arXiv:1305.3408v1 [math.LO] 15 May 2013

ON THE EXTENSIONS OF DI NOLA’S THEOREM

MICHAL BOTUR AND JAN PASEKA

Abstract. The main aim of this paper is to present a direct proof of Di Nola’s representation Theorem for MV-algebras and to extend his results to the restriction of the standard MV-algebra on rational numbers. The results are based on a direct proof of the theorem which says that any finite partial subalgebra of a linearly ordered MV-algebra can be embedded into Q ∩ [0, 1].

Introduction

MV-algebras was introduced by Chang [4] as algebraic opposite of Łukasiewicz multivalued propositional logic. The main idea of his definition is to present logic with truth scale [0, 1] ⊆ R where basic connective disjunction is represented by the cut addition x ⊕ y := min{x + y, 1} and negation is defined as antitone involution by ¬x := 1 − x. This model is called as the standard MV-algebra. The Łukasiewicz multivalued logic (and thus also MV-algebras) became very popular in applications of fuzzy logics for its simplicity and its nature.

The theory of MV-algebras is highly developed and we have many interesting results and connections with another important parts of mathematics. First, the category of MV-algebras is equivalent with category of commutative ℓ- groups (lattice ordered commutative groups). Second, the variety (or quasivariety) of MV-algebras is generated by its standard model. Consequently, the free algebras are subalgebras of direct sum [0, 1]^X of standard MV-algebra and thus the MV-algebras are related with some basic geometrical theories (see [10]). But most of the very deep results are dependent on some of representation theorems.

The representation theory of MV-algebras is based on Chang’s representation Theorem [4], McNaughton’s Theorem and Di Nola’s representation Theorem [6]. Chang’s representation Theorem yields a subdirect representation of all MV-algebras via linearly ordered MV-algebras. McNaughton’s Theorem characterizes free MV-algebras as algebras of continuous, piece-wise linear functions with integer coefficients on [0, 1]. Finally, Di Nola’s representation Theorem describes MV-algebras as sub-algebras of algebras of functions with values into a non-standard ultrapower of the MV-algebra [0, 1].

The main motivation for our paper comes from the fact that although the proofs of both Chang’s representation Theorem [4] and McNaughton’s Theorem are of algebraic nature the proof of Di Nola’s representation Theorem is based on model-theoretical considerations. We give a simple, purely algebraic, proof of it and its variants based on the Farkas’ Lemma for rationals [8] and General finite embedding theorem [3]. In addition, we present a uniform version of our results.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 06D35, Secondary 03B50. Key words and phrases. MV-algebra, ultraproduct, Di Nola’s representation Theorem, Farkas’ Lemma. Both authors gratefully acknowledge the support by ESF Project CZ.1.07/2.3.00/20.0051 Algebraic methods in Quantum Logic of the Masaryk University. M. Botur gratefully acknowledges Financial Support of the the Grant Agency of the Czech Republic under the grant No. GAČR P201/11/P346. 1

1. Preliminaries

1.1. MV-algebras. Recall, that by an MV-algebra is meant an algebra A = (A, ⊕, ¬, 0) of type (2, 1, 0) satisfying the axioms: (MV1) x ⊕ y = y ⊕ x, (MV2) x ⊕ (y ⊕ z) = (x ⊕ y) ⊕ z, (MV3) x ⊕ 0 = x, (MV4) ¬¬x = x, (MV5) x ⊕ 1 = 1, where 1 := ¬0, (MV6) ¬(¬x ⊕ y) ⊕ y = ¬(¬y ⊕ x) ⊕ x. The order relation ≤ can be introduced on any MV-algebra A by the stipulation

x ≤ y if and only if ¬x ⊕ y = 1.

Moreover, the ordered set (A, ≤) can be organized into a bounded lattice (A, ∨, ∧, 0, 1) where x ∨ y = ¬(¬x ⊕ y) ⊕ y and x ∧ y = ¬(¬x ∨ ¬y). In theory of MV-algebras we use derived operations ⊙ and → defined by x ⊙ y := ¬(¬x⊕¬y) and x → y := ¬x⊕y. Those operations are connected by adjointness property

x ⊙ y ≤ z if and only if x ≤ y → z.

