Congruence-preserving functions on Stone and Kleene alge-
bras

VL0LADIMIR KUCHMEI AND MIROSLAV PLOSCICA

ABSTRACT. We investigate local polynomial functions on Stone algebras and on Kleene
algebras. We find a generating set for the clone of all local polynomial functions. We also
represent local polynomial functions on a given algebra by polynomial functions of some
canonical extension of this algebra.

1. Introduction

Let f be an n-ary function on a set A. Let p be a k-ary relation on a set A.
We say that f preserves p if (f(a11,-.-,01n),---, f(ak1,---,ak)) € p whenever
(ally-"aakl) € pv"'a(aln;“'aakn) S pP-

An n-ary function f on an algebra A is called compatible (or congruence-preserv-
ing) if it preserves all congruences of A.

It is clear that all polynomial functions on A are compatible. The algebra A
is called affine complete if, conversely, every compatible function is polynomial.
Affine completeness has been investigated for various kinds of algebras. (See [7]
for a survey.) In general, however, there are non-polynomial compatible functions
and our aim is to investigate this phenomenon and characterize the compatible
functions. As a first step in achieving this goal we concentrate on an important
subclass of compatible functions. An n-ary function f on an algebra A is said to
be a local polynomial function of A if it can be interpolated by a polynomial of
A on every finite subset of A™. It is well-known (see [10]) that an n-ary function
on an algebra A is a local polynomial iff it preserves all diagonal subalgebras of
finite powers of A. (A subalgebra B of A* is diagonal if (z,z,...,2) € B for every
x € A.) Tt is also easy to find a local polynomial function which is not polynomial.

It is clear that compatible (local polynomial) functions form a clone. So, we have
the following problem.

Problem 1.1. Given an algebra A, find a nice generating set for the clone of all
compatible (local polynomial) functions.

Another approach to the description of compatible functions (suggested in [3] for
the case of distributive lattices) is via special extensions of algebras. An algebra B
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is called a CEP-eztension of A, if A is a subalgebra of B and every congruence of
A is a restriction of some congruence of B. In such a case, every polynomial of B,
which preserves A, restricts to a compatible function on A. So, there is a possibility
to describe compatible functions on A as polynomials of a suitable extension of A.

Problem 1.2. Given an algebra A, construct (if possible) its CEP-extension B
such that every compatible (local polynomial) function on A is a restriction of a
polynomial of B.

The above problems have been solved for Boolean algebras in [2] (every Boolean
algebra is affine complete) and partially (for local polynomial functions) for dis-
tributive lattices in [9]. In the present paper we consider the varieties of Stone and
Kleene algebras. The affine completeness of these algebras has been characterized
in [5], [4], and [6]. We generalize these theorems in the sense that their most diffi-
cult part follows easily from our results. (See Section 2 for the details.) Our proof
covers both the case of Stone algebras and Kleene algebras. Moreover, we solve (the
local polynomial versions of) Problems 1.1 and 1.2. This has not been known either
for Stone algebras, or for Kleene algebras. We hope that the approach developed
here could also be applied to other kinds of algebras.

Since the results for Stone and Kleene algebras are identical, we find it convenient
to work in the variety VS generated by the class of all Kleene and Stone algebras.
Some parts of our construction work even in a larger class of Ockham algebras.

An Ockham algebra is an algebra (L; V, A,* ,0, 1), where (L; V, A, 0, 1) is a bounded
distributive lattice and * is a unary operation such that 0* = 1, 1* = 0 and for all
x,y € L,

(xAy) =z"Vy", (1)
(xVy) =z"Ny". (2)

We refer to [1] as the basic source of information about Ockham algebras. The
variety K V S is defined by the following additional identities:

< a™ (3)
x>at ATt (4)
AT <yVvVy*; (5)
zVy VYt >, (6)

Equivalently, I V S is the variety generated by the 3-element Kleene algebra
K3 = {0,a,1} and 3-element Stone algebra S3 = {0,b,1}. The variety K of Kleene
algebras is characterized in IV S by the identity

x=a" (7)
and the variety S of Stone algebras is characterized in I V S by the identity
zAz*=0. (8)

Now we recall some basic denotations and results for IV S-algebras.
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Lemma 1.3. FEvery algebra in KKV S satisfies the following identities.

r=x"N(xVa"); (9)
e Ay ANy < att (10)
Proof. Tt is easy to check that the identities hold in both S3 and Ks. O

For every Ockham algebra A we define
AV ={zva*|zeA}={zecA|x>z"},
A" ={zANz*|zeA}={zecA|r<z*}

If Ae KVS, then AV is a filter and A" is an ideal of the lattice A. Further, for
any A € KV S we define

A" ={z" |z e A} ={zcA|lz=a""}.

