark 5.6. Let p be a binary relation and 6 be a nontrivial equivalence relation
on F} with ¢ classes.
(1) pis B-closed if and only if p=0opo,
(2) p is weakly @-closed of order 1(or simply weakly H-closed) if and only if
p=(0op)N(poh), and there is a transversal T for the H-classes.

Thirdly, we characterize the central relations p generating the submaximality.
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5.1. Central relations. We recall that for £ = 2, we have the result in the Post’s
description. If k > 3 and h € {1;2} the following results give the characterization
of existing submaximal classes.

Lemma 5.7. [7] If h = 1, then Pol(p) N Pol(#) is mazimal in Pol(6) if and only if
the following condition is valid:

(I {05t =1}ip= UC) VY€ {0t = 1hpN Gy £0
1€

Theorem 5.8. [I§] If h = 2, then Pol(p) N Pol(#) is maximal in Pol(0) if and only
if one of the following conditions is valid:

(i) 8 C p and every 6-class contains a central element of p;
(ii) p is O-closed;
(iii) p is weakly 6-closed of order 1.

In the remaining of this subsection we suppose that h > 3 and k > 3.
For a nontrivial equivalence relation 6, we define the h-ary relation n by

n= {(ul,u2, S up) € EZ/U:[GUQ} .
Here we state the main theorem of this subsection:

Theorem 5.9. Let k > 3 and let 0 be a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ej with t
equivalence classes. For an h-ary central relation p on Ey, the clone Pol(p)N Pol(6)
is a submazimal clone of Pol(0) if and only if h < t and p satisfies one of the
following three conditions:

I. n C p and every 0-class contains a central element of p;
IT. p is B-closed;
III. p is weakly 6-closed of order | and n C p.

The proof of Theorem will follow from the results obtained below. It will be
given at the end of this subsection.

Definition 5.10. Let I € {I; II;I1I}. pis of type [ if p satisfies the condition ! of
Theorem

The following examples clarify the type of relations defined above.

Example 5.11. Let k > 3 be an integer and 0 < i < j <r <n < k—1, we denote
by Aijr and A; jrn the sets

Ajjr = {(o(i),0(j),0(r));0 € S{i;j;r}}
and
Ai,j,r,n = {(U(Z)a U(j)a U(T)a U(n)); o€ S{i;j;r;n}}-

We consider the following equivalence relations 0; defined by their equivalence
classes denoted by C?,

61 is defined on Eg by C} = {0;1},C} = {2;3},C3 = {4;5};

0y is defined on Es by C§ = {0;1},C? = {2},C3 = {3},C3% = {4};

03 is defined on E4 by C3 = {0;1},C3 = {2},C3 = {3};

04 is defined on Eg by Cy = {0;1;2},Ct = {3;4;5},C3 = {6;7};

05 is defined on Eg by C§ = {0;1;2},C} = {3;4},C5 = {5;6},C5 = {7};

and the relations

YTy =FEi\A125Yo=FE3\ As34,Ts=FE}\ A123
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YTy=FE3\ (A146UA147UA157UA156UAs37UA246UAza7UAs56UAz57)

Y5 =Eg\ (A1467U A246.7)

It is easy to see that: Y1 is a central relation of type I with 61; Yo is a central
relation of type I1 but not of type I with 02; with 03, Y3 is a central relation whose
center is {0} but it is neither of type, I, IT or I11.

Y4 is weakly 4-closed of order 2 with a transversal of order 1, Ty = {0;3;6}

Y5 is weakly 05-closed of order 3 with a transversal of order 2, To = {0;3;5;7}

Definition 5.12. Let 6 be an equivalence relation on Er. An h-ary relation 7 on
E} is said to be diagonal through 6 if there exists an equivalence relation £; on
{1;2;...; h} with equivalence classes Aj, As,..., A; and an equivalence relation &9
on {min(4,,); 1 < m <1} such that

T= {(al,ag,...,ah) IS EZ/((Z,]) €e1=a;, =a;)and ((§,j) €2 = alﬂaj)}.

Given two equivalence relations #; and 05 satisfying Definition (.12, we denote
by Dg,p, the corresponding diagonal relation through 6.

5.1.1. Proof of the necessity criterion in Theorem [5.9.

Proposition 5.13. If k > 3, 0 is a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ey, and p is
an h-ary central relation on Ej such that one of conditions I-II1 is satisfied, then
the clone Pol(p) N Pol(0) is a submazimal clone of Pol(6).

Before the proof of Proposition5.13] we give some results characterizing relations
containing Pol(p) N Pol(f) and we show that Pol(p) N Pol(#) contains an h-near-
unanimity operation.

For the proof of this proposition we choose a fixed central element ¢ of p; we
denote by C, the set of all central elements of p. If p is of type I, choose a central
element cp from the #-class B which can be min(B N C,), and if p is of type III
and of order I, choose a transversal T' of order | — 1 of the #-classes and denote by
Tp the element of T representing the #-class B.

We begin with the following lemma characterizing the diagonal relations through
6.

Lemma 5.14. For an equivalence relation 8 on E and a diagonal relation T
through 0, with arity h on Ej, we have Pol(T) = Pol() or Pol(T) = O(E}).

Proof. Let 6 be an equivalence relation on Ej and 7 = D, ., be a diagonal relation
through 0. Let T = {min A,,; 1 < m <[} where 4,,,1 < m <[ are as in Definition
We will distinguish two cases: (a) ez # Ap and (b) g2 = Ap.
(a) Assume that eq # Ap.
There exist u,v € T with u < v such that for all (a1, as9,...,an) € 7, we
have (ay,a,) € 0. Using the definition of 7, we have Pol(d) C Pol(7). By
setting

Prup(T) := {(eﬁ(a), eg(a)); a=(a1,as,...,ap) € T},

it follows that pry,(7) = 0, therefore Pol(r) C Pol(6), and it appears that
Pol(r) = Pol(0).
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(b)

Assume that g9 = Ap.
It is clear that

T = DEIAT = {(al,ag,.. .,ah) S E;];/ZEL] = a; = aj} .
Hence Pol(7) = O(E}).

Lemma 5.15. Under the assumptions of Proposition [5.13, we have:

(a)
(b)

(c)

Proof.
(b)

n<p;

If p is of type I or II, then an h-ary relation T on Ej is preserved by every
operation in Pol(p) N Pol(0) if and only if T is either the empty relation, a
diagonal relation through 0, or the relation p;

If p is of type III and of order 1, then an h-ary relation T on Ey is preserved
by every operation in Pol(p) N Pol(6) if and only if T is either the empty
relation, a diagonal relation through 6, or an intersection of relations of the
form (p1.9)o with o € Sh,.

(a) The proof of  C p is straightforward.
Assume 7 is either the empty relation, or a diagonal relation through 6.
Then Pol(7) € {Pol(8); O(E))} (see Lemma [5.14); hence Pol(p) N Pol(8) C
Pol(7). Assume 7 is of the form (p;9),. Then it is easy to see that Pol(p) N
Pol(8) C Pol((p1,0)-). Hence, if 7 is an intersection of relations of the form
(p1,0)o then Pol(p) N Pol(d) C Pol(r).

