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Abstract

In this paper relations of non-empty intersection, inclusion end equality
of domains of functions for (2, n)-semigroups of partial n-place func-
tions are investigated.

1 Introduction

Investigation of partial multiplace functions by algebraic methods plays an
important role in modern mathematics where we consider various operations
on sets of functions which are naturally defined. The basic operation for n-
place functions is a superposition (composition) O of n + 1 such functions,
but there are some other naturally defined operations, which are also worth

considering. In this paper we consider binary Mann’s compositions @, ..., ®
1 n

for partial n-place functions introduced in [2], which have many important
applications for the studies of binary and n-ary operations. Algebras of n-
place functions closed with respect to these compositions were investigated,
for example, in [§] and [12].

2 Preliminaries and notations

Let A™ be the n-th Cartesian product of a set A. Any partial mapping
from A™ into A is called a partial n-place function. The set of all such
mappings is denoted by F(A™, A). On F(A™, A) we define the superposition
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(composition) of n-place functions O : (f,g1,...,9n) — flg1...9n] and n
binary compositions E?, ..., @ putting
n

f[gl "'gn](a17"' 7an) = f(gl(a17"' ,an),... ,gn(al,... 7an))7 (1)
(fé?g)(al,...,an) = flar,...,ai—1,9(a1,. .., an), Qix1, ... an), (2)

for all f,g9,91,...,9n € F(A™ A) and (ay,...,a,) € A", where left and
right side of (@) and () are defined or not defined simultaneously. Since, as
it is not difficult to verify, each composition ¢ is an associative operation, al-
(2
gebras of the form (®;,...,®) and (®;0,®,...,d), where & C F(A™, A),
1 n 1 n

are called respectively (2,n)-semigroups and Menger (2,n)-semigroups of
n-place functions.
According to the general convention used in the theory of n-ary systems,

the sequence xj, Tit1,...,2j, where i < j, can be written as =/ (for i > j

it is the empty symbol). In this convention ([{l) and () can be written as

Florl(a?) = f(gi(ay), ..., gn(al)),
(f&g)(a)) = flay™ g(at), afy)-

An algebra (G;0) with one (n+ 1)-ary operation o satisfying the identity

0(0(3)8), y?) = O(l‘o, 0($17 y?)v ce ,O(l‘n, y?))

is called a Menger algebra of rank n (cf. [1], [7]). Such operation is called
superassociative and by many authors is written as o(z{}) = xo[z]]. In this
convention the above identity has the form

zo[z7][y1] = zo[z1[yT] . - Tnlyr]]. (3)
It is clear that a Menger algebra of rank 1 is an arbitrary semigroup.
Let {®,...,®} be a collection of associative binary operations de-
1 n
fined on G. According to [§] and [12], an algebra (G;&,...,®) is called
1 n
a (2,n)-semigroup. By a Menger (2,n)-semigroup we mean an alge-
bra (G;0,®,...,®), where (G;0) is a Menger algebra of rank n and
1 n
(G;®,...,®) is a (2,n)-semigroup. Any homomorphism of a (Menger)
1 n

(2,n)-semigroup onto some (Menger) (2,n)-semigroup of n-place functions
is called a representation by n-place functions. A representation is faithful
if it is an isomorphism.



The symbol ,ul(§ x7), where z1,...,2, € G and @,...,® are binary
21 1

is
operations defined on G, denotes an element x;, 5 ri,, if i = i and
i # iy forallp < k <s. If i # i, for all i, € {ZEI:H,ZS} this symbol is
empty. For example, ul(egazelByEgz) = y@;z, ,ug(ED;azelByEgz) = azefyégz,
ug(Ega:EIByEgz) = z. The symbol M4(9§3361995§2) is empty.
In [§] it is proved that a (2,n)-semigroup (G;E?, . ,EE) has a faithful
representation by n-place functions if and only if it satisfies the implication

1s Jk ls Jk
A (Nz'(@xi) = pi(D y'f)> — g =gy (4)
i=1 " J1 i1 Ji
For Menger (2,n)-semigroups the following identities must be satisfied ad-
ditionally

(@®y)la] = [yl 2] (5)

[yl @z =2[y1©z... Yo B 2], (6)

@y =2 (S y5) . p(S ), (7)
11 11 1

where {i1,...,is} ={1,...,n}and i = 1,...,n. In the sequel, any (Menger)
(2,n)-semigroup satisfying the condition (H) (respectively, @), (), (@) and
[@) will be called representable.

Let ® be some set of n-place functions, i.e. ® C F(A™, A). Consider the
following three binary relations on ®:

xo = {(f,g9) € ® x ®[pry f Cpry g},
v = {(f,9) € ® x ®|pry fNpry g # T},
7o = {(f,9) € ® x ®|pry f = pry g},

where pry f is the domain of f, called respectively: inclusion of domains,
co-definability and equality of domains.

Abstract characterizations of such relations for semigroups of transfor-
mations were studied in [, [5], [6] and for Menger algebras of n-place func-
tions in [9], [I0], [I1]. In this paper these relations will be characterized in
(2,n)-semigroups and Menger (2,n)-semigroups of n-place functions.



Consider a representable (Menger) (2,n)-semigroup (G;®,...,®) (re-
1 n
spectively, (G} o, ?, ...,@)) and its representation P by n-place functions.

n
On the set G we define the following three binary relations:

xp = {(91,92) | pry P(g91) C pr; P(g2)},
vp = {(91,92) | pr1 P(g1) Npry P(g2) # 2},
mp = {(91,92) | pr1 P(91) = pry P(g2)}.

It is not difficult to see that yp is a quasi-order and 7p is an equivalence
such that mp = xp N Xp', where xp' = {(b,a) | (a,b) € xp}.
Let (P;)icr be a family of representations of a representable (2, n)-semi-
group (G; ?, ...,@®) (respectively, representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup
n

(G O,E?, ...,®)) by n-place functions defined on sets (A;);es respectively,
n

where the sets A; are pairwise disjoint. The sum of (P;);cs is the mapping
P : g — P(g), denoted by > P;, where P(g) is an n-place function on

el
A = J A4; such that P(g) = | P;(g) for every g € G. The sum of a family
iel i€l

of representations by n-place functions is also a representation by n-place
functions and

xe=\xr. vw=Urn m=7r (8)

iel iel iel
Let 0 be a zero of a (2, n)-semigroup (G; EIB, - ,EB) (respectively, Menger
(2,n)-semigroup (G;o, 6%, e ,62)), ie. 06?9 = gEZBO = 0 (respectively,
06?9 = gEZBO = 0 and 0[¢}] = g[gi_IOQi"H] =0) foralli=1,...,n and

g,91,---,9n € G. We say that a binary relation p C G x G is 0-reflezive, if
(9,9) € p for all g € G\ {0}. A symmetric relation p which is reflexive if
0 € pry p, and O-reflexive if O € pry p, is called a 0-quasi-equivalence.
A binary relation A on a Menger (2,n)-semigroup (G; o,E?,...,EB) is
n

called:

e [-reqular, if

v Ay — 2] Aylay], (9)
TAy —202zAydz (10)
foralli=1,...,n and x,¥,2,21,..., 2, € G,



e [-cancellative, if

zlz1] A ylay] — z Ay, (11)

TPz AYyOz — xAy (12)
(2 (2

foralli=1,...,nand z,y,2,21,...,2, € G,
e v-negative, if

[yt Ay, i=1,...,n, (13)
is is

Sy A p(Syi) (14)
1 11

for all z,y1,...,yx € G, k =max{n,s} and j € {i1,...,is}.

In the case of (2, n)-semigroups these relations are defined only by (I0), (I2)
and (), respectively.

3 Projection representable relations on Menger
(2,n)-semigroups

Let G = (G;0,®,...,®) be a representable Menger (2, n)-semigroup, x, 7,
1 n

7w — binary relations on G. We say that the triplet (x,v,7) is (faithful)
projection representable for G, if there exists such (faithful) representation
P of G by n-place functions for which x = xp, v = vp and © = 7p.
Analogously we define projection representable pairs and separate relations.

In the sequel, instead of (g1,¢92) € X, (91,92) € 7 and (g1, g2) € ™ we will
write g1 C g2, g1 1 g2 and g1 = go, respectively.

Theorem 1. A triplet (x,~,7) of binary relations on G is projection rep-
resentable for a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup G if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(a) x is an l-regular and v-negative quasi-order,

(b) ~ is an l-cancellative 0-quasi-equivalence,

(c) m=xnNx"! and

hiTha Nhi T g1 AN ha T g2 — g1 7162 (15)

fOT all hl,hQ,gl,QQ €q.



Proof. Necessity. Let (®;0,@®,...,®) be a Menger (2,n)-semigroup of n-
1 n

place functions determined on the set A. Let us show that the triplet
(x®, Y@, o) satisfies all the conditions of the theorem.

At first we prove the condition (a). The relation x4 is obviously a
quasi-order. Let f,g,hy,...,h, € ® and (f,g) € xo, i.e. pr; f C prig.
Suppose that @ € pry f[h}] for some a € A". Then {f[h}](a)} # @, ie.
{f(hi(a),...hn(a))} # @. Thus (hi(a),...hy(a)) € pry f and, in the con-
sequence, (hi(a),...hy(a)) € pr;g. Therefore {g(hi(a),...h,(a))} # &,
whence {g[h}](a)} # @, i.e. a € pr; g[ht]. So, pry f[h}] C pry g[h}], which
implies (f[h1], g[h}]) € x®. Similarly we can prove that for all f,g,h € ®
andi=1,...,n, from (f,g) € xo it follows (f ®h,g@® h) € xo. This means

that the relation x¢ is [-regular. The proof of the v-negativity is analogous.

To prove (b) let © be a zero of a Menger (2,n)-semigroup

(®;0,®,...,®). If © # &, then pr; © # &, whence (0,0) € vp. Thus
1 n

© € pryvs. So, in this case ¢ is reflexive. For © = @ we have pr; © = @.
Therefore © ¢ pry~ve, ie. (f,f) € vo for every f # ©. Hence 7o is
O-reflexive. Since 74 is symmetric, the above means that v¢ is a ©-quasi-
equivalence.

Suppose now that (f[h}], g[h}]) € vo for some f,g € &, h} € ®". Then
pry f[h}] Npr; g[ht] # @, i.e. there exists a € A™ such that a € pr; f[h}]
and a € pry g[h}]. Therefore {f[hT](a)} # @ and {g[h}](a)} # @. Thus
{f(hi(a),...hp(a))} # @ and {g(hi(a),...h,(a))} # @, which shows that
(hi(a),...,hy(a)) € pry f Npryg. So, (f,9) € vo. Analogously, for f,g,h €
¢, i=1,...,n, from (fOh,g®h) € v it follows (f,g) € vo. So, 7 is
l-cancellative. Z Z

Since in (c¢) the first condition is obvious, we prove ([[H) only. For this
let (h1,h2) € ¥o, (h1,91) € xo and (he, g2) € x¢ for some hy, ha, g1, 92 € P.
Then pry hy Npry he # &, pry by C pry g1 and pry he C pry g2, whence @ #
pry h1 Npry he C pry g1 Npry g2. Thus pry g1 Npry g2 # @, ie. (91, 92) € Yo,
which proves ([H) and completes the proof of the necessity of the conditions
formulated in the theorem. O

To prove the sufficiency of these conditions we must introduce some
additional constructions. Consider the triplet (x,~, ) of binary relations on
a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup G = (G;o0, ®,...,®) satisfying all

1 n
the conditions of the theorem. Let eq,..., e, be pairwise different elements
not belonging to G. For all x1,...,2s € G, ¢ = 1,...,n, and operations

P,..., P defined on G by uj(@x‘{) we denote an element of G* = G U
i1

11 is



{e1,...,en} such that

is

/LZ(EB l“i), if 7¢ {il,. .. ,’is},
21
€, if Z'Q{Z‘l,...,is}.

Consider the set 2* = G"U2gU{(eq, ..., en)}, where 2y is the collection
of all n-tuples (z1,...,x,) € (G*)" for which there exists y1,...,ys € G and

i1,...,0n € {1,...,n} such that x; = uf(@yf) Let (h1,h2) € G?* be fixed.
i1

is
pi (S xy) =
i1

For each g € G we define a partial n-place function Py, 4,)(g) : 4" — G

such that

(hy T g[z}] V he T g[z]] if =¥ € G,
hiCgVhaCyg if af = ey,

Z's is is
s s % s
x7 € pry Py hoy(9) <— ha EgEEyl V hy Eg?iyl if xz—ﬂi(?élh),
i1=1,...,n, for
some y] € G® and
il...,’isE{l,...,’l’L}.

For a7 € pry Py, 1hy)(g9) we put

glzy] it 2} e Gn,

g it 27 = e},
is is
S 3 R * S
Pl iy (9)(@}) = § 9D ui 1 2 = (S yp), (16)
i1=1,...,n, for

some y] € G* and
i1...,0s €{1,...,n}.

Let us show that P, p,) is a representation of G by n-place functions.
Proposition 1. The function P, pn,)(g) is single-valued.

Proof. Let a7 € pry Py, 1,)(9), where g, h1, ho € G are fixed. Since for z7 €
G™ and x7 = e} the value of P, 5,)(g)(#7) is uniquely determined, we verify

only the case when z; = uj(@ yi),i=1,...,n, for some y; € G°. If for some
11
k k ; ; w28 By
2¥ € G¥and ji,...,jk € {1,...,n} we have also z; = puJ(® 27), i =1,...,n,
J1



s J
then ,u,(EZB yj) = /LZ(ES 2¥) for every i = 1,...,n, which, according to (@),
i1 J1

i
implies g é yi=g Eg 2¥. This means that also in this case Pihy no)(9)(2T) is
i1 i
uniquely determined. Thus, the function P, 4,)(g) is single-valued. O

Proposition 2. For all g,g1,...,Gn, h1,he € G we have
Pty va)(9197]) = Py 1) (9D [Py 1) (91) - - Pty 1) (9n)]-
Proof. Let g,g1,...,9n € G and z7 € pry P, py)(glgt]). If 27 € G™, then
h1 T glgtl[27] vV he C glg7][=7],

whence, applying the superassociativity (B), we obtain

hi € glgi[at]. - gnl2]] V b2 T glgi[at]. .. gnl2T]]. (17)
This together with the v-negativity of y implies

hi T gi[x] V ha T gi[zT], i=1,...,n. (18)

From (1) it follows that (gi[z7],...,gn[2T]) € Pry Ppy, 1ny)(9), from ()
that 7 € Py, py)(9i), i =1,...,n. So, if 27 € G", then

(gl [‘Tm7 st 7971[‘%?]) € pry P(h1,h2)(g)7
o} € pry Py ny)(9lor]) «—§ 7
1 1 8(hy, n2) (9191 -—1x1 € Py, ha)(90)-

1=
(19)
Analogously we can verify that

(917 o 7gn) € pry P(hl,hg)(g)7

el € pry P, ny)(9lgr]) «— (20)

_16? € Plny, hy)(9i)-

)

is
Now let x; = pi (D yi), i = 1,...,n, for some iy,...,is € {1,...,n} and
1

y; € G°. Then z7 € pry Py, p,)(glgl]) implies
h1 © glgy] Ejbfyf V ha T glg7] %yf,
which, by (@), is equivalent to
hi T g[gléfyf = -gnééyf] Vo hy T g[gléf yi- --gnéfyﬂ- (21)

8



From this, applying the v-negativity of y, we obtain
hlEgiEEyf\/MEgzé?yf (22)
for every i =1,...,n. ' '

The condition (ZI) is equivalent to (g1 @y‘f, ey On @ y;) €
pry Py ho)(9)- The condition (22) shows that alzl? € pry P:(lhl,hz)(gi)
for every i = 1,...,n, where x; = uj(@yf), i=1,...,n. So,

1

(1B Y5 gn S Y5) € D1 Pty 1) (9),
n n 1 u
T1 € prp P(hl,hz)(g[gl]) A n
'4\1 .Z'? € pry P(hl,hz)(gi)7
(23)
where x; :,u;‘(§y‘f), i=1,...,n.
i1
Let a7 € pry Py, ny(glgl])- If 27 € G", then, according to (IH) and
(@), we have
Pl no) (9lar D (21) = glgt][zT] = glgr[#7] - .. gn[z7]]
= Pl o) (@) (91[27], - gnl2}])
= Py, 1) (9) (Pny 1o ( &), Py gy (gn) (27))
- })}117h2 (g) [ hl,hz ( ) ‘F?hl,hz)(gyn)] ( )

Similarly, we can prove that
Py 1) (9lgi1)(€D) = [Py, 00y (91) - - Piiy no) (9n)] (€1)
for €1 € pry Py, ny) (9l97])- |
If 27 € pry P, ny)(9l97]), where x; = ,LL:(EEyf), i =1,...,n, for some
y; € G, i1,...,is € {1,...,n}, then, according to (@) and ([Z3)), we obtain

s s is
Py ho)(9lor]) (27) = glg7] & yi = glg © Yi---9n o v
1 1 1

= Py 1) (9) (91 Y5, gn DY)
i1 i1
= Piny 1) (9) (Piy, 1) (90) (@), - Piy no) (9n) (1))

= Py 1)(9) [Pnn, ) (91) - - - Piy 1) (9n)] (27).
The proof is complete. O



Proposition 3. For all g1,92,h1,he € G and i =1,...,n we have
Pini,n2) (91 © 92) = Plny, 2 (91) D Plny, o) (92).
Proof. Let 27 € pry P, ny) (91 Eing). If 27 € G™, then
hi T (91 ?92)[517?] V ha C (91 6?92)[$7f],

which, by (), is equivalent to

h © g1z golaafa] V ho © gilay go[2f]2f 4] (24)
This, according to the v-negativity of x, implies

hi T g2[zl] V he T ga[z]]. (25)

The condition () means that (z{7', go[27], 27, ,) € pr; Py hy)(g1). From
(23)) we obtain x} € pry Py, ny)(92)- So, for 27 € G™ we have

(xil_lv g2 [‘T?]a ‘Tzn—i-l) € pry P(h1,h2)(gl)

oY € pry P, ko) (91 @ g2) <
(ha,h2) AL xt € pry P, hy)(92)-

(26)
Consider now the case when 2z = €. In this case e €
pry Py hy)(91 © g2) means, by (), that
(2
hiC g1®g2 V ha T g1 ® g (27)
7 (2

Because g1 ® g2 C 1i(® g2) = g2 , by the v-negativity of x, the above condi-
1 (]

tion gives
hiC go V he C go. (28)

But 17 (@ g2) = pi(@ g2) = g2 and pj(® g2) = ey, for k € {1,...,n}\ {i}, so,
1 1 1

1) implies (¢, g, e 1) € Pry Py, ho)(91). On the other hand, from (285])

it follows e} € pry Py, ny)(92). Therefore

(57", g2, €l 1) € pry Py h)(91)

(29)
el € pry Pny, hy)(92)-

e7ll € pry P(hl,hz)(gl 6?92) A {

is
In the third case when x; = pf(Dyi), i = 1,...,n, for some yf € G*,
1

i1, 505 € {1,...,n}, from 27 € pry Py, p,) (91 © g2) we conclude
(3
is is
hiC(g1®92) Dy V ha C (91D g2) Dyi- (30)
7 11 7 11

10



is s is
Since x is v-negative, we have (g1 @ g2) Dy] T (D2 Dyi) = 92 Dyj,
7 11 7 11 11

which means that (Bl can be written in the form

is is
hiCgPy; V ha T g2 Dy (31)
11 11

is is is is L s
But pf (© g2 D y7) = pi(® g2 S y7) = g2 Dy and pp(® g2 S y7) = pp(Syi)
? 21 ? 21 11 ? 21 1
for k € {1,...,n} \ {¢}. This, together with the condition (B0), proves
(N EEyf,x?H) € pry Pp, hy)(g1). Similarly, from (EIl) we can deduce
ot € pry Py, hy)(g2). Therefore

. is
(=77, g2 D Y1, 1) € pry Py hy)(91)
1

rt € pry P, hy) (91 © g2) +—
1 n
o € pry Py, hy)(92),

where x; = uf(@y{), i1=1,...,n.
i1
Let 27 € pry P, ny) (01 G?gg). If 2 € G™, then, according to ([H) and

24)), we have

Pt ha) (91 @ 92) (1) = (91 @ g2) 2] = gz ol ]
= P(hl,hz (g1) (217, ga[2}], 22y 1)
= Py hoy (91) (237 Py, o) (92) (21, 2741
= Bl 1) (91) © Py, 1) (92) (7).

If 7' = e}, then, analogously as in the previous case, using ([6l) and (Z9)
we obtain

Py ho) (91 6?92)(6?) = Pny,hy)(91) @ Py, )y (92)(€T).
Similarly, in the case when z; = ,uf(@ y;), i =1,...,n, for some yj € G*,
i1
i1,...,is € {1,...,n}, we have
is
Py, hoy (91 ?92)(95’11) = (1 62,992) Dyt
1

= P, (90 (@17 02 € ay)
= Py, ) (91) (2571 Py, ) (92) (27, 2741 )
= Plhy, hs)(91) @ Phy, no)(g2)(27).

11



This completes our proof. O

Basing on these propositions we are able to prove the sufficiency of the
conditions of Theorem [l

Sufficiency. Let the triplet (x,~, 7) of binary relations on a representable
Menger (2,n)-semigroup G = (G;0,®,...,d) satisfies all the conditions of
1

n
the theorem. Then, as it follows from Propositions [H3, for all hq, hy € G,
the mapping Py, 1,) is a representation of G by n-place functions. Consider
the family of representations P, ,) such that (hi, ho) € 7. Let P be the

sum of this family, i.e. P = 3 Py, p,)- Of course, P is a representation
(h1,h2)ey
of G by n-place functions. Let us show that x = xp, v = vp and m = 7p.

Let (g1,92) € xp. Then, according to (), we have (g1,92) € X(hl,hz)l
for all (hy,h2) € 7, ie.

(V(h1,h2) €7) (pr1 Piay, hy)(91) C Pry Piay, ny)(92)) 5

which is equivalent to
(V(h1, he) € v)(Yat) (27 € pry Py, ng)(91) — @1 € pry Py, pgy(92)) -

From this, for 27 = e}, we obtain
(V(h1,h2) €7) (e € pry Py, ng)y(91) — € € pry Py ng)(92)) 5
which means that
(V(hi,ha) €7) (1T g1 VhoCgr —hiCge V heCga).