We recall that a filter of an MV-algebra is a non-empty set which contains top element 1, it is closed upwards and under the operation ⊙. The filters are just kernels of congruences, the variety of MV-algebras is 1-regular^1. A prime filter is just such a filter P which satisfies x → y ∈ P or y → x ∈ P for any x and y. The kernel of congruence is prime filter if and only if the factor MV-algebra is linearly ordered. We remark that the intersection of all prime filters is just the filter {1} and thus the MV-algebras are subdirect products of MV-chains (see [9]). An ultrafilter of an MV-algebra is a maximal proper filter.

1.2. Generalized finite embedding theorem. By an ultrafilter on a set I we mean an ultrafilter of the Boolean algebra P(I) of the subsets of I.

Let {A_i; i ∈ I} be a system of algebras of the same type F for i ∈ I. We denote for any x, y ∈ ∏ i∈I A_i the set [[x = y]] = {j ∈ I; x(j) = y(j)}. If F is a filter of P(I) then the relation θ_F defined by θ_F = {⟨x, y⟩ ∈ ( ∏ i∈I A_i)^2; [[x = y]] ∈ F }

is a congruence on ∏ i∈I A_i. For an ultrafilter U of P(I), an algebra ( ∏ i∈I A_i)/U := ( ∏ i∈I A_i)/θ_U is said to be an ultraproduct of algebras {A_i; i ∈ I}. Any ultraproduct of an algebra A is called an ultrapower of A. The class of all ultraproducts (products, isomorphic images) of algebras from some class of algebras K is denoted by P_U(K) (P(K), I(K)). The class of all finite algebras from some class of algebras K is denoted by K_{F in}.

1There is one-to-one correspondence between kernels and congruences. The lattice of congruences is isomorphic to the lattice of filters.

Definition 1. Let A = (A, F) be a partial algebra and X ⊆ A. Denote the partial algebra A|_X = (X, F), where for any f ∈ F_n and all x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ X, f^{A|X} (x_1, . . . , x_n) is defined if and only if f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ X holds. Moreover, then we put

f^{A|X} (x_1, . . . , x_n) := f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n).

Definition 2. An algebra A = (A, F) satisfies the general finite embedding (finite embedding property) property for the class K of algebras of the same type if for any finite subset X ⊆ A there are an (finite) algebra B ∈ K_E and an embedding ρ : A|_X → B, i.e. an injective mapping ρ : X → B satisfying the property ρ(f^{A|X} (x_1, . . . , x_n)) = f^B(ρ(x_1), . . . , ρ(x_n)) if x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ X, f ∈ F_n and f^{A|X} (x_1, . . . , x_n) is defined.

Finite embedding property is usually denoted by (FEP). Note also that a quasivariety K has the FEP if and only if K = ISPP_U(K_{F in}) (see [2, Theorem 1.1] or [1]).

Theorem 1. [3, Theorem 6] Let A = (A, F) be a algebra and let K be a class of algebras of the same type. If A satisfies the general finite embedding property for K then A ∈ ISP_U(K).

Theorem 2. [3, Theorem 7] Let A = (A, F) be an algebra such that F is finite and let K be a class of algebras of the same type. If A ∈ ISP_U(K) then A satisfies the general finite embedding property for K.

1.3. Farkas’ lemma. Let us recall the original formulation of Farkas’ lemma [8, 11] on rationals:

Theorem 3 (Farkas’ lemma). Given a matrix A in Q^{m×n} and c a column vector in Q^m , then there exists a column vector x ∈ Q^n , x ≥ 0_n and A · x = c if and only if, for all row vectors y ∈ Q^m , y · A ≥ 0_m implies y · c ≥ 0.

In what follows, we will use the following equivalent formulation:

Theorem 4 (Theorem of alternatives). Let A be a matrix in Q^{m×n} and b a column vector in Q^n . The system A·x ≤ b has no solution if and only if there exists a row vector λ ∈ Q^m such that λ ