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QUASICOMPLEMENTED DISTRIBUTIVE NEARLATTICES

ISMAEL CALOMINO

Abstract. The aim of this paper is to study the class of quasicomplemented
distributive nearlattices. We investigate α-filters and α-ideals in quasicomple-
mented distributive nearlattices and some results on ideals-congruence-kernels.
Finally, we also study the notion of Stone distributive nearlattice and give a
characterization by means σ-filters.

1. Introduction

An interesting characterization of the distributivity of a lattice was given by
Mandelker in [18]. He note that a lattice is distributive if and only if each rela-
tive annihilator is an ideal. This result was extended to different ordered algebraic
structures. Varlet in [22] proved that a semilatttice is distributive, in the sense of
Grätzer [16], if and only if each relative annihilator is an order-ideal, and Chajda
and Kolař́ık in [9] prove a similar result but in distributive nearlattices. Recall
that a distributive nearlattice is a join-semilattice with a greatest element where
each principal filter is a bounded distributive lattice. It follows that distributive
nearlattices are a natural generalization of semi-boolean algebras [1] and bounded
distributive lattices. Concerning the structure and properties of distributive near-
lattices, the reader is referred to [17, 8, 10, 2, 3, 4, 14, 5, 6, 15]. In particular, in [3],
the authors presented an alternative definition of relative annihilator in distributive
nearlattices different from that given in [9] and established new equivalences of the
distributivity. Later, using the results developed in [3], the notion of annihilator
was studied in a series of papers [4, 5, 6].

The class of quasicomplemented lattices was introduced in [21] as a generaliza-
tion of pseudocomplemented distributive lattices and was studied by Cornish in
[12, 13] together with the notions of annihilator and α-ideal. These results were
extended to the class of quasicomplemented distributive semilattices in [7] and re-
cently to the variety of residuated lattices by Rasouli in [19, 20]. Motivated by the
previous works, the main aim of this paper is to study the class of quasicomple-
mented distributive nearlattices. We also introduce Stone distributive nearlattices
and obtain a characterization in terms of certain particular filters.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some definitions and
results about distributive nearlattices. To be more precise, we recall the notions of
annihilator, normal distributive nearlattice, α-filter and α-ideal which we are going
to need throughout the paper. In Section 3 we study the class of quasicomple-
mented distributive nearlattices. We give characterizations through α-filters and
α-ideals, and also some results about ideals-congruence-kernels. Finally, in Sec-
tion 4, Stone distributive nearlattices are study. We investigate the relationship
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2 ISMAEL CALOMINO

with quasicomplemented and normal distributive nearlattices and we end with a
charaterization of Stone distributive nearlattices in terms of σ-filters.

2. Preliminaries

Let A = 〈A,∨, 1〉 be a join-semilattice with greatest element. A filter is a subset
F of A such that 1 ∈ F , if a ≤ b and a ∈ F , then b ∈ F and if a, b ∈ F ,
then a ∧ b ∈ F , whenever a ∧ b exists. Denote by Fi(A) the set of all filters of
A. If X is a non-empty subset of A, the smallest filter containing X is called
the filter generated by X and will be denoted by Fig(X). A filter G is said to
be finitely generated if G = Fig(X) for some finite non-empty subset X of A.
If X = {a}, then Fig({a}) = [a) = {x ∈ A : a ≤ x} called the principal filter

of a. A subset I of A is called an ideal of A if a ≤ b and b ∈ I, then a ∈ I
and if a, b ∈ I, then a ∨ b ∈ I. If X is a non-empty set of A, the smallest ideal
containing X is called the ideal generated by X and will be denoted by Idg(X).
Then Idg(X) = {a ∈ A : ∃x1, . . . , xn ∈ X(a ≤ x1 ∨ · · · ∨ xn)}. If X = {a}, then
Idg({a}) = (a] = {x ∈ A : x ≤ a} called the principal ideal of a. A non-empty
proper ideal P is prime if for every a, b ∈ A, a ∧ b ∈ P implies a ∈ P or b ∈ P ,
whenever a ∧ b exists. Denote by Id(A) and X(A) the set of all ideals and prime
ideals of A, respectively. Finally, a non-empty ideal I of A is maximal if it is proper
and for every J ∈ Id(A), if I ⊆ J , then J = I or J = A. Denote by Xm(A) the set
of all maximal ideals of A. It follows that Xm(A) ⊆ X(A).

2.1. Distributive nearlattices. We recall the basics results about distributive
nearlattices, where our main reference is [8, 2, 3, 5, 6].

Definition 2.1. Let A be a join-semilattice with greatest element. We say that A
is a distributive nearlattice if each principal filter is a bounded distributive lattice.

Distributive nearlattices are in a one-to-one correspondence with certain ternary
algebras [17, 10]. Then a smaller equational base for the ternary algebras is given
by Araújo and Kinyon in [2].

Theorem 2.2. [2] Let A = 〈A,∨, 1〉 be a distributive nearlattice. Let m : A3 → A
be the ternary operation given by m(x, y, z) = (x ∨ z) ∧z (y ∨ z), where ∧z denotes

the meet in [z). Then the structure A∗ = 〈A,m, 1〉 satisfies the following identities:

(1) m(x, x, 1) = 1,
(2) m(x, y, x) = x,
(3) m(m(x, y, z),m(y,m(u, x, z), z), w) = m(w,w,m(y,m(x, u, z), z)),
(4) m(x,m(y, y, z), w) = m(m(x, y, w),m(x, y, w),m(x, z, w)).

