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Abstract. We define the Wajsberg-center and the OML-center of a quantum-Wajsberg alge-
bra, and study their structures. We prove that the Wajsberg-center is a Wajsberg subalgebra
of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and that it is a distributive sublattice of its corresponding
poset. If the quantum-Wajsberg algebra is quasi-linear, we show that the Wajsberg-center is a
linearly ordered Wajsberg algebra. We also show that the lattice subreduct of the Wajsberg-
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1. Introduction

In the last decades, the study of algebraic structures related to the logical foundations of
quantum mechanics became a central topic of research. Generally known as quantum struc-
tures, these algebras serve as algebraic semantics for the classical and non-classical logics, as
well as for the quantum logics. As algebraic structures connected with quantum logics we
mention the following algebras: bounded involutive lattices, De Morgan algebras, ortholat-
tices, orthomodular lattices, MV algebras, quantum MV algebras.

The quantum-MV algebras (or QMV algebras) were introduced by R. Giuntini in [7] as
non-lattice generalizations of MV algebras ([3]) and as non-idempotent generalizations of
orthomodular lattices ([1, 26]). These structures were intensively studied by R. Giuntini
([8, 9, 10, 11, 12]), A. Dvurečenskij and S. Pulmannová ([5]), R. Giuntini and S. Pulmannová
([13]) and by A. Iorgulescu in [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. An extensive study on the ortho-
modular structures as quantum logics can be found in [31]. Many algebraic semantics for
the classical and non-classical logics studied so far (pseudo-effect algebras, residuated lat-
tices, pseudo-MV/BL/MTL algebras, bounded non-commutative Rℓ-monoids, pseudo-hoops,
pseudo-BCK/BCI algebras), as well as their commutative versions, are quantum-B algebras.

Quantum-B algebras, defined and investigated by W. Rump and Y.C. Yang ([33, 32]), arise
from the concept of quantales which was introduced in 1984 as a framework for quantum me-
chanics with a view toward non-commutative logic ([29]). Interesting results on quantum-B
algebras have been presented in [34, 35, 15, 16].
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We redefined in [4] the quantum-MV algebras starting from involutive BE algebras and we
introduced and studied the notion of quantum-Wajsberg algebras (QW algebras, for short).
We proved that any Wajsberg algebra is a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, and the commutative
quantum-Wajsberg algebras are Wajsberg algebras. It was also shown that the Wajsberg al-
gebras are both quantum-Wajsberg algebras and commutative quantum-B algebras.

In this paper, we define the Wajsberg-center or the commutative center of a quantum-
Wajsberg algebra X as the set of those elements of X that commute with all other elements
of X. We study certain properties of the Wajsberg-center, and we prove that the Wajsberg-
center is a Wajsberg subalgebra of X, and it is also a distributive sublattice of its corresponding
poset. If the quantum-Wajsberg algebra is quasi-linear, we show that the Wajsberg-center is a
linearly ordered Wajsberg algebra. We also prove that the lattice subreduct of the Wajsberg-
center is a Kleene algebra. Furthermore, we define the OML-center of a quantum-Wajsberg
algebra, and study its properties. We prove that the OML-center is an orthomodular lattice,
and that the orthomodular lattices form a subvariety of the variety of quantum-Wajsberg
algebras. Additionally, we prove new properties of quantum-Wajsberg algebras.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic notions and results regarding BCK algebras, Wajsberg
algebras, BE algebras and quantum-Wajsberg algebras that will be used in the paper. Addi-
tionally, we prove new properties of quantum-Wajsberg algebras. For more details regarding
the quantum-Wajsberg algebras we refer the reader to [4].

Starting from the systems of positive implicational calculus, weak systems of positive im-
plicational calculus and BCI and BCK systems, in 1966 Y. Imai and K. Isèki introduced the
BCK algebras ([17]). BCK algebras are also used in a dual form, with an implication → and
with one constant element 1, that is the greatest element ([28]). A (dual) BCK algebra is an
algebra (X,→, 1) of type (2, 0) satisfying the following conditions, for all x, y, z ∈ X: (BCK1)
(x → y) → ((y → z) → (x → z)) = 1; (BCK2) 1 → x = x; (BCK3) x → 1 = 1; (BCK4)
x → y = 1 and y → x = 1 imply x = y. In this paper, we use the dual BCK algebras. If
(X,→, 1) is a BCK algebra, for x, y ∈ X we define the relation ≤ by x ≤ y if and only if
x → y = 1, and ≤ is a partial order on X.

Wajsberg algebras were introduced in 1984 by Font, Rodriguez and Torrens in [6] as al-
gebraic model of ℵ0-valued  Lukasiewicz logic. A Wajsberg algebra is an algebra (X,→,∗ , 1)
of type (2, 1, 0) satisfying the following conditions for all x, y, z ∈ X: (W1) 1 → x = x;
(W2) (y → z) → ((z → x) → (y → x)) = 1; (W3) (x → y) → y = (y → x) → x; (W4)
(x∗ → y∗) → (y → x) = 1. Wajsberg algebras are bounded with 0 = 1∗, and they are involu-
tive. It was proved in [6] that Wajsberg algebras are termwise equivalent to MV algebras.

BE algebras were introduced in [27] as algebras (X,→, 1) of type (2, 0) satisfying the fol-
lowing conditions, for all x, y, z ∈ X: (BE1) x → x = 1; (BE2) x → 1 = 1; (BE3) 1 → x = x;
(BE4) x → (y → z) = y → (x → z). A relation ≤ is defined on X by x ≤ y iff x → y = 1. A
BE algebra X is bounded if there exists 0 ∈ X such that 0 ≤ x, for all x ∈ X. In a bounded
BE algebra (X,→, 0, 1) we define x∗ = x → 0, for all x ∈ X. A bounded BE algebra X is
called involutive if x∗∗ = x, for any x ∈ X.
A BE algebra X is called commutative if (x → y) → y = (y → x) → x, for all x, y ∈ X. A
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bounded BE algebra X is called involutive if x∗∗ = x, for any x ∈ X.
Obviously, any BCK algebra is a BE algebra, but the exact connection between BE algebras
and BCK algebras is made in the papers [18, 19]: a BCK algebra is a BE algebra satisfying
(BCK4) (antisymmetry) and (BCK1).

A suplement algebra (S-algebra, for short) is an algebra (X,⊕,∗ , 0, 1) of type (2, 1, 0, 0) sat-
isfying the following axioms for all x, y, z ∈ X: (S1) x⊕y = y⊕x; (S2) x⊕(y⊕z) = (x⊕y)⊕z;
(S3) x⊕ x∗ = 1; (S4) x⊕ 0 = x; (S5) x∗∗ = x; (S6) 0∗ = 1; (S7) x⊕ 1 = 1 ([14]).
The following additional operations can be defined in a supplement algebra:
x⊙ y = (x∗ ⊕ y∗)∗, x ⋓S y = (x⊕ y∗) ⊙ y, x ⋒S y = (x⊙ y∗) ⊕ y.
A quantum-MV algebra (QMV algebra, for short) is an S-algebra (X,⊕,∗ , 0, 1) satisfying the
following axiom for all x, y, z ∈ X ([8]):
(QMV ) x⊕ ((x∗ ⋓S y) ⋓S (z ⋓S x∗)) = (x⊕ y) ⋓S (x⊕ z).

