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Abstract. The paper is devoted to introduce the notions of some types of stabilizers in non-commutative

residuated lattices and to investigate their properties. We establish a connection between (contravariant)
Galois connection and stabilizers of a residuated lattices. If 2 is a residuated lattice and F be a filter of ¥,

we show that the set of all stabilizers relative to F of a same type forms a complete lattice. Furthermore, we
prove that ST — F?, ST — F; and ST — F, are pseudocomplemented lattices.

1. Introduction

Various logical algebras have been proposed as the semantical systems of non-classical logical systems,
for example, residuated lattices, divisible residuated lattices, MTL-algebras, Girard monoids, BL-algebras,
Godel algebras, etc. Among these algebras, residuated lattices are very basic and important algebraic
structures because the other logical algebras are all particular cases of residuated lattices.

In Gentzen-style systems, a structural rule is an inference rule that does not refer to any logical connective.

Substructural logics were introduced as logics which, when formulated as Gentzen-style systems, lack some
of the three basic structural rules as follows:

Weakening rule:
A= ¢

Ia, A= ¢
Contraction rule:

laaoA=q¢
Ia,A=¢

Exchange rule:

Ta,B,A= ¢
T, A= ¢

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 06F99; Secondary 06D20

Keywords. residuated lattice, filter; stabilizer, Galois connection, complete lattice, pseudocomplemented lattice
Received: 16 November 2016; Accepted: 23 March 2020

Communicated by Dragan S. Djordjevi¢
Email address: s.rasouli@gu.ac.ir (Saeed Rasouli)



S. Rasouli / Filomat 34:4 (2020), 1223-1239 1224

Commutative residuated lattices are the algebraic counterpart of logics without contraction rule. The
concept of commutative residuated lattice firstly introduced by W. Krull in [21] who discussed decompo-
sition into isolated component ideals. After him, they were investigated by M. Ward and R. P. Dilworth
in [37], as the main tool in the abstract study of ideal lattices in ring theory. The properties of residuated
lattices were presented in [13, 20, 26-35]. For a survey of residuated lattices we refer to [19].

Non-commutative residuated lattices, sometimes called pseudo-residuated lattices, biresiduated lattices
or generalized residuated lattices, are the algebraic counterparts of substructural logics; i.e. logics which
lack at least one of the three structural rules, namely contraction, weakening and exchange. Complete
studies on non-commutative residuated lattices were developed in [1, 7, 8] and [19]. In this paper, a
residuated lattice will be a FL,-algebra. We denote by R.L the class of residuated lattices. Following the
results of Blount and Tsinakis [2], we deduce that the class RL of residuated lattices is equational, hence it
forms a variety. A subclass V of the variety RL which is also a variety is called a subvariety of RL.

The deductive system theory of the logical algebras plays an important role in studying these algebras
and the completeness of the corresponding non-classical logics. From a logical point of view, various
deductive systems correspond to various sets of provable formulas. Since deductive systems correspond
to subsets closed with respect to Modus Ponens so they are sometimes called (implicative) filters.

Di Nola, Georgescu and lorgulescu in [9] introduced the notion of left stabilizers in pseudo-BL algebras.
After that Haveshki and Mohamadhasani in [14] generalized the notion of stabilizers to the stabilizers
with respect to a subset and introduced the notion of left stabilizer with respect to a subset in BL-algebras.
Borzooei and Paad in [5] introduced some new types of stabilizers in BL-algebras. Borumand and Mo-
htashamnia in [3] introduced the notion of right and left stabilizer in (commutative) residuated lattices.
Haveshki in [15] improved some results in [3]. Motamed and Torkzadeh in [22] introduced the notion of
right stabilizers in BL-algebras and define a class of BL-algebras, called RS-BL-algebra. In this paper we
introduced the notion of some type of stabilizers in (non-commutative) residuated lattices and we establish
a connection between them and Galois connection.

This paper is organized in four sections. In Section 2 we recall some definitions, properties and results
relative to (non-commutative) residuated lattices and Galois connection. In this section we give some
examples of residuated lattices which will be used in the following sections of the paper. In Section 3, we
introduce the notions of 11, Ir, 11, rr, left, right stabilizer relative to a filter in (non-commutative) residuated
lattices and we investigate their properties and give some examples of them. In section 4 we establish a
connection between stabilizers and Galois connection. We show that the set of all stabilizers relative to a
filter of a same type forms a complete lattice.

2. A brief excursion into residuated Lattices and Galois connections

In this section we recall some definitions, properties and results relative to residuated lattices and Galois
connection which will be used in the following sections of this paper.

2.1. residuated Lattices

Definition 2.1. [19] A residuated lattice is an algebra A = (A; V, A, ©, =1, =4, 1) of type (2,2,2,2,2,0) satisfying
the following conditions.

RLy (A;V,A,0,1)is a bounded lattice.

RL, (A,0,1)isa monoid.

RL; xoy<ziffx<y—zify<x—,zforx,yzeA.

The operations —; and —, are referred to as the left and right residual of ©, respectively. Note that,
in general, 1 is not the top element of the lattice reduct of U, £(A). A residuated lattice with a constant 0
(which can denote any element) is called a pointed residuated lattice or a full Lambek algebra (FL-algebra).
If 1 is a top a element of £(A), then A is called an integral residuated lattice. A FL-algebra A in which
(A;V,A,0,1) is a bounded lattice is called a FL,-algebra. A FL,-algebra is sometimes called a bounded
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integral residuated lattice. A residuated lattice U is called commutative if —;=—,. It is obvious that 2 is a
commutative residuated lattice if and only if © is a commutative binary operation. A residuated lattice U
in which x ® y = x A y (or equivalently, x* = x)for all x, y € A is called a Heyting algebra or pseudo-Boolean
algebra [36]. Clearly, a Heyting algebra is a commutative residuated lattice.

In this paper, a residuated lattice will be a FL,,-algebra. A residuated lattice U is nontrivial if and only
if 0 # 1. In a residuated lattice ¥, for any a2 € A, we put —a :=a —; 0 and —,a := a —, 0. Also, ~y—a, -4,
—,—ya and —,—,a are denoted by —ya, 44, ~,a and -4, respectively.