Since it easily follows from (3) that x* = z***, the second equality is immediate.
Note that the set A** is a subuniverse of A; in fact A** is a Kleene algebra.

Lemma 1.4. For any A € KV S, the set A** N AV is a filter.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that A** N AV is closed under intersections. Now, let
xz>ae€ A* NAY. Obviously, z € AY. We have a** = a > a*. Since A satisfies
(6), we obtain that © > z V a* V a** > z**. By (3), v = =™ € A**. O

The uncertainty order of the KV S-algebra A is a binary relation C, defined by
tCy & zAy" " <y<zVy".

This relation generalizes one which for Kleene algebras was introduced by M.
Haviar, K. Kaarli and M. Plos¢ica in [4]. Tt is always a partial order relation. In
the algebra K3 we have 0 C a, 1 C a, while in Sz the only nontrivial related pair is
1 C b. In general, A can be embedded into a direct product of algebras isomorphic
to S3 or K3 and inherits the uncertainty order from this direct product.

A function f on an algebra A € KV S is called uncertainty preserving if it
preserves the uncertainty relation of A. It is easy to check that C is a diagonal
subalgebra of A? for every A € ICV S and hence it is preserved by all local polyno-
mial functions. In the next section we will show that, conversely, every compatible,
uncertainty preserving function is a local polynomial function.

2. Local polynomial functions

An ideal I of a lattice L is said to be principal if it is of the form |u = {z €
L|x < u}, for some u € L. We say that I is almost principal if its intersection
with every principal ideal of L is a principal ideal of L. If L has a largest element,
then every almost principal ideal is principal. In general, there are almost principal
ideals which are not principal (See [7] or [9].) The notions of principal and almost
principal filter are defined dually. The whole lattice L is also regarded as an (almost
principal) ideal and filter.
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Let A € KV S. Let Z(A) and F(A) denote the set of all almost principal
ideals of the lattice A" and the set of all almost principal filters of the lattice AV,
respectively.

Every F € F(A) determines a function F': A — A given by F(z) = min(F N
1(z Vv 2*)). If F is principal, then the function F is polynomial, because F(a:) =
xVa* Vmin F. In general, we have the following assertion.

Lemma 2.1. For every F € F(A) the function F is a local polynomial.

Proof. Let z1,...,x, € A. Since F' is a filter, it is possible to choose u € F' with
u < F(z;) for every i = 1,...,n. Then clearly F'(z;) = uVx; V], so the polynomial
p(z) =uwV x Vz* interpolates F' on {z1,...,2,}. O

In the sequel we often assume that A is a subalgebra of a direct product
ierAy, (11)

where each A; is isomorphic to Sz or K3. We consider the elements of A in the
form a = (a;)ier- Then a C b iff a; C b; for every i € I. Further, let f: A" — A
be compatible and i € I. Let x = (z1,...,z,) and y = (y1,...,yn) be elements of
A" such that (zx); = (yx)i, for every k =1,...,n. Then f(x);, = f(y);. (It follows
from the fact that the projection on the i-th coordinate is a homomorphism, so f
must preserve its kernel.)

We are going to prove that every compatible, uncertainty preserving function on
A is a composition of polynomials and functions of the type F'. First we prove it
for a special case. Let f: A™ — A be a compatible, uncertainty preserving function
whose range is contained in AV.

Consider the set Q of all ordered pairs o = (a1, @p) with a1, a0 C {1,...,n},
a1 Nag=10. Fory € A, a € Q let y* denote the n-tuple (y¢,...,y%), where

0if k € aq;
yr =< 1if k € ao;
y otherwise.

Further, let
F,={ucA|u> f(y*) for some y € AV}.

Lemma 2.2. Let f be an n-ary compatible, uncertainty preserving function on an
algebra A € KV S with the range contained in AY. Then F, € F(A), for every
a € Q. Moreover, F,(z) =z V f(x%), for every x € AV.