Let g # 0. Then ¢1 T g1 and the above implication gives g1 C g1 —
g1 T g2. This proves (g1,92) € x because x is reflexive. If g; = 0, then
0 = 0[g2...92] T g2, by the v-negativity of y. Hence (0,92) € x. So,
(91,92) € X, i-e. xp C x-

Conversely, let (g1,92) € X, (h1,h2) € v and 27 € pry Py, py)(g1). If
! € G", then hy T gi[z}] V he T ¢1]z}]. Since the l-regularity of x to-
gether with g1 T go implies g1[z}] T g¢2[27], from the above we conclude
hi T ga[2f] V hy T go[27], ie. a7 € pry Py, py)(ge). Similarly, in the
case 7 = e, from e} € pry Py, n,)(g1) it follows ef € pry Py, ny)(g2)-

ls
In the case when x; = pj(®yf), ¢ = 1,...,n, for some yj € G*,
1

! X(hi1,he) denotes this quasi-order which corresponds to the representation P(n, ns,)-
Analogously are defined V(h1, ho) aNA T(h, o).

12



i1,...,is € {1,...,n}, applying the l-regularity of x to g1 C g2, we ob-
is is is is

tain g1 ©y; C g2 D yj, whence, in view of hy C g1 Dyi V ha C g1 Dyj,
11 11 11 21

is is
we obtain hy C g2 Dyj V ha T go@y;. Therefore z7 € pry Py, p,y)(92),
21 1

which proves pry P, p,)(91) C pry Pn,, ny)(g2) for all (hy, h2) € 4. Thus
(g1,92) € xp, i.e. x C xp. Consequently, y = xp. This, together with the
condition (c) formulated in the theorem, gives 7 = YNy ™! = Xpﬂxl_Dl =T7p.
So, m = mp.

Now let (g1,92) € vp. Then, according to ), we have (g1, 92) € Y(n,, hs)
for some (h1, ha) € 7, ie.

(El(hly h2) € ’7) (prl P(hl,hz)(gl) N pry P(h17h2)(92) ?é @) )

which is equivalent to

(H(hlv h2) € ’Y)(Elx?) (‘T? € pry P(h1,h2)(gl) A xrll € pry P(h1,h2)(92)) .

This, for 2} € G™ implies hy T g1[z]] V ho T g1[z}] and hy T g2[z]] V he T
g2[x"]. From the above, in view of A1 T hg and ([[T), we obtain g1 [z]] T ga2[2z]],
whence, applying the [-cancellativity of v, we get g1 T g2, i.e. (g1,92) € 7.

In the similar way, we can see that in the case z] = e} the condition
(91, 92) € v also holds.

ls
If 2 =p;(Dyi), i =1,...,n, for some yi € G°, i1,...,i5 € {1,...,n},
11
is is is is
then hi C g1 @y Vho C g1 @yi and hy T g2 D yi V ha C g2 @ yi, whence,
11 21 11 11

by hiT hg and (&), we obtain ¢; @yf T go @yi’ This gives g1 T go because
i1 i1

v is [-cancellative. In this way we have proved that in any case vp C 7.
Conversely, let (g1,92) € . Since y is reflexive, g1 C g1 and g2 C go,
whence g1 T g1 V g2 C g1 and g1 T g2 V g2 C g2. Consequently, e €
pry Pl g0)(91) and e} € pry Py, 4,)(92). Thus (g1,92) € Y(g1,9,) C VP, e
v C vp- So, ¥ = p.
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Problem 1. Find the necessary and sufficient conditions under which the
triplet (x,~,m) of binary relations will be faithful projection representable
for a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup.

Deleting from Theorem [ the equality m = y N x~! we obtain the neces-

sary and sufficient conditions under which the pair (x,~) of binary relations

13



is projection representable for a representable Menger (2, n)-semigroup. Fur-
thermore, all parts of the proof of this theorem connected with these two
relations are valid. So, we have the following

Theorem 2. A pair (x,m) of binary relations on G is projection repre-
sentable for a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup G if and only if x
is an l-regular and v-negative quasi-order, v is an l-cancellative 0-quasi-
equivalence and the implication (L) is satisfied.

Problem 2. Find the necessary and sufficient conditions under which the
pair (x,7) of binary relations will be faithful projection representable for a
representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup.

Let G = (G50,®,...,®) be a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup.
1

Let us consider on G the set T, (G) of mappings ¢ : x — t(x) defined as
follows:

(a) = € T),(G), ie. T,(G) contains the identity transformation of G,

(b) if Z € {1, L. ,’I’L}, a, bl, c. 7bi—17bi+17 L. ,bn € G and t(l‘) e T,, then
alby ") 0] € T,

(¢) T, contains those and only those mappings which are defined by (a)
and (b).
Let us consider on G two binary relations §; and do defined in the following
way:

1. (g1,92) € 61 +— g1 = t(g2) for some t € T),,

is is
g1 = (x©yj)[z] and go = pi(©yj)[z] for some
21 1
2. (91,92) €02 <= 4 e G,y €GP, ZEGN, ii,... 05 € {1,...,n},

where the symbol [z] can be empty.

It is not difficult to see that d; and do are I-regular relations, additionally 4,
is a quasi-order. Moreover, a binary relation p C G X G is v-negative if and
only if it contains d1 and ds.

Let m be an l-regular equivalence on a representable Menger (2,n)-
semigroup G. Denote by x(7) the binary relation f;(fr(d2)od;om), where fr

14



and f; are respectively reflexive and transitive closure operations (cf. [3]),

and o is a composition of relations, ? i.e.

x(m) = fi(fr(d2) 00y 0m) = U (6o UAg)odrom)". (32)

Since 7, 61 and fr(d2) are reflexive l-regular relations, x(m) is an [-regular
quasi-order containing 7, 1 and d2. So, x(7) is a v-negative quasi-order.

Proposition 4. x(7) is the least l-reqular and v-negative quasi-order con-
taining .

Proof. Let x be an arbitrary [-regular and v-negative quasi-order containing
m. Then §; C x and do C ), because x is v-negative. Thus, # C x, 61 C x
and fr(d2) C x, whence fr(d2) o8y om C x> C x. From this, applying the
transitivity of x, we obtain (fr(d2) 0 d; o)™ C x™ C x for every natural n.
o
Therefore |J ((d2 U Ag)odyom)” C x, ie. x(m) C x. O
n=1
Theorem 3. A pair (v,7) of binary relations on a representable Menger
(2,n)-semigroup G is projection representable if and only if
(a) v is an l-cancellative 0-quasi-equivalence,
(b)  is an l-regular equivalence such that x(m)N (x(7))~! C ,
(c) the following condition

hiTha NhiCrgi AhaTrge—> 91T go, (33)
where h T » g means (h,g) € x(m), is satisfied for all g1, g2, h1,h2 € G.

Proof. Let P be such representation on a representable Menger (2,n)-
semigroup G for which v = <p and # = wp. Then, by Proposition Bl
we have x(7) C xp, whence x(7) N (x(7))™' C xpNxp' =7p = .

Assume now that the premise of (B3]) is satisfied. Then (hy,hs) € 7,
(h1,91) € x(m) and (hg,g2) € x(m). Consequently, (hy,hs) € vp, (h1,91) €
xp and (hg, g2) € xp, i.e. pr; P(hi)Npry P(he) # @, pry P(h1) C pry P(g1)
and pr, P(hy) C pr; P(g), whence pr, P(g;) pr; P(g2) £ @. So, (g1,9) €
vp = 7, which means that the condition (B3)) is valid. The necessity is
proved.

*Remind that o o p = {(a,c)| (3b)(a,b) € p A (b,c) € o}, fr(p) = pU D4, filp) =
U p", where p" =popo...op, p,c— binary relations on A and A4 = {(a,a)|a € A}.
—,_/

n=1
n
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To prove the sufficiency, assume that the pair (v,7) of binary rela-
tions satisfies all the conditions of the theorem and consider the triplet
(x(m),v,7). Then 7 = 7! C (x(m))~!, because 7 C x(w). There-
fore 7 C x(m) N (x(7))~', which, together with the condition (b), gives
7 = x(m)N(x(7))~!. This means that the triplet (x(n),, 7) satisfies all the
conditions of Theorem [ So, (x(7),v,7), and in the consequence, (v,7) is
projection representable. The sufficiency is proved. O

Problem 3. Find the necessary and sufficient conditions under which the
pair (v, 7) of binary relations will be faithful projection representable.

Applying the method of mathematical induction to ([B2) we can prove
the following proposition.

Proposition 5. The condition (g1,g92) € x(7), where g1,92 € G, means
that the system of conditions

ks,
— ‘L Si
_ zi = ti((yi S? 21, [wil), (34)
A ke V or; = ti(@i1)
1=0 Si

1

is valid for some n € N, z;,y;,z; € G, w; € G", t; € T, ki € {1,...,n}.

In the sequel the formula

n zi =ty @ 21)[wil),
A . Vi = ti(ziq1)
i=m Tiy1 = g, ( ,je 2y, [wi]
1

will be denoted by M(m,n).
The inclusion x(7)N (x(7))~! C 7 means that for all g1, g2 € G we have

(91,92) € x(7) A (92,91) € X(T) — g1 = g2,

which, according to Proposition [l can be written as the system of conditions
(An,m)n,mENa where

Apm s MO,n—1) AMn+1L,n+m) A xg=Tppm —> Lo = Tn.

16



The system (A, 1 )n,meN is equivalent to the system (A, )necn, where
Ap: MO,n—1) A xg =2 — To = 7.

Consider now the implication (B3]). According to (B4]) the condition
(h1,01) € x(m) means that

hi=xz9g A MO,n—1) Az, = g1 (35)

for some w;, i, 2, ti, ki, w;. Similarly, the condition (hg,g2) € x(7) means
that
heo = xpp1 A M+ 1,n+m) A Tprme1 = 92 (36)

for some ‘T’iuyhzkmtiuki,wi- SO, (331) can be written as the system
(Bn,m)n,men of conditions

Bpm: x0T Tpy1 A MO,n—1) AMn+1,n+m) — 2, T Tyymti-
In this way we have proved

Theorem 4. A pair (v, 7) of binary relations on a representable Menger
(2,n)-semigroup G is projection representable if and only if

(a) v is an l-cancellative 0-quasi-equivalence,

(b) m is an l-reqular equivalence,

(c) the systems of conditions (Ay)nen and (Bypm)n,meN are satisfied. [

Theorem 5. A pair (x,m) of binary relations is (faithful) projection
representable for a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup G if and only if x
is an l-reqular and v-negative quasi-order such that ™ = x Ny .

Proof. The necessity of these conditions follows from the proof of Theorem [
To prove their sufficiency, for every element ¢ € G we define an n-place
function P,(g) : A* — G, where a € G, putting

glz}] ifa T g[z}] and 2} € G,
g ifaC g and 27 =ef,
is is is
Py(g)(a) = g®y] faCgdy] and z; = (Dy7), (37)
i1 11 11
i=1,...,n, for some yj € G*,
i, ... is € {1,...,n}.