Lemma 2.1. Let (X,→, 1) be a BE algebra. The following hold for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x → (y → x) = 1;
(2) x ≤ (x → y) → y.
If X is bounded, then:
(3) x → y∗ = y → x∗;
(4) x ≤ x∗∗.
If X is involutive, then:
(5) x∗ → y = y∗ → x;
(6) x∗ → y∗ = y → x;
(7) (x → y)∗ → z = x → (y∗ → z);
(8) x → (y → z) = (x → y∗)∗ → z;
(9) (x∗ → y)∗ → (x∗ → y) = (x∗ → x)∗ → (y∗ → y).

Proof. (1)-(6) See [4].
(7) Applying (BE4) we get: (x → y)∗ → z = z∗ → (x → y) = x → (z∗ → y) = x → (y∗ → z).
(8) Using (BE4), we have: x → (y → z) = x → (z∗ → y∗) = z∗ → (x → y∗) = (x → y∗)∗ → z.
(9) Applying twice (7), we get: (x∗ → y)∗ → (x∗ → y) = x∗ → (y∗ → (x∗ → y)) = x∗ →
(x∗ → (y∗ → y)) = (x∗ → x)∗ → (y∗ → y). �

In a BE algebra X, we define the additional operation x⋒y = (x → y) → y. If X is involutive,
we define the operations x ⋓ y = ((x∗ → y∗) → y∗)∗ = (x∗ ⋒ y∗)∗, x⊙ y = (x → y∗)∗ = (y →
x∗)∗, and the relation ≤Q by x ≤Q y iff x = x ⋓ y.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be an involutive BE algebra. Then the following hold for all x, y, z ∈
X:
(1) x ≤Q y implies x ≤ y, x = y ⋓ x and y = x ⋒ y;
(2) ≤Q is reflexive and antisymmetric;
(3) (x ⋓ y) → z = (y → x) → (y → z);
(4) (x ⋓ y)∗ → (y → x)∗ = y ⋒ (y → x)∗;
(5) (x ⋓ (y ⋓ z))∗ = ((z → x) ⋓ (z → y)) → z∗;
(6) x, y ≤Q z and z → x = z → y imply x = y; (cancellation law)
(7) x ⋓ y = y ⊙ (y → x).

Proof. (1) − (3) See [4].
(4) We have:
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(x ⋓ y)∗ → (y → x)∗ = ((x∗ → y∗) → y∗) → (y → x)∗

= ((y → x) → y∗) → (y → x)∗

= (y → (y → x)∗) → (y → x)∗ = y ⋒ (y → x)∗.
(5) Aplying (3), we get:

((z → x) ⋓ (z → y)) → z∗ = ((x∗ → z∗) ⋓ (y∗ → z∗)) → z∗

= ((y∗ → z∗) → (x∗ → z∗)) → ((y∗ → z∗) → z∗)
= (x∗ → ((y∗ → z∗) → z∗)) → ((y∗ → z∗) → z∗)
= (x∗ → (y∗ ⋒ z∗)) → (y∗ ⋒ z∗)
= (x∗ → (y ⋓ x)∗) → (y ⋓ z)∗

= (x ⋓ (y ⋓ z))∗.
(6) Since x, y ≤Q z and z → x = z → y, we have:

x = x ⋓ z = ((x∗ → z∗) → z∗)∗ = ((z → x) → z∗)∗

= ((z → y) → z∗)∗ = ((y∗ → z∗) → z∗)∗ = y ⋓ z = y.
(7) We have y ⊙ (y → x) = (y → (y → x)∗)∗ = ((y → x) → y∗)∗ = ((x∗ → y∗) → y∗)∗ =
x ⋓ y. �

A (left-)quantum-Wajsberg algebra (QW algebra, for short) (X,→,∗ , 1) is an involutive BE
algebra (X,→,∗ , 1) satisfying the following condition for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(QW) x → ((x ⋓ y) ⋓ (z ⋓ x)) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).
Condition (QW) is equivalent to the following conditions:
(QW1) x → (x ⋓ y) = x → y;
(QW2) x → (y ⋓ (z ⋓ x)) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).

Definition 2.3. ([20]) A (left-)m-BE algebra is an algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1) of type (2, 1, 0) satisfy-
ing the following properties, for all x, y, z ∈ X: (PU) 1⊙x = x = x⊙1; (Pcomm) x⊙y = y⊙x;
(Pass) x⊙ (y ⊙ z) = (x⊙ y) ⊙ z; (m-L) x⊙ 0 = 0; (m-Re) x⊙ x∗ = 0, where 0 := 1∗.

Note that, according to [25, Cor. 17.1.3], the involutive (left-)BE algebras (X,→,∗ , 1)
are term-equivalent to involutive (left-)m-BE algebras (X,⊙,∗ , 1), by the mutually inverse
transformations ([20, 25]):

Φ : x⊙ y := (x → y∗)∗ and Ψ : x → y := (x⊙ y∗)∗.

Definition 2.4. ([24, Def. 3.10]) A (left-)quantum-MV algebra, or a (left-)QMV algebra for
short, is an involutive (left-)m-BE algebra (X,⊙,∗ , 1) verifying the following axiom: for all
x, y, z ∈ X,
(Pqmv) x⊙ ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗)) = (x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z).

Proposition 2.5. The (left-)quantum-Wajsberg algebras are term-equivalent to (left-)quantum-
MV algebras.

Proof. We prove that the axioms (Pqmv) and (QW ) are equivalent. Using the transformation
Φ, from (Pqmv) we get:

x⊙ ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗)) = (x → ((x∗ ⋒ y) ⋒ (z ⋒ x∗))∗)∗ = (x → ((x ⋓ y∗) ⋓ (z∗ ⋓ x)))∗ and
(x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z) = (x → y∗)∗ ⋒ (x → z∗)∗ = ((x → y∗) ⋓ (x → z∗))∗,

hence (Pqmv) becomes:
(x → ((x ⋓ y∗) ⋓ (z∗ ⋓ x)))∗ = ((x → y∗) ⋓ (x → z∗))∗,

for all x, y, z ∈ X. Replacing y by y∗ and z by z∗, we get axiom (QW). Similarly axiom (QW)
implies axiom (Pqmv). �
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In what follows, by quantum-MV algebras and quantum-Wajsberg algebras we understand
the left-quantum-MV algebras and left-quantum-Wajsberg algebras, respectively.

Proposition 2.6. ([4]) Let X be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. The following hold for all
x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x → (y ⋓ x) = x → y and (x → y) → (y ⋓ x) = x;
(2) x ≤Q x∗ → y and x ≤Q y → x;
(3) x ≤ y iff y ⋓ x = x;
(4) (x → y) ⋒ (y → x) = 1.
If x ≤Q y, then:
(5) y = y ⋒ x;
(6) y∗ ≤Q x∗;
(7) y → z ≤Q x → z and z → x ≤Q z → y;
(8) x ⋓ z ≤Q y ⋓ z and x ⋒ z ≤Q y ⋒ z;
(9) x⊙ z ≤Q y ⊙ z.

Proposition 2.7. Let X be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. The following hold, for all x, y, z ∈
X:
(1) (x ⋓ y) ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z;
(2) ≤Q is transitive;
(3) (z ⋓ x) → (y ⋓ x) = (z ⋓ x) → y;
(4) x ≤Q y and y ≤ x imply x = y;
(5) x ≤Q y implies x ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = x ⋓ z;
(6) z ⋓ ((y∗ → z) ⋓ (x∗ → y)) = z ⋓ (x∗ → y);
(7) x ⋒ (x → y)∗ = x;
(8) x = y → x iff y = x → y;
(9) x ⋓ y, y ⋓ x ≤Q x → y.

Proof. (1) − (3) See [4].
(4) By Proposition 2.6(3), y ≤ x implies x ⋓ y = y. Since x ≤Q y, we have x ⋓ y = x, hence
x = y.
(5) Using (1), (x ⋓ y) ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z. Since x ≤Q y implies x ⋓ y = x, we get
x ⋓ (y ⋓ z) = x ⋓ z.
(6) It follows by (5), since z ≤Q y∗ → z;
(7) By Proposition 2.6(2),(5), we have x∗ ≤Q x → y, so that (x → y)∗ ≤Q x and x ⋒ (x →
y)∗ = x.
(8) Suppose x = y → x, so that y∗ ⋓ x∗ = (y ⋒ x)∗ = ((y → x) → x)∗ = (x → x)∗ = 1∗ = 0.
Using (QW1), we get y = (y∗)∗ = y∗ → 0 = y∗ → (y∗ ⋓ x∗) = y∗ → x∗ = x → y. The converse
follows similarly.
(9) Using Proposition 2.6(2), we have y ≤Q x → y, so that (x → y)∗ ≤Q y∗ ≤Q (x∗ → y∗) →
y∗ = (x ⋓ y)∗. Hence x ⋓ y ≤Q x → y. Similarly (x → y)∗ ≤ (x → y) → x∗ = (y∗ → x∗) →
x∗ = (y ⋓ x)∗. Thus y ⋓ x ≤Q x → y. �

By Propositions 2.2(2), 2.7(2), in a quantum-Wajsberg algebra X, ≤Q is a partial order on
X.
A quantum-Wajsberg algebra X is called commutative if x ⋒ y = y ⋒ x, or equivalently
x ⋓ y = y ⋓ x for all x, y ∈ X.



CENTERS OF QUANTUM-WAJSBERG ALGEBRAS 6

Since:
- commutative BE algebras are commutative BCK algebras ([36]]),
- bounded commutative BCK are term-equivalent to MV algebras ([30]) and
- Wajsberg algebras are term-equivalent to MV algebras ([6]),
it follows that bounded commutative BE algebras are bounded commutative BCK algebras,
hence are term-equivalent to MV algebras, hence to Wajsberg algebras.
Hence the commutative quantum-Wajsberg algebras are the Wajsberg algebras.
It was proved in [4] that a quantum-Wajsberg algebra is a bounded commutative BCK algebra,
that is a Wajsberg algebra, if and only if the relations ≤ and ≤Q coincide.

Proposition 2.8. ([4]) Let (X,→, 0, 1) be a bounded commutative BCK algebra. The following
hold for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(1) x ≤Q y and x ≤Q z imply x ≤Q y ⋓ z;
(2) y ≤Q x and z ≤Q x imply y ⋒ z ≤Q x;
(3) x ≤Q y implies x ⋒ z ≤Q y ⋒ z and x ⋓ z ≤Q y ⋓ z.

3. The Wajsberg-center of quantum-Wajsberg algebras

In this section, we investigate the commutativity property of quantum-Wajsberg algebras.
We define the Wajsberg-center or the commutative center of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra
X as the set of those elements of X that commute with all other elements of X. We study
certain properties of the Wajsberg-center, and prove that the Wajsberg-center is a Wajsberg
subalgebra of X. In what follows, (X,→,∗ , 1) will be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, unless
otherwise stated.

Definition 3.1. We say that the elements x, y ∈ X commute, denoted by xCy, if x⋓y = y⋓x.

Definition 3.2. The commutative center of X is the set Z(X) = {x ∈ X | xCy, for all
y ∈ X}.

Obviously 0, 1 ∈ Z(X).

Lemma 3.3. If xCy, then x ⋒ y = y ⋒ x.

Proof. Applying twice Proposition 2.6(1), we have:
x ⋒ y = (x → y) → y = (x → y) → ((y → x) → (x ⋓ y))

= (y → x) → ((x → y) → (x ⋓ y))
= (y → x) → ((x → y) → (y ⋓ x)) = (y → x) → x = y ⋒ x. �

Lemma 3.4. Let x, y ∈ X. The following are equivalent:
(a) xCy;
(b) (x → y) → (x ⋓ y) = x.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) By Proposition 2.6(1), we get x = (x → y) → (y ⋓ x) = (x → y) → (x ⋓ y).
(b) ⇒ (a) Suppose (x → y) → (x ⋓ y) = x, and applying Proposition 2.6(1), we have:
(x → y) → (x⋓y) = (x → y) → (y⋓x)(= x). Since by Proposition 2.7(9), x⋓y, y⋓x ≤Q x → y,
by cancellation law (Proposition 2.2(6)), we get x ⋓ y = y ⋓ x. Hence xCy. �
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Proposition 3.5. The following hold:
(1) the relation C is reflexive and symmetric;
(2) if x ≤Q y or y ≤Q x, then xCy;
(3) xCy implies x∗Cy∗;
(4) (x ⋓ y)∗C(x → y)∗.

Proof. (2) If x ≤Q y, then x = x ⋓ y and, by Proposition 2.2(1) we have x = y ⋓ x. Hence
x ⋓ y = y ⋓ x, that is xCy, and similarly y ≤Q x implies xCy.
(3) Using Lemma 3.3, we have: x∗ ⋓ y∗ = (x ⋒ y)∗ = (y ⋒ x)∗ = y∗ ⋓ x∗, hence x∗Cy∗.
(4) Since x ⋓ y ≤Q y ≤Q x → y, we get (x → y)∗ ≤Q (x ⋓ y)∗. Applying (2), it follows that
(x ⋓ y)∗C(x → y)∗. �

Corollary 3.6. Z(X) is closed under ∗.

Proof. Let x ∈ Z(X), that is xCz for all z ∈ X. We also have xCz∗, and applying Lemma
3.3 we have x ⋒ z∗ = z∗ ⋒ x. It follows that x∗ ⋓ z = (x ⋒ z∗)∗ = (z∗ ⋒ x)∗ = z ⋓ x∗. Hence
x∗ ∈ Z(X). �

Proposition 3.7. If x, y, z ∈ X such that xCy and xCz, then (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z = y ⋓ (x ⋓ z).

Proof. From x ⋓ y = y ⋓ x, x ⋓ z = z ⋓ x, and applying Proposition 2.7(1),(3), we get:
(x ⋓ y) ⋓ z = (y ⋓ x) ⋓ z = (y ⋓ x) ⋓ (x ⋓ z)

= (((y ⋓ x)∗ → (x ⋓ z)∗) → (x ⋓ z)∗)∗

= (((y ⋓ x)∗ → (z ⋓ x)∗) → (z ⋓ x)∗)∗

= (((z ⋓ x) → (y ⋓ x)) → (z ⋓ x)∗)∗

= (((z ⋓ x) → y) → (z ⋓ x)∗)∗

= ((y∗ → (z ⋓ x)∗) → (z ⋓ x)∗)∗

= y ⋓ (z ⋓ x) = y ⋓ (x ⋓ z). �

Corollary 3.8. If xCy, yCz and xCz, then (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z = z ⋓ (x ⋓ y).

Proof. By hypothesis and using Proposition 3.7, we get:
(x ⋓ y) ⋓ z = y ⋓ (x ⋓ z) = y ⋓ (z ⋓ x) = z ⋓ (y ⋓ x) = z ⋓ (x ⋓ y). �

Corollary 3.9. Z(X) is closed under ⋓.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ Z(X) and let z ∈ X. It follows that xCy, yCz, xCz, and by Corollary 3.8 we
get (x ⋓ y) ⋓ z = z ⋓ (x ⋓ y). Hence x ⋓ y ∈ Z(X), that is Z(X) is closed under ⋓. �

Proposition 3.10. Let x, y, z ∈ X such that yCz. Then x → (y ⋓ z) ≤Q (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).

Proof. From z ⋓ y ≤Q y, we get x → (z ⋓ y) ≤Q x → y, so that (x → y)∗ ≤Q (x → (z ⋓ y))∗

and (x → (z ⋓ y))∗ → (x → z)∗ ≤Q (x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗. It follows that:
((x → (z ⋓ y))∗ → (x → z)∗) ⋓ ((x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗) = (x → (z ⋓ y))∗ → (x → z)∗.

Similarly, from y ⋓ z ≤Q z we have x → (y ⋓ z) ≤Q x → z, hence (x → (y ⋓ z)) ⋓ (x → z) =
x → (y ⋓ z). Applying Proposition 2.2(5), and taking into consideration that yCz, we have:

(x → (y ⋓ z)) ⋓ ((x → y) ⋓ (x → z)) =
= ((((x → z) → (x → (y ⋓ z))) ⋓ ((x → z) → (x → y))) → (x → z)∗)∗

= ((((x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → (x → z)∗) ⋓ ((x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗)) → (x → z)∗)∗

= ((((x → (z ⋓ y))∗ → (x → z)∗) ⋓ ((x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗)) → (x → z)∗)∗

= (((x → (z ⋓ y))∗ → (x → z)∗) → (x → z)∗)∗
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= (((x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → (x → z)∗) → (x → z)∗)∗

= (x → (y ⋓ z)) ⋓ (x → z) = x → (y ⋓ z).
Hence x → (y ⋓ z) ≤Q (x → y) ⋓ (x → z). �

Lemma 3.11. If xCy, xCz, yCz, then y ⋓ (z ⋓ x) ≤Q y ⋓ z.

Proof. From z ⋓ x = x ⋓ z ≤Q z, by Proposition 2.6(8) we get (z ⋓ x) ⋓ y ≤Q z ⋓ y = y ⋓ z.
Using Corollary 3.8, we get y ⋓ (z ⋓ x) ≤Q y ⋓ z. �

Proposition 3.12. If xCy, xCz, yCz, then (x → y) ⋓ (x → z) ≤ x → (y ⋓ z).

Proof. Applying Proposition 2.2(3) and Lemma 3.11, we get:
((x → y) ⋓ (x → z)) → (x → (y ⋓ z)) =

= (x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → ((x → y) ⋓ (x → z))∗

= (x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → ((x → y)∗ ⋒ (x → z)∗)
= (x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → (((x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗) → (x → z)∗)
= ((x → y)∗ → (x → z)∗) → ((x → (y ⋓ z))∗ → (x → z)∗)
= ((x → z) → (x → y)) → ((x → z) → (x → (y ⋓ z)))
= ((z ⋓ x) → y) → ((z ⋓ x) → (y ⋓ z))
= (y ⋓ (z ⋓ x)) → (y ⋓ z) = 1.

It follows that (x → y) ⋓ (x → z) ≤ x → (y ⋓ z). �

Proposition 3.13. If xCy, xCz, yCz, then x → (y ⋓ z) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z).

Proof. It follows by Propositions 3.10, 3.12, 2.7(4). �

Corollary 3.14. If y ∈ Z(X) and x, z ∈ X, then (z ⋓ x)∗ → ((z → x)∗ ⋓ y) = ((z ⋓ x)∗ →
(z → x)∗) ⋓ ((z ⋓ x)∗ → y).

Proof. It follows by Propositions 3.5(4) and 3.13, since yC(z ⋓ x)∗ and yC(z → x)∗. �

Corollary 3.15. If x, y, z ∈ Z(X), then (z ⋓ x)∗ → y = (y∗ → z) ⋓ (x∗ → y).

Proof. Since y ∈ Z(X) implies y∗ ∈ Z(X), applying Proposition 3.13, we get: (z ⋓ x)∗ → y =
y∗ → (z ⋓ x) = (y∗ → z) ⋓ (y∗ → x) = (y∗ → z) ⋓ (x∗ → y). �

Proposition 3.16. If x, y ∈ Z(X), then x∗ → y ∈ Z(X).

Proof. Let x, y ∈ Z(X) and let z ∈ X. Then xCz and yC(z → x)∗. Applying Lemma 3.4, we
get:

z = (z → x) → (z ⋓ x) = ((z → x)∗)∗ → (z ⋓ x) and
(z → x)∗ = ((z → x)∗ → y) → ((z → x)∗ ⋓ y),

respectively. It follows that:
z = ((z → x)∗)∗ → (z ⋓ x)

= (((z → x)∗ → y) → ((z → x)∗ ⋓ y))∗ → (z ⋓ x)
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (((z → x)∗ ⋓ y)∗ → (z ⋓ x)) (by Lemma 2.1(7))
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → ((z ⋓ x)∗ → ((z → x)∗ ⋓ y))
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (((z ⋓ x)∗ → (z → x)∗) ⋓ ((z ⋓ x)∗ → y)) (by Corollary 3.14)
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (((x ⋓ z)∗ → (z → x)∗) ⋓ ((z ⋓ x)∗ → y))
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → ((z ⋒ (z → x)∗) ⋓ ((z ⋓ x)∗ → y)) (by Proposition 2.2(4))
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (z ⋓ ((z ⋓ x)∗ → y)) (by Proposition 2.7(7))
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= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (z ⋓ ((y∗ → z) ⋓ (x∗ → y)) (by Corrolary 3.15)
= ((z → x)∗ → y) → (z ⋓ (x∗ → y)) (by Proposition 2.7(6))
= (z → (x∗ → y)) → (z ⋓ (x∗ → y)) (by Lemma 2.1(7)).

Using Lemma 3.4, we conclude that x∗ → y ∈ Z(X). �

Corollary 3.17. If x, y ∈ Z(X), then x → y ∈ Z(X).

Proof. Since x ∈ Z(X), by Corollary 3.6 we get x∗ ∈ Z(X). Applying Proposition 3.16,
x∗, y ∈ Z(X) implies x → y ∈ Z(X). �

Theorem 3.18. (Z(X),→, 0, 1) is a Wajsberg subalgebra of X.

Proof. Since by Corollary 3.17, x, y ∈ Z(X) implies x → y ∈ Z(X), it follows that Z(X) is
closed under →. Moreover 0, 1 ∈ Z(X), hence it is a quantum-Wajsberg subalgebra of X.
Since x, y ∈ Z(X) implies x⋓ y = y ⋓ x, (Z(X),→, 0, 1) is a commutative quantum-Wajsberg
algebra, that is a bounded commutative BCK subalgebra of X. Hence it is a Wajsberg
subalgebra of X. �

Corollary 3.19. A quantum-Wajsberg algebra X is a Wajsberg algebra if and only if Z(X) =
X.

Taking into consideration the above results, the commutative center Z(X) will be also
called the Wajsberg-center of X. Similarly as in [7] for the case of QMV algebras, we define
the notion of a quasi-linear quantum-Wajsberg algebra.

Definition 3.20. A QW algebra X is said to be quasi-linear if, for all x, y ∈ X, x �Q y

implies y < x.

Proposition 3.21. If X is a quasi-linear QW algebra, then Z(X) is a linearly ordered Wa-
jsberg algebra.

Proof. According to [4], a quantum-Wajsberg algebra is a Wajsberg algebra if and only if the
relations ≤ and ≤Q coincide. Since Z(X) is a quasi-linear Wajsberg algebra, x � y implies
y < x, that is Z(X) is linearly ordered. �

4. The lattice structure of Wajsberg-centers

We study certain lattice properties of the Wajsberg-center of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra,
and prove that the Wajsberg-center of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra X is a distributive sub-
lattice of the poset (X,≤Q, 0, 1). If the quantum-Wajsberg algebra is quasi-linear, we prove
that the Wajsberg-center is a linearly ordered Wajsberg algebra. Finally, we show that the
lattice subreduct of the Wajsberg-center is a Kleene algebra. In what follows, (X,→,∗ , 1) will
be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, unless otherwise stated.

Proposition 4.1. The following hold for all x, y, z ∈ Z(X):
(1) x → (y ⋓ z) = (x → y) ⋓ (x → z) (distributivity of → over ⋓);
(2) x⊙ (y ⋒ z) = (x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z) (distributivity of ⊙ over ⋒);
(3) x ⋓ (y ⋒ z) = (x ⋓ y) ⋒ (x ⋓ z) (distributivity of ⋓ over ⋒);
(4) x ⋒ (y ⋓ z) = (x ⋒ y) ⋓ (x ⋒ z) (distributivity of ⋒ over ⋓).
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Proof. (1) It follows by Proposition 3.13.
(2) Applying (1), we get:

x⊙ (y ⋒ z) = (x → (y ⋒ z)∗)∗ = (x → (y∗ ⋓ z∗))∗

= ((x → y∗) ⋓ (x → z∗))∗ = (x → y∗)∗ ⋒ (x → z∗)∗

= (x⊙ y) ⋒ (x⊙ z).
(3) By commutativity we have y, z ≤Q y ⋒ z, so that (y ⋒ z) → x ≤Q y → x, z → x. Applying
Propositions 2.6(9) and 2.2(7), we get:

y ⊙ ((y ⋒ z) → x) ≤Q y ⊙ (y → x) = x ⋓ y and
z ⊙ ((y ⋒ z) → x) ≤Q z ⊙ (z → x) = x ⋓ z.

Using Proposition 2.2(7) and (2), we have:
x ⋓ (y ⋒ z) = (y ⋒ z) ⊙ ((y ⋒ z) → x) = (y ⊙ ((y ⋒ z) → x)) ⋒ (z ⊙ ((y ⋒ z) → x))

≤Q (x ⋓ y) ⋒ (x ⋓ z).
On the other hand, x ⋓ y ≤Q y, x ⋓ z ≤Q z imply (x ⋓ y) ⋒ (x ⋓ z) ≤Q y ⋒ z, and x ⋓ y ≤Q x,
x⋓z ≤Q x imply (x⋓y)⋒(x⋓z) ≤Q x. Hence by Proposition 2.8, (x⋓y)⋒(x⋓z) ≤Q x⋓(y⋒z).
Since Z(X) is a commutative bounded BCK algebra, the relation ≤Q is antisymmetric, and
we conclude that x ⋓ (y ⋒ z) = (x ⋓ y) ⋒ (x ⋓ z).
(4) Applying (3), we have:

x ⋒ (y ⋓ z) = (x∗ ⋓ (y ⋓ z)∗)∗ = (x∗ ⋓ (y∗ ⋒ z∗))∗

= ((x∗ ⋓ y∗) ⋒ (x∗ ⋓ z∗))∗ = ((x ⋒ y)∗ ⋒ (x ⋒ z)∗)∗

= (x ⋒ y) ⋓ (x ⋒ z). �

Lemma 4.2. The following hold for all x, y ∈ Z(X):
(1) x ⋒ y is the least upper bound (l.u.b.) of {x, y};
(2) x ⋓ y is the greatest lower bound (g.l.b.) of {x, y}.

Proof. (1) By Corollaries 3.9 and 3.6, Z(X) is closed under ⋓ and ∗. Since x⋒ y = (x∗ ⋓ y∗)∗

for all x, y ∈ Z(X), it follows that Z(X) is also closed under ⋒. Since by commutativity
x, y ≤Q x⋒ y, it follows that x⋒ y is an upper bound of {x, y}. Let z be another upper bound
of {x, y}, so that x, y ≤Q z, that is x = x⋓ z and y = y⋓ z. Using Proposition 4.1(3), we have
(x ⋒ y) ⋓ z = z ⋓ (x ⋒ y) = (z ⋓ x) ⋒ (z ⋓ y) = (x ⋓ z) ⋒ (y ⋓ z) = x ⋒ y. Hence x ⋒ y ≤Q z, so
that x ⋒ y is the l.u.b. of {x, y}.
(2) By commutativity we also have x ⋓ y ≤Q x, y, thus x ⋓ y is a lower bound of {x, y}. Let
z be another lower bound of {x, y}, so that z ≤Q x, y, that is z = z ⋓ x and z = z ⋓ y. Using
Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, we have: z⋓(x⋓y) = (x⋓y)⋓z = y⋓(x⋓z) = y⋓(z⋓x) =
y ⋓ z = z ⋓ y = z, that is z ≤Q x ⋓ y. It follows that x ⋓ y is the g.l.b. of {x, y}. �

Theorem 4.3. (Z(X),⋓,⋒, 0, 1) is a distributive sublattice of the poset (X,≤Q, 0, 1).

Proof. It follows by Lemma 4.2, Theorem 3.18 and Proposition 4.1. �

Proposition 4.4. The following hold for all x, y, z ∈ Z(X):
(1) x → (y ⋒ z) = (x → y) ⋒ (x → z) (distributivity of → over ⋒);
(2) x⊙ (y ⋓ z) = (x⊙ y) ⋓ (x ⋒ z) (distributivity of ⊙ over ⋓);
(3) (y ⋒ z) → x = (y → x) ⋓ (z → x);
(4) (y ⋓ z) → x = (y → x) ⋒ (z → x).

Proof. (1) Since by commutativity y ⋒ z ≥Q y, z, we have x → (y ⋒ z) ≥Q x → y, x → z, so
that x → (y ⋒ z) is an upper bound of {x → y, x → z}. Let u be another upper bound of
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{x → y, x → z}, that is u ≥Q x → y, x → z. It follows that u⊙ x ≥Q (x → y)⊙ x = x⋓ y and
u⊙x ≥Q (x → z)⊙x = x⋓z. Hence, by Proposition 4.1(3), x⋓(y⋒z) = (x⋓y)⋒(x⋓z) ≤Q u⊙x.
Using (QW1), we get x → (y ⋒ z) = x → (x ⋓ (y ⋒ z)) ≤Q x → (u ⊙ x) = x → (u → x∗)∗ =
(u → x∗) → x∗ = u ⋒ x∗ = u (since u ≥Q x → y ≥Q x∗). Thus x → (y ⋒ z) is the least upper
bound of {x → y, x → z}, and so x → (y ⋒ z) = (x → y) ⋒ (x → z).
(2) Using (1), we have:

x⊙ (y ⋓ z) = (x → (y ⋓ z)∗)∗ = (x → (y∗ ⋒ z∗))∗

= ((x → y∗) ⋒ (x → z∗))∗ = ((x⊙ y)∗ ⋒ (x⊙ z)∗)∗

= (x⊙ y) ⋓ (x⊙ z).
(3) Applying Proposition 4.1(1), we have:

(y ⋒ z) → x = x∗ → (y ⋒ z)∗ = x∗ → (y∗ ⋓ z∗)
= (x∗ → y∗) ⋓ (x∗ → z∗) = (y → x) ⋓ (z → x).

(4) By (1), we get:
(y ⋓ z) → x = x∗ → (y ⋓ z)∗ = x∗ → (y∗ ⋒ z∗)

= (x∗ → y∗) ⋒ (x∗ → z∗) = (y → x) ⋒ (z → x). �

Proposition 4.5. The following hold for all x, y, z ∈ Z(X):
(1) (x ⋒ y) → (x ⋒ z) ≥Q x ⋒ (y → z);
(2) (x ⋓ y) → (x ⋓ z) ≥Q x ⋓ (y → z).

Proof. (1) Applying Proposition 4.4, since y → x ≥Q x we get:
(x ⋒ y) → (x ⋒ z) = (x → (x ⋒ z)) ⋓ (y → (x ⋒ z))

= ((x → x) ⋒ (x → z)) ⋓ ((y → x) ⋒ (y → z))
= (1 ⋒ (x → z)) ⋓ ((y → x) ⋒ (y → z))
= 1 ⋓ ((y → x) ⋒ (y → z))
= (y → x) ⋒ (y → z) ≥Q x ⋒ (y → z).

(2) Similarly, using Proposition 4.1 we have:
(x ⋓ y) → (x ⋓ z) = (x → (x ⋓ z)) ⋒ (y → (x ⋓ z))

= ((x → x) ⋓ (x → z)) ⋒ ((y → x) ⋓ (y → z))
= (1 ⋓ (x → z)) ⋒ ((y → x) ⋓ (y → z))
= (x → z) ⋒ ((y → x) ⋓ (y → z))
≥Q (y → x) ⋓ (y → z) ≥Q x ⋓ (y → z). �

Proposition 4.6. The following hold for all x, y ∈ Z(X):
(1) (x∗ ⊙ y) ⋓ (x⊙ y∗) = 0;
(2) (x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ (y ⋓ y∗) = 0;
(3) x ⋓ x∗ ≤Q y ⋒ y∗.

Proof. (1) Applying Proposition 2.6(4), we get:
(x∗ ⊙ y) ⋓ (x⊙ y∗) = (x∗ → y∗)∗ ⋓ (x → y)∗ = (y → x)∗ ⋓ (x → y)∗

= ((y → x) ⋒ (x → y))∗ = 1∗ = 0.
(2) By distributivity of ⊙ over ⋓ and using (1), we have:

(x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ (y ⋓ y∗) = ((x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ y) ⋓ ((x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ y∗)
= (x⊙ y) ⋓ (x∗ ⊙ y) ⋓ (x⊙ y∗) ⋓ (x∗ ⊙ y∗)
= (x⊙ y) ⋓ 0 ⋓ (x∗ ⊙ y∗) = 0.

(3) Using (2), we get:
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(x ⋓ x∗) → (y ⋒ y∗) = ((x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ (y ⋒ y∗)∗)∗ = ((x ⋓ x∗) ⊙ (y ⋓ y∗))∗ = 0∗ = 1.
Since ≤Q and ≤ coincide in Z(X), it follows that x ⋓ x∗ ≤Q y ⋒ y∗. �

Definition 4.7. A Kleene algebra is a structure (L,∧,∨, ∗, 0, 1), where (L,∧,∨, 0, 1) is a
bounded distributive lattice and ∗ is a unary operation satisfying the following conditions for
all x, y ∈ L:
(K1) (x∗)∗ = x;
(K2) (x ∨ y)∗ = x∗ ∧ y∗;
(K3) x ∧ x∗ ≤ y ∨ y∗.

Theorem 4.8. (Z(X),⋓,⋒, ∗, 0, 1) is a Kleene algebra.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.6(3). �

5. The OML-center of quantum-Wajsberg algebras

Given a quantum-Wajsberg algebra X, we define the OML-center O(X) of X, we study its
properties, and show that O(X) is a subalgebra of X. We prove that O(X) is an orthomodular
lattice, and the orthomodular lattices form a subvariety of the variety of quantum-Wajsberg
algebras. In what follows, (X,→,∗ , 1) will be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra, unless otherwise
stated.
Denote O(X) = {x ∈ X | x = x∗ → x}. Obviously 0, 1 ∈ O(X).

