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Abstract

In this paper we show that within the context of coextensive vari-
eties, the functor of central elements is representable. In addition, we use
the theory of central elements to establish a criterion for fp-coextensive
varieties that allows to decide whether the Gaeta Topos classifies inde-
composable objects in terms of the indecomposability of the free algebra
on one generator.

1 Introduction

Extensive categories were introduced in [24] as categories C with finite coprod-
ucts and pullbacks in which the canonical functor + : C/X x C/Y — C/(X +Y)
is an equivalence, for every pair of objects X and Y of C. A category is said
to be coextensive if its opposite is extensive. Coextensive varieties (as algebraic
categories) are of interest because according to [25] and more recently [29], they
bring an appropriate setting to develop algebraic geometry. In [36] it was shown
that the theory central elements ([3], [31], [34]) can be taken as an accurate tool
to study coextensive varieties. This perspective comes from the intuition that
varieties with well behaved products can be algebraically described by analyzing
the peculiarities on the theory that describes the behavior of the elements which
concentrate the information about finite product decompositions of its algebras.
Under certain circumstances, it turns out that central elements can be treated
functorially. As far as we know, this approach has not yet been exploited. Most
of all, because the theory of central elements was originally constrained into the
realm of universal algebra.

Small extensive categories admit a particular subcanonical topology called
the Gaeta topology (seemingly named in honor of the spanish algebraic geometer
Federico Gaeta). This topology has to do with all the possible decompositions
of objects into finite coproducts. In concrete examples ([35], [29]), it has been
proved that the Gaeta topos is the classifying topos of the theory of connected
objects, which can be considered as the ones who does not admit non-trivial
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binary coproduct decompositions. Naturally, when considering coextensive cat-
egories, the Gaeta topology and the Gaeta topos are related with decompositions
into finite products and indecomposable objects. Nevertheless, in the practice
it seems not quite easy to provide an axiomatization of the theory of indecom-
posable objects when regarding varieties in a more general setting. Considering
the characterization given in [36], it seems natural to wander if from the tools
provided by universal algebra and the theory of central elements it is possible
to determine, given a coextensive variety, whether the Gaeta topos classifies
indecomposable objects.

This paper is organized as follows. Section [2] presents the most part of the
definitions and basic results required for reading this work. Section [3lis devoted
to the functorial treating of central elements in coextensive varieties. Such an
approach will allows to prove that the functor of central elements Z is repre-
sentable by the algebra 0 x 0. This result will leads us to characterize those
varieties with 0 and T, boolean factor congruences and center stable which are
coextensive. This section concludes with an application that connects coBoolean
varieties with the Beth (definability) property for algebraizable logics. Section
[ deals with the characterization of those fp-coextensive varieties such that the
Gaeta topos classifies indecomposable objects. The paper comes to an end with
the application of this result to some particular classes of interest in general
algebra and non-classical logic.

The reader is assumed to be familiar with some standard topos theory as
presented in [26] and [2I]. For standard notions in universal algebra the reader
may consult [28].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation and basic results

Let A be a set and k be a natural number. We write @ for an element (aq, ..., ax) €
AF If f: A — B is a function and @ € A*, then we write f(a@) for the element
(f(ay),..., flax)) € B*. If X € A we write f|x for the restriction of f to X,
P(X) for the power set of X and f[X] for the image of X through f. If @€ A*
and b € B¥, we write [, b] for the k-tuple ((a1,b1), ..., (ar, bx)) € (A x B)k. If
g:Ax B — Cis a function and [@,b] € (A x B)* then we write (@, b) for the
element (g(ay,b1),...,g9(ax,bx)) € C*. If A is an algebra of a given type we
denote its universe by A and its congruence lattice by Con(A). If § € Con(A),
and @ € A* we write @/0 for the k-tuple (a1/6,...,ax/0) € (A/0)%. The uni-
versal congruence on A and identity congruence on A are denoted by V4 and
A respectively. If S © A x A, we write Cg(S) for the congruence gener-
ated by S. We also write CgA(cT, 5), for the congruence generated by all pairs
(a1,b1),. .., (ak,br) where @, be AF. We say that a congruence 6 on A is finitely
generated if § = Cg® (F) for some finite set I < A x A. We use FC(A) to denote



the set of factor congruences of A. We write 6 ¢ § in Con(A) to denote that 6
and J are complementary factor congruences of A. A variety V has the Fraser-
Horn property [18] if for every Aj, As € V), it is the case that every congruence
f in Ay x As is the product congruence 6, x 8, for some congruences ¢; of A;
and 02 of Ay. If 0.\ € Con(A) and 0 < A, we write A/ for the set of pairs
(2/0,y/0) of A/6 such that (z,y) € A\. If g : A — B is a homomorphism, we
write Ker(g) for the kernel of g. I.e. the congruence on A defined by the set
{(a,b) € A%: g(a) = g(b)}. If A is an algebra of type F = {fi,..., fm}, when
required, we will write its type as an n-tuple (a1, ..., an), where a; denotes the
arity of f;, with 1 < j <m.

The following result is probably folklore but, since we have not found it in
the literature, we give some of the details of its proof. It provides a description
of the factor congruences of the quotients of an algebra of a given type.

Lemma 1. Let A be an algebra of a given type and let @ € Con(A). Consider
the sets
Po={(A\p) [0S X p Avp=0Xopu=VA
and
Zg = {(a, ) e FC(A/0)*: oo B}.
Then, the assignment (A, 1) — (A0, 1/0) defines a bijection between Py and Zy.

Proof. 1t is a straightforward consequence of Theorems 7.5, 6.15 and 6.20 of
[10]. O

Given a variety V and a set X of variables we use T,(X) for the term algebra
of V over X and Fy,(X) for the free algebra of V freely generated by X. In par-
ticular, if X = {x1,..., 2} with m a non-negative integer and if no clarification
is needed, then we write Ty(m) and Fy(m) instead of Ty ({z1,...,2mn}) and
Fy({z1,...,2m}), respectively. We recall that an algebra A in V is a finitely
generated free algebra if it is isomorphic to Fy,(m) for some finite m, and finitely
presented if it is isomorphic to an algebra of the form Fy,(k)/6, for some k finite
and 6 finitely generated congruence on Fy (k).

The following Lemma is a key result that we will employ repeatedly along
Section @l For its proof, the reader may consult [33].

Lemma 2. Let V be a variety and let X be a set of variables. Let r,r1,...,Tm,
8,81+, 8m € TV(X). Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) (r,s) e Cg™ (7, 3);
(2) VEF=§=1r=s.

5

Lemma 3. Let V be a variety and let p;(Z,%), q:(Z,7), 1 < i < n be terms in
the language of V. Let X = {&,¥, 7},

0 =\/ ™ (i(Z,9), 4:(7. 7))
1=1



and H = Fy(X)/0. Let A € V and suppose that p(a@,b) = ¢™(a@,b), for
1 <i<n. Then, for every c€ AN there exists a unique Q : H — A such that
Q(Z/0) = d, Qy/0) = b and Q(Z/0) = ¢.