Conversely, assume 7 is preserved by all operations in Pol(p) N Pol(6).

Let us suppose that 7 is not the empty relation. We have to prove that
T is either a diagonal relation through 6, or an intersection of relations of
the form (p;9)s with [ the order of p and o € Sj,.
For this purpose, we define two equivalence relations. The first one denoted
by €; is defined on {1;2;...;h} by:

ie1j it V (a1, a2,...,an) € T,0; = a;.
€1 is an equivalence relation with classes Ag, A1, ..., A;. The second one,
denoted by ez is defined on T' = {min(4;);0 < i < m} by:
i62j iff V(al,ag, c. ,ah) €T, (ai,aj) €.

It follows that D, ., is a diagonal relation through . In order to complete
the proof of this lemma, we distinguish two cases: (€1 # A(y,2;...;p) OF €2 #
AT) and (61 = A{l;Q;m;h} and €2 = AT).

(i) We suppose that e; # A0, .5} or €2 # Agp. We will prove that
D, ., = 7. It suffices to show that D, ., C 7; 7 C D, by definitions
of €; and 3. We need only consider three subcases: (€1 = Vy1,2:..:n1),
(€1 # Vii2,..5ny and e2 = V), and (1 # Vyy;2....n) and e2 # V).

a) If ¢ = V9. .y, then Dee, = {(2,...,2);2 € Ep}. Since
T C D¢, and 7 is not the empty relation, for each b € Ej; the
constant function of value b preserves 6 and p; hence (b, ...,b) € T
and 7 = De,,.

b) If €1 # Vy1,..,»y and €2 = Vr, then there exists (4, 7) € V1,
such that (i,7) ¢ e;. For all 1 < i,5 < h such that (¢,5) ¢ €1,
we choose a¥/ = (aij, . aﬁlj) € 7 such that ajj # aéj and we set
B = {a¥;(i,j) ¢ e1}. Let ¢ = |BJ; to simplify our notation, we
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Ui

Up(yy Ify & {x1;%25.. 3%}, € {1,2,...,h}/yfx; and

fly) =

c

suppose that B = {b';b?;...;b?} and we define the sequence
(xi)1<i<n by x; = (b};07;...;b7). It is easy to see that: (i,7) ¢

€1 = X; # %x;j. Let (u1,..up) € Dee,, we consider the g-ary
operation defined on Ej by:

f(y):{ u  fy=x € {x1;%2;...;%Xn}

u;  otherwise .

Since {u1, uz,...up}> C 0 and n C p, f € Pol(d) NPol(p). There-
fore f € Pol() and (uq,...,up) € 7.

If e1 # V2,50 and €2 # Vo, then there exists (i,5) € Vrp
such that (i,7) ¢ ea. For all 1 <4, < h such that (i,5) ¢ e2 we
choose a¥ = (azlj, ayg, ... ,azj) € 7 such that (a;’,a7) ¢ 0 and
we consider the set B = {a¥, (i,5) ¢ e2}. We set ¢ = |B|. To
simplify our notation we set B = {b';b?;...;b?} which allows
us to define x; = (b1,b%,...,b%), xo = (b3, 03,...,b%), ..., x5 =
(b1,02,...,b%). We remark that (i, ) ¢ e2 = (x;,%;) & 0.

Let (uj,us,...,up) € D¢, and consider the g-ary operation
defined on Ej by:

ify =x

o(y) = min{t/ybx:}
otherwise,

where ¢ is a central element. Since p is totally reflexive and
D¢, C p, it follows that f € Pol(p). By the definition of
f, we have f € Pol(f), thus f € Pol(r). Since b!,..,b? € T,
it follows that f(b',b2 ... ,b?%) = (f(x1), f(x2),..., f(x1)) =
(u1,usg,...,up) € 7, therefore D, C 7.

(ii) We suppose that e; = Ayy;9,.;5) and e = Ap. We show that 7 is an

.....

intersection of relations of the form (p;¢), or the relation E,?
For all 1 < 4,5 < h such that i # j, choose a¥/ = (aij,...,a?) eET
such that (a”,a”?) ¢ 6 and consider the set B = {a%, (i,]) ¢ e}

]

Using similar notation as in part (c) of (i) and the same g-ary operation
f on Ej, for a given (uy,usa,...,up) € p, we have

f(b!b? ..

b)) = (f(x1), f(x2),..., f(xn)) = (u1,us,...,up) €T,

and then p C 7. By the definition of (p;9), with ! the order of p and
o € Sy, we have: p C (p1g), for all o € Sj,. We distinguish once more
two subcases: p =17 or p # T.

)
b)

If p = 7, then it is finished.

Otherwise p & 7 C E.

If p is of type I or II, then we will show that 7 = E}.

As p & 7 then 7\ p # (). Let us consider (a1,as,...,an) € 7\ p.
Let (u1,uz,...,up) € EN; assume p is of type I and consider the
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D={(b,...

unary operation f defined on Ej, by:
u; if ¢ = aq;
f(x) =< cla,, if v0a; and = # a;
c otherwise,

where ¢ is a central element. f € Pol(p) because  C p and p is
totally symmetric. Moreover f € Pol(f), then f € Pol(r) and

(u1,u2,...,up) = (f(a1), fla2),..., f(an)) € 7.

Assume p is of type II and consider the unary operation f defined
on Fj, by:

¢ otherwise

Flz) = { u; if x0a;

where ¢ is a central element. f € Pol(p) because p is 6-closed.
Moreover f € Pol(f), then f € Pol(r) and (u1,uz,...,up) =
(f(ar), faz),. .., f(an)) € 7. Thus 7 = E = DAy, oy Agre. iy -
Let’s suppose that p is of type III and of order [, i.e., p is weakly
f-closed of order [ and n C p.

Since 7\ p is not empty, there exists (a1,az,...,an) € (7 \ p).

Therefore (a1, a2,...,an) € [\ (p1,0)oc- We suppose that there
o€Sh

is ¢’ € 8}, such that (a1,az,...,ar) € (pre)e- We consider the

set Ry := {0’ € S)/ (a1,0a2,...,an) € (p19)o } and define the
relation ¢ by

Y = m (pl,@)o"-
o’€Ry

We have p & ¢.
We will show that ¢ C 7. Let (uq,...up) € @ and set

7bh) € El]cl7bl € {ulv ...,Uh} U {Ca T[ul]ga o aT[uh]g}vl <1< h’a

and {by,..bs} # {u1, ..., up}}.
We define the unary operation h on Ej by:

u; if @ = q
h(z) =< T, if = € [aio \ {ai}
¢ otherwise

For (y1,...,yn) € p, we have (h(y1),...,h(yn)) € DNp C p.
Therefore h € Pol(p)NPol(f). Hence h € Pol(7) and (uy, ..., up) =
(h(a1),...,h(ap)) € 7.

If 7 = ¢, then it is finished. Otherwise, we have ¢ & 7.