A residuated lattice W is called a pseudo-MTL algebra [12] if it satisfies the pseudo-pre-linearity condition
(denoted by pprel) (x =; y) V (y =1 x) = (x =, y) V (y =, x) = 1. Itis easy to see that each linearly-ordered
residuated lattice is a pseudo-MTL algebra. We denote by PMT L the class of pseudo-MTL algebras.
Obviously, the class PMT L of pseudo-MTL algebras is equational, hence it forms a subvariety of the
variety RL. U is called a pseudo divisible residuated lattice [11] (or a bounded R{ monoid in [25]) if it satisfies
the pseudo-divisibility condition (denoted by pdiv) x © (x —, y) = (x —; y) ©x = x A y. We denote by R
the class of bounded R¢ monoids. Obviously, the class R¢ of bounded R¢ monoids is equational, hence it
forms a subvariety of the variety RL. A residuated lattice is called proper if it is not a pseudo-MTL algebra
or a bounded R¢ monoid, i.e. if (pprel) and (pdiv) do not hold. U is called a pseudo-BL algebra if it satisfies
both (pprel) and (pdiv). Denote by PBL the class of pseudo-BL algebras. A pseudo-MTL algebra is called
proper if it is not a pseudo-BL algebra, i.e. if (pdiv) does not hold. A bounded R¢ monoid is called proper
if it is not a pseudo-BL algebra, i.e. if (pprel) does not hold. A pseudo BL-algebra 2 is called a pseudo
MV-algebra (GMV-algebra) [16] if it is an involutive (or regular) i.e. —,x = =4x = x. Denote by PMYV the
class of pseudo-MV algebras. It is well-known that a residuated lattice U is a pseudo MV-algebra if and
only if it satisfies the following assertions:

mo; (x =1 Y) =y = (Y =1 X) > X.
mo, (x =, y) 21y = (Y —rx) 2 X

A pseudo-BL algebra is called proper if it is not a pseudo-MV algebra, i.e. if mov; or mov, do not hold.
Note that PMT L, R, PBL are all subvarieties of RL, connected as Figure 2.

RL

RE PMTL

PBL

PMV

Figure 1: The interrelation between some subvarieties of RL

Example 2.2. [7] Let A5 = {0,a,b,c, 1} be a lattice whose Hasse diagram is below (see Figure 2). Define ®, —; and
—, on As by the following tables.

|0 a b ¢ 1 - 10 a b ¢ 1 -, 10 a b ¢ 1
0|0 O 0O 0O 0|1 1 1 11 0|11 1111
al0 0 0 a a a |lc 1 1 11 a |b 1 1 1 1
b|0 a b a b b lc ¢ 1 ¢ 1 b |0 ¢c 1 ¢ 1
c|0 0 0 ¢ ¢ c |0 b b 11 c|b b b 1 1
110 a b ¢ 1 110 a b ¢ 1 110 a b ¢ 1
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0

Figure 2: The Hasse diagram of s.

Routine calculation shows that s = (As; V, A, O, —, —,,0,1) is a residuated lattice. One can check that Us is a
proper pseudo-MTL algebra, because the property (pdiv) does not hold:

cO(c—ra)=cOb=0+a=cAa.

Example 2.3. Let A7 ={0,a,b,c,d, e, 1} be a lattice whose Hasse diagram is below (see Figure 3). Define ©, —; and
—, on Ay as follows:

©|0 a b ¢ d e 1 - |0 a b ¢ d e 1 -, 10 a b ¢ d e 1
0/0 0O OO O 0O 01 11 1 1 11 01 1 11111
al|l0 a a a a a a a |0 1 1 1 1 1 1 a |01 1 1 1 1 1
b|0 a a a a a b b |0 d1 d 1 11 b |0 e 1 e 1 1 1
c|0 a a ¢c ¢ ¢ ¢ c |0 b b 1 1 1 1 c |0 b b 1 1 1 1
d{0 a a ¢ ¢ ¢ d d |0 b b d 1 1 1 d |0 b b e 1 1 1
el0 a b c d e e e |0 b b d d 1 1 e |0 a b ¢ d 1 1
110 a b ¢ d e 1 110 a b ¢ d e 1 110 a b ¢c d e 1
b c

0
Figure 3: The Hasse diagram of ;.

Routine calculation shows that W; = (A7; V, A, ©, =1, —,,0,1) is a proper residuated lattice, because the property (pprel) does
not hold: (b —;¢)V (c =1 b) =d VvV b=d # 1and the property (pdiv) also does not hold: d© (d =, b) =dOb=a#dAb.

Example 2.4. Let Bs = {0,4,b, c, 1} be a lattice whose Hasse diagram is below (see Figure 4). Define ©, —; and —,
on Bs by the following tables.
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|0 a b ¢ 1 -0 a b ¢ 1 -, 10 a b ¢ 1
0|0 0 0 0 O 01 1 1 1 1 0|1 11 1 1
al0 0 0 a a a b1 1 1 1 a |b 1 1 1 1
b|0O 0 0 b b b b ¢c 1 11 b|b b1 11
c|0 a a ¢ ¢ c |0 a b 11 c |0 b b1 1
110 a b ¢ 1 110 a b ¢ 1 110 a b ¢ 1

[ Ji

®c

®h

Q®a

L]

Figure 4: The Hasse diagram of Bs.

Routine calculation shows that Bs = (Bs; V, A, ©, =1, =, 0, 1) is a proper linearly-ordered pseudo-MTL algebra,
because (pdiv) does not hold:

a=bAa#bo(b—o,a)=bob=0.

Example 2.5. [17, 18] Let A¢ = {0,a,b,c,d, 1} be a lattice whose Hasse diagram is below (see Figure 5). Define
© = Aand — on Ag as follows.

=10 a b c d 1
o1 1 1111
alb 1 b1 1 1
bla a1 1 1 1
c |0 a b 1 1 1
d|0 a b c 1 1
110 a b ¢ d 1

Routine calculation shows that e = (Ae; V, A, ©, =, 1) is a proper commutative bounded RC monoid, since the
property (pprel) (here (prel)) is not verified: (a — b) V (b — a) = bV a = c # 1; more precisely Wy is a Heyting
algebra.

The following proposition provides some rules of calculus in a residuated lattice.

Proposition 2.6. [1, 4, 9] Let W be a residuated lattice. Then the following assertions are satisfied for any x,y,z € A,
oellr}.

"
L)
r3
Ty
s

xf2yeox—pgy=1

X—=ogx=0-gx=x—-ogl=1and1 -gx=x.

x=1(y—=12)=x0y) =zand x =, (y =+ 2) = (YO x) =, z.

xOYL(xO(x = Y)A((x =1 y)Oy) < x Ay. Inparticular, x <y —g xand x < (X =) Y) =) Y-
x<Yy=x0z2y0zandzOx <zOy.
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Figure 5: The Hasse diagram of Us.

xSy:>z—>Dx§z—>Dyandy—mzéx—mz.
X =i Y < (Y =i 2) =) (X =) 2)

X =0 Y < (2 =) X) =40 (2 =i Y)-
x=1(y—=r2)=y = (x> 2)

X —=n (Y A2)=(x =g Y) A(x =g 2). Inparticular, x =5 y =x =g (X A Y).

