Monoids of non-halting programs with tests

Gayatri Panicker, K. V. Krishna and Purandar Bhaduri

Abstract. In order to study the axiomatization of the if-then-else
construct over possibly non-halting programs and tests, the notion of
C-sets was introduced in the literature by considering the tests from
an abstract C-algebra. This paper extends the notion of C-sets to C-
monoids which include the composition of programs as well as com-
position of programs with tests. For the class of C-monoids where the
C-algebras are adas a canonical representation in terms of functional
C-monoids is obtained.
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Introduction

The algebraic properties of the program construct if-then-else have been
studied in great detail under various contexts. For example, in [9, 18, 22],
the authors investigated on axiom schema for determination of the semantic
equivalence between the conditional expressions. The authors in [3, 6, 19]
studied complete proof systems for various versions of if-then-else. While
a transformational characterization of if-then-else was given in [17], an
axiomatization of equality test algebras was considered in [10, 21]. In [1, 23],
if-then-else was studied as an action of Boolean algebra on a set. Due
to their close relation with program features, functions have been canonical
models for studies on algebraic semantics of programs.

In [13] Kennison defined comparison algebras as those equipped with a
quaternary operation C(s,t,u,v) satisfying certain identities modelling the
equality test. He also showed that such algebras are simple if and only if C'
is the direct comparison operation Cy given by Cy(s,t,u,v) taking value u
if s =t and v otherwise. This was extended by Stokes in [24] to semigroups
and monoids. He showed that every comparison semigroup (monoid) is em-
beddable in the comparison semigroup (monoid) 7 (X) of all total functions
X — X, for some set X. He also obtained a similar result in terms of partial
functions X — X. In [11] Jackson and Stokes gave a complete axiomatization
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of if-then-else over halting programs and tests. They also modelled com-
position of functions and of functions with predicates and called this object
a B-monoid and further showed that the more natural setting of only con-
sidering composition of functions would not admit a finite axiomatization.
They proved that every B-monoid is embeddable in a functional B-monoid
comprising total functions and halting tests and thus achieved a Cayley-type
theorem for the class of B-monoids. The work listed above predominantly
considered the case where the tests are halting and drawn from a Boolean
algebra. A natural interest is to study non-halting tests and programs.

There are multiple studies (e.g., see [4, 8, 14, 15]) on extending two-
valued Boolean logic to three-valued logic. However McCarthy’s logic (cf.
[18]) is distinct in that it models the short-circuit evaluation exhibited by
programming languages that evaluate expressions in sequential order, from
left to right. In [7] Guzmén and Squier gave a complete axiomatization of Mc-
Carthy’s three-valued logic and called the corresponding algebra a C-algebra,
or the algebra of conditional logic. While studying if-then-else algebras
in [16], Manes defined an ada (Algebra of Disjoint Alternatives) which is
essentially a C-algebra equipped with an oracle for the halting problem.

Jackson and Stokes in [12] studied the algebraic theory of computable
functions, which can be viewed as possibly non-halting programs, together
with composition, if-then-else and while-do. In this work they assumed
that the tests form a Boolean algebra. Further, they demonstrated how an
algebra of non-halting tests could be constructed from Boolean tests in their
setting. Jackson and Stokes proposed an alternative approach by considering
an abstract collection of non-halting tests and posed the following problem:

Characterize the algebras of computable functions associated with an
abstract C-algebra of non-halting tests.

The authors in [20] have approached the problem by adopting the ap-
proach of Jackson and Stokes in [11]. The notion of a C-set was introduced
through which a complete axiomatization for if-then-else over a class of
possibly non-halting programs and tests, where tests are drawn from an ada,
was provided.

In this paper, following the approach of Jackson and Stokes in [11], we
extend the notion of C-sets to include composition of possibly non-halting
programs and of these programs with possibly non-halting tests. This object
is termed a C-monoid and we establish our main result, Theorem 3.1, stat-
ing that the C-monoid can be represented in the standard model. This is a
Cayley-type theorem as in [2].

1. Preliminaries

In this section we present the necessary background material. First we recall
the concept of a C-algebra introduced by Guzmén and Squier [7].

Definition 1.1. A C-algebra is an algebra (M, V, A, =) of type (2,2, 1), which
satisfies the following axioms for all o, 5,y € M:
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(@A B)=-aV-p3
(@AB)Ay=aNn(BAY)
aN(BVy)=(anB)V(aA7)
(aVB)Ay=(any)V(~aABAY)
aV(anp)=a

(anB)V(BAa)=(BAa)V(aAp)

It is easy to see that every Boolean algebra is a C-algebra. Let 3 denote
the C-algebra with the universe {T, F,U} and the following operations.

| AT F U V[T FU
F T|T FU T|T T T
F|T F FF F|T FU
viu UuU|lU U U U|lUUU

In fact, the C-algebra 3 is the McCarthy’s three-valued logic.

In view of the fact that the class of C-algebras is a variety, for any
set X, 3% is a C-algebra with the operations defined pointwise. Here, the
set of all functions from a set X to a set Y is denoted by YX. Guzman and
Squier in [7] showed that elements of 3% along with the C-algebra operations
may be viewed in terms of pairs of sets. This is a pair (A, B) where A, B C
X and AN B = (. For any element o € 3%, associate the pair of sets
(a=YT),a L (F)). Conversely, for any pair of sets (A, B) where A, B C X
and AN B = ) associate the function o where a(z) =T if x € A, a(z) = F
if x € B and a(x) = U otherwise. With this correlation, the operations can
be expressed as follows:

~ o~ o~~~ —~ —
o e e e e e
ﬂ@@ﬂkwl\.')»—l

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
)

Nl
S|

(A1, Ag) = (A2, Ay)
(Al,AQ) A (Bl,BQ) = (Al N Bl,AQ U (A1 N BQ))
(A17A2) V (Bl,Bg) = ((A1 U (A2 N Bl), Ao N BQ)

Notation 1.2. We use M to denote an arbitrary C-algebra. By a C-algebra
with T, F,U we mean a C-algebra with nullary operations T, F, U, where T
is the (unique) left-identity (and right-identity) for A, F'is the (unique) left-
identity (and right-identity) for V and U is the (unique) fixed point for —.
Note that U is also a left-zero for both A and V while F is a left-zero for A.

We now recall the definition of ada (algebra of disjoint alternatives)
introduced by Manes in [16] .

Definition 1.3. An ada is a C-algebra M with T, F,U equipped with an
additional unary operation ( )*, which is an oracle for the halting problem,



4 G. Panicker, K. V. Krishna and P. Bhaduri

subject to the following equations for all o, 8 € M:

FY=F (1.8)
Ut=F (1.9)
V=T (1.10)
aABr=an(anp)} (1.11)
atVv-olah)=T (1.12)
a=a‘*Va (1.13)

The C-algebra 3 with the unary operation ( )* defined by (1.8), (1.9)
and (1.10) forms an ada. This ada will also be denoted by 3. One may easily
resolve the notation overloading — whether 3 is a C-algebra or an ada —
depending on the context. In [16] Manes showed that the ada 3 is the only
subdirectly irreducible ada. For any set X, 3% is an ada with operations
defined pointwise. Note that the ada 3 is also simple.

We use the following notations related to sets and equivalence relations.

Notation 1.4.

(1) Let X be a set and L ¢ X. The pointed set X U{L} with base point L
is denoted by X .

(2) While the set of all functions X — X is denoted by 7(X), the set of
all functions on X, which fix L is denoted by 7,(X 1), i.e., To(X1)
={feT(Xy) : f(L)=1}

(3) Under an equivalence relation o on a set A, the equivalence class of an
element p € A will be denoted by p?. Within a given context, if there
is no ambiguity, we may simply denote the equivalence class by p.

In order to axiomatize if-then-else over possibly non-halting pro-
grammes and tests, in [20], Panicker et al. considered the tests from a C-
algebra and introduced the notion of C-sets. We now recall the notion of a
C-set.

Definition 1.5. Let S| be a pointed set with base point L and M be a C-
algebra with T, F, U. The pair (S, M) equipped with an action

,[,,,]:MXSJ_XSJ_—)SJ_
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is called a C'-set if it satisfies the following axioms for all «,5 € M and
s,t,u,v € S

Uls,t] = L (U-axiom) (1.14)

Fls,t] =t (F-axiom) (1.15)

(—ma)[s, t] = alt, s (—~axiom) (1.16)
alafs,t], u] = afs, u] (positive redundancy) (1.17)

als, alt, u]] = afs, u] (negative redundancy) (1.18)

(a A B)s, t] = a[F]s, t],t] (A-axiom) (1.19)
a[B[s, t], Blu,v]] = Blals, ul, aft, v]] (premise interchange) (1.20)
als,t] = aft,t] = (aAB)[s,t] = (aAB)[t, ] (A-compatibility) (1.21)

Let M be a C-algebra with T, F,U treated as a pointed set with base
point U. The pair (M, M) is a C-set under the following action for all «, 3, €
M:

a[f, 7] = (aAB)V (maAy).