There exists (a1, az,...,ap) € 7\ . If there exists s € Sy, such
that (a1,a2,...,an) € (p1,0)s, then we use the same argument to
construct ¢’ such that ¢ & ¢’ and ¢’ C 7. Therefore 7 = ¢’ or
¢ G 7. So we have the same conclusion as above. We continue
this process until obtained a h-tuple (a1, as,...,an) € T such
that, for each o € Sy, (a1,a2,...,a1n) ¢ (pro)o. Let (u1,...,up) €
E,}g, using the unary operation h defined above and the fact that
p is weakly 6-closed of order [ and there is a transversal T of order
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I — 1 for the #-classes, we show that (uq,...,up) € 7. Therefore
T = E,?
O

Lemma 5.16. Under the assumptions of Proposition[5.13, Pol(8)N Pol(p) contains
an h-near-unanimity operation.

Proof. If p is of type I, let us consider the (s + 1)-ary operation m defined on Ej
by:

Ziy if there exist 1 <iy3 < ... <ip <h+1
such that z;, =z, = ... = z;,
M(T1,. s Thy The1) = Clayylo if thereexist 1 <iy < ... <ip <h-+1
such that [zi,]o = [Ti]o = ... =[x ]o
c otherwise;

if p is of type II, let us consider the (s + 1)-ary operation m defined on Ej by:

x;, if thereexist 1 <3 <...<ip <h+1

such that x;, =2, = ... =z,
m(z1, ..., T, Thy1) = x4 if thereexist 1 <ip < ... <ip <h+1
such that [zi,]o = [Ti]o = ... = [24,]0
c otherwise;

if p is of type III, let us consider the (s + 1)-ary operation m defined on Ej by:

T4, if thereexist 1 <iy <...<ip<h+1
such that x;, =z, = ... = z;,
m(xy, .. xn,Thy1) = § ey, i there exist 1 <y < ... <idp <h+1
such that [z;,]o = [xi]o = ... = [24,]0
c otherwise;

where c is a central element. By definition, m is a near unanimity function of order
h+ 1. We will show that m € Pol(p) N Pol(#). To do this, we will prove firstly that
m € Pol(#) and secondly that m € Pol(p).

a. To see that m preserves 6, assume that (u;,v;) € 6 for 1 <4 < s+ 1. Since

{lualo; [uz]o; - -5 [untalo | = [ [vilos [ve]os - - - ; [vn+alo ],

if there exist 1 < i1 <ig < .. <ip < h+ 1 such that [u;,]o = [u,le=... =
[ui),]o, then m(uy, ua, ..., upt1) € [uylo = [vi,]o because [u;]g = [vi]o for
i=1,2,  h+1.

Therefore, (m(u1,uz, ..., up+1), m(v1,v2,...,vp41)) € [u;,]2 € 6. In the
other case we have (m(uy,us,...,upt1), m(vy,ve,...,0541)) = (¢,¢) € 6;
then m € Pol(6).

b. Let us prove now that m preserves p.

Let (ull, U221y .- - ,uhl),(ulz,u%, ce ,uhg),. . ,(u1h+1,u2h+1, ce ,uhh+1) € p.
If {m(wi1, wiz, ..., uipt1); 1 < i< h} contains a central element of p then

(m(ui1,u12, . Utht1), - s M(URL, Un2, - - - s Unht1)) € P

else we will distinguish the three type of p.
Suppose p be of type I, there exist 1 < il <i2 < ... <" <h4+1,1<r<h
such that u.n = upz = ... = upn for r € {1;---;h}; as {il;4%;.. ;i 0
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{id;i3; . by, oo n{aksi2; . i} # 0, let us consider a fixed element
i€ {it;i%; .. ity n{idsad; . b oo nats 2.5l We have
(m(uu, U2y« -+ s U1h+1), A ,m(uhl, Up2,y - - - ,uhh+1)) = (u1i7 ...,uhi) € p.

Therefore m € Pol(p).
If p is of type II there exist 1 < il <2 <. <ih<h+1, 1 <r < hsuch

that [u,i1]e = [upiz]le = ... = [upin]e for re {1 <y h};as {id;i2; .. k0
{id;i3;. a0, oo n{i;i3; .. 5ify # 0 then, with @ € {il;43;.. .50} N
{id;i3;...5dh 0, n{it;a3s .. ,ZZ} we have

(m(u11, U1y« oy UTht1)y -« - s M(URT, Wh2,y - -+ Unht1)) € [U1]o X ... X [upilo C p
because p is f-closed. Thus m € Pol(p).
Finally, if p is of type III, there exist 1 < il < i2 <. h<h+1,1<
r < h such that [uyii]e = [upizlo = ... = [upnle for v € {1 -3 h}; as

{it;5; ity N {agsass a0, i sin) # 0
then, with i € {il;4%;... ;i’f}ﬂ{i%;i%; cosdng oo on{iksi3s ..l we have
(with Z := (m(u11, ..., U1h41)s -« -, M(URL, « -+, Upht1)))
Z € {uiy oy Unis Truy )y T[um]e} C p.
Hence m € Pol(p).
O

Proof (of proposition[5.13). Let f € Pol(6)\ (Pol(d) NPol(p)). We will prove
that G =< Pol(8) N Pol(p) U {f} > is equal to Pol(f). From Lemma [5.10] it fol-
lows that Pol(#) N Pol(p) contains an h-near-unanimity function m. According to
Theorem 2.1 and the fact that m € G, we have G = Pollnv™G. If 7 € Inv"@G,
then Pol(#) N Pol(p) C< Pol(#) NPol(p) U{f} >= G = Pollnv™G C Pol(r). By
Lemma B8] if p is of type I or II, then 7 is either the empty relation, either a
diagonal relation through 6 or p; if p is of type IIT and of order [, then 7 is either the
empty relation, either a diagonal relation through 6 or an intersection of relations
of the form (p; ), with o € Sp. Since f ¢ Pol(p), therefore f can not preserve an
intersection of relations of the form (p;¢), with o € Sp; therefore 7 is the empty
relation or a diagonal relation through #. In the light of Lemma (.14, we have
Pol(f) C G. O

Remark 5.17. Let us mention that if p is of type I or II, then Pol(#) N Pol(p)
is also maximal in Pol(p), whereas if p is of type III, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not
maximal in Pol(p).

5.1.2. Proof of the completeness criterion.

In this subsection, we show that the relations of type I, IT and III are the only
central relations p such that Pol(#)NPol(p) is maximal in Pol(¢). So we suppose that
Pol(#) NPol(p) is maximal in Pol(f) and we show that except the types announced,
in the other cases we don’t have maximality.

Proposition 5.18. If Pol(p) N Pol(#) is mazimal in Pol(0), then p is either of type
I, II, or III.

Before the proof of Proposition [5.18, we will give some results on the properties
of the relation p.
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Lemma 5.19. If Pol(p) N Pol(0) is mazimal in Pol(0), then n C p.
Proof. By contraposition, suppose that n  p, therefore there exists
(u1,u2,...,up) € n such that  (ug,ue,...,up) € p.
We denote by n' the relation
nt = {(u1,ua,...,up) € p/urbus} .
Let’s prove the following inclusions
Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(n') & Pol(6).

(i) Firstly, let us prove that Pol(p) NPol(6) & Pol(n'). Let f € Pol(p) N Pol(f)
with arity n, we will prove that f € Pol(n!).
Let (U117U21, Ce S URL) s (U1n7U2m cey Uhn) € 771-
We have f(ui1,...,u1n)0f (uz21,...,us,) since f € Pol(#) and
(f(ullu-'-7u1n)7f(u217'--au2n)7'--7f(uh17'--7uhn)) ep

since f € Pol(p). Therefore f € Pol(n').
Let (u1,us,...,un) € n\pand (a,b) ¢ 0 fixed, we define the h-ary operation

f on Ej by:

up if (1, x2,...,2,)0(a,a,...,a)

ug if (1, x2,...,21)0(a,b,a,..., a)

(5.1) floy, 2o, . zp) = ¢ ¢

up if (z1,22,...,21)0(a,a,...,a,b)

u1 otherwise.
With (w11, u21, ..., Un1)s - -(Uts, U2s, - - -, Uss) € N, according to defini-
tion of n!, we have f(u11,...,u1s) = f(ua1,...,uss) since f € Pol(f) and
(U11y ... u1n)0(u21, . .., u2py). From the fact that p is totally reflexive we
have

(f(ullu' "7u1’ﬂ)7f(u217" '7u2’ﬂ)7" '7f(uh17' "7uhn)) € 771'

Hence f € Pol(n!).

a a a a a
a b a -+ a a

Furthermore, } C p and by the definition of f
a a a a b

we have

(ur,us,...,up) = (f(a,a,a,...,a), f(a,b,a,...,a),..., f(a,a,...,a,b)) & p.
Therefore, f ¢ Pol(p) and Pol(p) N Pol(9) & Pol(nt).

(ii) Secondly we will show that Pol(n') & Pol(6).
From the equality pria(n') = 6, it follows that Pol(n!) C Pol(d). Let
(u1,u2,...,up) € N\ p be a fixed element and ¢ be a central element of p.
It is obvious that (u1,us,...,un) ¢ n'. Let a,b,c € Ey such that (a,b) € 0,
a#band (a,c) ¢ 6.
For 1 < ¢ < h, we define the (h — 1)-tuple W; = (w;1, ..., w;n—1) by:

wy=aforl <I<h-1
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(b ifl=h-1
WA =19 4 elsewhere

c ifl=m-2

fo >3 =
T Z 9 Wl a elsewhere.

We have W1 # Wy and for every 1 < i < j < h, W;0W; if and only if
i =1 and j = 2. We define the (h — 1)-ary operation g on Ej by:

U1 if (,Tl,xg,...,l'h_l) = W1
(21,7 Tn1) = ug if (21,72, ..., 25-1) = W2
giT1, L25 -+ o5 Th—1 u; if (x1, 22, ...,2—1)0W; for some 3 <i<h—1

uy, elsewhere.

Since g(0) C {(u1,u2); (ug,u1)} U {(ui,u;) : 7 € {1;--- ;h}}, g € Pol(0).
The matrix (w;j)1<i<p  is a subset of ' and
1<j<h—1

o (whcien ) = oW, g(Wa)) = (om0
1<j<h—1
Hence g ¢ Pol(n'). Therefore Pol(n') ¢ Pol(f).
(]

Remark 5.20. If Pol(6)NPol(p) is maximal in Pol(#), then the arity of p is less than
or equal to ¢ where ¢ is the number of equivalence classes of 6. Indeed, if the arity
of p is greater than ¢ then n  p, because p # E;Cmty(p) and (P Cp=p= EZ”ty(p)).

From now on we suppose that n C p.
According to the definition of pg g we have p C pg 9.

Lemma 5.21. If p = po g, then Pol(8) N Pol(p) is mazimal in Pol(0)

Proof. If p = pge, then p is f-closed. Hence p is of type II and Pol(¢) N Pol(p) is
maximal in Pol(#) from Proposition 513 O

Now we suppose that p & poe and we have two cases express in the following
lemmas.

Lemma 5.22. If p & pog & E}, then Pol(0) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(0)

Proof. Tt is easy to see that Pol(p) NPol(#) C Pol(6) N Pol(pg,e) C Pol(h).

Let a,b € Ej such that (a,b) ¢ 6 and (u1,us,...,up) € poe \ p (respectively
El'\ p). Using the h-ary operation f defined in the proof of Lemma (.19, we show
that Pol(p) N Pol(8) & Pol(8) N Pol(pg g)(respectively Pol(8) N Pol(po,e) & Pol(h).)
Hence Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(8) N Pol(pge) & Pol(8). O

Lemma 5.23. Ifp & pog = E} and there exists an integer | > h such that
ph.o # Ej,, then Pol(0) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(f) where pf, 4 is the relation
pé)e = {u € E,lg/ﬂ(el, coe) € Jur)e X - X [ugle; {eq, - - .,el}h C p} .

Proof. To prove our lemma, we will show that Pol(p) NPol(6) & Pol(pf’y) NPol(6) &
Pol(0) where m = min{l € N\ {0;1;2;...;h}; pf o # E}}. We will distinguish two

cases; one for each inclusion.
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(i) Let us prove here that Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(pg',) N Pol(0)

Let f € O"(E}) be an n-ary operation on Ej such that f € Pol(6) NPol(p).
According to the definition of pf’y, for

(ulla-'-auml);-'-a(ulnv--'vumn) € 08?9
there exist a;; € [ui;]g such that for all j € {1;--- ;n}, we have
{aij,...,amj}" C p. Then, it follows that there exist a;; € [u;;]s such that
for all i1,42,...,%, € {1;--- ;m} we have,
(@1 Qig1s ey @ig1) 5o o s (@iyns Qigns - - Qiyn) € 5
which imply that there exist a;; € [u;]g such that for all i1,ds,...,9n €
{1;--- ;m} we have,

(faig1s- s ain), f(@igts oy @ign)s oy f(@ip1, .oy Qipn)) € p.

Since f € Pol(#) and for all ¢ € {1;--- ;m}, (Wi, ..., Uin)0(ai, ..., am), it
appears that

(flurt, - s uin)s oo f(Umi, - Umn)) € polg and  f € pgly.

Hence f € Pol(pg’y) N Pol(0).
Let (v1,...,vs) € ER\ p and (a,b) ¢ 0, using the h-ary operation f on
E., specified by:

vy if (21,22, ...,2n)0(a,a,...,a)

vo if (21, 22,...,25)0(a,b,q, ..., a)
f(:Elux?a-'-axh): :

vp if (1, 29,...,21)0(a,a,...,a,b,a)

vp if (21, 22,...,21)0(a,q, ..., a,a,b)

vy otherwise.

and the fact that m > h and pf’y is totally reflexive, we obtain f ¢ Pol(p)
and f € Pol(p’y).

This item is devoted to prove that Pol(pg's) N Pol(8) & Pol(6).

Let (u1,...,um) € B\ pgty (ER"\ pp'g is not empty because pg'y # EJ)
and (a,b) ¢ 0. Let us consider the m-ary operation h on Ej, defined by:

up if (z1,...,2m)0(a,...,a,a) = a;

ug if (z1,...,2m)0(a,b,a,...,,a) = as

us if (z1,...,2m)0(a,a,b,a...,a) =as
hx1, ... ,xm) =

U if (z1,...,2m)0(a,a,a,...a,b) = am

Uy, otherwise.
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The implication a;0a; = i = j allows us to say that h € Pol(f). It is clear

that

a a a a

. b a a

) b a

a a -
a ) 9 9 9 € pO,G
a a : a

a a a a

a a a b

but following the definition of h, it appears that

(u1,u2,us, ..., um) = (h(a1),h(az), h(as), ..., hlamn)) ¢ £0.03
Therefore, h ¢ Pol(pg's) and Pol(pg's) N Pol(6) & Pol(d).
Hence Pol(p) N Pol(0) & Pol(pg’y) N Pol(0) & Pol(6). O

In the light of Lemma [523] it is natural to suppose pg g = E* and pfw = E! for
alll > h. In particular, for [ = t we have Pé,@ = E}; and there exists (z1,z2,...,2;) €
Co x Cy X ... x Cy_y such that {z1,x2,...,2:}" C p. Let ¢ be the relation

s={a€ E}|Bu; € [ail,1 <i,j < h withi #j such that Vj € {1;--- ; A},

(a’j’ujlj7uj2j7 s ’ujh—lj) € p, with {j1§ ce ;jhfl} = {1§ T §h} \ {]}} .
Since p is totally symmetric, s = () (p1,0)» and it is obvious that p C .
oc€S)

Lemma 5.24. If p = ¢, then Pol(0) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(6).

Proof. If p = ¢, then p is weakly 6-closed of order 1. Hence p is a relation of type
III. By Proposition [B.I3] Pol(6) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(6). O

Lemma 5.25. If p & < G E then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not maximal in Pol(6)

Proof. We will prove that Pol(p) N Pol(f) & Pol(f) N Pol(s) & Pol(F). Let f €
Pol(#) N Pol(p), n-ary.
Let (a11,a21,---,ap1) -+, (Q1n, 020, .., 0sn) € ¢, we will show that
(f(alla" '7a/1n)7f(a217" '70/271)7' "7f(ah17" '7ahn)) € q.
Firstly, we show that (f(a11,...,a1n), ..., f(@n1s---,ann)) € p1,0. Since (a1, ...,ani) €
¢ for 1 <4 < n, there exist uj; € [aji]g, 2 < j < h such that (a1;, w2, ..., uni) € p
for 1 < i < n. Therefore
(f(allu-'-7a1n)uf(u217'-'7u2n)7'-wf(uhlu-'-auhn)) ep
and f(uj1,...,ujn)0f(aj1,...,aj,) for 2 < j <n. Hence

(f((lll, e ,aln), f((ZLQl, Ce ,agn), ceey f(ahl, ceey ahn)) & £1,60-

Secondly, we show that (f(ai1,...,a1n),---, f(an1,...,ann)) € (p1,9)s for o €
Sh. Let 0 € Sp. Since (a4, ...,ani) € (p1ro)s for 1 < i < n, it follows that
(arl(l)i, e ,agfl(h)i) € p1,9 for 1 <i <n. Hence

(f(@o=1(1)15- - Go=1(1)n)s - - -+ f(@o=1(R)15 - - - > Qo1 (h)n)) € P1.6-

Therefore (f(a11,...,a1n)s---, f(An1y-- - ahn)) € (P1,0)0-
Thus (f(au, . ,aln), ey f(ahl, ey ahn)) € q.
And it follows that Pol(p) N Pol(d) C Pol(d) N Pol(s).
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As p & ¢ we have ¢\ p # 0; then with (uy,ug,...,up) € ¢\ p and (a,b) ¢ 6
fixed; using the h-ary operation f defined by (5.1, and the same argument used
in the proof of Lemma [5.22] it follows that f € Pol(s) and f ¢ Pol(p). Then
Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(d) NPol(s).

It is obvious to see that Pol(f) N Pol(<) & Pol(d) (because ¢ # EP).

Let us take a fixed element (uj,us,...,us) € EF\ ¢ and (a,b) ¢ 6. Using the
operation f define above, we easily obtain f € Pol(9).

On the other hand

a a a - a a
a b a -+ a a

Cg¢
a a --- a b a
a a --- a a b

but by the definition of f we have

(ur,ug,...,up) = (f(a,a,...,a), f(a,b,a,...,a),..., f(a,a,...,a,a,b)) ¢ s.

It follows that f ¢ Pol(<); thus Pol(p) N Pol(8) & Pol(s) NPol(F) & Pol(h).
(]

Lemma 5.26. If p & ¢ = E' and there exists h < | < t with ¢! # E., then
Pol(0) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(f) where ¢! = N (pll)e)g with
oEeS;
pllﬂ = {(al, o) € BB € [ai]g,2 < i < 1: {ay;ug,us, ... u}t C p}.

Proof. We set m := min{l € {0;1;--- ;¢t}\ {0;1;2;...;h} /<! # EL}. We will prove
that Pol(p) N Pol(F) & Pol(¢™) NPol() & Pol(h).
We use the similar argument as in the proof of Lemma to show that Pol(p) N
Pol(#) C Pol(<™) N Pol(h).
Let (u1,u2,...,un) € s\ p and (a,b) ¢ 0 fixed.

Using the h-ary operation f defined by (5.I), we have again f ¢ Pol(p) and
f € Pol(¢™); since (u1,us,...,up) € EN = ¢, there exist a;; € [u)g,i,j €
{1, .., s} with ¢ # j such that for all j € {1,...,h},

(), @jyjs Qgagis -5 j_y5) € P

with {j1,...,dn—1} ={1,...,h}\ {4} Then it follows that {uy, ua,...,up}™ C ¢™.
Moreover, as we have ¢™ # EJ*, there exists (ui,...,umn) € EJ*\ ¢™. Given
(Ui, ..., um) € EP\ ¢" and (a,b) ¢ 6.

Using the m-ary operation h defined by (5.2]), and the same argument used in the
proof of Lemma [5.23] we have h € Pol(d) but h ¢ Pol(s™). Thus Pol(p) NPol(8) &

Pol(¢™) N Pol() & Pol(h). O
The previous lemma suggests us to suppose that for each I € {h;--- ;t}, ¢! = EL.
Let m = max{|C;|;0 < i <t — 1} and we denote by 7' the relation
v = {(al, ey iy G 1y« ey Gtt—1) € E?H*l/V{i;j} C{1;---;m}, a;0a;;

Ju; € [ailo,m+1<i<m+t—1VI<i<m,

{@i;ums1; - umpr—1}" S p}
We have Pol(+") C Pol(f). We define two relations e~ and €, on {1;--- ;m+t—1}
by:
(i,j) €e= < i=jand (i,j) €y (i=jor {i,j} C{l;...;m}).
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e= and € are equivalence relations and v C D_..
=0

Lemma 5.27. IfVl € {h,h+1,..,t}, <! = El' and ' # Dec_e, then Pol(6) N
Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(0).