Proof. Tt is straightforward. O

Let £ be a first order language. If a L-formula (&) has the form
/\pi(@) = 4;(2),
j=1

for some positive number n and terms p;(Z) and ¢;(Z) in £, then we say that
o(%) is a (\ p = q)-formula. If K is a class of L-structures and R € L is a n-ary
relation symbol, we say that a formula ¢(x1,...,2,) defines R in K if

K = (&) < R(@).

In particular, if a (A p = ¢q)-formula defines R, we say that R is equationally
definable.

Finally, we stress that all varieties considered along this paper always will
be assumed as varieties with at least a constant symbol.

2.2 Central Elements

By a variety with 0 and T we understand a variety V in which there are 0-
ary terms 01, ..., Oy, 11, ..., 1y such that V k= 0~ 1 = 2z~ Y,
where 0 = (01,...,0n) and T = (11,..,1n). If A € V then we say that
€= (e1,....,en) € AN is a central element of A if there exists an isomorphism
7:A — Ay x Ay, such that 7(€) = [0a,,Ta,]. Also, we say that & and f are
a pair of complementary central elements of A if there exists an isomorphism
7:A — Aj x Ay such that 7(€) = [0a,,1a,] and 7(f) = [Ta,,0a,]. We write
Z(A) to denote the set of central elements of A and @04 f to denote that & and
f are complementary central elements of A. We say that a variety V with 0 and
T has Boolean Factor Congruences (BFC) if the set of factor congruences of any
algebra of V is a Boolean sublattice of its congruence lattice. Let V be a variety
with BFC and A € V. If €€ Z(A), we write 93} and 9?} for the unique pair

)

of complementary factor congruences satisfying [¢,0] e 9§€ and [¢,1] € 9?}. In
Theorem 1 of [31I] it was proved that the assignment which sends € into 9?5

establishes a bijection between Z(A) and FC(A). Such a bijection, allows to
define some operations in Z(A) as follows: given € € Z(A), the complement
e*s of &, is the only solution to the equations [Z,1] € 93“5 and [Z,0] € 9?5.

Given €, fe Z(A), the infimum € A fis the only solution to the equations
[2,0] € 935 N 93‘}; and [7,1] € 9‘13)‘5 v 9‘3‘};. Finally, the supremum € v a f is the

only solution to the equations [Z,0] 9?5 v 9(‘1? 7 and [Z,1] e Gi}ém 91} 7 Observe



that these operations makes Z(A) = (Z(A), Aa, VA, 02, TA) a Boolean al-
gebra which is isomorphic to (FC(A), v, n,*, AA VA).

The following result was proved in Lemma 2.1.1. of [2] for the case N = 1.
Nevertheless, since the arguments used for the case of an arbitrary N does not
change the essence of the proof, we omit the details.

Lemma 4. Let V be a variety with BFC and A € V. For every €, f € Z(A),
the following holds:

1. @=Ena f if and only if[@,d’]e@?(; and [&',f]e@i}.

2. @=2va f if and only if [T, € 02 and [@, f] € 62

Let V be a variety with BFC.If A, B e V and f : A — B is a homomorphism,
we say that f preserves central elements if the map f : Z(A) — Z(B) is well
defined; that is to say, for every €€ Z(A), it follows that f(€) € Z(B). We say
that f preserves complementary central elements if it preserves central elements
and for every €1, és € Z(A),

€1 oA €2 = f(e1) oB f(€2).

We say that a variety with BFC is center stable if every homomorphism
preserves central elements and we say that it is stable by complements if every
homomorphism preserves complementary central elements. In [36] it was shown
that these notions are not equivalent.

2.3 Algebraizable Logics

The terminology and definitions of this section are based on those of [7], [6],
[30] and all the references therein. Let £ be a language of algebras and let X
be a countable-infinite set. We write Tz(X) for the set of terms in £. A logic
over X is a pair L = (£, ) where . T-(X) x P(Tz(X)) is a substitution
invariant consequence relation. l.e. 1, satisfies:

pel = 'L oy

F'LpandT € A = A 1, p;

I'trpand Abp ¢ foreveryyp eI’ = AFr .
| ) = 0[] L o(p).

for every endomorphism o of Tz (X). In this context X is usually referred as
the set of variables of L. The set Tz (X) x Tg(X) is called the set of equations
of L and we denote it by Fq,. The elements (¢, 1) of Eqr are noted as ¢ =~ 1.
A transformer from formulas to equations is a function 7: Tz (X) — P(Eqr).
A transformer from equations to formulas is a function p: Eqr — P(Tc(X)).
In this case, 7 is said to be structural if for any endomorphism o of T, (X)
and every ¢ € Tz (X) we have 7(c(p)) = o[r(¢)]. On the other hand, p is said
to be structural if there is a set of formulas A(x,y) in at most two variables



such that for any ¢,1 € T-(X) the condition p(p =~ ¥) = A(p,) holds.
A logic L is algebraizable (in the sense of Blok and Pigozzi) with equivalent
variety semantics V if there are structural transformers 7: Tz (X) — P(Eqr)
and p: Eqz — P(Tz(X)) such that for all T u {¢} € T¢(X) and © U {e ~ §} <
FEqr, we have:

1. T L ¢ <= 7T =y 7, and
2. e~ 0 =y Tp(e ~ 6).

Let L be a logic and let V and W be a disjoint pair of sets of variables
such that Tp(V) # &. Let I’ € T (V u W). We say that T’ defines W im-
plicitly in terms of V in L if for every set of variables Y, each z € W and
homomorphism h : Tz(V u W) — T,(Y), such that h(z) = z for all z € V,
it follows that I' U h[['] Fmogs (1, ) 2 ~ h(z). We say that T' defines W explic-
itly in terms of V in L if for each z € W, there exists ¢, € T, (V) such that
r )=Mod*(,_L) z ~ ¢,. Here Mod*(}-1,) denotes the class of all reduced matrix
models of 1, (i.e., T' - ¢ iff I' Fyogx () ). We say that a logic L has the
Beth (definability) property if for every disjoint pair of sets of variables V' and
W and I' € T (V u W), if T defines W implicitly in terms of V' in L then T
defines W explicitly in terms of V in L.

If L is an algebraizable logic with equivalent variety semantics V, the un-
derlying intuition of Beth’s (definability) property is that epimorphisms in the
(algebraic) category V correspond to implicit definitions in I and surjections in
V correspond to explicit definitions in L. The following result, originally proved
in [20], establishes that such an intuition is in fact an equivalence.

Theorem 1. Let L be an algebraizable logic with equivalent variety semantics V.
Then L has the Beth (definability) property if and only if all the epimorphisms
of V are surjective.