Conversely, let A = 〈A,m, 1〉 be an algebra of type (3, 0) satisfying the identities

(1)− (4). If we define the binary operation x ∨ y = m(x, x, y), then A∗ = 〈A,∨, 1〉
is a distributive nearlattice. Moreover, (A∗)

∗ = A and (A∗)∗ = A.

By Theorem 2.2 the distributive nearlattices can be presented in two equivalent
forms and both are useful to different purposes. Examples of distributive nearlat-
tices are the bounded distributive lattices and semi-boolean algebras [1].

Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Recall that we have the following character-
ization of the filter generated by a subset X ⊆ A:

Fig(X) = {a ∈ A : ∃x1, . . . , xn ∈ [X)(a = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xn)}.
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We consider Fi(A) = 〈Fi(A),⊻,∩,→, {1}, A〉, where the least element is {1}, the
greatest element is A, and for each G,H ∈ Fi(A), we have G ⊻ H = Fig(G ∪ H)
and G → H = {x ∈ A : [x) ∩ G ⊆ H}. Then Fi(A) is a Heyting algebra [3]. In
particular, it is easy to see that the pseudocomplement of a filter F of A is given
by F⊤ = F → {1} = {x ∈ A : ∀f ∈ F (x ∨ f = 1)}.

Theorem 2.3. [8] Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Let I ∈ Id(A) and F ∈ Fi(A)
be such that I∩F = ∅. Then there exists P ∈ X(A) such that I ⊆ P and P ∩F = ∅.

2.2. Annihilators and normal distributive nearlattices. We introduce the
relative annihilators in distributive nearlattices. The following definition was given
in [3] as an alternative from that given in [9].

Definition 2.4. Let A be a join-semilattice with greatest element and a, b ∈ A.
The annihilator of a relative to b is the set

a ◦ b = {x ∈ A : b ≤ x ∨ a}.

In particular, a⊤ = a ◦ 1 = {x ∈ A : x ∨ a = 1} is called the annihilator of a.

Due to the results developed in [3], if A is a distributive nearlattice we have
a ◦ b ∈ Fi(A), for all a, b ∈ A. Let a ∈ A and consider

a⊤⊤ = (a⊤)⊤ = {y ∈ A : ∀x ∈ a⊤(y ∨ x = 1)}.

It follows a⊤⊤ ∈ Fi(A). We say that an element a ∈ A is dense if a⊤ = {1}. Denote
by D(A) the set of all dense elements of A. Also, we say that a filter F of A is
dense if it is dense in the Heyting algebra Fi(A), i.e., F⊤ = {1}.

Lemma 2.5. [5, 6] Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Let a, b ∈ A and I ∈ Id(A).
Then:

(1) [a) ⊆ a⊤⊤.

(2) a⊤⊤⊤ = a⊤.
(3) If a ≤ b, then a⊤ ⊆ b⊤.
(4) a⊤ ⊆ b⊤ if and only if b⊤⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤.

(5) (a ∧ b)⊤ = a⊤ ∩ b⊤, whenever a ∧ b exists.

(6) (a ∨ b)⊤⊤ = a⊤⊤ ∩ b⊤⊤.

(7) I ∩ a⊤ = ∅ if and only if there exists U ∈ Xm(A) such that I ⊆ U and

a ∈ U .

(8) If U ∈ Id(A), then U ∈ Xm(A) if and only if ∀a ∈ A(a /∈ U ⇔ U ∩a⊤ 6= ∅).
(9) If U ∈ Xm(A), then ∀a ∈ A(a /∈ U ⇔ U ∩ a⊤⊤ = ∅).

We are interested in a particular class of distributive nearlattices presented in
[3], which are a generalization of normal lattices given by Cornish in [11].

Definition 2.6. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. We say that A is normal if
each prime ideal is contained in a unique maximal ideal.

Theorem 2.7. [3] Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) A is normal.

(2) (a ∨ b)⊤ = a⊤ ⊻ b⊤, for all a, b ∈ A.
(3) If P ∈ X(A) and a, b ∈ A such that a∨b = 1, then P ∩a⊤ 6= ∅ or P ∩b⊤ 6= ∅.
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Let A be a normal distributive nearlattice and R(A) = {a⊤ : a ∈ A}. We define
m : R(A)3 → R(A) by

m(a⊤, b⊤, c⊤) = (a⊤ ⊻ c⊤) ∩ (b⊤ ⊻ c⊤).

By Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 2.7 we have that the structure R(A) = 〈R(A),m,A〉
is a distributive nearlattice (for more details see [5, 6]).

2.3. α-filters, α-ideals and congruences. Now we consider some particular
classes of filters and ideals studied in [5, 6], and also recall the concept of con-
gruence in distributive nearlattices.

Definition 2.8. [5, 6] Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then:

• We say that a filter F of A is an α-filter if a⊤⊤ ⊆ F , for all a ∈ F .
• We say that an ideal I of A is an α-ideal if for each a ∈ A, I ∩ a⊤⊤ 6= ∅
implies a ∈ I.

Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Denote by Fiα(A) and Idα(A) the set of
all α-filters and α-ideals of A, respectively. Denote by Xα(A) the set of all prime
α-ideals of A. It is easy to see that for each a ∈ A, a⊤ and a⊤⊤ are α-filters of
A. On the other hand, D(A) is an example of α-ideal of A. Moreover, D(A) is the
smallest α-ideal of A. Note that by Lemma 2.5 every maximal ideal is in particular
an α-ideal.

Proposition 2.9. [6] Let A be a normal distributive nearlattice and I ∈ Id(A).
Then

Idgα(I) = {x ∈ A : ∃i ∈ I(x⊤ ⊆ i⊤)}

is the smallest α-ideal containing I. In particular, for each a ∈ A we have Idgα((a]) =
(a]α = {x ∈ A : x⊤ ⊆ a⊤}.