(x =10 Y) =) Y) =1 Y = X =5 Y-

Let A be a residuated lattice and F be a subset of A. For convenience, we enumerate some conditions
which will be used in this paper.

Co
C1
Co
C<
Cy
Cl
Cr

EF+0.

1eF.

x,yeF=>x0yeF.
x<yxeF>yeF.
xeFandye A=xVyeF.
x,x > yeF=yeF.

x,x >, yeF=yeF.

Definition 2.7. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a subset of A.

o Fis called an ordered-filter of W if it satisfies cy and c<.

o Fis called a filter of W if it satisfies cy, co and c<.

o Fis called a 1-ideal of W if it satisfies cp, co and cy.

o Fis called a left deductive system of W if it satisfies c1 and c;.

o Fis called a right deductive system of U if it satisfies c1 and c,.

Proposition 2.8. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a subset of A containing 1. Then the following assertions are
equivalent for any x, y,z € A.

Fy
F,
F3
F,

F is a filter. Fs
F is a 1-ideal. Fe
F is a left deductive system. F;

F is a right deductive system Fg

x—=1yy—>1zeF=>x—;z€F.
X—=,Yy—=>,z€F=>x—-,z€F.
X—=1Yy,x0z€F=>y0zeF.
xX—,Y,z0x€F=z0yeF.
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Fo x =y, ~1yeF=-xeF. Fi1 x,yeFandx<y—;z=2z€F.
Fio x>,y ~+yeF=—xeF. Fi, x,yeFandx<y—,z=>z€F.

Proof. 1t is straightforward by Proposition 2.6. [J

The set of ordered-filters and filters of a residuated lattice A will be denoted by OF(U) and F(),
respectively. It is clear that F(2) € OF(Y). Trivial examples of filters are 1 = {1} and A. A filter F of A is
proper if F # A. Clearly, F is a proper filter if and only if 0 ¢ F.

Example 2.9. Consider the proper pseudo-MTL algebra s from Example 2.2. Then F(Us) = {F; = 1,F, =
{brl}rP3 = {C/1}1F4 = AS}

Example 2.10. Consider the proper residuated lattice Ay from Example 2.3. Then F(U;) = {F1 =1,F, ={e, 1},F3 =
{Cl d/ e, 1}/ P4 = {ﬂ, b/ c, d/ e, 1}/ FS = A7}

Example 2.11. Consider the proper linearly-ordered pseudo-MTL algebra Bs from Example 2.4. Then F(Bs) =
{Fl = 11F2 = {Cll}/F3 = B5}

Example 2.12. Consider the proper commutative bounded R€ monoid ¢ from Example 2.5. Then F(Ug) = {F1 =
1,F, =1{d,1},F3 = {c,d,1},Fy = {b,c,d, 1}, Fs = {a,c,d, 1}, Fs = Ae}.

Let A be a residuated lattice. We define the distance functions as for pseudo-BL algebras [9] d'(a,b) =
(@a—>1b)o (b —a)and d'(a,b) = (a =, b) © (b —, a), for any a,b € A. With any filter of a residuated lattice A
we associate two binary relations =} and =/, on A by defining as for pseudo-BL algebras [9];

(a,b) €=l if and only if d'(a, b) € I,
(a,b) €=} if and only if d"(a,b) € F,
As for pseudo-BL algebras [9], the binary relations =L and =/. are equivalence relations on A. =% and =/
are called the left equivalence relation and the right equivalence relation induced by F, respectively. In the
following, for any a € A the equivalence classes a/ =L and a/ = are denoted by [a]%. and [a]%, respectively.

Definition 2.13. [10] Let U be a residuated lattice. A filter F of W is called normal if the following condition holds,
forany x,y € A:

x =1y €Fifandonlyifx —,y €F.
We shall denote by F,(N) the set of normal filters of A.

Example 2.14. Consider the proper residuated lattice Wy from Example 2.3. Then we have F,(W;) = {F1 = 1,F; =
{CI d/ e, 1}11:4 = {ﬂ, bl c, dr e, 1}/ F5 = A7}

It is obvious that if F is a normal filter of the residuated lattice 2 then the right and the left equivalence
relations induced by F are equal and both of them are denoted by =f. So (x, y) €= if and only if d'(x, y) € F if
and only if d"(x, y) € F. As for pseudo-BL algebras [10, Proposition 1.7], if F is a normal filter of a residuated
lattice A then =r is a congruence relation on A. In this case, For any a € A, let a/F be the equivalence class
a/ =r and A/F = {a/Fla € A}. A/F becomes a residuated lattice with the natural operations induced from
those of A and it is denoted by A/F.

Let A be a residuated lattice. It is obvious that (A; F(2)) is an algebraic closed set system. The closure
operator associated with the closed set system (A; F(2)) is denoted by Fi* : P(A) — P(A). Thus for any
subset X of A, Fi*(X) = N{F € FQ)|X C F} is the smallest filter of A contains X. Fi*(X) is called the filter
generated by X. For each x € A, the filter generated by {x} is denoted by Fi*(x) and it is called the principle
filter of A. When there is no ambiguity we will drop the superscript 2.

If {Fi}ier is a family of all filters of U, we define AjerFi = NierFi and Vg F; = Fi(UjerF;). According to [7],
(F(W), A, Y) is a complete Browerian algebraic lattice which its compact elements are exactly the principal
filter of A.
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Proposition 2.15. [7] Let U be a residuated lattice and X be a subset of A. Then we have
FiX)={a € Alx1 ©---Ox, < a, for some integer n, x1,--+ ,x, € X}.

Let A be a residuated lattice. The set of all complemented elements in the lattice reduct A is denoted
by B(Y) and it is called the Boolean center of A. Complements are generally not unique unless the lattice
is distributive. In residuated lattices however, although the underlying lattices need not be distributive,
according to [8], the complements are unique.

Proposition 2.16. [8] Let A be a residuated lattice, e € B(N) and a € A. Then the following assertions hold for any
Oy, 00 € {7}

(1) e€=—e=—e ~e=-ye=cande® =e.
(2) e —=n, "o,€ = "m,8, o€ —n, € = €.

(3) eca=eAa.

Let 2 be a residuated lattice. An element a of A is said to be the left (right) dense element of U if and
only if ~a = 0(=,a = 0). We denote by D(2) and D’(2) the sets of the left and the right dense elements of
U, respectively. Also, the intersection of the left and the right dense elements of U is said to be the dense
elements of A and denoted by D,(A). One can check that Ds(A) = {a € Al-ya =1 = —a}. Obviously, if U is
an involutive residuated lattice then D(A) = DZ(A) = Ds(A) = {1}.

Proposition 2.17. [7] Let A be a residuated lattice. Then DL(N) and DL(N) are proper filters of A. In particular,
Dy(N) is a proper filter of A.

Let Abe a residuated lattice and F be a filter of A and X be a subset of A. The generalized co-annihilator
of X (relative to F) is denoted by (F : X) and defined as follow.

(F:X)={aeAlxVvaeFEVxeX}.
In the following proposition, we collect the properties of generalized co-annihilators.

Proposition 2.18. [28] Let W be a residuated lattice, F, G be filters of Wand X, Y be subsets of A. Then the following
conditions satisfy.

(1) (F:X)is afilter of A.

(2) FC(F:X).

(B) (F:X)=Aifandonlyif X CF.
4) XC(F:(F:X)).

Let A and B be residuated lattices. A mapping 1 : A — B is called a homomorphism, in symbols
h : A — B, if it preserves the fundamental operations. If & : A — B is a homomorphism we put
coker(h) = h(1). It is easy to check that coker(h) is a normal filter of A. Also, it is obvious that h(a;) = h(ay)
if and only if a1 =g a2,4, =g a1 € coker(h) and it implies that / is an injective homomorphism if and only if
coker(h) = {1}.

Proposition 2.19. Let h: W — B be a homomorphism.

(1) If his surjective and F € F(N)(F € F,(N)) such that coker(h) C F then h(F) € F(B)(h(F) € F,(B)).
(2) IfF € F(B)(F € F,(B)) then h=(F) € F(A)(h™(F) € F,(N)) and coker(h) € h(F).

Proof. 1t is straightforward. [J
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2.2. Galois connection
This section is devoted to recall some definitions, properties and results relative to Galois connection.

Definition 2.20. Let o/ = (A; <) and % = (B; <) be posets and f : A — B be a map between posets.
1. f is antitone if a1 < ap implies f(ay) < f(a1), for all a1,a, € A.
In particular case which o/ = 2,

1. f is inflationary (also called extensive) if a < f(a) for all a € A.

2. fisidempotent if f> = f.

3. f is a closure operator on < if it is inflationary, isotone and idempotent. A fixpoint of the closure operator f,
i.e. an element a of A that satisfies f(a) = a, is called a closed element of f. The set of closed elements of the
closure operator f will be denoted by €.

Definition 2.21. Let o7 = (A; <) and B = (B; <) be posets. Suppose that f : A — Band g : B — A are functions
such that for alla € A and b € B we have

a < g(b) ifand only if b < f(a).
Then the pair (f, g) is called a (contravariant or antitone) Galois connection between <7 and

Proposition 2.22. Let &7 and 98 be posets and f : A — Band g : B — A be two functions. Then the pair (f, g)
forms a Galois connection between </ and 2 if and only if the following assertions hold.

(1) Ia=xgfandlp < fg.
(2) f and g are antitone functions.

Proof. Let (f, g) forms a Galois connection between o7 and . Consider a € A. We have f(a) < f(a) and it
implies thata < g(f(a)). So I4 < gf. Analogously, we can show that Iz < fg. If we have a; < a, then we have
a1 < g(f(a2)) and it states that f(a2) < f(a1). In a similar way, we can obtain that g is an antitone function.

Now, let (1) and (2) holds. Assume thata < g(b) for some a € A and b € B. So we have b < f(g(b)) < f(a).
Analogously, we can show that b < f(a) impliesa < g(b). Therefore, (f, g) forms a Galois connection between
o and . O

Proposition 2.23. Let o/ and 2 be posets and (f, g) forms a Galois connection between <7 and 2. Then the following
assertions hold.

M) fgf=fandgfg=g.

(2) If vX exists for some X C A then Af(X) exists and Af(X) = f(VX).
(3) If VY exists for some Y C B then Ag(Y) exists and Ag(Y) = g(VY).
4) f(a) = max{b € Bla < g(b)}, g(b) = max{a € Alb < f(a)}

(5) gf is a closure operator on o/ and 6,5 = g(B).

(6) fgis aclosure operator on % and €y, = f(A).

Proof. 1. Leta € A. By Proposition 2.22(1) we have a < g(f(a)) and f(a) < f(g9(f(a))) and by 2.22(2) we get
that f(g9(f())) < f(a). It shows that f = fgf. Analogously, we can show that g = gfg.

2. Let x € X. Then x < VX and it implies that f(VX) < f(x) and this means that f(vX) is a lower bound
of the set f(X). Assume that b < f(x) for any x € X. So we obtain that x < g(b) for any x € X. So we
have VX < g(b) and this states that b < f(vVX). Therefore, f(VX) = Af(X).

3. Leta € A. By Proposition 2.22(1) we obtain that f(a) € {b € Bla < g(b)}. Assume thatb € {b € Bla < g(b)}.
Then a < g(b) and it implies that b < f(a). Analogously, we can show that g(b) = max{a € Alb < f(a)}.

4. By Proposition 2.22(1), gf is inflationary and by Proposition 2.22(1), gf is isotone. Also, by (1) we can
conclude that gf is idempotent. It states that gf is a closure operator on <7
Let b € B. By (1) we have g(B) C s. Also, for eacha € A, a € ¢;; implies a = g(f(a)) € g(B) and this
shows that ¢, C g(B). Hence, we have ;s = g(B). Analogously, we can show that fg is a closure
operator on % and ¢y, = f(A).

O
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Theorem 2.24. [6] Let A be set and f : P(A) — P(A) be a closure operator. Then the set of closed elements of f,
©, is a complete lattice with respect to the following operations.

A %f)(%f —> %f v %f)(%f — cgf
XY) +— XnY, XY) — fXUY).

Corollary 2.25. Let A be a set and (f, g) forms a Galois connection between P(A) and P(B). Then the following
assertions hold.

1) £ = @PB));AN,VvI,0 = g(B),1 = g(0)) is a complete lattice where /\?E[g(Y,-) = g(UjerYy) and Vigelg(Yi) =
g(Nier fg(Y7)) for any family {Yi}ier € P(B).

2) % = (FPA); M, V/,0 = f(A),1 = f©)) is a complete lattice where N_f(Xi) = f(UierX;) and VI f(X;) =
f(Nierg f(Xi)) for any family {Xi}ier € P(B).