3 Representability of the functor Z

We recall that a category with finite products C is called coextensive if for each
pair of objects X and Y of C the canonical functor x : C/X xC/Y — C/(X xY)
is an equivalence. Classical examples of coextensive categories are the categories
Ring and dLat of commutative rings with unit and bounded distributive lat-
tices, respectively. If V is a coextensive variety, the associated algebraic category
will be also denoted by V. In what follows, we write 0 and 1 for the initial and
terminal algebras of V, respectively. If A € V we write j5 : 0 — A for the unique
morphism from 0 to A in V. If €€ Z(A) we write j5 . and j; ; for the unique
morphisms from 0 to A/Cg®(0, &) and from 0 to A/Cg? (1, é), respectively. Fi-
nally, we recall that due to V is assumed with at least a constant symbol then
0 is isomorphic to Fy ().



Given a variety V with 0 and I, BFC and center stable, it is the case that
for every A € V the assignment A — Z(A) defines a functor Z : ¥V — Set in a
obvious way. In this section we prove that when V is coextensive, such a functor
is in fact representable by the algebra 0 x 0. This result leads us to show that
the functor Z can also be extended to a functor from V to the category Boole
of Boolean algebras. Moreover, a characterization of coextensivity by means of
the functors Z and x is provided. The section concludes with an application on
Beth (definability) property for logics that has coBoolean varieties as algebraic
semantics.

We will begin by recalling some facts about coextensive varieties which will
be essential for proving the results of this section. It is well known that every
variety (as an algebraic category) has all limits. Therefore, as a restricted dual
of Propositions 2.2 and 4.1 of [I1] we obtain the following result.

Proposition 1. A variety V is coextensive if and only if it has pushouts along
projections and every commutative diagram

0<7T—OO><OL>O

I

AO %90 A() X Al Hgl Al

comprises a pair of pushout squares in V just when the bottom row is a product
diagram in V.

We recall that a variety V is a Pierce variety [32] if there exist a positive
natural number N , O-ary terms 01, ..., On, 11, ..., 15 and a term U(x, y, Z, w)
such that the identities

-,

U(z,y,0,1) =2 and U(z,y,1,0) =y

hold in V. It is worth mentioning that in a Pierce variety V, it is also true
that 9?5 = Cg™(0,@), for every A € V and every €€ A (see [4] for details).

In [36] the following characterization of coextensive varieties by means of
Pierce varieties, the equational definability of the relation “€ and f are comple-
mentary central elements” and the stability by complements, was provided. It
is a key result on which we will constantly rely for carrying on the goals of this
section.

Theorem 2. Let V be a variety. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) V is coextensive.
(2) V is a Pierce variety in which the relation €oa fzs equationally definable.

(3) V is a Pierce variety stable by complements.



Let V be a coextensive variety, A,B € V and f : A — B be a homomorphism.
Observe that from Theorem [2 (3) the assignments

A Z(A)
I flza

determine a functor Z : V — Set. In the following result we prove that such a
functor is in fact, representable.

Theorem 3. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then, for every A €V there is a
bijection between Z(A) and V(0 x 0,A). Moreover, the functor Z : V — Set is
representable by 0 x 0.

Proof. Let A € V and consider the assignments pa : V(0 x 0,A) — Z(A) and
pa : Z(A) = V(0 x 0,A), defined by pa(g) = g[0,1] and pa(€) = i5 > * if
respectively. We claim that ¢ and p are natural transformations which are
inverse of each other.

|6,al Lia’gxﬁ’é llf,a

A/Cg(0,0) A A/Cgh(1,¢)

Po P1

We start by showing that ¢4 and pa are well defined. Since [0,1] € Z(0x0),
from Theorem B2 (3), ¢[0,1] € Z(A) for every g € V(0 x 0,A) so @4 is well
defined. Similarly, due to every € € Z(A) induces a product decomposition of
A, then from the coextensivity of V, we get that j5 ~X |7 > is the unique morphism
in V(0 x 0, A) making pushouts both squares of the diagram of above, so pa is
also well defined.

Now we prove that pa and pa are mutually inverse. To do so, let €€ Z(A),
h =5z itz and let us consider a (ua(€)) = h[0, 1].

Jo Ji

If Py, denote the pushouts of 7y along h, with 1 < k£ < 2, from Lemma 2.3
of [36], it is the case that:

Py = A/Cg™(0, pa(1a(@) = A/Cg?(0,2)
P, = A/CgA (T, pa(ia()) = A/CgA(T, ).

Therefore, for general reasons we get:

—

CgA (97 (PA(MA (éj)) = CgA (gv g)
Cg™(1, oa(1a(@)) = Cg™(1,0),



Hence, from Corollary 4 of [34] it follows that pa(ua(€)) = € On the other
hand, let g € V(0 x 0,A) and consider ua(pa(g)) = 6.0a(g) X ITipa(g): Lhen

we have A =~ A/Cg?(0,0a(g)) x A/Cg™(T,0a(g)). Since V is coextensive,
there exist unique u : 0 — A/Cg®(0,¢a(g)) and v : 0 — A/Cg™(1,0a(9))
such that g = u x v. Observe that due to 0 is initial in V), it must be the case
that u =5, and v =ig  (, S0 g= 1a(pal(g)), as desired.

The proof of the naturality of ¢ and p is straightforward. O

As an immediate application of Theorem [B] and Corollary 9.33 of [I], we
obtain the following result.

Corollary 1. IfV is a coextensive variety, the functor Z : V — Set preserves
all limits. Therefore Z has a left adjoint.

Something more can be said about the functor Z.

Lemma 5. Let V be a coextensive variety. If A BeV and f: A - B isa
homomorphism, then f|za): A — B is a homomorphism of Boolean algebras.

Proof. We start by recalling that from Theorem 2] and Lemma 4.3 of [36], for
every A € V and every € € Z(A) we have 935 = Cg®(0, ). Since f is a homomor-
phism, it is clear that f|;(a) preserves 0 and 1. Now, if &1,¢é» € Z(A) and @ =
&1 A A @, then from Lemmal] [0,d] € Cg®(0,¢)) and [@,&] € Cg™(T,&,). From
Theorem[2(3), we get [0, £(&@)] € Cg™(0, f(€1)) and [f (@), f(&)] € Cg® (T, f(€1)).
Therefore, again by Lemma [ we conclude that f|;(a) preserves the meet of

Z(A). The proof that f|z(a) preserves the join of Z(A) is analogue. This
concludes the proof. O

Observe that as result of Lemma [ it is the case that the functor Z can
be extended to a new functor Z : V — Boole. We can take advantage of this
fact in order to extend the representable V(0 x 0,—) to a functor from V to
Boole which we will denote by H. Indeed, if A € V we can endow V(0 x 0, A)
with a Boolean algebra structure in such a way that the algebra obtained be
isomorphic to Z(A). If f,g € V(0 x 0, A), by using Theorem [ we define:

0 = j1xXja
1 = jaxiy
g = iTpaly) X 10paly)
gnrh = iT.pa(9)rapalh) * ITpalg)rapalh)

gvh i0,0a(9)varalh) = Tpalg)vapa(h)

Notice that due to the natural isomorphism between Z and the representable
V(0 x 0, —) the functoriality of H is granted.