Proof. Let o € Q, v € AV. We claim that
min(F, N 1z) =z V f(x%). (12)

Certainly, = V f(x%) € F, N Jz. Now let s be an arbitrary element of F,, N Tz.
Let g: A — A be defined by g(y) = f(y*). This function is also compatible and
uncertainty preserving. We need to show that s > x Vv g(x). Obviously, s > z. We
use the decomposition (11) and show the inequality s; > g(x);, for every ¢ € I. The
latter is trivial if we have that s; = 1 or g(z); € {a,b}. Assume that s; € {a,b},
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g(z); = 1. Since z < s, we have x; = s;. Further, s € F, implies that s > g(y)
for some y € AY. If y; € {a,b}, then y; = x;, which implies that s; > g(y); =
g(x); = 1, a contradiction. If y; = 1, then g(y); = g(1);. Since 1 C x, we have
g(1); C g(z); =1, hence s; > g(y); = g(1); = 1, a contradiction again.

Thus, (12) is proved. Now we show that F, is closed with respect to meets. Let
x,y € F,. By the first part of this proof, there exists u = min(F, N T(z A y)).
Clearly, u < x, u <y and u € F,, which implies that u < z Ay € F,.

Finally, the formula F,(z) = x V f(x*) follows from (12) and the definition of
£, O

Let n ={1,...,n}. For x = (z1,...,2,) € A™ we define

ga(x) _ Vk€a1 xz* v Vk€a2 ‘”Z \ Vk¢a1Ua2 Fy (xk) if aq Ua 7é n (13)
\/kea1 ANY \/kea2 zpvminF, fay Uas=n

Notice that if aq Uy = n, then f(y®) is a constant and hence F,, is a principal
ideal.

Lemma 2.3. Let f be an n-ary compatible, uncertainty preserving function on an
algebra A € KV S with the range contained in AV. Then

Fox) = N ().
acQ

for every x € A™.
Proof. We use the decomposition (11). Let i € I. We show that

f&)i= N g*x)- (14)
acQ
Let f1 = {k | (zr); = 0}, B2 = {k | (zr); = 1}. We have ¢ € {a,b} such that
(z1); = c for every k € n\ (81 U B2). If 31 U B2 # n, then choose j € n\ (81 U B2)
arbitrarily and put y = z; V7. If $1 U B2 = n, then put y = min F. In both
cases, (y,f)z = (zy); for every k. Since f and all g* are compatible, we have
fX)i= )i 9*(x)i = g* ()i X R
It is easy to check that ¢°(y”) = Fs(y). By Lemma 2.2, we have Fs(y) =
yV f(y®). Further, f(y?) € AV implies that y; < f(y®);. (If B1 U B2 # n, then
y; = ¢ =min A}.) Hence, we have

F&i=f?)i=ui VP = Fsy)i = ¢°(v")i = ¢° (%),

which shows that the left hand side of (14) is greater than or equal to the right
hand side. For the opposite inequality we need to show that

F)i < ("), (15)

for every a € Q. This is clear if f(y?); # 1 (since g*(y”) € AY) or 81 € o
or B2 ¢ as (because then g*(y?) = 1). Suppose now that f(y”); = 1, 1 C au,
B2 C as. We distinguish two cases.
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a) Let ¢ = b. If 31 # au, then ¢%(y”); = 1 and (15) holds. Let 3; = a;. Then
yp C y,f for every k = 1,...,n, hence f(y®); C f(y®); = 1, which implies that
fy®)i=1. )

Now we compute g%(y?). If a; U ap # n then g*(y?) > F.(y) =y V f(y%)
f(y®), hence g%(y?); > f(y®); = 1 and (15) holds. If a; U ag = n, then g®(y*)
min F, = f(y®), so g®(y?); = 1, and (15) holds.

b) Let ¢ = a. Then y¢ C y,f for every k =1,...,n,s0 f(y®); C f(y?); = 1, and
we can use the same arguments as above. O

IV IV

Theorem 2.4. For a function f: A — A on A € KV S, the following conditions
are equivalent.

(i) f is compatible, uncertainty preserving;

(i) f is a composition of polynomial functions and functions F for F € F(A);
(iii) f is a local polynomial.

Proof. ()= (ii) Let f be compatible, uncertainty preserving. By (9) we have the
identity

f&)=fE)TAFE)V (X)),
By Lemma 2.3, we only need to prove our statement for the function f(x)**. Our
claim is that every compatible, uncertainty preserving function g: A™ — A whose
range is in A** is a composition of polynomial functions and functions of the type
F. Every such function preserves the Glivenko congruence

= {(z,y) € A% |z =y"},

so g(x) = g(x**) for every x € A™. We prove our claim by induction on n.
The claim is obviously true for nullary functions. Suppose now that n > 0. Let
Jdo, g1 be the (n — 1)-ary functions defined by

go(Ta, ..., xn) = g(0,29,...,20), g1(z2,...,2,) = g(1,22,...,2p).