We denote the action of the C-set (M, M) by - [- ,-]. In [20], Panicker
et al. showed that the axiomatization is complete for the class of C-sets
(S1,M) when M is an ada. In that connection, they obtained some proper-
ties of C-sets. Amongst, in Proposition 1.6 below, we list certain properties
related to congruences which are useful in the present work. Viewing C-sets
as two-sorted algebras, a congruence of a C-set is a pair (o,7), where o is
an equivalence relation on S| and 7 is a congruence on the ada M such that
(s,t), (u,v) € 0 and (a, B) € 7 imply that (afs,u], B[t,v]) € 0.

Proposition 1.6 ([20]). Let (S, M) be a C-set where M is an ada. For each
mazximal congruence 8 on M, let Eg be the relation on S given by

Ep ={(s,t) € S xS, : Bls,t] = B[t,t] for some B € Te}.

Then we have the following properties:

(i) For « € M and s,t € Sy, if (a,8) € 0 then according to B = T, F
or U, we have (a[s,t],s) € Ey,(afs,t],t) € Ey or (afs,t],L) € Ep,
respectively.

(ii) The pair (Ey,0) is a C-set congruence.

(iii) For the C-set (M, M) the equivalence Eg on M, denoted by Ey,,, is a
subset of 6.

(iv) ﬂEe = Ag, , where 0 ranges over all mazimal congruences on M.
0

(v) The intersection of all mazimal congruences on M is trivial, that is
0 = Apr where 6 ranges over all mazimal congruences on M.

For more details on C-sets one may refer to [20].
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2. C-monoids

We now include the case where the composition of two elements of the base
set and of an element with a predicate is allowed. Our motivating example
s (To(X1),3%), where 7,(X ) is considered to be a monoid with zero by
equipping it with composition of functions. The composition will be written
from left to right, i.e., (f-g)(z) = g(f(x)). The monoid identity in T,(X ) is
the identity function ¢dx, and the zero element is (, , the constant function
taking the value 1. We also include composition of functions with predicates
via the natural interpretation given by the following for all f € 7,(X,) and
a € 3%:

T, ifa(f(x) =T,

(foa)a) = F, ifa(f(z)) = F; (2.1)
U, otherwise.

Note that if the composition takes value T or F' at some point x € X |
then as a € 3% this implies that f(z) # L.
With this example in mind we define a C-monoid as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let (S,,:) be a monoid with identity element 1 and zero
element | where L -s= 1 =s- 1. Let M be a C-algebra and (S, , M) be
a C-set with L as the base point of the pointed set S, . The pair (S, M)
equipped with a function

o: SJ_ XM — M

is said to be a C'-monoid if it satisfies the following axioms for all s,¢,7,u € S|
and o, 8 € M:

loa=U (L-o-axiom) (2.2)
toU =U (U-o-axiom) (2.3)
loa=a (1-o0-axiom) (2.4)
so(na)=-(soa) (—-o-axiom) (2.5)
so(anB)=(soa)A(sop) (A-o-axiom) (2.6)
(s-t)oa=s0(toa) (semigroup action) (2.7)
als,t]-u=afs-u,t-u (right composition) (2.8)
r-als,t]=(roa)r-s,r-t (left composition) (2.9)
afs,tjof=afsof,to ] (o-interchange) (2.10)

The following are examples of C-monoids.

Example 2.2. Recall from [20] that the pair (7,(X1),3%) equipped with the
action (2.11) for all f,g € T,(X1) and o € 3% is a C-set. Note that 75 (X )
is treated as a pointed set with base point ¢ .

@), ifale) = T;
olf,gl@) = { g(a), if alx) = F; (2.11)

1, otherwise.
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The C-set (%(Xl)ﬁx) equipped with the operation o given in (2.1)
and with 7,(X ) treated as a monoid with zero is in fact a C-monoid. For
verification of axioms (2.2) — (2.10) refer to A.1 in the Appendix. Such C-
monoids will be called functional C-monoids.

Example 2.3. Let S| be a non-trivial monoid with identity 1 and zero L and
no non-zero zero-divisors, i.e., s-t = 1L = s = 1 ort = L. Then Sf is
also a monoid with zero for any set X with operations defined pointwise. For
f,g € S¥ define (f - g)(z) = f(z) - g(z). The identity of S is the constant
function ¢; taking the value 1. The zero and base point of S is the constant
function ¢, taking the value L. Recall from [20] that the pair (ST,3%) is
a C-set under action (2.11). In fact it is also a C-monoid with o defined as
follows for all f € S and « € 3%:

_Jalz), if f(z) # L
(foa)(z) = {U, otherwise.
For verification of axioms (2.2) — (2.10) refer to A.2 in the Appendix.

Example 2.4. Let S; be a non-trivial monoid with zero and no non-zero zero-
divisors, i.e., s-t = L = s = L ort = L. In [20] the authors showed that
for any pointed set S| with base point L, the pair (S, ,3) is a (basic) C-set
with respect to the following action for all a,b € S| and a € 3:

a, ifa=T;
ala,b)=<¢b, ifa=F;
1, ifa=U

This basic C-set (S, 3) equipped with o: S} x 3 — 3 defined below for all
s€ S| and o € 3 is a C-monoid.

o, ifs#1;
soa=
U, ifs=1.

For verification of axioms (2.2) — (2.10) refer to A.3 in the Appendix.

3. Representation of a class of C'-monoids

In this section we obtain a Cayley-type theorem for a class of C-monoids as
stated in the following main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Every C-monoid (S, M) where M is an ada is embeddable in
the C-monoid (%(XL),CBX) for some set X. Moreover, if both S, and M
are finite then so is X.

Sketch of the proof. For each maximal congruence 6 of M, we consider the
C-set congruence (Ey, ) of (S, M). Corresponding to each such congruence,
we construct a homomorphism of C-monoids from (S, M) to the functional
C-monoid over the set S, /Ey. This collection of homomorphisms has the
property that every distinct pair of elements from each component of the
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C-monoid will be separated by some homomorphism from this collection. We
then set X to be the disjoint union of S, /Fy’s excluding the equivalence class
1. We complete the proof by constructing a monomorphism — by pasting
together each of the individual homomorphisms from the collection defined
earlier — from the C-monoid (S, M) to the functional C-monoid over the
pointed set X with a new base point L.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be developed through various subsections.
First in Subsection 3.1, we study some properties of maximal congruences of
adas. We then present a collection of homomorphisms which separate ev-
ery distinct pair of elements from each component of (S, M) in Subsection
3.2. In Subsection 3.3, we construct the required functional C-monoid and
establish an embedding from (S, M). Finally, we consolidate the proof in
Subsection 3.4.

In what follows (S, M) is a C-monoid with M as an ada. Let € be a
maximal congruence on M and Ey be the equivalence on S, as defined in
Proposition 1.6 so that the pair (Ep, #) is a congruence on (S, , M). We denote
the quotient set S| /Ey by Sp, and use Sp to denote the set Sg, \ {L"}.
Further, we use ¢, s,t,u,v to denote elements of S| and «, 3,7 to denote
elements of the ada M.

3.1. Properties of maximal congruences

The following properties are useful in proving the main theorem.

Proposition 3.2. No two elements of {T,F,U} are related under 0. That is,
(T.F) ¢ 6, (T,U) ¢ 0 and (F,U) ¢ 6.

Proof. If (T, F) € 6 then we show that § = M x M; contradicting the max-
imality of 0. Suppose (T, F) € 6 and let o, € M. Then (T, F), (a,a) €
0= (TNo,FANa) €0 that is (a, F) € 0. Similarly (8, F) € 0 and so us-
ing the symmetry and transitivity of § we have («, 8) € 6 and consequently
6 = M x M. The proof of (T, U) ¢ 6 follows along similar lines. Finally since
(F,U) €0« (T,U) € 0, the result follows. O

Proposition 3.3. For each ¢ € S|, we have
(i) (goT)lg, L] =q.

ii) (qoT,F) ¢6.

iii) (qoT,U) €0 < (q, 1) € Ey.

(

(iii) (
(iv) (qoT,T)€l < (qo F,F) €0 = (¢, 1) ¢ Ey.

(

(

v) (s,t) € Eg = (soa,toa) €6 for alla € M.
(vi) (1,L1) ¢ Ep.
Proof.

(i) Using (2.9) we have ¢ = ¢-1 = ¢-T'[1, L] = (goT)[q-1,q-L] = (qoT)[gq, 1].
(ii) We prove the result by contradiction. Suppose (q o T, F) € 6. Using
the fact that 6 is a congruence on M and (2.5) we have (o T, F) €
0 = (2(qoT),~F) € 0 = (qgo(-T),~F) € 0 = (qo F\T) € 0.
Similarly using the fact that 6 is a congruence, (2.6) and (2.5) we have



(iii)
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((goF)V(qoT),(TVF)) € 0 = (qo(FVT),(TVF)) € 0 = (qoT,T) € 6.
Thus we have (qo T, F) € § and (qoT,T) € . From the symmetry and
transitivity of @ it follows that (T, F) € 6, a contradiction by Proposition
3.2. The result follows.
(=:) Let (qoT,U) € 0. Using Proposition 1.6(i) we can say that for
any choice of s,t € S1 we have ((g o T)[s,t],L) € Ep. On choosing
s =¢q,t = L and using Proposition 3.3(i) we have ((¢oT')[q, L], L) € Ep
that is (¢, L) € Fy as desired.
(:<=) First note that, for « € M,

all, 1] =1 (3.1)
(cf. [20, Proposition 2.8(1)]). Now assume that (¢, L) € Ey. Then there
exists 8 € T” such that Blg, L] = B[L, L]. However, by (3.1), we have
Blg, L] = L. Thus, Blq, L]oT = L oT so that BlgoT,LoT] =U
(using (2.2) and (2.10)). Consequently, using (3.1) on (M, M), we have
BlgoT,U] = B[U,UJ. Hence (g0 T,U) € Ep,, and so from Proposition
1.6(iii), (g0 T, U) € 0.

Thus (¢oT,U) € 0 < (¢, L) € Ey.

We first show that (¢qoT,T) € 0 < (qo F, F) € 6 by making use of the
substitution property of the congruence 6 with respect to —, the fact that
— is an involution and (2.5). Thus (qoT,T) € § & (—(qoT),-T) € 0 &
(go (=T),-T) € 0 & (qo F, F) € 0. Using Proposition 3.2, Proposition
3.3(ii) and Proposition 3.3(iii) we show the equivalence (qoT,T) € 6 &
(¢,L) ¢ Eg. We have (qoT,T) € § = (qoT,U) ¢ 6 = (¢, L) ¢ Ejy.
Conversely (¢, 1) ¢ Eg = (¢oT,U) ¢ 0. Using Proposition 3.3(ii) it
follows that (qo T, F) ¢ 6. Since 6 is a maximal congruence the only
remaining possibility is that (¢ o7, T) € 6 which completes the proof.

Consider (s,t) € Fyp and a € M. Then there exists 5 € T’ such that
B[s,t] = B[t,t]. Thus B[s,t] o a = B[t, ] o . Using (2.10) we have 3[s o
a,toa] = Btoa,toal from which it follows that (soca,toa) € Ey,, C 0
by Proposition 1.6(iii).
Suppose that (1, L) € Ey. Using Proposition 3.3(v), (2.4), (2.2) we have
(I,L)e Bg = (1oT,LoT) €60 and so (T,U) € 6 a contradiction by
Proposition 3.2.

O

3.2. A class of homomorphisms separating pairs of elements

For each maximal congruence 6 on M, in this subsection, we present ho-
momorphisms ¢g: S1 — To(Se,) and pg: M — 3. Then we establish
that (¢g, pg) is a homomorphism from (S, M) to the functional C-monoid
(75(Sp.),3%). Further, we ascertain that every pair of elements in S| (or
M) are separated by some ¢y (or pg).

Proposition 3.4. The function ¢g: S1 — To(Se, ) given by ¢o(s) = ¢, where

byt

Fo) =5, is a monoid homomorphism that maps the zero (and base

point) of S to that of To(Sy, ), that is L — (1.
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Proof. Claim: ¢g is well-defined. It suffices to show that 1) is well-defined and
that 15 € To(Sp, ), that is ¢5(L) = L. In order to show the well-definedness
of 1§ we consider w = ¢ that is (u,t) € Ey. Then there exists § € T’ such
that Blu,t] = B[t,t]. Consequently

Blu-s,t-s] = pu,t]-s from (2.8)
= p[t,t] - s
=Bt s,t- s8] from (2.8)

Thus (u - s,t-5) € Eg and so 1§ (w) = 1§ (f). Also ¢5(L) = L-s= L. Thus
¥ € To(S,)-

Claim: ¢g(L) = (7. We have ¢p(L) = 17 where ¢ (f) = t- L = L.
Thus ¢g(L) = (T

Claim: ¢g(1) = ids, . We have ¢p(1) = b5 where 95(f) =1-1=1.

Claim: ¢g is a semigroup homomorphism. Consider ¢g(s-t) = ¢5* where

5@ =u-(s-t)=(u-s) -t =g s) = y(5(@) = (V5 - ¥g)(@). Thus
¢9(S~t)=¢9(s)'¢9(t). O

Proposition 3.5. The function pg: M — 3% given by

(SQa (Z))a ZfOé =T
po(cr) = { (0, ), ifa=F
(Ag,Bg), otherwise

where Ay = {t" :toa € Te} and By = {t" :toa € Fe}, is a homomor-
phism of C-algebras with T, F,U.

Proof. Claim: pg is well-defined. If a € {T, F'} then the proof is obvious. If
a ¢ {T,F} then we show that A N By = () and that A§, B§ C Sy, that is,
1 ¢ AyUBg. Let t € Ay N Bg. Then to « €T andtoa € F and so
(T, F) € 6 which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.2. Using (2.2) we have
loa="U and so if L € A§ U By we would have Loa =U € {Te,fe},
a contradiction to Proposition 3.2. Finally we show that the image under pg
is independent of the representative of the equivalence class chosen. Using
Proposition 3.3(v) we have s =% = (so«a,t o «) € 0. The result follows.

Claim: pg preserves the constants T, F,U. It is clear that ps(T) =
(Se,0), po(F) = (0,Sp) and, using (2.3) and Proposition 3.2, that pe(U) =
(AY,BY) = (0,0) from which the result follows.

Claim: pg is a C-algebra homomorphism. We show that pg(—a) = —=(pg(a)).
If a € {T, F} the proof is obvious. Suppose that o ¢ {7, F}. Then we have
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the following.
By)
to(=a) e TV, {T:to(~a) e F'Y)

po(—a) = (Ag
=({
= ({f:~(toa) e TV, {f:—(toa) e F'})  using (2.5)
=({f:toaecF ) {f:toaecT})

= (B§, 43)

—(po(a))

Finally we show that pg(a A B) = pa(a) A pe(B). Note that the proof
of po(aV B) = pe(a) V pg(B) follows using the double negation and De Mor-
gan’s laws, viz., (1.1) and (1.2) respectively in conjunction with the fact that
po preserves - and A. In order to prove that pp(a A B) = pg(a) A po(B) we
proceed by considering the following cases.

~+ \

o~ \

Case I: a, 8 ¢ {T, F'}. We have the following subcases:
Subcase 1: anB ¢ {T, F}. Then pg(anf) = (AP BYP), p() = (Ag, BS)
and pg(B) = (A5, BY). Now (A, B§)A (A5, BE) = (AyN AL BYU(AGNBY)).
Thus we have to show that
(45", B3™) = (A7 0 A, By U (A5 N By)).
We show that the pairs of sets are equal componentwise.
Let g € Ag/\ﬁ. Then go (a A f) eT’

= ((goa) Algo),T) €6 (using (2.6))
= ((goa)AN((goa)A(goB)),(qoa) AT) €8 (since § is a congruence)
= ((goa)A(qgopB),qoa) € (using the properties of A)
= (qgoa,T) € b (by transitivity of )
so that g € Ay. Along similar lines one can observe that

(((gea)A(goB)) A(gop)),TN(gop)) €l

Consequently (qo 8,T) € 0 so that g € Ag. Hence Ag/\ﬁ C Ay N Ag.

For reverse inclusion let g € Ag‘ﬂAg. Then (goa, T), (qoB,T) € 6. Since
0 is a congruence we have ((qoa) A(qo 8),TAT) = ((goa)A(qop),T) =
((go(anp),T)€ebandsoqe Ag‘/\ﬁ. Hence Ag‘/\ﬁ =A% N Ag.

In order to show that B’ C B§ U (A§ N BY) consider g € By that
is (go(aAB),F) € 0. Since 0 is a maximal congruence consider the following
three possibilities:

(goa, F) € 0. Then clearly g € By and so ¢ € By U (Ay ﬁBg).

(goa,T) € 6. Then we have g € Aj. We show that (go 5, F') € 0. If this is
not the case then either (g0 8,T) € 0 or (qo B,U) € 0. If (¢qo 5,T) € 0
then since (goa, T) € § we have (qo(aAB), TAT) = (go(anB),T) €0
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using (2.6) and the fact that 0 is a congruence. However since (g o (a A
B),F) € 0 we obtain a contradiction that (T, F) € 6 (cf. Proposition
3.2). Along similar lines if (go 8,U) € 6 then as (go «,T) € 6 we have
(go(anp),U) € 0 and so (F,U) € 6 a contradiction to Proposition 3.2.
Hence (g o 8, F) € 6 so that § € (Ag ﬂBg) C Bg‘U(AQ‘OBg).

(goa,U) €. Since (qo B,qg0 ) € 6 we have (go (a A 5),UANqop) =
(go(aNp),U) € 6 using (2.6) and the fact that 6 is a congruence.
However since (go (A ), F') € 6 we have (F,U) € 6 a contradiction to
Proposition 3.2. Thus this case cannot occur.

To show the reverse inclusion let g € By U (A§ N Bg) that is g € B§ or
g€ AyNBY.1fge BY then (qoa, F) €0
= ((goa)A(qoB),FA(gof)) €6 (sinced is a congruence)
= (go (@A B),FA(gof)) € (using (2.6))
= (qo(aNp),F)ecd (since F'is a left-zero for A)

from which it follows that g € Bg/\ﬁ. In the case where g € A5 N Bg that is
(goa,T),(goB, F) € 6, along similar lines it follows that (go(aAB), TAF) =
(qo(aNp),F)efandsoqe BeaA’B. Therefore BgAﬂ = By U (Ag ﬂBg).

Subcase 2: a A B € {T, F}. Using the fact that M < 3% for some set X it
is easy to see that if «, 8 ¢ {T, F} then a A 8 # T. It follows that the only
possibility in this case is that aAS = F. Therefore pg(ang) = po(F) = (0, Sp)
and pg(a) A pg(B) = (Ag ﬂA’g, BgU(AgN Bg)) and so we have to show that

(0,S5) = (Ag N AJ, Bg U(Ag N By)).

We first show that Ag OAg = (. If Ay OAg # () then let g € A§ ﬂAg
so that (qoa,T) € 0,(qo0 5,T) €0

= ((goa)A(qoB), TAT)=((goa)A(go ), T) € O(as 0 is a congruence)
= (qo(anp),T)ed (using (2.6))
= (goF,T) b (since « A B =F)
= (=(qo F),~T)=(=(qo F),F) €0 (as 0 is a congruence)
= (qo~F,F)=(qoT,F) € (using (2.5))

which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii). Hence Aj N Ag =0.
In order to show that By U(Ag ﬂBg) = Sp consider g € Sp that is g # L
which gives (¢, L) ¢ Ey. We proceed by considering the following three cases:

(goa,F) €. Then it is clear that ¢ € By C By U (Ag ﬁB(’f).

(goa,T) € 6. Then we have § € Aj. We show that (go 8, F)) € 6. Suppose
that this is not the case. Since 6 is a maximal congruence it implies
that either (qo 8,T) € 8 or (qo B,U) € 0. If (qo 8,T) € 6 then since
(goa,T) € 0 it follows that (go (e AB), T AT) = (qo F,T) € 6 so that
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(goT,F) € 6. This is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii). In the case
that (¢ o 8,U) € 6 proceeding as earlier we have (go (a AB), T AU) =
(qgo F,U) € 6 so that (qo T,U) € 6. It follows from Proposition
3.3(iii) that (¢, 1) € Ep which is a contradiction to the assumption
that g € Sp. Consequently it must be the case that (go 3, F') € 0 so that
ge Ayn By C By U (A3 N BY).

(qgoa,U) € 6. Since 8 is a congruence we have (go 8,qo0 ) €6
= ((goa)A(qopB),UAN(qoB)) b (since € is a congruence)
= ((qo(anp),U)=(qgo F,U) €6 (since U is a left-zero for A
and using (2.6))
= (=(qo F),-U) €6 (since 6 is a congruence)
= (qo~F,-U)=(qoT,U) € b (using (2.5))

Thus using Proposition 3.3(iii) we have (¢, L) € Ey which is a contra-

diction to the assumption that § € Sp. Hence this case cannot occur.
Thus By U (A§ N Bg) = Sp which completes the proof in the case where
a,f ¢ {T,F}.

Case II: a € {T, F'}. The verification is straightforward by considering « = T
and a = F' casewise.

Subcase 1: oo =T. Then po(a A B) = po(T' A B) = pa(B) = (Sp,0) A pe(B) =
po(T) A po(B) = po(cr) A po(B).

Subcase 2: « = F. Then pgla A B) = pg(F N B) = po(F) = (0,Sp) =
(©,50) A po(B) = po(F) A po(B) = po() A pa(B)-

Case III: § € {T, F'}. We have the following subcases:

Subcase 1: f = T. The proof follows along the same lines as Case II above
since T is the left and right-identity for A. Thus pg(a A ) = pg(a AT) =
p0(0) = po(@) A (S0, 8) = po(@) A po(T) = po(@) A po(B).

Subcase 2: f = F. If a € {T, F} then this reduces to Case II proved above
and consequently we have pg(a A 8) = pg(a) A pa(B) in this case. Thus it
remains to consider the case where o ¢ {T, F'}. We then have the following
subcases depending on a A S:
aA B¢ {T,F}. Then pg(aAB) = po(anF) = (Ag ", B§M) while pg(a) =
(A5, By) and po(8) = po(F) = (8, Ss). Thus po(a) A po(F) = (0, Ag U
Bg'). We show that

(45", Bg"T) = (0, A§ U Bg)

as earlier by proving that the pairs of sets are equal componentwise.
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We show that A" = @ by contradiction. If A3 # ) then
consider g € AG"N. Tt follows that (go (¢ A F),T) € 0

= ((go(@ANF))AN(qoF), T NqoF)eb (since € is a congruence)
= ((go(aANF))A(goF),qo F) €@ (since T is a left-identity for A)
= (((goa)A(qoF))AN(qgo F),qo F) el (using (2.6))
= ((qoa)AN(qo F),qo F)ef (using the properties of A)
= (qo F,T) € b (since 6 is a congruence)
= (

goT,F)eb (from (2.5) and since 6 is a congruence)

which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii). Hence A$"N" = ().

We show that B§" = A% U B using standard set theoretic ar-
guments. Let g € B3 and so (go (a A F),F) € 6 so that ((goa) A
(go F),F) € 6. In view of the maximality of @ it suffices to consider
three cases. If either (goa,T) € 6 or (qoa, F') € 0 then g € AJ UBg. If
(g0, U) € 0 then ((qoa) A((g00)A(goF)), UAF) = ((qoa) A(qoF), U) €
0.Thus (F,U) € 6 which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.2. Hence this
case cannot occur and so Bg/\F C Ay U By.

For the reverse inclusion consider § € A5 U Bg so that § € Ay
org € Bf. If § € Ay then (¢o«,T) € 6. Since § € Ay C Sy using
Proposition 3.3(iv) we have (¢, L) ¢ Eg = (go F, F) € 6. Consequently
(qo(aNF),(TAF)) = (qo(aAF),F)efandsoqge Be"'. Along
similar lines if g € B we have (qo (a A F), F) € 6 so that g € B
Hence (Ag"NF BgME) = (0, A3 U BY).

a A B €{T,F}. Using the fact that M < 3% for some set X we have
aAF # T from which it follows that the only case is A = aAF = F.
Thus pg(a A F) = pg(F) = (0, Sg) while pg(a) A po(F) = (0, Ag U Bg).
We show that

(0,Se) = (0, Ay U By).

In order to show that A U By = Sy consider § € Sp. If (go,T) € 0
or (qoa, F) € 6 then the proof is complete. If (g o a,U) € 0 then since
G # L that is (¢, L) ¢ Ey by Proposition 3.3(iv) we have (go F, F) € 6.
Thus (go (e« A F),UAF) = (qo F,U) € . Consequently from the
transitivity of 6 it follows that (F,U) € 6 which is a contradiction to
Proposition 3.2. Hence (0, Sp) = (0, Ay U Bf).

Thus pg is a homomorphism of C-algebras with T, F, U. O

Lemma 3.6. The pair (¢g,pg) is a C-monoid homomorphism from (S, M)
to the functional C-monoid (T,(Sp, ),3).

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5 it suffices to show that

Bo(als, 1) = po(e) da(s), du(t)] and pu(s 0 @) = g(s) o py(a) hold. Tn order
to show that ¢g(afs,t]) = pe(a)[Pe(s), de(t)] we proceed casewise depending
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on the value of « as per the following:

Case I: o« € {T,F}. If @« = T then ¢g(als,t]) = ¢o(T[s,t]) = ¢a(s) =

(So,0)[¢0(s5), da(t)] = po(T)[¢a(s), Pa(t)] = Pe( )[ 0(s), ¢o(t)]. Along similar
lines if v = F then ¢g(afs,t]) = ¢o(F[s,t]) = da(t) = (0, So)[Pe(s), Po(t)] =
po(F)[¢a(s), ¢o(t)] = po(a)[do(s), do(t)]-

Case IT: o ¢ {T,F}. If a« ¢ {T, F} then using (2.9) we have ¢gy(als,t]) =
wa[s '} where wg[s’t] (@) =v-(a]s,t]) = (voa)v-s,v-t].
Consider pg(a)[pa(s), da(t)] = (Ag, B) Y5, ¥b], where

SO . =0
v-s, ifve Ay, thatis (voa)eT;

(A5, B [vg, gl (v) = v-t, ifve Bf thatis (voa)efg;
1, otherwise.

It suffices to consider the following three cases:
Subcase 1: (voa) € 7. using Proposition 1.6(i) we have ((voa)[v-s, v-t], v-s) €
Ey. Consequently (voa)[v-s,v-t]=7-3.

Subcase 2: (voa) € . Along similar lines if (voa) € 7 then (voa)lw-
s,v - t],v-t) € Ey, by Proposition 1.6(i) and so (vo a)[v-s,v -t =v-t.

Subcase 3: (voa) € U’. Then (woa)v-s,v-t],L) € Ey, by Proposition
1.6(i) which gives (voa)v-s,v-t] = L.

Thus we have 451 (D) = (A, BS)[vg, ¥E] (D) for every B € Sy, and so

(@
Po(als, t]) = po()[¢o(s), do(t)]-

We show that pg(soa) = ¢g(s) o pg(a) by proceeding casewise depend-
ing on the value of a and s o a.

Case I: a ¢ {T,F},soa ¢ {T,F}. Then po(s o a) = (A;°%, B;°*) and
po(e) = (Ay, Bg). Then ¢g(s) o (Ag, By) = ¢ o (A, By) = (C, D), where
C={geS: ;@) € Ay} and D = {g € Sp : ¥5(g) € By}. We have to
show that

(ASOO( BSOQ) (C7 D)'
It is clear that g € C'

< g(q) € A

S q-se Ay

< ((g-8)oa,T)eb

< (qo(soa),T)eb (using (2.7))
S qe AT
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Along similar lines we have g € D & g € B;°*.

Case II: « € {T,F},soa ¢ {T,F}. If a« =T then pg(soa) = pg(soT) =
(AT, B5°T). On the other hand ¢g(s)opg(a) = ¢g(s)opa(T) = 1o (Se,0) =
(C, D) where C' = {g € Sp : ¢5(q) € S¢} and D = (). We have to show that

(AsoT BsoT) (C, @)
We show that B3°? = () by contradiction. If B;°T # () then let g € Bg°”

= (go(soT),F) e
= ((¢qg-s5)oT,F)ecb (using (2.7))

which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii). Thus B§°? = 0.
We now show that A5°T = C. It is clear that g € C

(
((g-s)oT,T)e b (using Proposition 3.3(iv))
(go(soT),T)e b (using (2.7))

In the case where o = F' the proof follows along similar lines.
Case III: a ¢ {T,F},so«a € {T,F}. We have the following subcases:

Subcase 1: soa =T. Then py(soa) = pg(T) = (Sp,0). On the other hand

Po(s) © po(@) = ¥ o (A, By) = (C, D) where C = {g € Sy : ¢3(q) € Aj}
and D = {g € Sy : ¥5(q) € B§'}. We have to show that

(C,D) = (Sp,0).

We first show by contradiction that D = 0. If D # () consider ¢ € D

= ¥5(q) € By

=7q-s5€ By

= ((g-s)oa,F) e

= (qo(soa),F) e (using (2.7))

= (qoT,F)eb
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which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii).
In order to show that C' = Sy consider § € Sy that is (¢, L) ¢ Ep
= (qoT,T) €0 (using Proposition 3.3(iv))
= (go(s00a),T) €8
= ((g-s)oa,T) €0 (using (2.7))
=q-5€ Ay
= ¥5(q) € A§
=qeC.
Subcase 2: soa = F. Then py(soa) = pg(F) = (0, Sp) while ¢g(s) o pg(a) =

5o (A9, By) = (C,D) where C ={g € Sp:¢;(q) € Ay} and D= {G € Sp :
¥5(q) € Bg'}. We have to show that

(C,D) = (0, Sy).
We first show C = () by contradiction. If C' # () consider g € C
= ¥5(q) € Af
=7q-5€ Ay
= ((¢g-8)oa,T) €
= (qo(soa), T)eb (using (2.7))

= (qo F\T) €0
= (qoT,F)eb

which is a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii).

In order to show that D = Sy consider g € Sy that is (¢, L) ¢ Ep.
= (qo F,F) e (using Proposition 3.3(iv))
= (go(s0a), F) €6
= ((¢g-s)oa,F) € (using (2.7))
=q-5€ By
= ¥;(q) € By
=qeD

which completes the proof for the case where a ¢ {T, F'} and soa € {T, F'}.

Case IV: o € {T,F},soa € {T,F}. Note that soT # F as a con-
sequence of Proposition 3.3(ii). If s o T = F then as # is a congruence,
(F,F)€ef= (soT,F) €0, a contradiction to Proposition 3.3(ii). Similarly
we have s o F' £ T'. In view of the above it suffices to consider the following
cases:

Subcase 1: o = T,so0a =T. Then py(soa) = po(T) = (Sp,D) and ¢y(s) o
po(a ) Py o (Se, ) (C, D) where C = {q € Sy : 1/)9( ) S Sg} and D = 0.
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Thus it suffices to show that C' = Syp. Let g € Sy that is (¢, L) ¢ Ep
= (qoT, T) €0 (using Proposition 3.3(iv))
= (qo(soT),T) €6
= ((¢-8)oT,T)€b (using (2.7))
=(q-s,1) ¢ Ey (using Proposition 3.3(iv))
=q-5E€ Sy
= 15(q) € S
=qeC.

Thus C' = Sy.

Subcase 2: o = F,soa = F. Then pg(soa) = pg(F) = (0, Sp) and ¢g(s) o
po(a) =50 (0,59) = (C,D) where C =0 and D = {g € Sg : ¢¥5(q) € So}.
The proof follows along similar lines as above. In order to show that D = Sy
consider g € Sy that is (¢, L) ¢ Ep

= (qo F,F)ef (using Proposition 3.3(iv))

= (qo(soF),F)eb

= ((¢g-s)oF,F)€e0 (using (2.7))

= (q-s,1) ¢ Ey (using Proposition 3.3(iv))

=q-5€ 5y

= 15(q) € Sp

=qeD.
Hence D = Sp.

Thus (¢g, pe) is a homomorphism of C-monoids. O

Proposition 3.7. For all o € M the following statements hold:

(i) po(a) = (Sp,0) = (o, T) € 6.
(i) po(a) = (0,Sp) = (o, F) € 6.

Proof.

(i) If @« = T then the result is obvious. Suppose that o # T and pg(a) =
(A2, Bg) = (Se,0). It follows that (toa,T) € 0 for all t € Sy. Using
Proposition 3.3(vi) and (2.4) we have 1 € Sp and so (1o, T) = (o, T) €
6.

(i) Along similar lines if o # F then pg(a) = (Ag,Bg) = (0,S5s) gives
(toa, F) € 0 for all t € Syp. Using Proposition 3.3(vi) and (2.4) we have
leSpandso (loa, F) = (o, F) €6.

O

Lemma 3.8. For every s,t € S| where s # t there exists a mazimal congru-
ence 0 on M such that ¢g(s) # ¢g(t).
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Proof. Using Proposition 1.6(iv) we have [ Ey = Ag, and so since s # t
there exists a maximal congruence § on M such that (s,t) ¢ Ep, i.e., 5 # L.
For this 6, consider ¢g: S1 — To(Se, ). Then ¢o(s) = ¥§, ¢o(t) = h. For

1 € Sy, we have ¢§(1) = 1-s =5 while ¢5(1) =1-¢ = . Since 5 # ¢ it
follows that ¢g(s) # da(t). O

Lemma 3.9. For every o, 8 € M where a # 3 there exists a mazximal congru-
ence 8 on M such that pg(a) # pe(B).

Proof. Using Proposition 1.6(v) since o # [ there exists a maximal congru-
ence § on M such that (a, 8) ¢ 6. We show that pg(a) # pe(B). If a or S is
in {T, F} but pg(a) = pg(3) then using Proposition 3.7 we have (a, ) € 6,
a contradiction. In the case where «, 8 ¢ {T, F'} we show that

(Ag,Bg) # (A}, BY)

by showing that either Af # Ag or that By # Bg. Owing to Proposition 3.2
it suffices to consider the following three cases:

Case I: (o, T) € 0. Note that Proposition 3.3(vi) gives 1 € Sp. Thus we have
T e Sy for which loa =a € T andso 1 € Ag. However T ¢ Al since

(a, B) ¢ 0.

Case II: (o, F) € 0. Along similar lines for 1 € Sy we have loa =« € F
and so T € BY. It is clear that T ¢ BJ since (o, ) ¢ 6.

Case III: (a,U) € 6. In view of Proposition 3.2 it suffices to consider the
following cases:
Subcase 1: (8,T) € 6. As carlier we have T € A \ Ag.

Subcase 2: (B, F) € 0. It is clear that 1 € Bg \ B
Thus pg(a) # pe(B) which completes the proof. O

3.3. Embedding into a functional C-monoid

Let {6} be the collection of all maximal congruences of M. Define the set
X to be the disjoint union of Sy taken over all maximal congruences of M,

written
X=|]Ss (3.2)
0

Set X; = X U{L} with base point L ¢ X. For notational convenience we
use the same symbol | in X as well as in S| . Which | we are referring to
will be clear from the context of the statement.

In this subsection we obtain monomorphisms ¢: S} — T,(X,) and
p: M — 3%, using which we establish that (S, M) can be embedded into
the functional C-monoid (75(X1),3%).

Remark 3.10.

(i) Let g € S be fixed. For different 8’s the representation of classes g#o’s
are different in the disjoint union X of Sp’s.
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(ii) Let {Ax}, {Bx} be two families of sets indexed over A. Then |_|(AA N

= (L) (L) ana Lo = (L) (L))

Notation 3.11.

(i) For the pair of sets (A, B), we denote by 71 (A, B) the first component
A, and by 72 (A, B) the second component B.
(ii) For a family of pairs of sets (Ax,By) where A € A we denote by

|_|(A,\,B>\) the pair of sets (|_|A>\, |_|B>\>.
b A

A

Lemma 3.12. Consider ¢: S| — To,(X 1) given by
(¢0( ))( EG) fo =7qPe € Sy and (¢9(5))(6E9> ?éIEG;

1, otherwise.

(6(s))(z) = {

Then ¢ is a monoid monomorphism that maps the zero (and base point) of
S to that of T,(X 1), that is L — (.

Proof. 1t is clear that ¢ is well-defined and that ¢(s) € T,(X 1) since (¢(s))(L)
L.

Claim: ¢ is injective. Let s # t € S| . Using Lemma 3.8 there exists
a maximal congruence 6§ on M such that ¢y(s) # ¢g(t). Hence there exists
a g% (# L") such that (¢g(s))(q) # (¢a(t))(q). By extrapolation it follows

that (¢(s))(@) # (¢(1))(g) and so ¢(s) # @(t).

Claim: ¢(L) = (.. Using Proposition 3.4 we have ¢g(L) = (r, for all
6 and so by definition (¢(L))(x) = L forallz € X, .

Claim: ¢(1) = idx, . It is clear that (¢(1))(L) = L. Consider § € X
that is g% € Sp for some 6. Then by Proposition 3.4 we have (¢(1))(g% ) =
(60(1))(@50) = g7 and hence ¢(1) = idx, .

Claim: ¢(s-t) = ¢(s) - ¢(t). Clearly (¢(s-¢))(L) = L = (é(s ) ()(L).
Let g € X that is g®¢ € Sy for some 6. Suppose that (¢( t))(g) = L so that

(¢o(s-1)(q) = L
= ((do(s) - do(
= do(t)(¢0(s)(@) = L
= ¢(t)(do(s)(q) = L

Noting that there are only two possibilities for ¢(s)(g) we see that if ¢(s)(q) =
09(s)(g) then we are through. On the other hand if ¢(s)(g) = L that is
¢0(s)(g) = L then we have (¢(s-1))(q) = L = (¢(s)-¢(t))() which completes
the proof in this case.

£)(q) =1 (using Proposition 3.4)

/-\\/
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Consider the case where (¢(s - t))(g) # L. Using Proposition 3.4 it
follows that (¢(s - 1))(@) = (de(s - 1))(q) = (da(s) - 90(1)(@) = d0(1) (65()@)
ot o5 (30 (3)(D) £ 2 Comemnenty SO 2 i) o) s
(ﬁg(s))(qf) # L. Tt follows that (é(s-1))(q) = (é(s) - ¢(t))(g) which completeDs
the proof.

Lemma 3.13. The function p: M — 3% defined by

p(a) = Ugpe(a)
is a monomorphism of C-algebras with T, F,U.

Proof.  Claim: p is well defined. Let o € M. Using Remark 3.10(i) we have
m1(p(a)) N me(p(a)) = O due to the distinct representation of equivalence
classes. Also by Proposition 3.5 we have 71(pg()), m2(pa(a)) C Sy and so
1 ¢ m(p(a)) Uma(p(a)) that is p(e) is can be identified with a pair of sets
over X.

Claim: p is injective. Let a # 8 € M. By Lemma 3.9 there exists a 6
such that pp(a) # pe(B). Without loss of generality we infer that there exists
a g € mi(pa(a))\ m1(pe(B)). Since p(«) is formed by taking the disjoint
union of the individual images under pg(«), using Remark 3.10(i) we can say
that 7 € 7 (p(a)) \ 1 (p(8)) that is p(a) # p(8).

Claim: p preserves the constants T, F,U. It follows easily from Propo-
sition 3.5 that p(T) = (X, 0), p(F) = (0, X) and p(U) = (0,0).

Claim: p(-a) = =(p(a)). If a € {T,F} then the result is obvious.
If o ¢ {T,F} then —a ¢ {T,F}. Using Proposition 3.5 we have p(-«a) =
(WAy>,UBy™) = (UBg,UAZ). Thus p(—a) = (UBg,UAY) = —~(p(e)).

Claim: p(a A B) = p(a) A p(B). In view of Remark 3.10(ii) we have
U((Ax, Bx) A(Cx, Dy)) = (WA, UB,) A (LC,,UD,) for the family of pairs of
sets (Ax, By), (Cx, D)) where A € A over X. In view of the above and Propo-
sition 3.5 we have Upg(a A B) = U(pg(a) A po(B)) = (Upa(a)) A (Upe(B)) =
p(a) A p(B) which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.14. The pair (¢, p) is a C-monoid monomorphism from (S, M) to
the functional C-monoid (To(X1),3%).

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.12 and Lemma 3.13 it suffices to show ¢(a[s,t]) =
(p())[¢(s), ¢(1)] and p(s o a) = ¢(s) o p(c).

In order to show that ¢(afs,t]) = (p(@))[P(s),¢(t)] we show that
ib( -[s,t])( z) = (p(a))]p(s), (t)](x) for all x € X ;. Thus we have the fol-
owing cases:
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Case I: x = L. Tt is clear that ¢(als,t])(L) = L = (p(a))[p(s), d(t)](L) since
mi(p(a)), ma(p(e)) € X and L ¢ X.

Case II: x € X. Consider ¢ € X that is g%¢ € Sy for some 6. We have the
following subcases:

Subcase 1: ¢(als,t])(q@) = L. then ¢y(afs,t])(g) = L and so using Lemma
3.6 we have ¢g(afs,t])(@) = L = (po(a))[pe(s), da(t)](q). It follows that ei-

t
ther 7 ¢ m1(po(c)) Uma(pg(r)) or that g € m1(pe(r)) and ¢g(s)(q) = L or,
similarly, that § € ma(pg()) and ¢g(t)(g) = L. Thus we have the following:

[

() Uma(pg(c)). In view of Remark 3.10(i) it follows that § ¢

7 ¢ m(po(a (o
mi(p(a)) Uma(p(a)) and so ( (@))[9(s), 9(D)](@) = L.
RS 7r1( o()) and ¢y(s)(q) = L. Then g € m1(p(a)) and ¢(s)(g) = L and
(p(a))[o( )(15( N@ = L.
qe 7r2( o(a)) and ¢y(t)(g) = L. Along similar lines we have
(p(a))[9(s), o(H)](@) = L.

Subcase 2: ¢(als,t])(q) # L. Then ¢(afs,t])(q) =

ot do(a[s,t])(g) and so using
Lemma 3.6 we have ¢(als, t])(q) = (po(a))[po(s), po(t

1(@). Tt follows that

¢0(s)(7), if 7 € m(po());
¢(als; t])(@) = (po(@))[da(s), o (D)](@) = § ¢6(t)(@),  if 7 € ma(pa(e));

1, otherwise.

7€ m(po(@)). Tt follows that 7 € m(p(a)) and so (p()[6(s), S(1)](T) =
#(5)(q). Note that ¢g(s)(q) # L else ¢(«afs,t])(g) = L, a contradiction.

Thus ¢(s)(q) = ¢e(s)(q) so that ¢(als,])(q) = (p(a))[d(s), 6(1)](q)-

q € ma(pp(a)). The proof follows along similar lines as above.
q ¢ (m1(po(a)) Uma(pe())). This case cannot occur since we assumed that

olals. 1)(@) # L.
Thus ¢(afs, 1)) = (p(c))[6(s), H(1)].

We now show that p(s o a) = ¢(s) o p(a). In order to prove this we
proceed by showing that

mi(p(s o a)) = mi(@(s) o p(a))

for i € {1,2}.
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Let § € m(p(s o)) = Umi(pg(s o «)). Then g¥ € Sy for some 6 and
7% € m(pg(soa))
= g% € m(do(s) o po(a)) (using Lemma 3.6)
= ¢0(s)(7) € 7Tl(Pe( ) € So
= ¢o(s)(@") #

= ¢(s)(q%) = ¢9( )(@"e)
= ¢(s)(7"%) € Um(po(a))
= ¢(5)(q"%) € m(p(a))
= g% € m(¢(s) o p(a))

and so w1 (p(soa)) C mi(p(s) o p(a)).
For the reverse inclusion assume that g € 71 (¢(s) o ( )). Consequently

s
we have g#o € Sy for some 6 and ¢(s)(q% ) € m1(p(a)) C

= ¢(s)(q") #

= ¢(s)(q%) = ( )@= )(#1™)

= ¢9(s)(q") € mi(po(a)) (using Remark 3.10(i))
= g% € m(¢o(s) o po(a))

= q" € m(po(soa)) (using Lemma 3.14)

= 7% € Umi(pols 0 ) = i (p(s 0 )

from which it follows that 71(¢(s) o p(a)) C m1(p(s o @)). Proceeding along
exactly the same lines we can show that ma(p(so«a)) = ma(¢(s) o p(cr)) which
completes the proof. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Let {0} be the collection of all maximal congruences of M. Consider the set
X as in (3.2). The functions ¢: S| — To(X 1) and p: M — 3% as defined
in Lemma 3.12 and Lemma 3.13, respectively, are monomorphisms. Further,
by Lemma 3.14, the pair (¢, p) is a monomorphism from (S, M) to the
functional C-monoid (7:,(X 1),3% ) From the construction of X it is also
evident that if M and S, are finite then there are only finitely many maximal
congruences 6 on M and finitely many equivalence classes Ey on S| and so
X must be finite.

Corollary 3.15. An identity is satisfied in every C-monoid (S, M) where M
1s an ada if and only if it is satisfied in all functional C-monoids.

In view of Corollary 3.15 and (2.1), we have the following result.

Corollary 3.16. In every C-monoid (S, M) where M is an ada we have

(foDIf f1=1F.
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4. Conclusion and future work

The notion of C-sets axiomatize the program construct if-then-else con-
sidered over possibly non-halting programs and non-halting tests. In this
work, we extended the axiomatization to C-monoids which include the com-
position of programs as well as composition of programs with tests. For the
class of C-monoids where the C-algebra is an ada we obtained a Cayley-type
theorem which exhibits the embedding of such C-monoids into functional C-
monoids. Using this, we obtained a mechanism to determine the equivalence
of programs through functional C-monoids. As future work, one may study
such a representation for the general class of C-monoids with no restriction
on the C-algebra. Note that the term f o T in the standard functional model
of a C-monoid represents the aspect of the domain of the function, as used
in [5, 12]. Tt is interesting to study the relation between these two concepts
in the current set up.

Appendix. Verification of examples

A.1. Verification of Example 2.2
We use the pairs of sets representation given by Guzman and Squier in [7]
and identify o € 3% with a pair of sets (A, B) of X where A= a~1(T) and
B = o }(F). In this representation T = (X,0),F = (0, X) and U = (0, ().
Thus the operation o is given as follows:

T, if f(z) € A4

(fea)(x)={F, if f(z) € B;
U, otherwise.

In other words f o a can be identified with the pair of sets (C, D) where
C={zeX:f(x)e Aand D={z € X : f(z) € B}.

Axiom (2.2): Let a be identified with the pair of sets (A, B). Then
Cloa=(0,0)=Uas(i(z)=1L¢ (AUDB).

Axiom (2.3): Consider U = (0, (). Then foU = (0,0) = U.

Axiom (2.4):

if idx | (.r) € A
if idx | (z) € B;
otherwise

(Loa)(z) =

L —r—
S

5
\._/

Thus loa = a.
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Axiom (2.5): Let « be identified with the pair of sets (A, B). Then
foa=(C,D)where C={x e X: f(x) e Aand D={z € X : f(z) € B}.
Thus ~(f o) = (D, C). Also f o (—a) = fo(B,A) = (E,F) where
E={zeX:f(x)eB}and F={ze€ X : f(z) € A}. It follows that
(E.F) = (D,C).

Axiom (2.6): Let «, 8 be represented by the pairs of sets (41, A2) and
(B1, Ba) respectively. Then a A = (41 N By, Ay U (A1 N By)). Also let
foa=(C1,Cs) where C1 = {z € X : f(z) € A1} and

={ze X: f(x) € Az}, and f o 8 = (D1, D) where
Dy ={ze€X: f(x) € Bi}and Dy ={x € X : f(x) € By}. Then
(01, 02) A\ (Dl, Dz) = (Cl n Dl, CQ U (01 n Dg)) Thus
CiND; :{’I}EXf(ZL') EAlﬁBl} and
CoU(CiNDy)={xeX: f(x) € AyU (A1 N By)}. Hence
folanB)=(foa)A(fop).

Axiom (2.7): Consider f,g € T,(X1) and a € 3% represented by the pair of
sets (A, B).

T, ifg(f(z)) € A;
((f-g)oa)(z) = F, ifg(f(x)) € B;
U, otherwise.

Let goa = (C, D) where C = {zx € X : g(z) € A} and
D={reX:g(x)e B}.

T, if f(x)eC
(folgea))(x)=qF, if f(x)eD

U, otherwise.

We may consider the following three cases.
Case I: x € X such that g(f(x)) € A: Then ((f - g) o a)(x) =T. Also
x

f(x) € C as g(f(x)) € A. Thus (f o (g0 a))(x) = T.

Case II: x € X such that g(f(z)) € B: Then ((f-¢g) o«
g(f(z)) € B means that f(z) € D. Thus (f o (g o «a))(x)
Case III: © € X such that g(f(x)) ¢ (AU B): Then ((f -
Since f(z) is in neither C' nor D it follows that (f o (g

Axiom (2.8): Consider o € 3% represented by the pair of sets (4, B).

h(f(x)), ifxze A;
(alf,g] - h)(x) = h(alf, gl(x)) = { h(g(z)), ifz € B;

41, otherwise.

Hence o[f,g]-h=«a[f - h,g - h].
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Axiom (2.9): Let o € 3% be represented by the pair of sets (A, B).

f(h(x)), if h(z) € 4;
(h-alf, g)(x) = alf, gl(h(z)) = { 9(h(=z)), if h(z) € B;
1, otherwise.

Let h o « be represented by the pair of sets (C, D) where
C={zxeX:h(x)e A} and D= {z € X : h(z) € B}.

(h-f)z), ifzeC;
(hoa)lh- fh-gl(x) = ¢ (h-g)(z), ifzeD;

1, otherwise
h(z)), if h(z) € 4;
h(zx)), if h(z) € B;
, otherwise.

|
-8

Thus h-alf,g] = (hoa)lh- f,h-g].

Axiom (2.10): Let a, 3 € 3% be represented by the pairs of sets (A1, As)
and (Bj, By) respectively. For f, g € T,(X ) we have the following;:

f(x), ifxeA;
h(z) = alf,gl(x) = { g(z), ifz € Ay
1, otherwise.

Also ho 8 =(Cy,C3) where C; = {z € X : h(z) € B} and
Cy={z € X : h(z) € Ba}. Similarly f o g = (D1, D2) where
Dy={xeX: f(z)e B} and Dy ={x € X : f(z) € By}. Let
go = (E1, Es) where B) = {x € X : g(z) € B1} and

E; ={x € X :g(z) € By}. Thus

Oé[[f o] ﬁ,g ] B]] = ((Al,Ag) N (Dl,Dg)) Vv (_\(A]_,A2> N (E]_,Eg)).
This evaluates to

alfoB,g0B]=(A1NDi, Ay U (A1 N Ds)) V (A2 N Ey, Ay U (A2 N Ey))
- ((A1 N Dy) U (A2 U (Ay N Dy)) N (A N Ey)),

(As U (A; N D)) N (A U (As N Eg)))
= (S1,52) (say)

We show that (Cy,Cs2) = (S1,S2) by standard set theoretic arguments.
First we prove that C; C Sy. Let « € C;. Then h(x) € By. Consider the
following cases:

Case I: x € Ay: Then h(z) = f(x) € B; hence x € D;. Therefore

r€ AiNDyandsoxeS.

Case II: © € Ay: Then h(x) = g(x) € By hence x € Ey. Hence

xr € Ay N E; C Ay we have x € 5.
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Case III: © ¢ (A1 U As): Then h(z) = L ¢ By a contradiction to our
assumption that h(z) € By. It follows that this case cannot occur.

We show that S; C Cy. Let x € S;. Thus z € A; N D, or

S ((A2 U (Al n Dg)) N (A2 N El)) Ifx € A1 n D1 then h(I) = f(I) as

x € Ay and f(z) € By as « € Dy. Thus h(x) € By and so z € C;. If

z € ((A2U (A1 N Dy))N (A2 N Ey)), then z € (A2 N Ey). Thus h(z) = g(z)
as x € Ag and g(z) € By as « € E,. Hence h(x) € By, thus z € C;.

We show that Cy C Ss. Let € Cy hence h(x) € By. Consider the following
cases:

Case I: © € Ay: Then h(z) = f(x) € Ba, therefore x € Dy. Hence
re€AiNDy C A and so x € Ss.

Case II: x € Ag: Then h(z) = g(x) € By therefore © € E,. Thus

r € Ay N Ey C Ay and so x € Ss.

Case III: x ¢ (A1 U As): Then h(z) = L ¢ By which is a contradiction. It
follows that this case cannot occur.

Finally we show that Sy C C5. Since 41 N Ay = ) it follows that
x€ A NDyorae Ay NEy. If x € A N Dy then h(x) = f(z) € By and
hence x € Cy. If x € Ay N E5 then h(z) = g(x) € By hence x € Cs.

Thus aff,g]o B =affoB,g0 3]

A .2. Verification of Example 2.3

Let f,g,h € Sf and o, 8 € 3¥.
Axiom (2.2): Tt is easy to see that ({| o«a)(z) =U for all x € X.

Axiom (2.3): It is clear that (f o U)(z) = U.

Axiom (2.4): Since S, is non-trivial we must have 1 # L. If not then for
ac€ S \{Ll}wehavea=a-1=a-1 =1 a contradiction. It follows that

¢1# ¢, Hence ((1 0 a)(z) = a(x) as (1(z) =1 # L.

Axiom (2.5): We have

(F o (ma))(x) = 4 @) i f(@) # L

U, otherwise
if f(z) # L;
U, otherwise

I
1l ———
J
2
B

Thus f o (—a) = =(f o ).
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Axiom (2.6): We have
(anp)(x), if f(z)# L;

U, otherwise

(folanp))(z)= {

_ Ja@) AB(x), if fz) # L
U AU, otherwise

= (foa)(@) A (fop)(x).
Thus fo(aAB)=(foa)A(fop).

Axiom (2.7): Since S, has no zero-divisors we have
f(z) g(x) =1L & f(x) = L or g(x) = L. Consequently

((f-g)oa)(z) = {O‘(m)’ if (f-9)(x) # L;

U, otherwise

_{Mm,ium»mw¢L;

S\, otherwise

aw), if f(z) # L and g(z) # L;
U, otherwise

= (fo(goa))(x).
Thus (f-g)oa= fo(goa).

Axiom (2.8): We have

J(@)-hiz), i a(e) =T;
(alf,g]-h)(z) = alf,gl(z) - h(z) = { g(z) - h(z), if a(2) = F}
1, otherwise
— a[f -h,g- h(z).

Thus a[f,g]-h=a[f - h,g-h].

Axiom (2.9): Consider
Ba) f@), o) =T;
h-alf,gl(x) = h(z) - a[f, gl(z) =  h(z) - g(x), if a(z) = F;

1, otherwise.

On the other hand

hiz)- f(z), if (hoa)(x)="T;
(hoa)lh- f,h-gl(x) = h(z) g(x), if (hoa)(x)=TF;
1, otherwise.

Note that if h(z) = L then h-aff,g](x) = L = (hoa)[h- f,h- g](x).
Suppose that h(xz) # L then (ho«a)(z) = a(x). It is clear that in this case
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as well h-a[f,g](x) = (hoa)[h- f,h-g](z) holds. Thus
hOt[f,g] = (hoa)[hfahg]

Axiom (2.10): Consider
@Uﬂom@:{M@7ﬁMﬂW@¢g

U, otherwise
:{mm if (f(@) # L, a(z) = T) or (g(z) # L,a(z) = F);

U, otherwise.

We have (a[f o 8,90 8])(x) = (a(z) A (fe B)(x)) V (ma(z) A (g o B)(z)).
If f(z) # L and a(z) =T we have (aff o 8,90 A])(x)
(TAB) vV (FA(gop)(x) = B(x)VF = B(x) = (af
If g(x) # L and a(z) = F we have (a[f o 8,90 A])(x)
(FA(foB)() V(T AB) =FVpB(x)=pB(x)=(alf,g] 0 B) ().
In all other cases it can be easily ascertained that

)

(alfoB,gop)(x) =U = (alf, gl o B)(x). Thus a[f,glc 8 = a[foB,g0 f].

A.3. Verification of Example 2.4
Axiom (2.2): Tt is clear that Loa =U.

Axiom (2.3): It is obvious that to U = U.

Axiom (2.4): Since S, is non-trivial it follows that 1 # L. Consequently
loa=a.

_I il

Axiom (2.5): If s = L then so (-a) =U
so(ma) =—-a=—(soa). Thus so (-a) =

(soa) If s # L then
o).

Axiom (2.6): If s = L then so (oA B) =U and
(soa)A(sof)=UAU=U.1If s # L then
so(aAB)=aAB=(soa)A(sof). Thus so(aAB)=(soa)A(sof).

Axiom (2.7): Consider s,t € S| such that s-¢= L. Then
(s-t)oa=_Loa=U. Since S| has no non-zero zero-divisors we have
s=_lort=_1andso so(toa)="U in either case. If s-¢ # L then
(st)oa=aand so(toa) =toa =« as neither s nor ¢ are L. Thus
(s-t)oa=so0(toa).

Axiom (2.8): As a € {T, F,U} we consider the following three cases:
Case I: « =T: Then «[s,t]-u=T[s,t] - u=s-u=T[s u,t-ul.

Case II: a = F: Then as,t] -u=F[s,t] -u=t-u=F[s-u,t-u].

Case III: « =U: Then as,t] - u=Uls,t] -u=L -u=1=Uls u,t-u.
Thus afs,t] - u = afs - u,t - u.
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Axiom (2.9): Consider the following cases:

Case I: r = 1: Then

reafs,t] = L-afs,t] = L=Ulr-s,r-t] = (Loa)[r-s,r-t] = (roa)[r-s,r-t].
Case II: r # 1: We again consider the following three cases:

Case i: =T

r-als,t|=r-Tls,t]=r-s=Tlr-s,r-t] = (roT)[r-s,r-t] = (roa)r-s,r-t].
Case ii: o = F:

reals,t|=r-F[s,t]=r-t=Fr-s,r-t|=(roF)[r-s,r-t] = (roa)[r-s,r-t].
Case iit: a = U:

rafs,t] =rUls,t] =r-L=L=Ulrs,rt] = (rol)[r-s,rt] = (roa)[r-s,rt].
Thus r - afs,t] = (roa)r-s,r-t.

Axiom (2.10): Consider the following three cases:

Case I: o =T: afs,tjo B =T[s,tjo f=s0=T[sop,topf].

Case II: a« = F: als,tjo B = F[s,tjof=to = F[sof,tof].

Case III: a =U: als,tjo f=Uls,tjof=Lof=U=Ul[so f,tof].
Thus afs,t] o 8 = afso B,t0 f].
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