Lemma 5.1. O(X) is closed under ∗ and →.

Proof. If x ∈ O(X), then x = x∗ → x, and by Proposition 2.7(8), we get x∗ = x → x∗ =
(x∗)∗ → x∗, hence x∗ ∈ O(X). Let x, y ∈ O(X), that is x = x∗ → x and y = y∗ → y. By
Lemma 2.1(9), we have (x∗ → y)∗ → (x∗ → y) = (x∗ → x)∗ → (y∗ → y) = x∗ → y, thus
x∗ → y ∈ O(X). Finally, from x∗, y ∈ O(X), we get x → y ∈ O(X). Hence O(X) is closed
under ∗ and →. �

Corollary 5.2. The following hold:
(1) O(X) = {x ∈ X | x∗ = x → x∗};
(2) (O(X),→, 0, 1) is a subalgebra of (X,→, 0, 1);
(3) O(X) is closed under ⋓, ⋒ and ⊙.

Proposition 5.3. O(X) = {x ∈ X | x∗ ⋒ x = 1} = {x ∈ X | x∗ ⋓ x = 0}.

Proof. If x ∈ O(X), then x = x∗ → x, so that x∗ ⋒ x = (x∗ → x) → x = x → x = 1.
Conversely, if x∗ ⋒ x = 1, then (x∗ → x) → x = 1, that is x∗ → x ≤ x. Since by Proposition
2.6(2), x ≤Q x∗ → x, using Proposition 2.7(4) we get x = x∗ → x, that is x ∈ O(X). Similarly
O(X) = {x ∈ X | x∗ ⋓ x = 0}. �

Proposition 5.4. The following hold for all x ∈ O(X) and y ∈ X:
(1) x → (x → y) = x → y;
(2) (x → y) → x = x;
(3) (y → x)∗ → x = y → x;
(4) (y → x)∗ → (y → x) = y → (y → x).
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Proof. (1) Using Lemma 2.1(7), we get: x → (x → y) = (x → y)∗ → x∗ = x → (y∗ → x∗) =
y∗ → (x → x∗) = y∗ → x∗ = x → y.
(2) It follows by (1), applying Proposition 2.7(8).
(3) By Lemma 2.1(7), (y → x)∗ → x = y → (x∗ → x) = y → x.
(4) Replacing y by y∗ in Lemma 2.1(9) and taking into consideration that x∗ → x = x, we get
(x∗ → y∗)∗ → (x∗ → y∗) = x∗ → (y → y∗), so that (y → x)∗ → (y → x) = y → (x∗ → y∗).
Hence (y → x)∗ → (y → x) = y → (y → x). �

For any x, y ∈ O(X), define the operations: x⋒Ly = x∗ → y, x⋓Ly = x⊙y and the relation
x ≤L y iff x∗ → y = y. One can easily check that x⋒Ly = (x∗⋓Ly

∗)∗ and x⋓Ly = (x∗⋒Ly
∗)∗.

Proposition 5.5. The following hold for all x, y ∈ O(X):
(1) ≤L= ≤Q|O(X);

(2) x ⋒ y ≤Q x ⋒L y and x ⋓L y ≤Q x ⋓ y;
(3) (x ⋒L y) → x∗ = x∗ and (x ⋓L y)∗ → x = x;
(4) (x ⋒L y)∗ → y = x ⋒L y and (x ⋓L y) → y∗ = (x ⋓L y)∗;
(5) (O(X),⋓L,⋒L, 0, 1) is a bounded lattice.

Proof. (1) Let x, y ∈ O(X) such that x ≤Q y. It follows that y∗ ≤Q x∗ and x∗ → y ≤Q y∗ →
y = y. On the other hand, y ≤Q x∗ → y, hence x∗ → y = y, that is x ≤L y. Conversely, if
x ≤L y we have x ≤Q x∗ → y = y. Thus ≤L= ≤Q|O(X).

(2) Since x∗ ≤Q x → y, we have (x → y) → y ≤Q x∗ → y, that is x ⋒ y ≤Q x ⋒L y. Similarly
x ≤Q x∗ → y∗ implies (x∗ → y∗) → y∗ ≤Q x → y∗. Hence (x → y∗)∗ ≤Q x ⋓ y, so that
x⊙ y ≤Q x ⋓ y, that is x ⋓L y ≤Q x ⋓ y.
(3) It follows from Proposition 5.4(2), replacing x by x∗ and y by y∗, respectively.
(4) Since y ∈ O(X), by Proposition 5.4(3) we have (x → y)∗ → y = x → y. Replacing x by
x∗ we get (x ⋒L y)∗ → y = x ⋒L y, and replacing y by y∗ we have (x ⋓L y) → y∗ = (x ⋓L y)∗.
(5) Clearly ⋒L and ⋓L are commutative and idempotent. Moreover, using Lemma 2.1(7) we
can easily check that ⋒L and ⋓L are associative. Finally, applying Proposition 5.4(2), we have:

x ⋒L (x ⋓L y) = x∗ → (x → y∗)∗ = (x → y∗) → x = x,
x ⋓L (x ⋒L y) = (x → (x∗ → y)∗)∗ = ((x∗ → y) → x∗)∗ = (x∗)∗ = x,

for all x, y ∈ O(X), hence ⋒L and ⋓L satisfy the absorption laws. Thus (O(X),⋓L,⋒L, 0, 1)
is a bounded lattice. �

Corollary 5.6. The following hold for all x, y ∈ O(X):
(1) x ≤Q y iff y = y ⋒L x;
(2) x ⋒ y = (x → y)∗ ⋒L y.

Proof. (1) x ≤Q y iff x ≤L y iff y = x∗ → y = y∗ → x = y ⋒L x.
(2) x ⋒ y = (x → y) → y = ((x → y)∗)∗ → y = (x → y)∗ ⋒L y. �

In what follows, if x, y ∈ O(X), we will use x ≤Q y instead of x ≤L y.

Proposition 5.7. For any x, y ∈ O(X), x⋒L y and x⋓L y are the l.u.b. and g.l.b. of {x, y},
respectively.