Since, for hy = hy = a € G, the function Py, 5,)(g) defined by (IH) coincides
with the function P,(g), from Propositions [[l-Bl it follows that the mapping
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P, : g — P,(g) is a representation of G by n-place functions. Further,

analogously as in the proof of Theorem [l we can prove that Py = > P, is
aceG
a representation of G for which x = xp, and m = wp,. So, the pair (x, ) is

projection representable for G.

Let us show that (y,) is faithful projection representable. In [R] it
is proved that each representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup has a faithful
representation by n-place functions. Let A be such representation. Then
obviously xpo = G X G and mp = G x G. Consider the representation
P = A+ Py. Since A is a faithful representation, P is also faithful. Moreover
xXp=XxaNxp,=GxGNxy=xandrp=7mpaNnp,=GxGNm=m. So,
(x, ) is faithful projection representable for G. O

In the same manner, using the construction (), we can prove the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 6. A binary relation x is (faithful) projection representable for
a representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-regqular,
v-negative quasi-order. O

Theorem 7. A binary relation 7 is (faithful) projection representable for a
representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-reqular equiv-
alence such that x(m) N (x(m))~! C .

Proof. Consider the pair (x(7), ) of binary relations, where y(7) is defined
by BZ). In a similar way, as in the proof of Theorem Bl we can prove that
this pair satisfies all the conditions of Theorem B, whence we conclude the
validity of Theorem [ O

Since, as it was showed above, the inclusion x(7) N (x(r))~! C = is
equivalent to the system of conditions (A )nen, the last theorem can be
rewritten in the form:

Theorem 8. A binary relation m is (faithful) projection representable for a
representable Menger (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-reqular equiv-
alence and the system of conditions (Ay)nen 1s satisfied. O

Consider on a Menger (2,n)-semigroup G the binary relation xo defined
in the following way:

o
Xo = fit(fr(02) 0 01) = U (62U Ag)od1)", (38)
where f; and fr are reflexive and transitive closure operations.
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Proposition 6. g is the least [-reqular and v-negative quasi-order on G.
The proof of this proposition is analogous to the proof of Proposition

Theorem 9. A binary relation v is projection representable for a repre-
sentable Menger (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-cancellative 0-
quasi-equivalence and the following implication

hiThy ANhiCogi ANhaCog2 — 91T g2 (39)
is satisfied for all hy,ha, g1,92 € G, where h o g means (h,g) € Xo.

Proof. The necessity of ([Bd) can be proved analogous as the necessity of
B3) in the proof of Theorem To prove the sufficiency we consider the
pair (xo,7). By Proposition @, this pair satisfies all demands of Theorem B2
whence we conclude the validity of Theorem @ O

Problem 4. Find the necessary and sufficient conditions under which -
will be faithful projection representable.

Basing on the formula (B8) we can prove the following proposition:

Proposition 7. From (g1,92) € X0, where g1,g92 € G, it follows that the
system of conditions

ksi .
n-1 | | zi=t((y & 27)[wi)),
ot
g =20 N g2o=2xp N /\ ke V x; = ti(xiﬂ)
o (| e = (€ 010
1
is valid forn € N, z;,y;,2; € G, w; € G", t; € T, k; € {1,...,n}. O
Denoting by 9t(m,n) the formula
ke
n x; = ti((ys IEB le)[wl])v
/\ ]iz V x; = ti(l‘i+1) ,
i=m Tit1 = g ( ]§9 27! ) [ws]
1.

(3

and using the same argumentation as in the proof of Theorem H, we can
prove that the implication (BY) is equivalent to the system of conditions
(Cn,m)n,mENy where

Com: 2T Zpp1 A NO,n—1) ANn+1,n+m) — 20T Typpmeti-

So, the following theorem is true:
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Theorem 10. A binary relation ~ is projection representable for a rep-
resentable Menger (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-cancellative 0-
quasi-equivalence and the system of conditions (Cr m)nmen is satisfied. [0

4 Projection representable relations on (2,n)-
semigroups

Let x, v and 7 be three binary relations on a (2, n)-semigroup (G; 619, co,®).
n

Similarly as in the case of Menger (2,n)-semigroups we say that the
triplet (x,~,7) is (faithful) projection representable for a (2,n)-semigroup
(G;®,...,d), if there exists such (faithful) representation P of (G;@®,...,®)

1 n 1 n

by m-place functions for which x = xp, v = vp and m = wp. Analogously
we define the projection representable pairs and separate relations.

It is not difficult to verify that our Theorem [ formulated for rep-
resentable Menger (2,n)-semigroup is also valid for representable (2,n)-
semigroups. The proof of this version of Theorem [ is analogous to the
proof of the previous version, but in the proof of the sufficiency instead the
representation P we must consider the representation P®, which is the sum
of the family of representations (P(;Ll,hz))(hl,hz)é“f’ where for every g € G
P(;Ll’hz)(g) DA = G (A = Ao U {(e1,...,en)} see page [) is a partial
n-place function such that

hiCgV hyCg if 27 = €7,

is is . * is
) ., T g0y Vhe TgOy if @i=uj(Dyl),
Ty € pr ® <—> 1 ! !
1 &P (hl,hz)(g) i=1,...,n, for
some y; € G° and
Q.. is € {1,...,n}

and
g if 27 = €7,
is is
. SETH if x; = p! SETH 5
P @)a) = § 9590w = (Gu)
t=1,...,n, for some yj € G*

and iy...,is € {1,...,n}.