Proposition 2.10. [5] Let A be a distributive nearlattice and F ∈ Fi(A). Then

the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) F is an α-filter.
(2) If a⊤ = b⊤ and a ∈ F , then b ∈ F .
(3) F =

⋃

{a⊤⊤ : a ∈ F}.

Moreover, if A is normal, then

α(F ) = {x ∈ A : ∃a ∈ F (a⊤ ⊆ x⊤)}

is the smallest α-filter containing F .

Then Fiα(A) = 〈Fiα(A),⊔,∩,⇒, {1}, A〉 is a Heyting algebra, where for each
F,G ∈ Fiα(A), we have F⊔G = α(F⊻G) and F ⇒ G = α(F → G) [5].

Theorem 2.11. [6] Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Let I ∈ Id(A) and F ∈
Fiα(A) be such that I ∩ F = ∅. Then there exists P ∈ Xα(A) such that I ⊆ P and

P ∩ F = ∅.

A congruence of a distributive nearlattice A is an equivalence relation θ ⊆ A×A
such that: (i) if (a, b), (c, d) ∈ θ, then (a ∨ c, b ∨ d) ∈ θ, and (ii) if (a, b), (c, d) ∈ θ
and a ∧ c, b ∧ d exist, then (a ∧ c, b ∧ d) ∈ θ [8]. Then an equivalence relation
θ is a congruence of A if and only if θ is compatible with the ternary operation
m. If A is normal, then Θ⊤ ⊆ A × A defined by (a, b) ∈ Θ⊤ if and only if
a⊤ = b⊤ is a congruence of A such that A/Θ⊤ is isomorphic to R(A) via the map
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ρ : A → R(A) given by ρ(x) = x⊤. So, m(x, y, z)⊤ = m(a⊤, b⊤, c⊤) and ρ is an
onto homomorphism between the distributive nearlattices A and R(A) such that
Θ⊤ = Ker(ρ) [5, 6]. The next result gives a necessary and sufficient conditions via
α-filters so that ρ is 1-1. First we recall that a filter F of A is prime if for every
a, b ∈ A, a ∨ b ∈ F implies a ∈ F or b ∈ F .

Theorem 2.12. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) ρ is 1-1.

(2) Every filter is an α-filter.
(3) Every prime filter is an α-filter.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It follows by Proposition 2.10 and (2) ⇒ (3) it is immediate. We
only prove (3) ⇒ (1). Let a, b ∈ A such that a⊤ = b⊤ and a 6= b. Without loss
of generality, suppose a � b. Let F = {F ∈ Fi(A) : b ∈ F, a /∈ F}. Then [a) ∈ F
and F 6= ∅. By Zorn’s Lemma, there is a maximal element G of F . We see that G
is prime. Let x, y ∈ A be such that x ∨ y ∈ G and x, y /∈ G. Consider the filters
Gx = Fig(G ∪ {x}) and Gy = Fig(G ∪ {y}). Thus, Gx, Gy /∈ F and a ∈ Gx ∩ Gy.
Since Fi(A) is a distributive lattice we have

Gx ∩Gy = (G ⊻ [x)) ∩ (G ⊻ [y)) = G ⊻ [x ∨ y) = G

and a ∈ G, which is a contradiction. Then G is a prime filter. So, by hypothesis,
G is an α-filter. Then a ∈ a⊤⊤ = b⊤⊤ ⊆ G and a ∈ G which is impossible and we
conclude a ≤ b. Analogously we can prove b ≤ a and therefore ρ is 1-1. �

3. Quasicomplemented distributive nearlattices

In this section, the main of this paper, we study the notions of α-ideal, α-filter
and ideal-congruence-kernel in quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. We say that A is quasicom-

plemented if for each a ∈ A, there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤⊤ = b⊤.

Remark 3.2. If A is a quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice, then A has a
dense element. Indeed, as 1 ∈ A, there exists d ∈ A such that 1⊤⊤ = d⊤. Since
1⊤⊤ = {1}, we have d⊤ = {1} and D(A) is non-empty. Therefore, every α-ideal of
A is non-empty.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. If each annihilator is a principal

filter, then A is quasicomplemented.

Proof. Let a ∈ A and consider a⊤. Then there is b ∈ A such that a⊤ = [b). So,
a⊤⊤ = [b)⊤ = Fig({b})⊤ = b⊤, i.e., a⊤⊤ = b⊤ and A is quasicomplemented. �

We have the following characterizations.

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) A is quasicomplemented.

(2) For each a ∈ A, there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤ ∩ b⊤ = {1} and a ∨ b = 1.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It follows from Definition 3.1.
(2) ⇒ (1) Let a ∈ A. Then there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤ ∩ b⊤ = {1} and

a ∨ b = 1. As Fi(A) is a pseudocomplemented distributive lattice, then b⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤.
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For the other inclusion, if x ∈ a⊤⊤, then since b ∈ a⊤ we have x∨b = 1 and x ∈ b⊤.
Hence, a⊤⊤ = b⊤. �

Let A be a distributive nearlattice. For a subset Y ⊆ A we define

ψ[Y ] = {P ∈ X(A) : Y ∩ P 6= ∅}.

Theorem 3.5. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) A is quasicomplemented.

(2) For each a ∈ A, there exists b ∈ A such that

ψ[a⊤⊤] ∩ Xm(A) = ψ[b⊤] ∩ Xm(A).