Proof. Obviously x, y ≤Q x∗ → y, so that x ⋒L y is an upper bound of {x, y}. Let z ∈ O(X)
be another upper bound of {x, y} in O(X), that is x, y ≤Q z. It follows that z∗ ≤Q x∗, so
that x∗ → y ≤Q x∗ → z ≤Q z∗ → z = z. Hence x ⋒L y ≤Q z, that is x ⋒L y is the l.u.b.
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of {x, y}. Similarly x ⊙ y ≤Q x, y, thus x ⋓L y is a lower bound of {x, y}. Let z ∈ O(X) be
another lower bound of {x, y} in O(X), so that z ≤Q x, y. We get x∗, y∗ ≤Q z∗, so that z∗

is an upper bound of {x∗, y∗}, hence x∗ ⋒L y∗ ≤Q z∗, that is x → y∗ ≤Q z∗. It follows that
z ≤Q (x → y∗)∗ = x⊙ y = x ⋓L y, thus x ⋓L y is the g.l.b. of {x, y}. �

Definition 5.8. ([2]) An algebra (X,∧,∨,
′

, 0, 1) with two binary, one unary and two nullary
operations is an ortholattice if it satisfies the following axioms for all x, y, z ∈ X:
(Q1) (X,∧,∨, 0, 1) is a bounded lattice;

(Q2) x ∧ x
′

= 0 and x ∨ x
′

= 1;

(Q3) (x ∧ y)
′

= x
′

∨ y
′

and (x ∨ y)
′

= x
′

∧ y
′

;

(Q4) (x
′

)
′

= x.
An orthomodular lattice is an ortholattice satisfying the following axiom:
(Q5) x ≤ y implies x ∨ (x

′

∧ y) = y (where x ≤ y iff x = x ∧ y).

Theorem 5.9. (O(X),⋓L,⋒L,
∗, 0, 1) is an orthomodular lattice called the orthomodular cen-

ter or OML-center of X.

Proof. Let X be a quantum-Wajsberg algebra. Using Propositions 5.5, 5.7, 5.3 we can easily
check that (O(X),⋓L,⋒L,

∗, 0, 1) is an ortholattice. We show that axiom (Q5) is also satisfied.
Let x, y ∈ O(X) such that x ≤Q y, and we have: x⋒L (x∗ ⋓L y) = x⋒L (x∗ ⊙ y) = x⋒L (x∗ →
y∗)∗ = x ⋒L (y → x)∗ = x∗ → (y → x)∗ = (y → x) → x = y ⋒ x = y, since x ≤Q y. �

Theorem 5.10. If (X,∧,∨,
′

, 0, 1) is an orthomodular lattice, then (X,→, 0, 1) is a quantum-

Wajsberg algebra, where x → y = x
′

∨ y for all x, y ∈ X.

Proof. According to [5, Thm. 2.3.9], every orthomodular lattice (X,∧,∨,
′

, 0, 1) determines a

QMV algebra by taking ⊕ as the supremum ∨ and ∗ as the orthocomplement
′

, and conversely,
if an ortholattice X determines a QMV algebra (X,⊕,∗ , 0, 1) taking ⊕ = ∨ and ∗ =

′

, then
X is orthomodular. By [4, Thm. 5.3], any quantum-MV algebra (X,⊕,∗ , 0, 1) is a quantum-
Wajsberg algebra (X,→, 0, 1), where x → y = x∗ ⊕ y. It follows that every orthomodular

lattice (X,∧,∨,
′

, 0, 1) determines a quantum-Wajsberg algebra (X,→, 0, 1) with x → y =
x∗ ⊕ y = x∗ ∨ y for all x, y ∈ X. �

Corollary 5.11. (X,⋓L,⋒L,
∗, 0, 1) is an orthomodular lattice if and only if O(X) = X.

Similarly as [5, Cor. 2.3.13] for the case of QMV algebras, we have the following result.

Corollary 5.12. The orthomodular lattices form a subvariety of the variety of quantum-
Wajsberg algebras. This subvariety satisfies the condition x = x∗ → x, or equivalently, x∗⋒x =
1, or equivalently, x∗ ⋓ x = 0.

Proof. The equivalence of conditions x = x∗ → x, x∗ ⋒ x = 1 and x∗ ⋓ x = 0 follows from
Proposition 5.3. If a quantum-Wajsberg algebra (X,→, 0, 1) is an orthomodular lattice with
x∨ y = x∗ → y, than x∗ → x = x∨ x = x. Conversely, if X satisfies condition x∗ → x = x for
any x ∈ X, then O(X) = X, hence X is an orthomodular lattice. �
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Example 5.13. Let X = {0, a, b, c, d, 1} and let (X,→, 0, 1) be the involutive BE algebra with
→ and the corresponding operation ⋓ given in the following tables:

→ 0 a b c d 1
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
a c 1 1 c 1 1
b d 1 1 1 d 1
c a a 1 1 1 1
d b 1 b 1 1 1
1 0 a b c d 1

⋓ 0 a b c d 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a 0 a b 0 d a

b 0 a b c 0 b

c 0 0 b c d c

d 0 a 0 c d d

1 0 a b c d 1

.

Then X is a quantum-Wajsberg algebra and Z(X) = {0, 1}, O(X) = X. Therefore (X,⋓L,⋒L,
∗, 0, 1)

is an orthomodular lattice with ⋒L and ⋓L given below.

⋒L 0 a b c d 1
0 0 a b c d 1
a a a 1 1 1 1
b b 1 b 1 1 1
c c 1 1 c 1 1
d d 1 1 1 d 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

⋓L 0 a b c d 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a 0 a 0 0 0 a

b 0 0 b 0 0 b

c 0 0 0 c 0 c

d 0 0 0 0 d d

1 0 a b c d 1

.

As we can see in this example, in general, ⋒L 6= ⋒ and ⋓L 6= ⋓.

Remark 5.14. In general, the lattice (O(X),⋓L,⋒L, 0, 1) is not distributive. Indeed, in Exam-
ple 5.13 we have a ⋒L (b ⋓L c) = a 6= 1 = (a ⋒L b) ⋓L (a ⋒L c).

6. Concluding remarks and future work

In this paper, we continued the study of quantum-Wajsberg algebras ([4]). We defined
the Wajsberg-center and the OML-center of a quantum-Wajsberg algebra (X,→,∗ , 1), prov-
ing that the Wajsberg-center is a Wajsberg subalgebra of X, and that it is a distributive
sublattice of the poset (X,≤Q, 0, 1) (where 0 = 1∗). We introduced the notion of quasi-
linear quantum-Wajsberg algebras, and we proved that the Wajsberg-center of a quasi-linear
quantum-Wajsberg algebra is a linearly ordered Wajsberg algebra. We also proved that the
OML-center is an orthomodular lattice, and that the orthomodular lattices form a subvariety
of the variety of quantum-Wajsberg algebras.
There are several ways this work can be continued, as follows:

− Introduce and study certain generalizations of quantum-Wajsberg algebras, such as
implicative-orthomodular, pre-Wajsberg and meta-Wajsberg algebras.

− Define the implicative-orthomodular lattices as a special subclass of quantum-Wajsberg
algebras, and study their properties.

− Prove an analogue of Foulis-Holland theorem for implicative-orthomodular lattices.
− Study the Baer ∗-semigroup associated to an implicative-orthomodular lattice X and

its relationship with the Sasaki projections defined on X.
− Investigate the central lifting property for implicative-orthomodular lattices.
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Another direction of research could be the solving of the following open problem.
Open problem. Is the variety of quasi-linear quantum-Wajsberg algebras axiomatizable (in
the sense of [9])?
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