Proof. By Proposition 2.23(5), gf is a closure operator on P(A) and ;s = g((B)). So by Theorem 2.24,
(9(P(B)); A, vf) s a complete lattice where /\igglg(Yi) = Nierg(Yi) and \/l.geflg(Yi) = gf(Vierg(Yy)) for any
family {Yilier € P(B). Now, let {Yi}ier be a family of subset of the set B. By Proposition 2.23(3) we have
Nierg(Yi) = g(UierY;) and this shows that /\fé}g(Y,-) = /\igdg(Yi). Also, we have gf(Uie1g(Yi)) = g(Nierfg(Y3))
and it implies that V‘nglg(Yi) = Vl.gelg(Y,-). Since g is an antitone function so we have g(B) € g(Y) € g(0) for
any Y C B. Therefore, (9(P(B)); A, V,0 = g(B), 1 = g(0)) is a complete lattice. Analogously, we can show that
(2)holds. O

3. Stabilizer in residuated lattice

In this section we introduce and investigate the notion of stabilizer relative to a filter in residuated
lattices.

Definition 3.1. Let U be a residuated lattice, F be a filter of W and X be a subset of A. The ll, Ir, rl and rr-stabilizer
of X relative to F is denoted by (F : X)!, (F : X, (F : X). and (F : X)!, respectively and defined as follows.

1. (F:X)f:{aeAl(a—nx)—),xEF, Vx € X}.
2. (F:X)!={aeAl(a—,x) > xe€F, Vx € X].
3. (F: X). ={a€ Al(x >;a) >, a€F, ¥x € X}.
4. (F: X). ={a€ Al(x >, a) >;a € F, ¥x € X}.

(F: X = (F: X)ﬁ(r)ﬁ(F : X);(r) is called the left (right) stabilizer of X relative to F and (F : X)s = (F : X);N(F : X),
is called the stabilizer of X relative to F. Let Oy, 0, € {I,v}. If X = {x} then (F : {x} Sf is denoted by (F : x)gf. Also,

(1, X)g? is called the 0y Op-stabilizer of X and it is denoted by (X)g.
Example 3.2. Consider the proper pseudo-MTL algebra Ws from Example 2.2 and its filters from Example 2.9.
In the following proposition, we collect some properties of stabilizers.

Proposition 3.3. Let U be a residuated lattice. Then the following assertions hold for any family {X}U{Y} U (X} €
P(A), {F} U{G} U {Fi}ie; € Fi(N), 01,05 € {I, 7} and O € {L, 7, s}.

(1) X" ={a€Ala—p x=xVxeX}and X;" = {a € Alx =g, a=a,Yx € X}.

(2) (F:X) < (F:X)s. Inparticular, F C (F : X)s.

(3) X C Y implies (F: Y)gf C(F: X)Sf In particular, if X C Y then (F : Y)g € (F : X)o.

(4) (F:Fi(X)g> € (F: X)g2. In particular, (F : Fi(X))g € (F : X)q.

(5) F < Gimplies (F : X)g* € (G : X)g*. In particular, if F € G then (F : X)g € (G : X)a.

(6) XN (F:X)g: CF. Inparticular, X N (F : X)o CF.

(7) If X contains F then X N (F : X)g* = F. In particular, if X contains F then X N (F : X)g = F.



®)
©)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)

Proof.

10.
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0 a b C 1

11 F3 Fq F; F> A5

Fl _ {1} Ir F2 F1 F3 Fz A5
rl Fl F1 F3 {O,b,l} A5

Ir Fl Fl {O,C,l} F2 A5

11 {a,b,c,l} F2 A5 F2 A5

Ir Fz FZ A5 Fz A5

B=bl S e A4 061 4
Ir P2 Fz A5 Pz A5

]l 2 T, 2 As | As

Ir {a,b,c,l} F3 F3 A5 A5

F3 - {Cll} rl F3 F3 F3 A5 A5
T F3 {0,c,1} | {0,c,1} As As

11 As As As As As

F,=A Ir A5 A5 A5 A5 A5
475 rl A5 A5 A5 A5 A5
Ir A5 A5 A5 A5 A5

Table 1: Table of stabilizers of the residuated lattice s.

(F:X)g* = Aifand only if X C F. In particular, (F : X)g = A if and only if X C F.
(F:0s=(F:1)s=(F:F)s=A.

XCE:F: XN, E:F: XN, F:(F: Xy, F: (F:X)s)s.

Nier(F; - X)gi = (NjerFi : X)gf. In particular, Nier(Fi : X)g = (NigiFi : X)g.
(F:0)" = (F:0), = (F:0) = (F: A® =F.

(F:0)" = {a € Al=ya € F}. In particular, (0)7 = DZ(X).

W ={a e Ala > x) > x =1, VxeX) = {a € Ala =y x < x, VxeX).
On the other hand, by 74 we have x < a —g x, for any a,x € A. It implies that Xi(r) = {a € Ala -y

x = x, Yx € X}. It shows that XZD = {a € Ala —g x = x,Yx € X}. Analogously, we can show that
X?={aeAlx s5ga=a,VxeX}.

1. By r1 we have X

. Leta € (F: X). Thenforanyx € XwehaveaVvx € F. ByrywehaveaVx < ((a =y x) = X) A((X =i

a) — a). Since F is a filter so we have ((a =) x) =g x) A ((x =y a) =) a) € F. It shows that
a € (F:X) N (F:X), = (F: X)s. By Proposition 2.18(2) we can conclude that F C (F : X),.

Let X CYandae (F: Y)ﬁ(y). Then for any x € X, since X C Y, we have (2 =y x) =, x € F and it
shows thata € (F : X);(r). So (F: Y)é(r) C (F: X);(r). Analogously, we can obtain the other cases.

It is an immediate consequence of (3).

Let FC Ganda € (F : X)i(r). For any x € X we have (@ —y;) x) =, x € F. It implies that
(a =1 x) =g x € G and it shows thata € (G : X)g(r). Analogously, we can show that the other cases.
Letae XN (F: X);m. Then (2 —y) x) =) x € Fforany x € X. Let x = a. By r, we havea € F and it
implies that X N (F : X)é(r) C F. Similarly, we can obtain the other cases.

It is an immediate consequence of (2) and (6)

Let (F : X);(r) =Aand x € X. Wehavex =1 —, x = (x =y X) = x € F and it shows that X C F.
Conversely, if X C F, then by Proposition 2.18(3) we have (F : X) = A and (2) implies that (F : X)i(r) =A.
Analogously, we can obtain the other cases.

It is an immediate consequence of (8).

Let x € X. Then for anya € (F : X);(r) we have (a —y;) x) = x € F and it implies that x € (F : (F :
X)), Analogously, we can show that X C (F : (F : X)\)\"”, (F: (F : X))y, (F : (F : X)s)s.



S. Rasouli / Filomat 34:4 (2020), 1223-1239 1234

11. By (5), for each i € I we have (NigfF; : X)g? € (Fi : X)g? and it shows that (NierFi : X)g? € Nier(Fi = X)g2.

Conversely, let a € Niey(F; : X);(r). Thus, for any i € I and x € X we have (a —y) x) =, x € F; and it

1(r)

implies that we have (a —y) x) —,¢) x € NigrF; for any x € X. Hence we obtain that a € (NjefF; : X)l .

Analogously, we can obtain the other cases.

12. By (2) we know that F C (F : 0).”, (F : A)2. Leta € (F: 0)". Thus we havea = 1 —, a =
(0 =) a) =, a € F. It means that (F : 0 =F. Ifae(F: A)i(r), then for each x € A we have
(@ =i x) =) x € F. Consider x = a. So we havea =1 —y,y a = (a =y a) =, a € F. It shows that
(F: A)i(r) = F. Analogously, we can obtain the other cases.

13. It is straightforward.
U

Proposition 3.4. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be filters of U. Then the following assertions hold for any X C A.

€)) (X)i and (X); are filters of .
(2) (X7 = (Fi(X))7 foro e {l,r}.
(3) FiX)nX, ={1}.

Proof. 1. See[9, Proposition 4.38].

2. By (4) we have (Fi(X)). € (X).. Leta € (X)! and x € Fi(X). By Proposition 2.15, there exist x1, x, - - , X, €
X, such that x; ©--- ©x, < x. By Proposition 2.6(r3 and r¢) we have x =4 < (x1 ©---Ox,) =y a =
x1 = (xpg =+ (x; =1 a)--+). On the other hand, we have x; =»;a =afori=1,---,n. This states that
x —; a = a and it implies a € (Fi(X)).. Analogously, we can show that (X); = (Fi(X));.

3. Itis an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.3(6) and (2).
|

In the following example we show that assertions of Proposition 3.4 may not be true for the any stabilizer
of any subset.

Example 3.5. Consider Example 3.2. Then we have (F : 0)), (Fs : 0);, (F2 : a), and (Fs : a); are not filters of U.
Also, we have (F, : O)! # (F : Fi(O), (Fs : 0); # (3 : Fi(Q)),, (Fa : a)l # (F» : Fi(a)). and (Fs : a)} # (F3 : Fi(a));.

Proposition 3.6. Let A be a residuated lattice, F be a filter of A, x, y € A and e € B(N). Then the following assertions
hold.

(1) x < yimplies (F : x)? C (F: y)2. In particular, x < y implies (F : x), C (F : y),.
2 F:xoy? C(F:xAy)? C(F:{xyhHh

(3) IfFisanormal filter of A then (F : x/F)g? = (F : x)g.

(4) e € B) if and only if —~e € (e)s if and only if —~e € (e)s.

Proof. 1. Letx <yanda € (F: x)L. By r¢ we have (y —; a) =, a > (x =;a) =, a € F and it implies that
ae(F:y)

2. It follows by (1).

3. By Proposition 3.3(3), it is obvious that (F : x/F)z* € (F : x)g*. Now, leta € (F : X)i(r) and y € x/F.
Therefore, d'(x, y) € F and this means d'((a =1 X) =) %, (@ =i ¥) =) ¥) € F. On the other hand,
we have (@ —yy x) =, x € F and this implies that (2 =) y) =+ y € F. Thusa € (F: x/F);(V) and this
shows the equality.

4. It is obvious by Proposition 2.16(2) and Proposition 3.3(1).

O

In the following example we show that assertions of Proposition 3.6 may not be true for the any stabilizer
of any subset.
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Example 3.7. Consider Example 3.2. Then we have 0 < ¢ but (F; : 0)) & (F : ¢)). Also, we have (F; :a ©a). & (Fy :
ana).

Proposition 3.8. Let h : W — B be a surjective homomorphism and 01, O, € {I, r}.
(1) IfFis afilter of  containing coker(h) and X C A then h((F : X)Sf) = (h(F) : h(X))S?.
(2) IfFisafilter of Band Y C B then h ((F : Y)g?) = (h(F) : h=(Y))g.

Proof. 1. Let F be a filter of A and X C A. By Proposition 2.19(1), h(F) is a filter of B. If X = @ then
by Proposition 3.3(8) we have (F : X) = A and (h(F) : k(X)) = B. Since h is surjective so the equality
holds. So let X be a nonempty subset of A. Assume that b € (h(F) : h(X));(r). So for each y € h(X) we
have (b =y y) =1 y € h(F). Hence, there are x € X, a € A and f € F such that h(x) = y, h(a) = b
and (b =) y) —ry ¥ = h(f). It means that (h(a) —ip) h(x)) —ng h(x) = h(f) and it implies that
f =1 ((a =1 x) =) x) € coker(h) C F. Since F is a filter so we can conclude that (2 —) x) =z x € F.
Thusa € (F: X),” and it states that b € h((F : X)|").

Now, let b € h((F : X)ﬁ(r)) and y € h(X). So there are a € (F : X)i(r) and x € X such that h(a) = b and
h(x) = y and it results that (a2 —;,) x) =1 x € F. Therefore, (h(a) —y h(x)) =1 h(x) € h(F) and it
implies that b € (h(F) : h(X))i(r). Analogously, we can show that h((F : X)) = (W(F) : h(X))®

2. Let F be a filter of B and Y € A. By Proposition 2.19(2), h(F) is a filter of A. If Y = @ then we
have (F : Y)i(r) = Band (h(F) : h“(Y))i(r) = A. Since & is surjective so the equality holds. Suppose
that a € (h=(F) : h“(Y))ﬁ(r). Consider y € Y. So there is x € A such that h(x) = y. We have
(@) =1 ¥) = v = (@) =i 1(X) =) B(x) = h((@ =) x) =@ x). On the other hand, we have
x € h=(Y) and it implies that (a —) x) —,q x € h(F). Therefore, (h(a) —i y) =+ y € F for each
y € Y and it states that h(a) € (F : Y)i(r). It shows thata € h* ((F : Y)ﬁ(r)).