Corollary 2. Let V be a coextensive variety and consider the functors Z and
H from V to Boole. Then Z and H are naturally isomorphic.

Proof. Immediate from Theorem [3] and Lemma O



At this stage, one may be wandering if a characterization of coextensive
varieties in terms of the representability of the functor Z can be established.
We baer that in [36] it was shown that not every variety with BFC and 0 and 1 is
center stable and even if it is, it may be the case that it may not be coextensive.
We claim that the next result provides an effective answer to this question.

Theorem 4. Let V be a variety with BFC, 0 and T and center stable. Then,
the following are equivalent:

(1) V is coextensive.
(2) The following conditions hold:

(i) The functor Z :V — Set is representable by 0 x 0.
(ii) The functor x : V/0 x V/0 — V/(0 x 0) is full and faithful.

Proof. We only proof (2) = (1) because the converse follows from Theorem
and the dual of Lemma 1 of [12]. Let us assume (2). We start by noticing that
from Theorem 3.4.5 of [8], V is cocomplete so in particular, it has pushouts
along projections. In addition by (), there exists a natural isomorphism ¢ from
V(0 x 0,—) to Z. If we write u for the inverse natural transformation of ¢,
then for every A, B eV, g V(0 x 0,A), €€ Z(A) and every homomorphism
f + A — B the following identities hold:

f(ralg) = ¢B(f9) (1)
f(ua(e) = us(f(€)) (2)

Moreover, for every Bo, B1 € V, vB,xB, (iB, X iB,) = [6]30, fBl].

Since V is a variety with 0 and I, then it is a variety admitting constant
symbols. Then from Proposition 2.1 of [9], products are codisjoint. Now, let
A Ap A eV, Ay ARy NEEN A be a span, and let g € V(0 x 0, A). Consider
the following diagram in which the upper left and right squares are pushouts:

0" 0x0—L-0
liAO ql iAll/
iBg AO A A1 iB;

| Po p1 |
| ao ht ai |
\ \
Bo T BO X B1 T> B1

We will prove that the aforementioned span is a product diagram. Since
va(g9) € Z(A), then we have an isomorphism h : A — By x B;. Now we
prove that hg = i, x iB,. To do so, we need to check that go(hg) = ig,mo

10



and q1(hg) = jg,m1. We only check the first condition because the proof of the
second one is similar. Observe that:

q(hg) = aoh(ualpal(g))), since pa(palg)) =g
= 1B, (90h(pa(g))), from (@) applied to goh.
= HB (gO[OBoa 1B1])7 since h(@A(g)) = [OBoa 1B1]'
= HBo (OBO)'
On the other hand,
©B,(iB,70) = ©B.(®(iB, X iB,))

= QO(:PBOXABl(iBO X ig,)), from ().
gO[OBm 1B1]
O, .

Therefore, from the following calculation we obtain:

iB,T0 = UB, (@Bo(iBOTrO)) = KBy (6130) = qo(hg)'

So hg = ig, X i, as claimed. Recall that the latter implies that go(hg) = ig, 7o
and ¢1(hg) = ig,m1. Thus, due to each of the upper squares of the diagram
of above are pushouts by assumption, there exist unique a; : A; — B; with
j = 1,2, such that each of the lower squares of the diagram commute. From (i7)
and the dual of Lemma 1 of [12], the outer left and right squares of the diagram
are pushouts. So, each of the lower squares of the diagram are pushouts. Since
qo and ¢ are epi and h is an iso, then ag and a; must be iso too. Therefore,

the span Ag Ry NEAN A, is a product, as desired. Hence from Proposition [I]
the result follows. o

We conclude this part by introducing a particular class of coextensive va-
rieties. It is motivated by the intimate relation they present with a concrete
property of the functor Z. Such a class will be related with some results in
Section [4]

Definition 1. A coextensive variety V is said to be center presentable if 0 x O
18 finitely presentable.

Lemma 6. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then V is center presentable if and
only if the functor Z : V — Set preserves filtering colimits.

Proof. From Theorem Bl the functor Z is representable by 0 x 0. The result
follows from Proposition 3.8.14 of [§]. O

3.1 coBoolean varieties and the Beth property

Let C be a category with finite limits. We recall that C has a subobject classifier
if there is a mono T : 1 —  in C such that for every object X and mono

11



m : S — X in C, there exists a unique x,, : X — € such that the following

diagram
S 1
b
Q

X ——
Xm

!
-

is a pullback.

Definition 2. A category with finite colimits D has a quotient coclassifier if
D°P has a subobject classifier.

The following definition is an adaptation of Definition 4.2 of [I1].

Definition 3. A coextensive variety V is said to be coBoolean if the first pro-
jection m: 0 x 0 — 0 is a quotient coclassifier.

Recall that in the case of a variety, quotients are completely determined by
congruences. Therefore, if V is coextensive and cooBoolean, by Theorem Bl it is
the case that Con(A) = Z(A), for every A € V. This observation motivates the
following definition.

Definition 4. Let V be a variety with BFC. We say thatV is congruence-factor
if Con(A) = FC(A), for every A eV.

Remark 1. We say that a variety V has Boolean congruences if Con(A) is a
Boolean algebra, for every A € V. If in particular V is congruence-distributive,
then from Theorem 4 of [22] it follows that V is semisimple. Therefore, it is
immediate from Definition [f} that congruence-factor varieties are semisimple
and arithmetical.

Let C be a category with binary products. We say that a morphism X — Y
of C is the projection of a product if there exist X — Z in C such that the
span Y «— X — Z is a product. Observe that when C is a variety, the pro-
jections of a product are unique up to isomorphism in the following way: if
f: A — B is the projection of a product and g: A — C and ¢’ : A —> C’ are
such that A = B x C = B x C/, thus Ker(f) o Ker(g) and Ker(f) ¢ Ker(g') so
Ker(g) = Ker(g’). Then, by general reasons (Lemma 3.3 of [5]), there exist a
unique isomorphism i : C — C’ such that ig = ¢'.

The following result provides a characterization of coBoolean varieties by
means of congruence-factor varieties.

Lemma 7. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) V is coBoolean.
(2) Every epimorphism in V is the projection of a product.

(3) V is congruence-factor and every epimorphism is surjective.
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Proof. (1) < (2). This is a particular case of the dual of Proposition 4.4 of [I1].

(2) = (3). In order to check that V is congruence-factor, let A € V and
6 € Con(A). By (2), the quotient map A — A/6 is the projection of a product,
so there exist Be V and ¢ : A — B such that A/Ker(¢) @ B and A ~ A/0 x B.
Hence, 6 and Ker(g) are complementary factor congruences, as desired. Finally,
if e: A — B is an epimorphism, by (2) e is a projection of a product. So in
particular, e is surjective.

(3) = (2). If e: A — B is an epimorphism, by (3) e is surjective so
B =~ A/Ker(e). Since V is congruence-factor by assumption, Ker(e) has a
complementary factor congruence . Thus we obtain that e coincides with a
projection of B x A/, as claimed. O

We conclude this section with an application of Lemma [7 concerning alge-
braizable logics in the sense of Blok and Pigozzi and the Beth (definability)
property. The following result reveals that cooBolean varieties can be useful to
decide whether an algebraizable logic has the Beth (definability) property.

Theorem 5. Let L be an algebraizable logic with equivalent variety semantics
V and assume that V is coextensive. Then the following hold:

(1) If V is coBoolean then L has the Beth (definability) property.

(2) If V is congruence-factor and I has the Beth (definability) property, then
V is coBoolean.

Proof. The result follows by a straightforward application of Lemmal[{ (3), and
Theorem [1 O

4 The Gaeta topos and fp-coextensive varieties

In this section we show that given a coextensive variety V, the characteriza-
tion of coextensive varieties obtained in [36] brings a suitable axiomatization
of the theory of V-indecomposable objects. Thereafter, we restrict our study
to fp-coextensive varieties. In this setting, will provide a criterion which allows
us to decide whether given a fp-coextensive V, the Gaeta topos classifies V-
indecomposable objects. Finally, with the aim of furnishing some examples, we
apply our results to some particular coextensive varieties of interest in general
algebra and algebraic logic.

We start by proving some technical results on coextensive varieties which
will be used along this section.

Lemma 8. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then, for every n-ary term p(2)
and constant symbols ci, ..., cy, in the language of V, there exists a 2n-ary term

q(Z,9) such that o
V= (@) = q(0,1).
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Proof. Since V is coextensive, by Theorem 2] (2), V is a Pierce variety in which
the relation €¢a f is equationally definable. So in particular, V is a variety with
0 and 1. Let

o(#,9) = A\ pi(@,9) = a:(Z,7)

i=1

define the relation €<oa f in V. Because 0 and 1 are complementary central
elements in Z(0), then for every A €V and 1 <i < n,

—

pit (0%, T%) = g (0%, T%). (3)

Now we consider X = {Z,¢,Z} and 6 = \/|_; g™ @D (p,(Z, 1), 4:(Z, ).
Let H = F,(X)/0. Observe that since pH(7/0,/0) = ¢(£/6,1/0) for every
1 < ¢ < n, then &/ oy §/60. Therefore, due to

(p(2)/0,p(2)/6) € V' = Cg™(/6,0) o Cg" (57/6.0),

there exists a term t(Z, ¥, Z) such that

(0™ (2/6),t%(2/9,5/6. 2/6)) € Cg™(2/9,0) (4)

and
(™ (2/6), 1% (%/9, /9, 2/9)) € Cg™ (57/6,0).

Let A € V. Then, from ([B) and Lemmal3] there exists a unique 2 : H — A such
that Q(Z/0) = 04, Q(/6) = 1 and Q(Z/0) = @. Thus from (@) we obtain
pA (@) = tA(0A,1A,é). Hence V = p(é) = t(0,1,¢). Finally, if we define
q(Z,7) = t(Z, 7, &), then from the latter it is the case that V |= p(¢) = ¢(0, 1), as
required. O

Let V be a coextensive variety. Recall that again from Theorem 2 the
relation €oa f in V is equationally definable. Let

define the relation €oa f in V. Now for the rest of this section we consider:
n
\/ pz T y) Qi(fu g))v
i=1

p=Cg™ N (Z,0) v g™ B (4, 1),
A= Cg™ N T) v Cg™ (5, 0).
Lemma 9. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then, the following hold:

(1) 0= p, A
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(2) j7xe A= )\ou = VFV(ivﬂ);
(3) Fv(Z,9)/n = Fy(Z,y)/A = 0.
(4) Fy(Z,9)/(p 0 A) =0 x 0.

Proof. (1) Since V is coextensive, by Theorem I (2), V is a Pierce variety in
which the relation €oa f is equationally definable. So in particular, by Lemma
4.3 (1) of [36], V is a variety with 0 and 1. Since 04,14 € Z(A) for every A € V,
it is the case that

so in particular

for every 1 <4 < n. Then from Lemma [2
Ce™ @D (pi(, ), 4:(, ) < 1

for every 1 < i < n. Therefore, § € p as required. The proof of § € A is
analogue.

(2) Let (s(Z,9), t(Z, %)) € VEV@P, By Theorem B (2) V is a Pierce variety
so there exists a term U (z,y, Z, W) in the language of V such that

U(x,y,@, f) =2z and U(z,y, 1,0) =y.

Let us conside

consider p(Z,7) = U(s(Z, §), t(&, ), &,7). Observe that p(0,1) = s(0,1)
and p(1,0) = ¢(

D
1,0). Thus, it follows that

and

Thus by Lemma [2 we get
(s(Z,9),p(Z,9)) € p and  (p(Z,9), H(Z, 7)) € A,
Hence jio A = VFV(@9) | Finally, we stress that if we take
q(Z,y) = U(s(Z,9), 1(Z,7), ¥, T)

it is no hard to see that ¢(0,1) = ¢(0,1) and ¢(1,0) = s(I,0). Therefore,
by the same argument we employed before together with Lemma 2 we get
Moy = VEVED a5 claimed.

(3) Let H = Fy(Z,y)/pp and H = Fy(Z,¢)/\. We will prove that H and
H’ are both isomorphic to 0. We will only exhibit the details about H =~ 0
because the proof of the last part is similar. We start by considering the map
h: H — Fy(Z) defined as h(q(Z,7)/n) = q(0,1). We will show that h is an
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isomorphism. In order to see that h is well defined, let q(f ¥),qd (Z,9) € Fu(Z,7)
and suppose that ¢(Z, )/ = ¢'(Z,%)/p. Thus (¢(Z, ), ¢ (&, 7)) € u. Then, from
Lemma 2] we get

VE@E=0A§=1)=q@§) =),
so, in particular ¢"(@)(0,1) = ¢"V(@)(0,1) as claimed. Moreover, notice that
the same argument applied in the reverse direction allows us to prove that h is
injective. The surjectivity of h follows from Lemma [l Finally, it is clear that
h is a homomorphism. Hence H =~ 0 =~ H’ as desired.
(4) Immediate from (2), (3) and Lemma [l O

4.1 V-indecomposable objects in a topos

Let V be a coextensive variety. An algebra A of V is said to be V-indecomposable
if it is indecomposable by binary products; i.e. if A = B x C, then B ~ 1 or
C =~ 1. The following result allows will show that the theory of central elements
brings axiomatization for the theory of V-indecomposable objects.

Lemma 10. The class of V-indecomposable objects is axiomatizable by a first
order formula.

Proof. From Theorem [2 (2) the relation €oa f is equationally definable in V.
So we can take o(Z,7) as an equation defining such a relation. It is immediate
that A €V is V-indecomposable if and only if in A the following sentence holds

0#Tand (V. 0@ f)=(=0nf=T)v(E@=1n f=0)).
(]

Observe that from Lemma [0 it follows that an algebra A in V is V-
indecomposable if and only if the sequents

hold in A.

Let V be a coextensive variety, f be a symbol in the language of V, E be a
topos and M be an object of E. If we write ay for the arity of f (which is a
natural number), recall (see D1.2.1 of [21]) that the interpretation of f in M is a
morphism fp; : M — M. Thus a V-model in E is an object M of E equipped
with morphisms fy; : M% — M for every symbol f in the language of V for
which the defining identities of V (expressed by diagrams in E) hold. Moreover,
a homomorphism between V-models M and R in E is an arrow h : M — Rin E
making the diagram

Mer M pay
fM\L lf}?
M R
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commutes for every symbol f in the language of V (here h%/ denotes the product
morphism of h a¢-times). This information defines the category of V-models in
E. Notice that in particular, when regarding the topos Set, the category of
V-models coincides with V. In order to illustrate the latter, let us consider the
variety DLg; of bounded distributive lattices. Then a DLy;-model in E is an
object L of E endowed with arrows

1, VL

l—=L=—=1LxL

Or AL
such that the equations defining DLy hold. For instance, the commutativity of
the meet can be expressed by the commutativity of the following diagram in E:

{my,m2)

LxL——=LxL

<ﬂ'2,7r1>J/ l/\L

LXLTL

Now, motivated by the observation made right after Lemma [I0 we introduce
the following:

Definition 5. Let E be a topos. A V-model M of E is V-indecomposable if the
sequents

o(Z,Y) Fzg (T =
hold in the internal logic of E.

We stress that Definition [l can be driven to categorical terms. To do so, let
M be a V-model in a topos E and let Oar, 1o and [o(Z,%)]ar be the interpre-
tations in M of the constants 0, I and a equation ¢(&,) defining the relation

Eoa fin V, respectively (for details, see D1.2.6 of [21]). Now, let us consider
the elements <OM,1M> 1 — MY x MN and (Tp7,0p) 1 1 — MN x MV, If
o = [Onr, Tar), {Tar, 0dar] denotes the morphism from 1 + 1 to [o(Z, 7)]as in-
duced by the coproduct, then a basic exercise in the internal logic of toposes
shows the following;:

Lemma 11. Let E be a topos and let M be a V-model in E. The following are
equivalent:

(1) M is V-indecomposable,
(2) The diagram below

i1 Lm N
O—>1_>ﬁ—>M

Onm

is an equalizer in E, and the morphism o : 14+ 1 — [o(Z,%)]m is an
isomorphism.
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(8) In the internal logic of E, the following sequents hold:

4.2 The characterization

Let C be a small extensive category. For every object X of C, we say that
{fi: X; > X |iel}e Kg(X) if and only if I is finite and the induced arrow
3 X,; — X is an isomorphism. From the extensivity condition it follows that
Kg is a basis for a Grothedieck topology over C (see II1.2.1 of [26]). The topol-
ogy Jg generated by such a basis is called the Gaeta Topology and the Gaeta
topos G(C), is the topos of sheaves on the site (C,Jg). As observed in [12],
G(Q) is equivalent to the category Lex(C°P, Set) of product preserving functors
to Set from the category C°P with finite products. This fact implies that Jg
is subcanonical. If C has a terminal object 1, from Proposition 4.1 of [I1], it
follows that C is extensive if and only if the canonical functors 1 — C/0 and
C/(1+ 1) » C x C are equivalences.

Remark 2. Let C be an extensive category with a terminal object 1 and let E
be a topos. Notice that a finite limit preserving functor G : C — E is continuous
(see VIL7 of [26]) with respect to the Gaeta topology over C if and only G(0) = 0
and G(1+ 1) = 1+ 1; i.e. it preserves binary coproducts.

Let V be a coextensive variety. We write Modg, (V) for the full subcategory
of finitely presented algebras of V. Let E be a topos. Due to Lawvere’s duality
[23], it is known that the category of V-models in E is equivalent to the category
of limit preserving functors Lex(Modg,(V)°P, E). So, for every V-model M in E,
there exists an essentially unique limit preserving functor ¢ : Modg (V)P —
E, such that ¢p (Fy(z)) =~ M. In what follows we will refer to ¢p; as the
representative of M. Tt is worth mentioning that in the case of E = Set, the
representative of Fy(z) reflects isomorphisms.

Theorem 6. Let V be a coextensive variety. Then Modg,(V) is coextensive if
and only if binary products of finitely generated free algebras of V are finitely
presented.

Proof. Let Fy(n)/0 and Fy(m)/§ be finitely presented algebras of V. Then,
0 and ¢ are finitely generated congruences on Fy(n) and Fy(m), respectively.
From Lemma 4.3 (4) of [36], V has the Fraser Horn property, thus

Fy(n)/0 x Fy(m)/6 = (Fy(n) x Fy(m))/(0 x 6). (5)

So, due to Theorem 3 (6) of [I8], 6 x ¢ is finitely generated. Since Fy,(n) xFy(m)
is finitely presented by assumption, there exist variables x1, ...,z and a finitely
generated congruence € on Fy,(k), such that Fy(n) x Fy(m) = Fy(k)/e. Thus,
from Theorem 6.20 of [I0], there exists a compact congruence v on Fy(k), with
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€ € 7, such that 6 x & = y/e. Therefore, from Theorem 6.15 of [10] and (&) we
conclude that Fy(n)/8 x Fy(m)/d is finitely presented, so Modg, (V) has finite
products and consequently, it is coextensive. On the other hand, if Modg, (V)
is coextensive, it has finite products. Observe that since V is coextensive, from
Lemma 4.3 of [36], A® = Cg®(0,0) for every A € V. In particular, this implies
that every finitely generated free algebra of V is finitely presented so, binary
products between them must be finitely presented. This concludes the proof. [

A coextensive variety V is said to be fp-coeztensive if it satisfies any of the
equivalent conditions of Theorem The following result, immediately estab-
lishes a relation between fp-coextensive varieties and center presentable varieties
(see Definition [I]).

Corollary 3. Every fp-coextensive variety es center presentable.

At this stage one may be wandering if the finiteness of the type of coextensive
varieties plays any role to decide fp-coextensivity. The next result provides an
answer to this question.

Proposition 2. Let V be a coextensive variety of finite type. If V is locally
finite then it is fp-coextensive. So, in particular, the functor Z preserves filtering
colimits.