Proof. We just have to prove that Pol(p) N Pol(d) & Pol(+') & Pol(8).
Let f € O™(E})) be an n-ary operation on Ej, such that f € Pol(8) NPol(p). Let

(@11, s @myt—11) -+ (Q1ny ooy Gmgt—1n) € ”YI-

According to the definition of +/, for all 1 < j < n, for all o, 8 € {1;---;m},
we have [aqjlo = [agjle and for all j € {1;---;n}, there exists u,; € [arj]o with
re{m+1;---;m+t—1} such that for all ¢ € {1;--- ;m},

. . . . h
{@ij; Ums1j5 Um2js - 3 Umge—15} " C p.

Since f € Pol(§)NPol(p), for all e, 5 € {1;--- ;m}, [f(aa1,- .., aan)lo = [f(ap1,...,asn)lo
and for all r € {m+1;--- ;m+t—1}, f(ur1,-..,Umn) € [f(ar1,-..,amm)]e. It follows
that for all i € {1;--- ;m}

{f(air, - @in); f(Ums1ts - Umg1n)i -3 f(Umat—11, - Umge—1n) } C p.

Consequently

(flars,. .. amn), -, f@mat-11, -, Gmst—1n)) € 7'
and then f € Pol(~').
Let (u1,ug,...,up) € EM\ p and (a,b) ¢ 0 fixed. Using the h-ary operation f

defined by (E.1)), we have f ¢ Pol(p) and f € Pol(«'); since (u1,uz,...,us) € Ef =
s, it follows that there exist a;; € [u]g; 4,7 € {1;--- ; h} with ¢ # j such that for all

Je{l;--5h},
(Ujaajljaajzja . -aajhflj) €,
with {j1,...,Jn—1} ={1;--- ;h} \ {j}. It follows that
U Awd™ > {usle {15+ shp\ i} C o
}

i€{1l;-;h

From the fact that 7" # D._/, we can deduce that D._., \ 7' # 0.
Given (v1,...,Umtt—1) € De_ey \ 7' (a,b) ¢ 0 and consider the following (m+t—1)-
ary operation defined on Ej by:

v if (x1,...,2m+t-1)0(a,...,a,a) = ay

U1 if (x1,...,Zm4t—1)0(a,b,a,...,,a) = as

Uma2 if (x1,...,Zmyt-1)0(a,a,b,a...,a) =as
B, s Emge) =

Umtt—1 i (@1, ., Tmit-1)0(a,a,a,...a,b) = a

Um+t—1  Otherwise.

Since a;0a; = i = j, h € Pol(#). From the fact that {a, b} C p we have h ¢ Pol(v’).
Indeed,
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a a a a

a a a a

: b a a

. !

a b) a ) b ) ) a E ,7
a

a

a a : a

a a a a

a a a b

but
(V155 V1, U1y ooy Umae—1) = (B(ar), ..., h(ar), h(az), ..., h(ar)) & '

In our next step, we assume that

(5.3) Y =Dc_¢

ie., forallie {0;---;t—1}, there exists uj; € Cj,j5 € {0;--- ;t—1}\ {i} such that
for all @ € C;, {a;urs;- .5 Uim1i, Uiv1s;-- -5 us ) C p. Let ¢ be the relation defined
by:

¢ ={a€ E}'|3u; € [a;i]p, suchthat (aj,uiy,...,ui ) € pyi€{l;--;h}

and {i1;...;0p—1} ={1;--- ;h}\ {i}}.
Our goal is to show that if Pol(f) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(#), then ¢ = EN.
Before that, let us prove the following result.

Lemma 5.28. If p = (, then p = El".

Proof. We suppose that p = (. Let a = (ai1,as,...,as) € EP. If there exists
{#;5} € {1;--- ;h} with ¢ # j such that (a;,a;) € 6 then a € p since n C p. Else,
according to (53), for all ¢ € {1,...,t}, there exist u;; € Cj,j € {0;--- ;¢ — 1} \ {¢}
such that for all b € Cj,

{bswoss 5 Uim1is Wigris - w1} C p
where C; = [aj]g,j € {1;--- ;h}. Hence
(C; U {ugiy ooy w1} \ {us )" C p,0<i<t—1.
Therefore

(a1,az,...,ap) € ¢ = p.
It follows that p = EZ 0

From Lemma [5.2§ and the fact that p # E;’g, we obtain p & ¢ C E,’g Now we
can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.29. If ¢ # E}, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(0).
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Proof. We have to prove that Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(#) N Pol(¢) & Pol(f). Let
f € O™(E}) be an n-ary operation on Ej such that f € Pol(6) N Pol(p). Let

(a117a217---7ah1)7---u(aln7a2nu--'uahn) € C

From the definition of ¢, for all i € {1;---;h}, for all j € {1,...,n}, there exist
Ui € [Gij]e such that

(alj,u2j,...,uhj),(ulj,agj,...,uhj),...,(ulj,u2j,...,u(h_l)j,ahj) € p;
and as f € Pol(p) we have
(flar, .- a1n), f(uor, ..y u2n), -, f(Up1, .-y unn)) € p,
(f(urr, .. uin), flagn, .. ya2n), f(usty .y usn)y oy f(Un1y oy Unn)) € py. ey
(f(ull,...,uln),...,f(u(s_l)l,...,u(h_l)n),f(ahl,...,a;m)) € p.

Moreover, as f € Pol(f), we have f(u;1,...,uin)0f(ai1,...,ay); therefore, using
the definition of ¢,

(f(a117"'7aln)7f(a217"'7a2n)7"'7f(a/h17'"7a/hn)) € C

Then Pol(p) N Pol(#) C Pol(8) N Pol( ().

As p G ¢ we have (\ p is not empty. Given (u1,uz,...,ur) € ¢\ p and (a,b) ¢ 0,
using the h-ary operation f defined by (5.1), and the same argument used in the
proof of Lemma [5.22] we obtain f € Pol(¢) and f ¢ Pol(p). Therefore, Pol(p) N
Pol(f) & Pol(d) N Pol(¢). It is obvious that Pol(f) N Pol(¢) & Pol(d) (because
¢ # EP). Given (u1,uz,...,u) € EF\ ( and (a,b) ¢ 0. f € Pol(f) and f ¢ Pol(¢);
thus Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(¢) N Pol(d) & Pol(8). O

Lemma 5.30. If ( = E!' and (¥ # EF, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in
Pol(6) where (' is the l-ary relation on Ej, specified by

¢ o= {(al,...,al)EE,lg/HuiE[ai]g/Vie{l;---;l},
{U1§---;Uz‘—l;ai;ui+1;---;ul}hQP}-

Proof. We will prove that Pol(p) N Pol(6) & Pol( ¢*) ¢ Pol(#).

It is easy to see that Pol(p) N Pol(f) C Pol( ¢¥).

Given (u,ua,...,up) € EM\pand (a,b) ¢ 0, using the h-ary operation f defined by
(51), we have again f ¢ Pol(p) and f € Pol(¢*); indeed, since (u1,uz,...,up) €
El = (, there exist v; € [u;lg,i € {1;---;h} such that for all i € {1;---;h},
{uiyvigy oy vi, M C p, with {i1,d2,...,in_1} = {1;---;h} \ {i}. and it follows
that {uy,ua,...,up}? C ¢*.