Conversely, assume that a € h((F : Y)ﬁ(r)) and x € h=(Y). Hence h(a) € (F : Y);(r) and h(x) € Y. It

implies that h((a —) x) =) x) = (k@) =) ¥) =) ¥ € F. Therefore, (a —y) x) =g x € h~(F) and it
concludes thata € (h(F) : h‘_(Y))é(r). Analogously, we canshow that h~((F : Y)lr(’)) =th(F): h‘_(Y))i(r).
O

Let A be a residuated lattice and F be a normal filter of 2. The mapping 7> : A — A/F defined by

A A 5
F

Tz (a) = a/F is called the natural homomorphism. It is obvious that the natural homomorphism 7
surjective and coker(r}) = F. Therefore, by Proposition 2.19 we have

1S

F(U/F) = {H/FIF € H € F)}.

Lemma 3.9. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a normal filter of A. Then for any x € A — F there is a subset
X # Aof Asuchthat x € X, (F: X)[ C (F : x)] and (F : X); is a filter of A.

Proof. Letx € A. By Proposition 3.8(1) we have 7ip(F : x)7' = (x/F);’. By Proposition 3.4(2), (x/F); is a filter of
A/F and by 2.19(1) and Proposition 3.4(1) it implies that (7, (F/F), ;- (x/F))] = (F : iz (x/F)); is a filter of
2. On the other hand we have x € niz (x/F) and 7 (x/F) # A. Since if ;- (x/F) = A then 1 € riz(x/F) which
it implies that x € F. Now, by Proposition 3.3(3) we get that (F : ;- (x/F))f € (F: x). O

4. Galois connection of stabilizers in residuated lattice

Let A be a residuated lattice, F be a filter of A, 03,0, € {/,r} and O € {I,r,s}. We define the following
functions.

Fg: PA) — PA) Fo: PA) — PA)
X +— (F: X)Sf, X +— (F:X)g.
Proposition 4.1. Let A be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of A. Then the following pairs (F;, Fl), (Fj, F}), (F1, Fy)
and (Fs, F;) are Galois connections on P(A).
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Proof. By Proposition 3.3(3), functions Fl and F!. are antitone and by 3.3(10), FﬁFL and FiF; are inflationary
functions. So by Proposition 2.22 we obtaln that (Pl Fl) is a Galois connection on P(A). Analogously, we
can show that (F/, F"), (F;, F,) and (F;, F;) are Galois connections onP(A). O

17t
Corollary 4.2. Let N be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold for any X, Y C A.
(1) XC(F:Y)] ifand only if Y C (F : X);.
(2) XC(F:Y)ifandonlyif Y C (F: X),.
(B) XS (F:Y)ifand onlyif Y C (F : X)s.

Proof. It follows by Proposition 4.1 and Definition 2.21. [J

Corollary 4.3. Let N be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold for any X C A
and 0 € {l,r}.

1) (F: X)l(r) =(F:(F:(F: X);:(‘r))rm(l))l‘:(‘r)'
@) (F: Xy = (F = (F = (F: X)in)ry)icr)-

@) (F:X)s=(F:(F:(F:X)s)s)s.
Proof. It follows by Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 2.23(1). O

Corollary 4.4. Let A be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold for any family
(X} U {Xilier € P(A), 01,02 € {I,r}and O € {I, 7,5},

(1) (F : UiGIXi)gf = mig[(F : X,‘)g?. In particular, (P : UieIXi)El = ﬂjel(F : X,’)D.

(2) (F:X)g? = Muex(F : X)3%. In particular, (F : X)o = Nyex(F : X)g.

() (F:X)g? = (F: X = F)g’. In particular, (F : X)o = (F: X = F)a.

() If0eX, then (F: X)\) = (F: X), = (F: X); = F.

Proof. 1. Itis straightforward by Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 2.23(2) and Proposition 2.23(3).

2. By taking X = U,exx it follows by (1).

3. By (1) we have (F: X)g2 = (F: (X - F)n (X NF)g> = (F: X - F)2 N (F : X N F)g? and by Proposition
3.3(8) we have (F: XN F)Dz = A. It states that (F : X)Dz =(F:X-Fg

4. Let 0 € X. By (2) we have (F : X)I,(r) = Nyex(F : x) and by Propos1t10n 3.3(12) we have (F : O)Z(r
Since F C (F : x)i(r) for any x € X it implies that (F : X)lr(r) = F. Analogously, we have (F : X), = (F :
X)s =F.
U

Corollary 4.5. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold for any X C A
and O € {l,r}.

D) (F: X, =UHY e PANXC (F:Y)g,).

@) (F: X)) =Y e PAIXC (F:Y)p)

B) (F:X)s =UlY e P(A)IX C (F: Y)s).

Proof. Let X C A. By Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 2.23(4) we have (F : X)lt(]r) = max{Y € PA)|X C (F:
Y)r‘](l)}. letT ={Y € PA)IX C (F : Y)E(l)}. We have maxI' € UI'. By considering Y € I' we obtain that
X C (F: Y)r'j(l) and it implies Y C (F : X)l‘j(r) by Proposition 4.2(1). Therefore, UI' C (F : X)[‘:(‘r) and again by
Proposition 4.2(1) we obtain that X C (F : Ul")r‘j(l). So UI' € I and it means that UI' = maxI". Similarly, (2) and

3)hold. O

Corollary 4.6. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold for any O € {1, r}.

1) Fﬁr)FD is a closure operator on P(A) and ‘Kplu)pum {(F: X)ﬁr)lX C A}

(2) FiFyq) is a closure operator on P(A) and €r,,r,, = {(F : X)X € A}.

r(h)
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(3) FEsF; is a closure operator on P(A) and 6r.r, = {(F : X)s|X € A}.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 2.23((5) and (6)) we obtain that Fl‘:('r)FrD(l) is a closure operator on
P(A) and Gpo o l(r)(X)IX CA}={(F: X)ZD(,)|X C A}. Analogously, (2) and (3) hold. O

0w

Corollary 4.7. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of W. Then the following assertions hold for any O € {I, r}.
ST-F2

(1) ST- Fl(r) (Fl(r)(SD(A)); AT Fio, ST F F, A) is a complete lattice where operations AT Fio and VST are
defined as follows.

ST-Fy
1 Xy = (F: ViaXi)jgy,

ﬂ?’ld
\Vi I(V)( . .)D _(Fm (F(F X)D ) )
il F: X, I = < lier . AU () Ier)

(2) ST — Fipy = (Fin(P(A)); ASTF0, vST=Fio | F, A) is a complete lattice where operations AST=F0 and vST=Fo) are
defined as follows.