Proof. Let us assume that V is of finite type, coextensive and locally finite. Let
Fy(n) and Fy(m) be finitely generated free algebras of V. From Theorem 10.15
of [10], the set X = Fy(n) x Fy(n) is finite. We stress that Fy(n) x Fy(m)
is finitely presented because from Corollary I11.10.11 of [I0], such an algebra is
in fact isomorphic to F,(X) quotiented by the finitely many conditions which
describe the operations in Fy,(n) x Fy(m). The last part follows from Corollary
O

Let V a fp-coextensive variety. Let x1,...,z) be a finite set of variables and
let p1,...,Pk,q1,-- ., qr be terms in the language of V with variables yy,...,y;. If
0 denotes the congruence \/f:1 Cg™ D (p;(7), :(7)) and A denotes the algebra
Fy()/d, observe that the representative of M sends the finitely presentable
algebra A to the following equalizer in E:

where pys, and gy, denote the interpretation in E of the terms p; and ¢; in
M, respectively, with 1 < < k. Le. the image of A by ¢, essentially coincides
in E with the interpretation in M of the formula

In what follows, we write G(V) for the Gaeta topos determined by the ex-
tensive category Modg,(V)°P. We recall that from VIL.7.4 of [26] there is an
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equivalence between the category Geo(E,G(V)) of geometric morphisms from
E to G(V) and the category LexCon(Modg, (V)P E) of limit preserving functors
from Modg, (V)P to E which are continuous with respect to the Gaeta topology
over Modg, (V)°P.

As result of the above discussion, now we can restate Lemma [I1] by means
of the representative of a V-model in a topos E.

Lemma 12. Let V be a fp-coextensive variety, E be a topos and let M be a
V-model in E. Let ¢pr be the representative of M. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(1) M is V-indecomposable in E.
(2) (bM(FV(f, g)/@) ~14+1 and (bM(]_) ~ 0.

Moreover, if E = Set and M = Fy(x), any of the above conditions is equivalent
to ¢F,, (x) preserves finite coproducts.

Proof. Let M be a V-model in a topos E. Notice that it is the case that

[o(@, )]s = dn(Fy(Z,9)/0)

and L o
[0=T]a = ¢éar(0/Cg%(0,1)).

Since V is a variety with 0 and I, then
0/Cg%(0,1) >~ 1.

Hence from Lemma [[1] and Remark 2] it is immediate that a V-model M in E is
V-indecomposable in such a topos if and only if (2) holds.

For the moreover part, we start by noticing that from Lemma [0 there exist
arrows f and g from Fy(Z,4)/0 to 0. Now consider the following diagram in
V, in which the outer vertical arrows denote the identity of 0 and the middle
vertical arrow is the arrow induced by the product.

0<L Fu(@7)/0 —>0 (6)

|

0<—0x0———0

We stress that Lemma [ (1), (3) and (4) allows us to say that each of the
squares of such a diagram is a pushout. Thus, if Fy(z) is V-indecomposable in
Set, by condition (2), we obtain that ¢g,, () (Fy(Z,%)/0) is isomorphic to 1 + 1
and ¢g,()(1) is isomorphic to . Thus, since ¢p,, (x) preserves finite limits,
in order to proof that such a functor preserves finite coproducts, we only need
to show that QSFV(JC)(O x 0) is isomorphic to 1 + 1. To do so, notice that from
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Lemma condition (1) and because ®F,, () preserves pullbacks, the diagram of
above turns into the following diagram

1] —— ¢Fv(m)(0 x0)=—1
1 1

in which both squares are pullbacks in Set. Since Set is extensive, then we
conclude that ¢Fv(z)(0 x 0) must be isomorphic to 1 + 1, as desired. On the
other hand, if ¢g,,(,) preserves finite coproducts, then ¢Fv(z)(1) ~ . Thus,
because both of the squares of diagram (B) are pushouts and again by the
extensivity of Set, we get

1+1

PFy () (0 X 0) = 1+ 1 = ¢p, o) (Fy (T, 7)/0),

as claimed.

Now, we are ready to show the main result of this section.

Theorem 7. Let V be a fp-coextensive variety. Then, the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) G(V) is a classifying topos for V-indecomposable objects.
(2) Fy(z) is V-indecomposable in Set.

Proof. For the sake of readability of the following proofs, we start by fixing
some notation. Let E be a topos. We write Mod(Vr, E) for the category of
V-indecomposable objects in E and we will denote by A the category Modg, (V).

(1) = (2) Let us assume that G(V) classifies V-indecomposable objects.
Then, for every topos E, the categories Mod(Vy, E) and Geo(E, Set*) are equiv-
alent. Thus, in particular, Mod(Vs, Set) & Geo(Set,SetA). On the other hand,
from VIIL.7.2 of [26], there is an equivalence between the category Lex(A°P, Set)
and the category Geo(Set, Set™), so let g : Set — Set® be the geometric mor-
phism corresponding to ¢, () from this equivalence. We will prove that ¢p.,, ()
is continuous with respect Jg. Because Jg is subcanonical, g factors through the
inclusion from G(V) to Set®, therefore by VIL.7.3 of [26] we get g* oy =~ PF, (2)
is continuous with respect Jg, as claimed. Whence,

(9% 0 y)(Fy (7)) = ¢p, () (Fy(z)) = Fy(x)

is indecomposable in Set, as desired.

(2) = (1) If Fy(z) is V-indecomposable in Set, then, from Lemma [I2 and
Remark 2 ¢g,,(,) is continuous with respect to Jg. So, in order to prove our
claim, we need to show that there is an equivalence between Mod(Vr, E) and
Geo(E,G(V)), for every topos E. Since LexCon(A°P,E) and Geo(E,G(V)) are
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equivalent from VIL.7.4 of [26], we only need to prove that Mod(V;, E) and
LexCon(A°P E) are equivalent for every topos E. To do so, let E be a topos and
let H : A°® — E be a finite limit preserving functor continuous with respect to
Jg. From Lawvere’s duality, it follows that M = H(Fy(x)) is a V-model in E
and also that ¢ = H. Then from the following calculation

-,

[0 = Tar = 6ur(0/Ce%(0, 1)) = 62,(1) = H(1) = 0,

we obtain that in the internal logic of E, the sequent (C'1) holds. Now, ob-
serve that from (2), and the moreover part of Lemma [I2] it is the case that
by, (2) (Fv(T,9)/0) = ¢r,,(2)(0 x 0). So since ¢, () reflects isomorphisms, we
get Fy,(Z,7)/0 =~ 0 x 0. Therefore, from the following calculation

[0(Z,)]|m = o (Fy(Z,7)/0) ~ HOx0) =1+ 1,

we get that the sequent (C2) also holds in the internal logic of E. Hence, by
Lemma [T (3), we conclude that M is indecomposable in E. The proof that
a V-indecomposable model M in E determines a functor in LexCon(A°P E) is
similar. Hence, from D3.1.9 in [21], the functor LexCon(A°P, E) — Mod(Vy, E)
which sends H to H(Fy(x)) is an equivalence of categories.