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It is immediate by Definition 3.1.
(2) ⇒ (1) Let a ∈ A. Then there exists b ∈ A such that ψ[a⊤⊤] ∩ Xm(A) =

ψ[b⊤] ∩ Xm(A). We prove a⊤⊤ = b⊤. Let x ∈ a⊤⊤ and suppose x /∈ b⊤. Then
by Lemma 2.5 there is U ∈ Xm(A) such that x ∈ U and b ∈ U . So, x ∈ a⊤⊤ ∩ U
and U ∈ ψ[a⊤⊤] ∩ Xm(A). Then U ∈ ψ[b⊤] ∩ Xm(A) and b⊤ ∩ U 6= ∅. Thus, there
is y ∈ b⊤ such that y ∈ U . As b ∈ U and y ∨ b = 1 we have U = A, which is a
contradiction because U is maximal. Therefore, a⊤⊤ ⊆ b⊤. The other inclusion is
similar and A is quasicomplemented. �

Corollary 3.6. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Then every element of R(A) has its complement in R(A) thus R(A) is a Boolean

algebra.

Proof. It is a consequence of Remark 3.2, Theorems 3.4 and 2.7. �

The following two examples show that there is not necessarily a relationship
between the class of normal distributive nearlattices and the class of quasicomple-
mented distributive nearlattices.

Example 3.7. Let A be the distributive nearlattice given by

1

a b

Then A is normal but not quasicomplemented because there does not exist b ∈ A
such that 1⊤⊤ = b⊤.

Example 3.8. Consider the distributive nearlattice A given by
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1

a b

c

0

Then A is quasicomplemented however it is not normal because (a ∨ b)⊤ = A and
a⊤ ⊻ b⊤ = Fig(a⊤ ∪ b⊤) = {1, a, b, c}, i.e., (a ∨ b)⊤ 6= a⊤ ⊻ b⊤.

By Lemma 2.5 every maximal ideal is a prime α-ideal. In the class of normal
and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattices the converse holds also.

Theorem 3.9. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Then every prime α-ideal is maximal.

Proof. Let P ∈ Xα(A) and a ∈ A such that a /∈ P . Since A is quasicomplemented,
there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤⊤ = b⊤. So, b ∈ b⊤⊤ = a⊤. Prove (a]α∩(b]α ⊆ D(A).
If x ∈ (a]α ∩ (b]α, then x

⊤ ⊆ a⊤ and x⊤ ⊆ b⊤. Let y ∈ x⊤. Then y ∈ a⊤ = b⊤⊤

and y ∈ b⊤ implies y = 1. Thus, x⊤ = {1} and x ∈ D(A). As D(A) is the smallest
α-ideal of A we have (a]α ∩ (b]α = D(A). Then D(A) ⊆ P and (a]α ∩ (b]α ⊆ P .

On the other hand, by Remark 3.2, there is d ∈ A such that d⊤ = {1} and
d ∈ (a]α ∩ (b]α. Then d

⊤ ⊆ a⊤ and d⊤ ⊆ b⊤. We get

(a⊤ ⊻ d⊤) ∩ (b⊤ ⊻ d⊤) = m(a⊤, b⊤, d⊤) = m(a, b, d)⊤.

It follows m(a, b, d)⊤ ⊆ a⊤ and m(a, b, d)⊤ ⊆ b⊤, i.e., m(a, b, d) ∈ (a]α ∩ (b]α and
m(a, b, d) ∈ P . Then (a ∨ d) ∧d (b ∨ d) ∈ P . Since a /∈ P , we have b ∨ d ∈ P and
b ∈ P . Thus, b ∈ P ∩ a⊤ and P ∩ a⊤ 6= ∅. Conversely, it is easy to see that if
P ∩ a⊤ 6= ∅, then a /∈ P . By Lemma 2.5 we have P ∈ Xm(A). �

Lemma 3.10. Let A be a quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice. Let P ∈
Xm(A) and a, b ∈ A. If (a⊤ ∩ b⊤)⊤ ∩ P 6= ∅, then a ∈ P or b ∈ P .

Proof. Let P ∈ Xm(A) and a, b ∈ A. Since A is quasicomplemented, there exist

ã, b̃ ∈ A such that a⊤ = (ã)⊤⊤ and b⊤ = (b̃)⊤⊤. So, by Lemma 2.5,

(a⊤ ∩ b⊤)⊤ = ((ã)⊤⊤ ∩ (b̃)⊤⊤)⊤ = (ã ∨ b̃)⊤

and (ã ∨ b̃)⊤ ∩ P 6= ∅. As P ∈ Xm(A), by Lemma 2.5 we have ã ∨ b̃ /∈ P . Thus,

ã /∈ P or b̃ /∈ P . If ã /∈ P , then (ã)⊤ ∩ P 6= ∅ and a⊤⊤ ∩ P 6= ∅. It follows a ∈ P .

Analogously, if b̃ /∈ P , then b ∈ P . Therefore, a ∈ P or b ∈ P . �

We know that Fiα(A) is a Heyting algebra where the join of two filters F and G
of A is defined as F⊔G = α(F⊻G). In the class of normal and quasicomplemented
distributive nearlattices we have the following characterization of F⊔G.

Theorem 3.11. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

If F,G ∈ Fiα(A), then

F⊔G = {x ∈ A : ∃(f, g) ∈ F ×G[x ∈ (f⊤ ∩ g⊤)⊤]}.
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Proof. LetW = {x ∈ A : ∃(f, g) ∈ F×G[x ∈ (f⊤∩g⊤)⊤]}. If x ∈ F⊔G = α(F ⊻G),
then there is a ∈ F ⊻G = Fig(F ∪G) such that a⊤ ⊆ x⊤. Thus, there exist f ∈ F
and g ∈ G such that f ∧ g exists and a = f ∧ g. We have a⊤ = f⊤ ∩ g⊤ and
x ∈ x⊤⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤ = (f⊤ ∩ g⊤)⊤. Then x ∈ W .