ST F](r)
zel

(F : Xi)iry = (F : Vier X)),

and
VST=Fie
Vi, (F : Xy = (F = Oier(F = (F = X)in)r)in)-
(3) ST —F, = (Fs(P(A)); NST-F vST=E E A) is a complete lattice where operations AST~Fs and VST=F are defined
p p
as follows.
A (R X0)s = (F : Ui X,

IEI

and

\ST-Fs S(F: Xi)s = (F : Nig(F = (F : Xi)s)s)s-

15[

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, (F7,F/) is a Galois connection and by Proposition 4.6(1), F}  F5.  is

l(r)’ r(l
a closure operator on $(A) and %, r )(P(A)) So by Proposition 2.25, ST — =

o o l(r 1(7)
(Fﬁy)(P(A))'/\ST_F i, vSTFi Dr) Dr)(A), Fﬁr)(@)) is a complete lattice. Also, by Proposition 3.3(9) we have
Flt(]r)((l)) (F : 0)17 = A and by Proposition 3.3(12) we have Fl(y)(A) = (F: A)ZE(]V) = F. Analogously, we
can show that (2) and (3) hold. O

Proposition 4.8. Let W be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of U. Then the following assertions hold for any X C A.

(1) Ifa,be(F: X)) thena nbe (F: X)\". In particular, a,b € (F : X), impliesa A b € (F : X),.
(2) (F:X); € OFQ[F, A]. In particular, (F : X); € OF()[F, A].

Proof. 1. Leta,b € (F : X)l(r). By 76 we have (x —yp a) —=,p a4 < (x =y (@ A b)) =, a for any
x € X. Since F is a filter and (x —yy a) —,p a € F so we have (x =y (@A D) —,p a € F
for any x € X. Analogously, we can obtain that (x —;, (@ A b)) —,p b € F. By rio we have
(x =1 @AD) = (@A) = [(x =i (@AD)) = al Al(x =i (@A D)) = b]. It means that

(x =14 (@ A b)) >, (a AD) € F for any x € X. Hence, we havea Ab € (F: X)),

2. Leta<bandae (F: X)i(’). By r¢ we have (a2 —y) x) =, x £ (b =) X) =4 x for any x € X. Since
Fis a filter and (x —y) a) =, a € F so we have (b —y) x) =) x € F for any x € X. Hence, we have
be(F:X)".

[
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Proposition 4.9. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold.

(1) Crop = {(F: G)PIG € OFWM)[E, A]}. In particular, G = {(F)?|F € F(A)}.
(2) €rr, = {(F: G)/G € OFW)[E, Al}. In particular, 1,1, = {(F)/|F € F(A)}.
(B) Gr.r, = {(F: G)s|G € OFW)|E, Al}. In particular, 61,1, = {(F)s|F € F()}.

Proof. It is obvious that {(F : G)?|G € OF(W)[F, A]} ¢ %p;plu. Now, let H = (F : X)? for some X C A. By
Proposition 4.3(1) we have (F : (F : H));’ = H and by Proposition 4.8(2) we have (F : H)] € OF)[F, A]. It
shows that %pyupl: C{(F: G)T|G € OF(W)[F, A]}.

Let H = (F); for some F € F(). By Proposition 4.3(1) we have ((H);'); = H and by Proposition 3.4(1) we
have (H);' € F(). It shows that ¢j010 C {(F)7|F € F(A)}. Analogously, we can show that (2) and (3) hold. [J

Proposition 4.10. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Also let F1 and F, be two ordered-filters of U
such that F C F1 N Fy. Then the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) KNk =F (6) F1 C(F:F)l.
(2) F1C(F:Fy). o
(3) FiC(F:F. 7 FreEa),
(4) FiC(F:F). (8) F1 S (F:F).
() Fic(F:R). (9) F1 C(F:Fa).

Proof. Let f; € F; and f, € F,. We have fi,f, < fi V f, and it states that f; € (F : F;). Thus we have
Fi1 C (F : F,). Therefore (1) implies (2). By Proposition 3.3(2), (2) implies (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8) and (9).
Now, let f € F1 N F,. Sowehave f =1 =, f = (f =iy f) =rp f € F and it shows that (4), (5), (6), (7) and
consequently (2), (3), (8) and (9) implies (1). O

Corollary 4.11. Let U be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Also let G be an ordered-filter of W containing F.
Then the following assertions hold.

1) (P:G)=(P:G)5=(F:G),=(F:G)§=(F:G)r§(F:G)y.
2) (F:G)s, (F:G), (F: G); and (F : G)j are filters of .
(3) (CI;:QC(;Z)-“) F:GNEF:(F:GNNE:(F:GNE:(F:GFN(F:(F:G)N(EF:(F:G)sN(F:

Proof. 1. Let G be an ordered-filter of A containing F. By Proposition 4.8(2) we know that (F : G)g is
an ordered-filter of A. Also, by hypothesis and Proposition 3.3(8) we have (F : G); NG = F. So by
Proposition 4.10 we obtain that (F : G); C (F:G)s. Itshows that (F: G)=(F:G)s = (F: G); = (F:G): C
(F : G)r. Analogously, we can show that (F: G) =(F: G)s = (F: G); = (F: G)] € (F: G),.

2. It follows by (1) and Proposition 2.18(1).
3. It follows by (1) and Proposition 2.18(4).
|

Proposition 4.12. Let W be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of . Then the following assertions hold.

(1) The complete lattice ST — F = (FP(P(A)); ASTF U, VST (F =), F A) is a pseudocomplemented lattice.

(2) The complete lattice ST — F; = (Fi(P(A)); AST-F1, vST=F (F . =), F, A) is a pseudocomplemented lattice.

(3) The complete lattice ST — Fs = (Fs(P(A)); AST-Fs, vST=E (F : =), F, A) is a pseudocomplemented lattice.
Proof. Let (F : X)J' € F(P(A)). By Proposition 3.3((2) and (7)) we have (F : X) N (F : (F : X))/ = F. Also,
Proposition 4.11(2) states that (F : X); is an ordered-filter of A. So by Corollary 4.11(2) we obtain that
(F:(F: X)) = (F:(F: X)). It shows that (F : X) N (F : (F: X)) = F. Now, let (F : X) N (F:Y) = F.
Since, (F : X); and (F : Y); are ordered-filters of U containing F so by Proposition 4.10 we obtain that

(F:Y)P € (F: (F: X)]). It shows that the meet semilattice (F(P(A)); N, (F : -), F) is a pseudocomplemented
lattice. Analogously, we can show that (2) and (3) hold. O
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