Also Theorem Bis valid for (2, n)-semigroups. Moreover, problems anal-
ogous to Problem 1 and Problem 2 can be posed for (2,n)-semigroups, too.
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Theorem B will be valid for (2, n)-semigroups if we replace the relation
x(m) by the relation

x*(m) = fie(fr(d2) o) U (02U Ag)om)", (40)
n=1

i.e. if we delete 01 from the formula (B2).

Proposition H for (2, n)-semigroups has the following form:

Proposition 8. The condition (g1,92) € x°*(w), where g1,92 € G, means
that the system of conditions

ks, .
n—1 T =y © 2,
ki, .
91—960/\92—%/\/\ ke V &y =T
=0 (| @i = (& 250
ki,
is valid for some n € N, z;,y;,2z; € G, k; € {1,...,n}. O
Denoting by X(m,n) the formula
ks; s
n Ti =Y ? le,
/\ 1; - V x; = Tit1
i=m Tit1 = Pk, (@ 271)

1;

and using the same argumentation as in the proof of Theorem H, we can
prove

Theorem 11. A pair (v,7) of binary relations on a representable (2,n)-
semigroup is projection representable if and only if v is an l-cancellative
0-quasi-equivalence, m is an l-reqular equivalence, and the systems of condi-

tions Ay and By ., where

Ay X(0,n—1) A zg =2, — 29 = 71,

Br?m txol Tp+1 N %(Ovn - 1) A %(TL + 17” + m) — Xy T Tn+m+1

are satisfied. O
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Theorem [l is valid for (2, n)-semigroups too, but in the proof, the rep-
resentation P, defined by (B1), must be replaced by the representation P*,
where

g ifaC g and z1 = e,
is is is
$ falC { and x; = uf {
Prig)ay) = { 9G¥ HaT gyl and wi=pi(@oi),
t=1,...,n, for some yj € G,

and i1,...,is € {1,...,n}.

For (2,n)-semigroups Theorem [ has the same form as for Menger (2, n)-
semigroup, in Theorem [[ the relation x(7) must be replaced by x *(7), and
in Theorem B instead of A,, we must use A,.

Further, using the same argumentation as in the proof of Proposition Hl
we can prove that the relation

s

xo = fi(fr(02)) = (02 UAG)",

n=1

where f; and fr are reflexive and transitive closure operations, is the least
l-regular and v-negative quasi-order on a given (2, n)-semigroup. Using this
relation, we can prove the analog of Theorem [[[ for (2, n)-semigroups. The
analog of Problem 4 can be posed too.

Proposition [ for (2,n)-semigroups has the following form:

Proposition 9. The condition (g1, 92) € Xx¢, where g1,92 € G, means that
the system of conditions

ks,
g
n—1 Ti = Y; SB 21,
L
912330/\922%/\/\ T VT = Tiy1
. K2 S
i=0 Tip1 = pg; (D 27))
k1,
is valid forn € N, z;,y;,2 € G. O

Further, denoting by B(m,n) the formula

ksi s:
n Ti =Y IED ley
1.
. Si
i=m Tit1 = /Jkl( IEB le)
1

and using the same argumentation as in the proof of Theorem [, we can
prove
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Theorem 12. A binary relation =~ is projection representable for a rep-
resentable (2,n)-semigroup if and only if it is an l-cancellative 0-quasi-
equivalence and the system of conditions (Cy ,,,)n,men, where

Com: 0T Tnt1 ABO,n—1) ABn+1,n+m) — 20T Tnymt1

is satisfied. O

References

[1] Dudek W.A., Trokhimenko V.S. Functional Menger P-algebras, Com-
mun. Algebra 30 (2002), 5921 — 5931.

[2] Mann H. On orthogonal Latin squares, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 50
(1944), 249-257.

[3] Riguet J. Relations binaires, fermetures, correspondances de Galois,
Bull. Soc. Math. France 76 (1948), 114 — 155.

[4] Schein B.M. A relation of co-definability on semigroups of functions,
(Russian), Ordered sets and lattices 1 (1971), 86 — 89, (lzdat. Saratov.
Gos. Univ.)

[5] Schein B.M. Projection partitions of function semigroups, C. R. Math.
Rep. Acad. Sci. Canada 1 (1978/79), no. 2, 67 — 70.

[6] Schein B. M. Lectures on semigroups of transformations, Amer. Math.
Soc. Translat. (2), 113 (1979), 123 — 181.

[7] Schein B. M., Trohimenko V. S. Algebras of multiplace functions, Semi-
group Forum 17 (1979), 1 — 64.

[8] Sokhatsky F. N. An abstract characterization of (2,n)-semigroups of
n-ary operations, (Russian), Mat. Issled. 65 (1982), 132 — 139.

[9] Trokhimenko V.S. Ordered algebras of multiplace functions, (Russian),
Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Matematika 1 (1971), 90 — 98.

[10] Trokhimenko V.S. Abstract characterizations of certain algebras of mul-
tiplace functions, (Russian), Izv. Yyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Matematika 4
(1971), 87 — 95.

23



[11] Trokhimenko V.S. Characterization of the co-definability relation on
ordered algebras of multiplace functions, (Russian), Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn.
Zaved. Matematika 9 (1977), 80 — 88.

[12] Yakubov T. On (2,n)-semigroups of n-ary operations, (Russian), Bull.
Akad. Stiinta SSR Moldov. 1 (1974), 29 — 46.

WiEstAw A. DUDEK
Institute of Mathematics, Technical University, 50-370 Wroctaw, Poland
E-mail: dudek@im.pwr.wroc.pl

VALENTIN S. TROKHIMENKO

Department of Mathematics, Pedagogical University, 21100 Vinnitsa,
Ukraine

E-mail: vtrokhim@sovamua.com

24



	Introduction
	Preliminaries and notations
	Projection representable relations on Menger (2,n)-semigroups
	Projection representable relations on (2,n)-semigroups