We show the following equality for every x € A™:

9(x) = ((g(x) Az Az1™) vV go(y) V g91(y)) A (go(y) V 217) (16)
ANgi(y) vV op) Alg(x) Var V™),
where y = (x2,...,2,). Denote by h(x) the right hand side of (16). On both sides
of (16) we have compatible functions whose range is contained in A**, so it suffices
to prove (16) for all z1,...,z, € A**. We consider the decomposition (11) and
show that g(x); = h(x); for all ¢ € I.
If (21); = 0 then the compatibility of g yields g(x); = go(y); and it is easy to
compute that h(x); = go(y);. Similarly, if (z1); = 1, then g(x); = 91(y)i = h(x);.
The remaining case is (x1); = a. Obviously, 0 C 1 A 2] and 1 C x; V z}. Since
(z1A27); = (21V27]); = a = (21);, we obtain that go(y); C g(z1 A2}, 22,...,2n); =
g(x); and similarly ¢1(y); C g(x);. If g(x); € {0,1}, then necessarily go(y); =
91(¥)i = g(x); and it is easy to check that also h(x); = g(x);. If g(x); = a, then it
is easy to compute that h(x); = a.
Thus, (16) is proved. The functions k(x) = (g(x) A 2] A 27*)* and g(x) V zf V
x3* have the range contained in AV, so, by Lemma 2.3, they are compositions of
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polynomial functions and functions of the type F. The same is then true for the
function g(x) Azj Axi* = k(x)* and, by the induction hypothesis, for the functions
go(y) and ¢1(y). Consequently, the statement holds for the function g.

(ii)=>(iii) This follows from Lemma 2.1.

(iii)==-(i) This follows from the fact that the uncertainty relation as well as all
congruences are diagonal subalgebras of A2, O

The equivalence of (i) and (iii) is known for Kleene algebras ([4]) as well as for
Stone algebras ([7]). Thus, we have generalized both of these results. Moreover,
the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) gives solution to Problem 1.1 (in the case of local
polynomial functions) for Stone and Kleene algebras (in fact, for the variety £V S).

The affine completeness of Kleene and Stone algebras has been characterized as
follows. (See [4], [5] or [7].)

Theorem 2.5. An algebra A € KUS is affine complete iff the following conditions
hold.

(i) AV does not contain a nontrivial Boolean interval.
(i) For every F € F(A) there is u € A such that F = Tun AV.

The most difficult part of the proof is the statement that, assuming (ii), every
compatible, uncertainty preserving function is a polynomial. Now this statement
follows easily from 2.4, because (ii) implies that F(z) = u V 2 V z* for every F €
F(A), so all functions F' are polynomial.

3. Ideal-filter extensions of Ockham algebras

Let A be an Ockham algebra. Let I(A) and F(A) denote its ideal lattice and its
filter lattice respectively. The set I(A) is ordered by the usual set inclusion, while
F(A) is ordered by the inverse set inclusion (F' < G iff G C F'). Thus, for every
I,J €I(A), F,G € F(A), we have

INT = INndJ,;

FVG = FnaG;
Ivy = {z€eA|z<yVzforsomeyel, z€ J};
FANG = {xe€A|xz>yAzforsomeyé€F, ze€ G}

We use the same lattice operations symbols in A, I(A) and F(A), hoping that
no confusion arises. Since A is a distributive lattice, I(A) and F(A) are distributive
too. Further, for every I € I(A), F € F(A) we define

I' = {zeA|z>a" for someael};
F* = {zxe€A|xz<a" for some a € F}.

For any x,y € I* we have a,b € I with x > a*, y > b*, and then x Ay > a* A\b* =
(a VvV b)*, hence x Ay € I'*. This shows that I* € F(A). Similarly, F* € I(A).
Lemma 3.1. Let A be an Ockham algebra and let I,J € I(A), F,G € F(A). Then

(i) IV JI)*=TI*NJT%
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(i) (FVG)" =F*NG*;
(iii) IANJ)*=I"VJ*;
(iv) (FAG)*=F*VvG*.