O

4.3 Applications
4.3.1 Bounded distributive lattices

Let DLy1 be the variety of bounded distributive lattices. Straightforward cal-
culations show that the term U(xz,y,z,w) = (z v 2) A (y v w), together with
the constants 0 and 1, makes DLy; a Pierce variety. In addition it is also well
known that the relation e o5 f in DLy is defined by the equations e A f = 0
and e v f = 1. Hence, by Theorem 2] DLy; is coextensive. Moreover, the only
subdirectly irreducible member of DL is the two element distributive lattice 2,
then from Theorem 10.16 of [10] it follows that DLy is locally finite. Thus,
by Proposition 2l DLy is fp-coextensive. Finally, since Fp,,, (z) is indecom-
posable (it is the three element chain) from Corollary Bl and Theorem [l we can
conclude:

Proposition 3. The variety DLy is fp-coextensive and G(DLy1) classifies
DLy -indecomposable objects. In particular, the functor Z : DLy — Set pre-
serves all limits and filtering colimits.

It is worth mentioning that the first part of Proposition[3 was stated without
a proof in Section 8 of [25] and later on, in [35] a detailed proof was provided.

4.3.2 Integral rigs

A rig is an algebra A = (A, +,-,0,1) of type (2,2,0,0) such that the structures
(4,-,1) and (A, +,0) are commutative monoids such that “product distributes

22



over addition” in the sense that -0 = 0 and z - (y + 2) = (z - y) + (z - 2)
for every z,y,z € A. One may think such structures as “(commutative) rings
(with unit) without negatives”. A rig is said to be integral if the equation
14+ 2 = 1 holds, for every z € A. It is immediate from the latter that the
class of integral rigs is a variety. We denote such a variety by RN. Observe
that the term U(z,y,z,w) = (z + 2) - (y + w), together with the constants
0 and 1 makes RN a Pierce variety. In [I4], it was proved that the relation
eoa f in RN is defined by the equations e - f = 0 and e + f = 1. Thus
by Theorem 2 RN is coextensive. Moreover, in Corollary 8.1 of [29] it was
proved that RN is fp-coextensive. Observe that Frar(z) can be identified with
the chain 0 < ... < 2™ < ... < 22 < 2 < 2% = 1 with the obvious multiplication
and addition, so the free integral rig on one generator x is indecomposable.
Therefore, by Corollary 3] and Theorem [7] we have proved the following:

Proposition 4. The variety RN is fp-coextensive and G(RN') classifies RN -
indecomposable objects. In particular, the functor Z : RN — Set preserves all
limits and filtering colimits.

For a different proof of the fact that G(RN) classifies RN -indecomposable
objects, the reader may consult [29)].

4.3.3 Commutative rings with unit

Let R be the variety of commutative rings with unit. It is fairly known that
A e R is directly indecomposable if and only if the only idempotents in A are
the trivial ones. Observe that this is equivalent to say that the formula

o(z,y) =(ry=0) A (z+y=1)

defines the relation e o5 f in R. Moreover, we can employ the same term used
for integral rigs and the constants 0 and 1 in order to make R a Pierce variety.
So from Theorem [2] we get R is coextensive. It is also well known that R is
fp-coextensive. Recall that the free commutative rig with unit on one generator
x can be identified with the ring Z[z] of polynomials in the variable x with
coeflicients in Z endowed with the usual sum and product of polynomials. It is
straightforward to see that Z[x] is R-indecomposable. Hence, due to Corollary
Bl and Theorem [ we obtain the following:

Proposition 5. The variety R is fp-coextensive and G(R) classifies R-indecomposable
objects. In particular, the functor Z : R — Set preserves all limits and filtering
colimits.

4.3.4 Heyting algebras

A Heyting algebra is an algebra A = (4, A, v,—,0,1) of type (2,2,2,0,0)
such that the structure (4, A, v,0,1) is a bounded distributive lattice satisfying
x Ay < zif and only if £ < y — 2. As usual, we denote x — 0 by —x. Let
‘H be the class of Heyting algebras. It is fairly known that H is a variety and
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also that this class provide an algebraic semantics for intuitionistic logic. It is
no hard to see that the constants 0 and 1 and the term

Ulz,y,z,w) = (2 Ay) v (mz A x)
makes H a Pierce variety and moreover, that the formula

olx,y)=(@xry=0)A(zvy=1)

defines the relation e o5 f in H. Then Theorem [ yields that H is coextensive.
Further, by the dual of Proposition 5.5 of [19], H is fp-coextensive and by
Theorem 3.2 [13], all free algebras of H are H-indecomposable. Therefore, we
can conclude:

Proposition 6. The variety H is fp-coextensive and G(H) classifies H-indecomposable
objects. In particular, the functor Z : H — Set preserves all limits and filtering
colimits.

4.3.5 Godel algebras

A Godel algebra is an algebra A = (A, A, v,—,0,1) of type (2,2,2,0,0) such
that the structure (A, A, v, —,0,1) is a Heyting algebra satisfying the prelinear-
ity condition. I.e. the equation (z — y) v (y — x) = 1, holds for every x,y € A.
Godel algebras provide an algebraic semantics for Godel logic, which can be
defined as the schematic extension of the intuitionistic propositional calculus
by the prelinearity axiom (a« — ) v (8 — «). We write PH for the variety
of Godel algebras. Observe that we can apply the same arguments used for H
in order to prove that PH is coextensive. Furthermore, due to PH is a locally
finite variety and its type is finite, from Lemma 2l PH is fp-coextensive. In [17]
it was shown that Fpy(z) can be identified with the lattice displayed in Fig.
1. Nonetheless, it is the case that —z and ——xz are non-trivial complementary
central elements of Fpy (z). We have proved:

Proposition 7. The variety PH is fp-coextensive so in particular the functor
Z : PH — Set preserves all limits and filtering colimits. Nevertheless G(PH)
does not classifies PH-indecomposable objects.
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4.3.6 MV-algebras
An MV-algebra is an algebra (A,®, —,0) of type (2,1,0) such that (A,®,0) is
a commutative monoid such that the following equations hold:

1. ——x =z,

2. @ —0= -0,

3. ~(—z®yY) Py =—(—~y®x)Dx.

We write MV for the variety of MV-algebras. If we define the following opera-
tions
r+y=—(-z@y)@y; 1=-0; z-y=-(-r®y),

straightforward calculations allows to see that the constants 0 and 1 and the
term
Ulz,y,z,w) = (z +2) - (y + w)
makes MV a Pierce variety. It is known that MV provides an algebraic se-

mantics for Lukasiewicz logic [I5]. From Definition 1.5.2 and Theorem 1.5.3 of
(op.cit.) it can be proved that the formula

oz, y) =(@x+y=0)A(zx-y=1)

defines the relation e o5 f in MV. So, by Theorem 2] MYV is coextensive.
As a consequence of Theorem 3.4 of [27], it follows that MV is fp-coextensive.
Finally, in [I6] it was proved that every free MV-algebra is semisimple and
directly indecomposable. Hence we get:

Proposition 8. The variety MV is fp-coextensive and G(MV) classifies MV-
indecomposable objects. In particular, the functor Z : MV — Set preserves all
limits and filtering colimits.
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