Moreover, as we have (¥ # EF then EF \ ¢* # (. Given (wy,...,w) € EF\ (¥,
(a,b) ¢ 0, using the k-ary operation h defined on Ff, by:

wy if (x1,...,21)0(a,. .., a,a0) = a;

wy if (21,...,25)0(a,b,a,...,,a) = as

wsg if (x1,...,2)0(a,a,b,a...,a) = as
h(zy,...,o5) =

wg  if (x1,...,2)0(a,q,a,...a,b) = ay,

wy  otherwise;

and the same argument used for the similar operation & in the proof of Lemma [5.23]
yields h € Pol(6) and h ¢ Pol(¢*).
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Thus Pol(p) N Pol(#) & Pol(¢*) N Pol(d) & Pol(d). O

Now, we continue our induction process with the assumption ¢! = E]lC for all
h<l<tand ¢*¥ =E}. Since (0,...,k — 1) € EF, there exist u; € [i]y such that
{uosuas .. sui1;iiuips - up—1} Cop
for all i € E,. We set
T; := min(C;) N {up; u1;. .. ;uk—1}

for all i € Ey. Therefore {Tp;--- ;Tt—1} is a transversal of order 1.
Before the main induction, we define the sequence (",,) by: "8y = 1,81 = po.s,
hBy = ¢, and for [ > 3,

"Br= ) (p1-1,6)0-

gES)
Let n € {1;--- ; h—1} and assume that there exists a transversal T' of order n—1
for the O-classes. Set T = {ug;uy;--- ;us—1}; then for every ay,as,...an—1 € E,
{ar;as; - an—r;uosur; -+ su—1}" C pand p C "Bt

Lemma 5.31. If p= "B,41 & El', then Pol(§) N Pol(p) is mazimal in Pol().

Proof. If p = "B,+1 & Ep, then p is weakly f-closed of order n. Hence p is a relation
of type III. Using Proposition [5.13] Pol(#) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(d). O

Lemma 5.32. If p & "B,41 & El, then Pol(6) N Pol(p) is not mazimal in Pol(0).

Proof. We have to prove that Pol(p) N Pol(6) & Pol(#) N Pol("3,1) & Pol(f).

It is easy to show that Pol(p) N Pol(8) C Pol() N Pol("B,41).

Using the h-ary operation f defined by (GII), we show that Pol(p) N Pol(d) &
Pol("B,+1) N Pol(f) & Pol(h). O

Lemma 5.33. Ifp G "B,y1 = EF and ® 51+1 # EL for some | > h, then
Pol(0) N Pol(p) is not maximal in Pol(0);

where "Bl = N (pihe)g with
oeS;

Piz,e = {(a1,...,a) € E},/3u; € [a;]o,n+1<i<1:
{av;ag; - an;ungr, ..., w}" Cp}.
Proof. Denote m := min{l € N\ {0;1;2;...;h}/"8l ., # E.}. Before proving
that Pol(p) N Pol(d) & Pol("Bm ;) N Pol(d) & Pol(f), we will first prove that
Pol(p) N Pol(#) C Pol("Bm. ;) N Pol(6).
Let f € Pol(f) N Pol(p) be an p-ary operation on Ej. Let
(all,...,aml),...,(alp,...,amp) (S hﬁ;nJrl.

By definition of " i, for all ¢ € {1;---;p}, for all 0 € Sy, there exist uy(). €
[@o(r)clo,n 4+ 1 <7 < m such that

{aa'(l)c; -5 Qo(n)es Ug(n+1)es - - - ;uo(m)c}h C p,
and from the fact that f € Pol(p) it follows that for all o € Sy,

{flacyts - ao)p)i- - flAom)ts - -+ s Gotn)p); X
f(ua'(nJrl)h s 7uo(n+1)p); ceey f(ucr(m)lu e 7ua'(m)p)} c p
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Since f € Pol(#), it follows that for all ¢ € {n + 1;--- ;m}, and for all d € {n +
L ymib,

o(d) =i = f(Us(a)1, Yo(d)2s - - > Uo(d)p)Of (@it - - ., Qip).
From the definition of "3, it follows that
(f(all, ceey alp), ceey f(aml, ey amp)) S hﬁ;n_i_l.

Then f € Pol("Bm, ;) N Pol(6).

Fix (v1,...,vp) € EM\ p and let (a,b) ¢ 0. Using the h-ary operation f defined by
(510) (where we replace u; by v;, 1 <14 < h), we have f ¢ Pol(p) and f € Pol("8™,).
Indeed, due to the fact that

(vla' .. ,Uh) € E]]cl = hﬂ’n«+17

for all o € Sy, there exist d, € [vr]p, n+ 1 < r < h such that,

{V1)i -3 Ao(n); do(ni1); - - -3 dony 1" C p.

Therefore, it follows that {v1;ve;...;v,}™ C 7 HE

Moreover, as we have "B7 , # E7, then Ef\ "B is not an empty relation.
Given (vi,...,vn) € E\ "B™, and (a,b) ¢ 6; using the m-ary operation h
defined by (2] (where we replace u; by v;, 1 < i < m), and the same argument
used in the proof of Lemma (.23 it follows that i € Pol(d) and h ¢ Pol("87, ;).

Thus Pol(p) NPol(d) & Pol( "B ;) NPol(F) & Pol(6). O
It is naturally now to suppose that for each { € {h;---;t}, "L, = EL.
Let mq,...,m, be integers such that m; > mg > --- > m, and for each i €
{0;---;t =1}, |Ci] < min{my,...,m,} or |C;| € {m1,...,m,}. We set m = my +

... +my,. In this part we will use these notations
a = ((Il, s Oy Qmag 41y - - -5 Gmyd+may « -5 Amy+.4+mys Gm+41y - - am+t—n) ’

M={1;---;mi}tx{mi+1;-s5mi+ma}x..x{m+--+mp_1+1;---;m},

and
m={1;--- ;m1}2U{m1—|—1;~- ;m1+m2}2U...U{m1—|—~-+mn,1—|—1;~- ;m}2.

Let hﬁ;H_l be the relation

hﬁ;ﬂ = {ac E"" " /V(i,j) € IT',a;bay;
Ju; € [a;]g,m+ 1 <i<m+t—n, such that
V(i1, ooy in) € IL{as,, - ) ai, Umt, - - - ,um+t_n}h C p.}

We have Pol( hﬁ;ﬁl) C Pol(6).
We define two relations g1 and g on {1;--- ;m +¢ —n} by:

(i,j) €01 < i=jand (i,j) € o2& (i =j or (i,5) € II').
01 and g2 are equivalence relations and hﬁ; 11 € Dyigy-

Lemma 5.34. IfVli € {h,h+1,..,t}, "B, = E} and "B, # Do, p,, then
Pol(0) N Pol(p) is not mazximal in Pol(6).

Proof. 1t is similar to the proof of Lemma [5.27] O
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In what follows, we assume that

(5.4) hﬂn+1 = Dy, .-
e, for all 41,...,4, € {0;---;t — 1}, there exist u;; € Cj,j € {0;---;¢t — 1} \
{i1, ey in}, with I = {iq,...,1,} such that for all a; € C; ,r € {1;--- ;n} we have
{ais;-- 5 ai,, s uen ! Cp.