Proof. (1) Clearly, (I v J)* 2 I* U J*. By definition, I* A J* is the smallest filter
containing both I* and J*. Thus, (I V J)* D I* A J*. Conversely, let x € (IV J)*.
Then = > a* for some a € IV J. There are b € I, ¢ € J with a < bV ec. Then
a* > b* Nc*, s0 x> b" Ac*. Since b* € I*, ¢* € J*, we obtain that x € I* vV J*.
(2) We have FVG C F, FVG C G,s0o (FVG)* C F*NG* = F* ANG*.
Conversely, let © € F* A G*. There are b € F, ¢ € G with z < b*, z < ¢*, hence
x<b*ANc*=(bVe)*. Since bVee FNG = F VG, we obtain that € (FV G)*.
(3) and (4) are dual to (1) and (2), respectively. O

Consider now the direct product I(A) x F(A). This is a distributive lattice. Let
us define the operation * on I(A) x F(A) by
(I, F) = (F"17).

Theorem 3.2. Let A be an Ockham algebra. Then I(A) x F(A) is an Ockham
algebra.

Proof. We only need to check de Morgan laws (1) and (2). Let us compute: ((I, F)A
(LG =(INJFANG)* =(FAG)*,(INJ)*)=(F*VG*I*VJ*)=(F*I*)V
(G*,J*) = (I, F)* Vv (J,G)*. The proof for (2) is dual. O

Lemma 3.3. Let A be an Ockham algebra. For any x,y € A,

(i) l(zVvy)=lzVly;
e Ay)=lzAly;

(iii) T(zVy)=TeNTy =Tz VTy;
(iv) M=z Ay)=TzATy;
(v) (Tz)* = la*;

Proof. (i)-(iv) are obvious. Further, y € (1z)* iff y < z* for some z > z iff y < z*
iff y € [2*, so (v) holds and (vi) is its dual. O

Theorem 3.4. The map f: A — I(A) x F(A) defined by f(x) = (lz,Tx) is an
embedding of Ockham algebras.

Proof. Let z,y € A. We compute: f(zVy) = ([(zVy),T(zVy)) = (lz,Tz)V
(ly, Ty) = f(2)Vf(y), and similarly for meets. Further, we have f(z)* = (|, Ta)* =
((Tx)*, (lz)*) = (lz*, T2*) = f(z*). The injectivity of f is obvious. O

Thus, I(A)xF(A) can be regarded as an extension of A. We call it the ideal-filter
extension of A.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that the Ockham algebra A satisfies the following two as-
sumptions:

(i) A" is an ideal and AV is a filter;

(i) x* V™ Vy > y*™ and 2* Nx™ Ny < y**, for every x,y € A.
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Then, for everyx € A, a € AN, be AV, I,J € I(A), F,G € F(A), the following
holds.

(i) The sets la, INJ, IV J and |x AT belong to Z(A).
(iv) The sets 1b, FV G, F NG and 1z V F belong to F(A).
(v) I* € F(A), F* € Z(A).

Proof. Recall that Z(A) contains ideals that are almost principal in A" (not nec-
essarily in A). For every y € A" we have |y N |a = |(y A a), which shows that
la € Z(A).

Clearly, I A J C A™. By (i) we also have IV J C A", Since I and J are almost
principal, we have u,v € A" with [y NI = |u and |yNJ = |v. It is not difficult
to check that |[yN (I AJ) = [(uAv)and |[yNn(IVJ) = [(uVv). Thus, I AJ,
IvJeZ(A).

Finally, we note that for every y € A" we have |y N (lx N A") = |(y Az) and
hence |x N A" € Z(A). Now, obviously, |z AT = (lx NAM AT € Z(A).

The proof of (iv) is analogous.

Clearly, I* € F(A) and I* C AV. Let y € AV. Then y* € A", s0 |y* NI = |c,
for some ¢ € I. We claim that Jy N I* = 7(c* Vy). If z € 7(c* V y) then clearly
z € TynI*. Conversely, let z € TyNI*. Then z > y and z > d* for some d € I.
Then d A y* € [y* N1, hence d A y* < ¢, which implies that d* V y** > ¢*. Since
d* € AV, we have d* > d**. By (ii) we obtain that d* Vy = d* Vd** Vy > y** and
hence z > (d* Vy) > (d*Vy*™*)Vy > c* Vy,s0 z € T(c* Vy).

The proof of F* € Z(A) is analogous. O

Definition 3.6. Let T(A) be the subset of I(A) X F(A) consisting of all pairs of
the form (lxVI,Tx NF), wherex € A, I € Z(A), F € F(A).