Conversely, if z ∈W , then there exists (f, g) ∈ F ×G such that z ∈ (f⊤ ∩ g⊤)⊤.
We suppose z /∈ F⊔G. Then by Theorem 2.11 there exists P ∈ Xα(A) such that
z ∈ P and P ∩ α(F ⊻G) = ∅. Since A is quasicomplemented, by Theorem 3.9 we
get P ∈ Xm(A). On the other hand, z ∈ (f⊤ ∩ g⊤)⊤ ∩ P and by Lemma 3.10,
f ∈ P or g ∈ P . If f ∈ P , then f ∈ α(F ⊻ G) and P ∩ α(F ⊻ G) 6= ∅ which is a
contradiction. Analogously if g ∈ P . We conclude that z ∈ F⊔G. �

Theorem 3.12. Let A be a normal distributive nearlattice. If every dense α-filter
contains a dense element, then A is quasicomplemented.

Proof. Let a ∈ A. Consider the filter F = a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤. Then a⊤ ⊆ α(F ) and
a⊤⊤ ⊆ α(F ). Since Fi(A) is a pseudocomplemented distributive lattice, we have
α(F )⊤ ⊆ a⊤ and α(F )⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤. So, α(F )⊤ ⊆ a⊤ ∩ a⊤⊤ = {1} and α(F )⊤ = {1}.
As α(F ) is a dense α-filter, by hypothesis, there is x ∈ α(F ) such that x⊤ = {1}. It
follows there exists f ∈ F such that f⊤ ⊆ x⊤ = {1}, i.e., f⊤ = {1}. Thus, as f ∈ F ,
there exist y ∈ a⊤ and z ∈ a⊤⊤ such that y ∧ z exists and f = y ∧ z. Then f⊤ =
(y ∧ z)⊤ = y⊤ ∩ z⊤ = {1}. So, y⊤ ⊆ z⊤⊤ because z⊤⊤ is the pseudocomplement
of z⊤. Moreover, z⊤⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤ and y⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤. On the other hand, y ∈ a⊤ implies
a⊤⊤ ⊆ y⊤. Therefore, a⊤⊤ = y⊤ and A is quasicomplemented. �

3.1. Connection between α-ideals and α-filters. Now we are going to study
the relationship between α-filters and α-ideals in normal and quasicomplemented
distributive nearlattices. Let A be a distributive nearlattice and I ∈ Id(A). By the
result given in [6] the set

FI = {x ∈ A : ∃i ∈ I(i ∈ x⊤)}

is an α-filter. In this way, we can naturally associate an α-filter to each ideal of A.
Conversely, let F ∈ Fi(A) and consider

IF = {x ∈ A : ∃f ∈ F (x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤)}.

The set IF will be relevant to the rest of this section.

Lemma 3.13. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

If F is an α-filter of A, then IF is an α-ideal.

Proof. By Remark 3.2 note that the set IF is non-empty. Let x, y ∈ A be such
that x ≤ y and y ∈ IF . Then there is f ∈ F such that y⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤. By Lemma
2.5, x⊤ ⊆ y⊤ and x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤, i.e., x ∈ IF and IF is decreasing. Let x, y ∈ IF .
Then there exist f1, f2 ∈ F such that x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤

1 and y⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤

2 . So, f⊤

1 ⊆ x⊤⊤,
f⊤
2 ⊆ y⊤⊤ and by Lemma 2.5, f⊤

1 ∩ f⊤
2 ⊆ x⊤⊤ ∩ y⊤⊤ = (x ∨ y)⊤⊤. On the other

hand, by Remark 3.2, there is d ∈ A such that d⊤ = {1}. Then m(f1, f2, d) ∈ F
and as A is normal,

m(f1, f2, d)
⊤ = m(f⊤

1 , f
⊤
2 , d

⊤)
= (f⊤

1 ⊻ {1}) ∩ (f⊤

2 ⊻ {1})
= f⊤

1 ∩ f⊤

2 .

Thus,m(f1, f2, d)
⊤ ⊆ (x∨y)⊤⊤. It follows (x∨y)⊤ ⊆ m(f1, f2, d)

⊤⊤ and x∨y ∈ IF .
Hence, IF is an ideal of A. Prove that IF is an α-ideal. Let a ∈ A be such that
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IF ∩ a⊤⊤ 6= ∅. So, there is x ∈ IF such that x ∈ a⊤⊤. Then there exists f ∈ F
such that x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤. By Lemma 2.5, a⊤ ⊆ x⊤ and a⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤, i.e., a ∈ IF . �

Theorem 3.14. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Then there exist a one-to-one correspondence between α-ideals and α-filters of A.

Proof. Let I be an α-ideal. We see that I = IFI
. By Remark 3.2, I is non-empty.

Then FI is an α-filter and by Lemma 3.13, IFI
is an α-ideal. Let x ∈ IFI

. Then
there exists f ∈ FI such that x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤. So, there is i ∈ I such that i ∈ f⊤.
It follows f⊤⊤ ⊆ i⊤ and x⊤ ⊆ i⊤. Thus, i⊤⊤ ⊆ x⊤⊤ and since i ∈ i⊤⊤ we have
i ∈ I ∩ x⊤⊤, i.e., I ∩ x⊤⊤ 6= ∅. As I is an α-ideal, x ∈ I and IFI

⊆ I. For the other
inclusion, let x ∈ I and consider the filter x⊤⊤. Since A is quasicomplemented,
there exists y ∈ A such that x⊤⊤ = y⊤. Then x ∈ y⊤ and as x ∈ I we have y ∈ FI .
On the other hand, x⊤ ⊆ y⊤⊤ and y ∈ FI implies x ∈ IFI

. Hence, I ⊆ IFI
.

Consider an α-filter F of A and prove F = FIF . As F is an α-filter by Lemma
3.13 we know that IF is an α-ideal. Since A is quasicomplemented, by Remark
3.2 we have IF is a non-empty. Then FIF is an α-filter. Let x ∈ FIF . Then there
exists i ∈ IF such that i ∈ x⊤. So, there is f ∈ F such that i⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤. It
follows x ∈ x⊤⊤ ⊆ i⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤, i.e., x ∈ f⊤⊤ and since F is an α-filter, f⊤⊤ ⊆ F .
Consequently x ∈ F and FIF ⊆ F . Conversely, let x ∈ F and we take the filter
x⊤⊤. As A is quasicomplemented, there exists y ∈ A such that x⊤⊤ = y⊤. In
particular, y⊤ ⊆ x⊤⊤ and y ∈ IF . Moreover, since x⊤ = y⊤⊤, we have y ∈ x⊤. It
follows x ∈ FIF and therefore F ⊆ FIF . The result is followed. �

3.2. Ideals-congruence-kernels. Let A be a distributive nearlattice and θ a con-
gruence of a A. Then the equivalence class |1|θ = kerθ = {a ∈ A : (a, 1) ∈ θ} is
called the kernel of θ. So, |1|θ is a filter of A. A subset X of A is called congruence-

kernel if X = kerθ for some congruence θ of A. If I is an ideal of A, then it is easy
to see that

θ(I) = {(a, b) ∈ A×A : ∃i ∈ I(a ∨ i = b ∨ i)}

is a congruence of A. A congruence θ of A is called ideal-congruence if θ = θ(I) for
some ideal I ofA. In particular, if I is an α-ideal, θ is called α-ideal-congruence. The
aim of this subsection is to characterize the ideal-congruence-kernels of a normal
and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice, and describe the smallest α-ideal-
congruence θ of A such that F = kerθ for some α-filter F of A.

Theorem 3.15. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Let F be a subset of A. Then F is an α-filter if and only if F is an α-ideal-
congruence-kernel.

Proof. If F is an α-filter, then by Lemma 3.13 and Remark 3.2 we have IF is an
non-empty α-ideal of A. We prove IF ∩ a⊤ 6= ∅, for every a ∈ F . Suppose the
contrary, i.e., there is a ∈ F such that IF ∩ a⊤ = ∅. By Lemma 2.5 there exists
U ∈ Xm(A) such that IF ⊆ U and a ∈ U . So, U ∩ a⊤ = ∅. On the other hand,
as A is quasicomplemented, there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤⊤ = b⊤. In particular,
b⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤ and since a ∈ F we have b ∈ IF . Thus, b ∈ U and b ∈ b⊤⊤ = a⊤, i.e.,
b ∈ U ∩ a⊤ which is impossible. Hence IF ∩ a⊤ 6= ∅, for every a ∈ F .

Now we prove F = kerθ(IF ). If a ∈ F , then IF ∩ a⊤ 6= ∅. So, there is i ∈ IF
such that i ∈ a⊤. It is clear that (a, 1) ∈ θ(IF ) and a ∈ kerθ(IF ). For the other
inclusion, let a ∈ kerθ(IF ). Then there is i ∈ IF such that a ∨ i = 1. So, there
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exists f ∈ F such that i⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤ and a ∈ f⊤⊤. Since F is an α-filter, f⊤⊤ ⊆ F
and a ∈ F . Consequently, F = kerθ(IF ) and F is an α-ideal-congruence-kernel.

Conversely, suppose that F is an α-ideal-congruence-kernel. Then there exists
an α-ideal I of A such that F = kerθ(I). We see that F is an α-filter. It is clear
that 1 ∈ F and F is increasing. Let x, y ∈ F such that x ∧ y exists. Then there
exist i1, i2 ∈ I such that x ∨ i1 = y ∨ i2. Let i = i1 ∨ i2 ∈ I. Thus, x, y ∈ i⊤ and
since i⊤ is a filter, x ∧ y ∈ i⊤ and x ∧ y ∈ kerθ(I). Then F is a filter of A. Let
a ∈ F and x ∈ a⊤⊤. As a ∈ kerθ(I), there is i ∈ I such that a ∨ i = 1, i.e., i ∈ a⊤.
It follows a⊤ ⊆ x⊤ and i ∈ x⊤. Then x ∨ i = 1 and x ∈ kerθ(I) = F . We conclude
that a⊤⊤ ⊆ F and F is an α-filter. �

In the proof of the Theorem 3.15 we have defined a congruence θ(IF ) such that
F = kerθ(IF ) for an α-filter F . In the following result we determinate the smallest
α-ideal-congruence θ such that F = kerθ.

Theorem 3.16. Let A be a normal and quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice.

Let F be an α-filter of A. Then θ(IF ) is the smallest α-ideal-congruence such that

F = kerθ(IF ).

Proof. By Lemma 3.13, Remark 3.2 and Theorem 3.15 we have that IF is an α-ideal
of A such that F = kerθ(IF ). Let J be an α-ideal of A such that F = kerθ(J).
If we prove IF ⊆ J , then θ(IF ) ⊆ θ(J). Let x ∈ IF . Then there is f ∈ F such
that x⊤ ⊆ f⊤⊤. As F = kerθ(J), there exists j ∈ J such that f ∨ j = 1. Then
f ∈ j⊤ and f⊤⊤ ⊆ j⊤. It follows x⊤ ⊆ j⊤ and by Lemma 2.5, j⊤⊤ ⊆ x⊤⊤. Thus,
j ∈ J ∩ x⊤⊤, i.e., J ∩ x⊤⊤ 6= ∅ and since J is an α-ideal, x ∈ J and IF ⊆ J . �

4. Stone distributive nearlattices

In this section we introduce the class of Stone distributive nearlattices and give
different characterizations.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. We say that A is Stone if for
each a ∈ A, we have a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤ = A.

Example 4.2. The distributive nearlattice of Example 3.7 is Stone.

Example 4.3. Recall that a join-semilattice with greatest element A is a semi-

boolean algebra if each principal filter is a Boolean algebra [1]. Further, if A is a
distributive nearlattice, then it was shown in [5] that A is a semi-boolean algebra
if and only if [a) ⊻ a⊤ = A, for every a ∈ A. It follows that every semi-boolean
algebra is a Stone distributive nearlattice.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a Stone distributive nearlattice. Then (a∧b)⊤⊤ = a⊤⊤
⊻b⊤⊤,

whenever a ∧ b exists.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ A be such that a∧b exists. By Lemma 2.5, a⊤⊤
⊻b⊤⊤ ⊆ (a∧b)⊤⊤.

We are going to show the converse inclusion. First note that if F ∈ Fi(A) such
that F⊤ ∩ (a ∧ b)⊤ = {1}, then F⊤ ∩ a⊤ ⊆ b⊤⊤. Indeed, by Lemma 2.5 we have
F⊤ ∩ a⊤ ∩ b⊤ = {1} and since b⊤⊤ is the pseudocomplement of b⊤ in Fi(A), we
have F⊤ ∩ a⊤ ⊆ b⊤⊤. Let F ∈ Fi(A) be such that F⊤ ∩ (a ∧ b)⊤ = {1}. Prove
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F⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤
⊻ b⊤⊤. Since A is Stone and Fi(A) is a distributive lattice,

F⊤ = F⊤ ∩ A
= F⊤ ∩ (a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤)
= (F⊤ ∩ a⊤) ⊻ (F⊤ ∩ a⊤⊤)
⊆ b⊤⊤

⊻ a⊤⊤.

In particular, if we take F = (a ∧ b)⊤ ∈ Fi(A), then (a ∧ b)⊤⊤ ⊆ b⊤⊤
⊻ a⊤⊤. �

Theorem 4.5. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) A is Stone.

(2) Every element of R(A) has its complement in Fi(A).

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Let a⊤ ∈ R(A). Then by Lemma 2.5 we have a⊤ ∩ a⊤⊤ = {1},
and since A is Stone, a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤ = A. Thus, a⊤ is complemented in Fi(A).

(2) ⇒ (1) If a ∈ A, then a⊤ ∈ R(A) and by hypothesis a⊤ is complemented
in Fi(A), i.e., there exists F ∈ Fi(A) such that a⊤ ∩ F = {1} and a⊤ ⊻ F = A.
Thus, as a⊤⊤ is the pseudocomplement of a⊤ in Fi(A), we get F ⊆ a⊤⊤ and
A = a⊤ ⊻ F ⊆ a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤, i.e., a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤ = A. Hence, A is Stone. �

Corollary 4.6. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. If A is normal and quasicom-

plemented, then A is Stone.

Proof. It follows by Corollary 3.6 and Theorem 4.5. �

Remark 4.7. In the Example 3.8, the annihilators a⊤ and b⊤ have no complement
in Fi(A). Then by Theorem 4.5 we have A is not Stone.

Theorem 4.8. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. If A is Stone, then A is normal.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ A. By Lemma 2.5 we have a⊤ ⊻ b⊤ ⊆ (a ∨ b)⊤. Prove the other
inclusion. Let x ∈ (a ∨ b)⊤. Then x ∨ b ∈ a⊤ and

[x ∨ b) ∩ a⊤⊤ = [x) ∩ [b) ∩ a⊤⊤ ⊆ a⊤ ∩ a⊤⊤ = {1}.

Thus, [x) ∩ a⊤⊤ ⊆ [b)⊤ = Fig({b})⊤ = b⊤. Indeed, if y ∈ [x) ∩ a⊤⊤ we have
y ∨ b ∈ [x) ∩ [b) ∩ a⊤⊤ = {1} and y ∨ b = 1, i.e., y ∈ b⊤. Then, as A is Stone and
Fi(A) is a distributive lattice,

x ∈ [x) = [x) ∩A
= [x) ∩

(

a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤
)

=
(

[x) ∩ a⊤
)

⊻
(

[x) ∩ a⊤⊤
)

⊆ a⊤ ⊻ b⊤.

So, x ∈ a⊤ ⊻ b⊤ and (a ∨ b)⊤ = a⊤ ⊻ b⊤. By Theorem 2.7, A is normal. �

Now we can to prove the converse of Corollary 3.6.

Theorem 4.9. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(1) A is normal and quasicomplemented.

(2) R(A) is a Boolean algebra.
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Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It follows from Corollary 3.6.
(2) ⇒ (1) By Theorem 4.5 and 4.8, A is normal. Prove that A is quasicomple-

mented. Let a ∈ A. Then a⊤ ∈ R(A) and by hypothesis there exists b⊤ ∈ R(A)
such that a⊤ ∩ b⊤ = {1} and a⊤ ⊻ b⊤ = A. Since a⊤ ∩ b⊤ = {1} and a⊤⊤ is the
pseudocomplement of a⊤ in Fi(A) we have b⊤ ⊆ a⊤⊤. We see the other inclusion.
Let z ∈ a⊤⊤. As b ∈ A = a⊤ ⊻ b⊤ = Fig(a⊤ ∪ b⊤) then there exist x ∈ a⊤ and
y ∈ b⊤ such that x ∧ y exists and b = x ∧ y. So, z ∨ x = 1. On the other hand,

z ∨ b = z ∨ (x ∧ y) = (z ∨ x) ∧ (z ∨ y) = 1 ∧ (z ∨ y) = z ∨ y.

As y ∈ b⊤, then
z ∨ b = (z ∨ y) ∨ b = z ∨ (y ∨ b) = 1

and z ∈ b⊤. So, a⊤⊤ ⊆ b⊤ and the proof is complete. �

Theorem 4.10. Let A be a quasicomplemented distributive nearlattice. Then the

following conditions are equivalent:

(1) A is Stone.

(2) Every prime ideal is contained in a unique prime α-ideal.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Let P ∈ X(A). By Theorem 4.8, A is normal and by Definition 2.6
there is a unique U ∈ Xm(A) such that P ⊆ U . Then by Lemma 2.5, U ∈ Xα(A).
As A is normal, it follows by Theorem 3.9 that U is unique.

(2) ⇒ (1) Suppose there is a ∈ A such that a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤ ⊂ A, i.e., there is x ∈ A
such that x /∈ a⊤⊻a⊤⊤. By Theorem 2.3 there exists P ∈ X(A) such that x ∈ P and
P ∩ (a⊤ ⊻a⊤⊤) = ∅. So, P ∩a⊤ = ∅ and P ∩a⊤⊤ = ∅. As A is quasicomplemented,
there exists b ∈ A such that a⊤⊤ = b⊤. By Lemma 2.5 there exist U1, U2 ∈ Xm(A)
such that P ⊆ U1, P ⊆ U2, a ∈ U1 and b ∈ U2. So, U1, U2 ∈ Xα(A) and by
hypothesis U1 = U2. Therefore a, b ∈ U1 and as a ∈ b⊤ we get a ∨ b = 1 ∈ U1,
which is a contradiction. Then A is Stone. �

4.1. σ-filters. Our next aim is to characterize the Stone distributive nearlattices
through certain particular filters. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Let F be a
filter of A and consider the set

σ(F ) = {x ∈ A : x⊤ ⊻ F = A}.

Lemma 4.11. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. If F is a filter of A, then σ(F )
is an α-filter such that σ(F ) ⊆ F .

Proof. As 1⊤ = A it follows 1 ∈ σ(F ). Let x, y ∈ A such that x ≤ y and x ∈ σ(F ).
Then by Lemma 2.5 we have x⊤ ⊆ y⊤ and x⊤ ⊻ F = A. So, x⊤ ⊻ F ⊆ y⊤ ⊻ F
and y⊤ ⊻ F = A, i.e., y ∈ σ(A). Let x, y ∈ σ(F ) be such that x ∧ y exists. Thus,
x⊤ ⊻ F = A and y⊤ ⊻ F = A. Since Fi(A) is a distributive lattice,

(x ∧ y)⊤ ⊻ F = (x⊤ ∩ y⊤) ⊻ F = (x⊤ ⊻ F ) ∩ (y⊤ ⊻ F ) = A.

Then x ∧ y ∈ σ(F ) and σ(F ) is a filter. We prove that σ(F ) is an α-filter. Let
a ∈ σ(F ) and x ∈ a⊤⊤. Then a⊤ ⊆ x⊤ and a⊤ ⊻ F ⊆ x⊤ ⊻ F . Since a⊤ ⊻ F = A
then x ∈ σ(F ) and a⊤⊤ ⊆ σ(F ). Finally, we see σ(F ) ⊆ F . If x ∈ σ(F ), then
x⊤ ⊻ F = A. So, x ∈ x⊤ ⊻ F and there exist y ∈ x⊤ and f ∈ F such that y ∧ f
exists and x = y ∧ f . Then x ≤ f and

f = f ∧ 1 = f ∧ (y ∨ x) = (f ∧ y) ∨ (f ∧ x) = x.

Hence x ∈ F and σ(F ) ⊆ F . �
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Lemma 4.12. Let A be a Stone distributive nearlattice. If F is a filter of A, then
σ(F ) is the greatest α-filter such that σ(F ) ⊆ F .

Proof. By Lemma 4.11 σ(F ) is an α-filter of A such that σ(F ) ⊆ F . Let G ∈ Fiα(A)
be such that G ⊆ F and x ∈ G. Since G is an α-filter we have x⊤⊤ ⊆ G. Then
x⊤ ⊻ x⊤⊤ ⊆ x⊤ ⊻G ⊆ x⊤ ⊻ F , and as A is Stone, x⊤ ⊻ F = A and x ∈ σ(F ). �

Definition 4.13. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. We say that a filter F of A
is a σ-filter if σ(F ) = F .

We finish this paper with a characterization of Stone distributive nearlattices.

Theorem 4.14. Let A be a distributive nearlattice. Then A is Stone if and only

if every α-filter is a σ-filter.

Proof. Let F be an α-filter of A. By Lemma 4.11, σ(F ) ⊆ F . Since A is Stone and
F is an α-filter, by Lemma 4.12 if follows F ⊆ σ(F ). So, F is a σ-filter.

Conversely, let a ∈ A. Then every α-filter is a σ-filter. In particular, the filter
a⊤⊤ is an α-filter and a ∈ a⊤⊤ = σ(a⊤⊤). So, a⊤ ⊻ a⊤⊤ = A. �
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