We obtain a transversal of order n for the 6-classes. Hence we can continue the
previous induction until

"By, = ﬂ (ph-1.0)0 = E}.
gESH

From now, we suppose that g, = E,’j

Lemma 5.35. If "8, = E} and there exists | > h such that "B\ # EJ, then
Pol(p) N Pol(#) is not maximal in Pol(6).

Proof. Set m = min{l € {1;---;k} \ {1;--- ;h}/ "B, # EN}. It is easy to prove
that Pol(p) N Pol(8) & Pol( ") N Pol(d) & Pol(h). O

Lemma 5.36. If "gF = EF, then Pol(9) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(0).

Proof. 1f hﬁ,’f = E’,j , then each equivalence class of 8 has a central element of p.
Since 1 C p, p is of type I and Pol(p) N Pol(#) is maximal in Pol(f) by Proposition
(Il

We are ready now to give the proof of Proposition [5.18 and Theorem

Proof of Proposition[5.18 Combining Lemmas (.19, £.22] (.23 £.25 (.20 m
(.29 530 532 5.33 .35 (.36] and Remark 5200 we obtain the result.

Proof of Theorem[5.9. Tt follows from Propositions and O
Fourthly, we look at h-regular relations.

5.2. h-regular relations. As an h-regular relation is totally reflexive and totally
symmetric, some results state in the previous subsection can be applied to the h-
regular relation. Besides an h-regular generated relation does not contain a central
element. We will prove that there is submaximality if and only if p is 6-closed(or
of type II). We begin this subsection with some examples of h-regular relations.

Example 5.37. Let k > 3 be an integer and 0 <i < j <r <n < k—1, we denote
by A;jr and A; jrn the sets

Ai-,jﬂ” = {(U(Z)a U(j)a U(T>); o€ S{i;j;r}}
Aijrn i ={(0(i),0(j),0(r),0(n));0 € Sijirmy -

We consider the following equivalence relations 0g 07 0 on E1o defined respec-
tively by their equivalence classes denoted by C% 6 < i <8 as follows:

and

C8 = {0;1;2;3;4},C% = {5;6;7},CS = {8;9;10;11};

Cq = {0;1;5;8},07 = {2;6;9;11},CF = {3;4;7;10};
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Og = {Oa 1}7018 = {2}7028 = {3;4}a Og = {5}702 = {6}7058 = {7}a
Cs = {8}, C7 = {9}, C5 = {10}, C5 = {11}

and the relation

Y6 = {(x1,72,23) € By : (x1,72) € b5, or (x2,73) € 05, or (v1,23) € O}
T7 - UéJSs(T)U
where
Y = {(z1,72,23) € By : (x1,22) € b5, (x2,23) € 07 ).
It is easy to see that Yg is a Og-closed 3-regular relation associated to T = {0},
and Y7 is a Og-closed 3-reqular relation associated to T = {0g;07}.

We continue with the characterization of #-closed h-regular relation.

Lemma 5.38. For h > 3, let p be an h-reqular relation on Eji determined by the
h-regular family T = {61;--- ;0m} and 6 a nontrivial equivalence relation on Ey. p
is 0-closed iff 0 C 0;, for all 1 <i < m.

Proof. =) Firstly, we show that n = {(a1,...,as) € E} : (a1,a2) € 0} C p. Let
(a1,...,an) € m; since p is totally reflexive, we have (a1,a1,as,...,a,) € p and
(a1,...,ap)0(a1,a1,as,...,ap). Hence (a1,...,an) € po,p = p. Our next step is to
show that 6 C 0, for all 1 < i < m. Let i € {1,...,m} and (a,b) € 6; set A; =
Ey/0:\{[als,, [Dle;}. Tt is easy to see that |A;| > h—2; choose (a1,...,an_2) € Ef~2
such that [a,]g, € A; foralll1 <p < h—2and (ap,aq) ¢ 0; foralll <p<g<h-2.
Due to n C p, we have (a,b,a1,...,an—2) € p; therefore (a,b) € § and 0 C 6;.

<) It follows from the fact that 8 0 6; 00 C 6; for all 1 <i < m. [l

Lemma 5.39. For h > 3, let p be an h-ary relation and 6 a nontrivial equivalence
relation on Ey. p is a 0-closed h-reqular relation iff there exists an h-reqular relation
Y on Ey such that p = o~ (¢).

Proof. Firstly, let us assume that there exists a h-regular relation ¥ on E; and
put L = {v1;---;v,} the h-regular family associated to ¢. Clearly ¢~ !(L) =
{7 (v1); -+ ;07 (vn)} is a h-regular family and p = ¢~ !(3) is exactly the h-
regular relation associated to ¢ ~1(L). Moreover, for all 1 < i < n we have § C
© 1 (v;). Therefore, by Lemma [5.38, p is 6-closed.

Conversely, assume that p is a h-regular relation determined by the h-regular family
T ={61;---6,} and p is f-closed. Clearly, for all 1 <14 <r, p(6;) is an equivalence
relation with exactly h equivalence classes whose are the images of equivalence
classes of 0; by . It follows that N{¢(B;)|1 < i < r} is non-empty for arbitrary
equivalence classes ¢(B;) of ¢(0;) , 1 <4 <. Therefore p(T) = {¢(61);---¢(0,)}
is a h-regular family and ¢(p) is a h-regular relation on F, associated to ¢(T).
Moreover ¢~ 1(¢(p)) = p because p is -closed. Therefore we have the result. ([

We end this subsection with the characterization of h-regular relations p such
that Pol(#) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(f). We need the next lemma to prove our
main result.

Lemma 5.40. [7] Let x C E! such that Pol(x) is maximal in L;. Then Pol(6) N
Pol(o=Y(x)) is submazimal in Pol(6).
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Proof. See the proof of Lemma 18.2.5 Page 565 in [7]. O
Lemma 5.41. If Pol(p) N Pol(0) is mazimal in Pol(0), then n C p.
Proof. See the proof of Lemma 519 O

Now we give the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 5.42. Let 0 be a nontrivial equivalence relation and p be an h-regular
relation on Ey, determined by the h-reqular family T = {61;- - ;0m}. Pol(6)NPol(p)
is mazimal in Pol(0) if and only if p is 0-closed.

Proof. =) It follows from Lemma [5.41] that n C p; and in the light of the proof of
Lemma (.38 we conclude that 8 C 6; for all 1 < ¢ < m. It follows from Lemma
that p is #-closed.

<) Combining Lemmas (.38 5.39, 540, we have the result. O

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we characterized the relations p from the Rosenberg’s list for which
Pol(#) N Pol(p) is maximal in Pol(#), where 6 is a nontrivial equivalence relation.
The classification of all central relations p on Ej such that the clone Pol(f) NPol(p)
is maximal in Pol(¢) improves Temgoua and Rosenberg’s results [I8]. We plan in a
future project to characterize the meet-irreducible submaximal clones of Pol(6) for
a nontrivial equivalence relation 6.
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