Theorem 3.7. If A is an Ockham algebra satisfying conditions (i), (i) in Lemma
3.5, then T(A) is a subalgebra of I(A) x F(A).

Proof. We have
(lavIL,LTeAF)AN(lyV Ly AG) = ((lavVI)AN(lyAT), T AF ATy AG).
Since the lattice I(A) is distributive, we obtain
eV AUyv D) =LAy v (aad)V (gAY TAD),

TeANFATyAG =T(xzAy) AN(FAG).

Weset z=a Ay, K=((zAJ)V({yAI)V(IANJT), H=FAG. By Lemma 3.5,
K eZI(A),HeFA),so(leVvI,TeAF)AN(lyVI,1yAG) = (lzVK,12zAH) € T(A).
The proof for joins is analogous.
Finally, (lz VI,Te A F)* = ((Tx)* vV F*, (la)* ANI*) = (Jz* vV F*, Tz* AI*). By
Lemma 3.5, F* € Z(A), I* € F(A), hence (lzV I,Tx A F)* € T(A). O

For every a € A we have (la,Ta) = (la V [0,Ta A 11) € T(A). Thus, the
assignment a — (Ja, Ta) is a natural embedding A — T(A).
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4. Affine completions in LV S

In this section we assume that A € £V S. Then the conditions (i) and (ii) in
Lemma 3.5 are satisfied, so we have the Ockham algebra T(A).

For any set X C Alet X" =XNAN XV =XNAV.

Let us define the binary relation ~ on T(A) by

(I, F) ~(J,G)
(17)
INla=JAla and FV1b=GV b forsomeb € I ac FV.

Since A satisfies the identity (5), we have A" C |a for every a € AY. Conse-
quently, (17) implies that I = (I A Jla) AA™ = (J A la) A A" = J”, and similarly,
FY = GV. This shows that the relation ~ is symmetric.

Lemma 4.1. The relation ~ is a congruence relation on T(A).

Proof. The relation ~ is clearly reflexive and symmetric. If (I,F) ~ (J,G) ~
(K, H), then

INlay=JA]a;g and JA Jag = K A Jas,
for some aj,as € F¥Y = GY = HY. Since AV is a filter, we have a = a; Aas € FV
and

INla=JA]la=KA |a.

This and the dual argument (for filters) show the transitivity of ~. Thus, ~ is an
equivalence. Now we show its compatibility with the operations of T(A).

Let (I, F),(J,G),(K,H) € T(A), (I,F) ~ (J,G), (K,H) = (Ko V lz,Hy A 12),
for some z € A, Ko € Z(A), Hy € F(A). Let a € F¥, b € I" such that (17) holds.
Clearly, IVEK)" =I"VK"=(JVK)", (FVH)"=FYVHY=(GVH)". Let
usset c=2Va. Thence F¥VH=FYVHY = (FVH)Y. We claim that

(IVEK)Ale=(JVE)Alc. (18)

Since IN|[2C |[zC Kand IA|aC J,wehave IN|lc=(IA|lz)V(IAla) CIVK
and also IA e C (JVEK)Ale. Hence, (IVEK)Alc= (IAN]lc)V(KAlc) C(JVK)A]ec.
The proof of the inverse inclusion is analogous, so (18) holds.

Further, b € I C (I vV K)" and obviously (F'V H)V b = (FV 1b)VH =
(GV1b)VH = (GVH)V1b. This, together with (18) shows that (I, F)V (K, H) ~
(J,G)V (K, H). The proof for meets is similar.

It remains to show that (F*,I*) = (I,F)* ~ (J,G)* = (G*,J*). We have
b* € I* and b € A", hence b* € (I*)V. From F V 1b = G V 1b we obtain that
F* A Lb* = G* A [b*. Dually, we have I* V Ta* = J* V Ta* and a* € (F*)". (]

Therefore, we can consider the quotient algebra T(A) = T(A)/ ~.

Lemma 4.2. Let A € KV S. Then forx € A, I € Z(A) and F € F(A) the
following holds:

(i) I** — I’ F** 2 F}.

(i) (1% A T*)V (12%* A F*) C A* N AY;
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Proof. By the definitions of I* and F* we have

I' = {ze€A|xz<a™ forsomeacl},
F** = {zx€A|zxz>a"" forsomeac F}.

Since (4) holds in A, for any a € A" we have a = a** and hence I** = I. To prove
F** C F, take € F**. Since x > a** for some a € F and (3) holds in A, we have
x > a implying x € F. Thus F** C F and F** > F.

Let z € (Ta* AT*) V (Ta** A F**). Then

>t=(a" Aa*)V (@ ADT) = (@ Vat) A (@ V) A (aF V) A (@ V),

for some a € I, b € F. Clearly, t € A**. Since a*, b** and z* V z** belong
to the filter AV, we also have t € AY. By Lemma 1.4, A** N AV is a filter, so
z €A™ NAY. [l

Theorem 4.3. If A € KV S, then T(A) e LVS and T(A) € KV S. Moreover, if
A is a Kleene (Stone) algebra then T(A) and T(A) are Kleene (Stone) algebras.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the statements for T(A). Let u,v € A, I,J € Z(A) and
F,Ge F(A).

To prove that T(A) € KV S, we need to check the identities (3) — (6) for
r=(uVIL,TuAF),y=(lvVJ TvAG).

We have z** = ([u™ vV I**, Ju** A F**). Since (3) holds in A we have |[u™* > |u
and Tu™ > Tu. Now Lemma 4.2(i) implies 2** > (Ju V I, Tu A F) = x. Thus, (3)
holds in T(A).

Further, using the distributivity, the element x* A x** is equal to

(L™ Au*)V (Ju™ AF)V (Ju* ATV (I AF), Tt ATa™ A TS A F*).

Clearly, (Ju* AI*™*)V (F* ANT**) < I < |uV I. Since (4) holds in A we also have
L(w™* Au*) < Ju. By Lemma 3.5(iii) and (v), the ideals F* and |u A F** belong to
Z(A). Using Lemma 4.2(i) we obtain that F*** = F"* and |u**AF* = (JunF*)** =
lu AN F* < |u. Thus,

L™ AV (Ju™ AF*)V (lu* AT*)V (I AF*) < [u VI

By (5) we have u* A u*™* < w for every w € F C AY. By (4), also u* A u*™ < u.
Hence,

W™ Au* ATFAF™ < 1w Au') < TuAF.

Thus (4) holds in T(A).
Since |uA [u* < AN and TuATu* < AV (and, of course, I, F* < A™), we obtain

ezt = ((luVI) A"V F), TuAFATu ATY) < (AN AY).

Dually, y V y* > (A", AY), hence (5) holds in T(A).
Finally, we prove (6). The element x V y* V y** is equal to

(luV IV [0* VGV ™ VI (TuAF)V (10" AJY)V (To™ A G*)).
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We need to show that this element is greater than or equal to z** = (lu** Vv
I 1 u** A F**). By Lemma 4.2(i), I** = I. Since (6) holds in A we have
lu Vv [v* Vv [v** > |u**. Thus,

luvIvVv | v"VG*V [V I > WV I
By Lemma 4.2(ii) we have
(Tu AF)V (To* ATV (Tv™* AG*™) C (TuAF)NA™*NAY
C(luANF)NA™ C (TuAF)™ =Tu™ AF™,
which completes the proof of T(A) € KV S.

Further, assume that A € K. We need to check the identity (7) for x = (Ju Vv
I,fuAF). By Lemma 4.2(i) we have I = I**. Since (7) holds in A, we have u = u**
and F' = F**. Thus

zr={uVI,TuANF)=(lu"™ VI u"*ANF™) =™

implying T(A) € K.

Finally, suppose that A € §. We need to show that the identity (8) holds for
= (luVvI,JuAF). Since (8) holds in A we have u A u* = 0 and Z(A) = {|0}.
Now we compute:

zAz* = ((JuVvI)A({u"VF*),TuNFATu*ANT")
= (wAu)V{uANF)V{uADVIANF),T(uAu)ANFANT)
= (10,10).
Hence T(A) € S. O

For (I, F) € T(A), let (I, F) denote the ~-equivalence class containing (I, F').
Lemma 4.4.

(i) The assignment x +— (lz, () is an embedding A — T(A);
(i) If x € AY then (|1,72) ~ (lz,T2);
(iii) T(A)v is isomorphic to the lattice F(A).

Proof. To prove (i), suppose that x,y € A with (lz,Tz) ~ (ly,Ty). Then (17)
implies t Aa=yAaand xVb=yVbfor someac€ TxNAY,bec |xNA”". Hence
yAa=2z and yV b=z implying z = y.

(ii) follows directly from (17), since we can take a = z.

The fact that F(A) is a sublattice of F(A) follows from Lemma 3.5. For every
G € F(A) we have ([1,G) = (J]1VANT1AG) € T(A) and (|1,G)* = (G*,10) <
(11,G), hence (]1,G) € (A)V. The assignment G — (|1,G) is clearly a lattice
homomorphism, it remains to show its bijectivity.

Every element of (A)v is of the form (luV I,TuAF)V (luVvI,TuAF) for
some u € A, I € Z(A) and F € F(A). Using the distributivity and the inequality
(5) it is easy to calculate that

(LuVLTuAF)V (L u*VE*Tu AT%) = (| v, H),
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where v =uVu* € AV and H=T oA (Tu*VFE)ATuVI*)A(FVI*) e FA).
Since v € H = HY, by (17), we have (| v, H) ~ (| 1, H). Hence, our assignment is
surjective.

Assume, that (] 1,G1) = (| 1,Gs), for some G1,Gs € F(A). Then, by (17),
there exists ¢t €] 1N AN = A" such that G1V T ¢t = GV T t. By (5) we have
G; CTt,i=1,2. Thus G;V 1t = G;, i = 1,2 implying G; = G4, which completes
the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove our second main theorem, which solves Problem 1.2
for local polynomial functions on A € KV S. The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) also
shows that our construction is, in some sense, the best possible.

Theorem 4.5. Let A € KV S. For f: A" — A the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) f is a local polynomial function;
(ii) f can be interpolated by a polynomial of T(A);
(iii) f can be interpolated by a polynomial of some extension B € KV S of A.

Proof. The implication (ii)==-(iii) follows from Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.4. Sup-
pose that (iii) holds. Every polynomial of B preserves the uncertainty relation
and all congruences on B. Since Ockham algebras have the congruence extension
property, every congruence on A extends to a congruence on B, so f must be
compatible. Since B € K V &, the uncertainty order on A is a restriction of the
uncertainty order on B, so f must be uncertainty preserving. By Theorem 2.4, f
is local polynomial function.

For the implication (i)==(ii) due to Theorem 2.4 we just need to show that
every function F' can be interpolated by a polynomial of T(A). So, let F € F(A).
We claim that F is interpolated by the polynomial g(t) = (11, F) V t V t*. Clearly,
(I1,F)=(l1,T1AF) € T(A). Let x € A. We compute in T(A):

(1L F)V (Lo, 12) v (l2*, 12%) = (1L F Ntz N 1a®) = (11, 1F ().

Since F(z) € AV, we have (]1,1F(z)) ~ (|F(z), 1F(z)), by Lemma 4.4(ii). By
identifying every y € A with (ly, Ty) we obtain that g(x) = F(x). O

For compatible functions (which are not local polynomial functions) on Stone
and Kleene algebras the Problems 1.1 and 1.2 are still open.

If AV does not contain nontrivial Boolean intervals, then every compatible func-
tion of A preserves the uncertainty order. (This was proved in [5] for Stone algebras,
in [4] for Kleene algebras and in [8] for KV S-algebras.) Thus, we have the following
consequence.

Theorem 4.6. If A € KV S is such that AV does not contain nontrivial Boolean
intervals, then for any function f on A, the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) f is compatible;
(ii) f is a composition of polynomials and the functions F', where F' € F(A);

(iii) f can be interpolated by a polynomial of T(A).
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To justify the title of this Section, we prove the following result.

Theorem 4.7. If A € KV S is such that AV does not contain nontrivial Boolean
intervals, then T(A) is affine complete.

Proof. If AV does not contain a nontrivial Boolean interval, then the same is true for
the lattice F(A). (See [9], Lemma 3.8.) By Lemma 4.4(iii), WV does not contain
a nontrivial Boolean interval. Then, by [8], every compatible function on T(A) is
uncertainty-preserving. By Theorem 2.4, every such function is a composition of

polynomials and functions of the type F. However, T(A)v has a smallest element
(namely (]1,AV)), so every almost principal filter of T(A)v is principal and all
functions F' are polynomials. (]

If AY does contain a nontrivial Boolean interval [u, v], then the function f(z) =
((xVu)Av)' is compatible but not uncertainty-preserving. (Here ' denotes the com-
plement in [u,v].) Our conjecture is that every compatible function is a composition
of local polynomial functions and the functions of the above type.

It is still possible that every A € KV S has a CEP-extension B with the property
that every compatible function on A can be interpolated by a polynomial of B.
However, if AV contains a nontrivial Boolean interval, such extension cannot be
found inside K vV § (by Theorem 4.5).
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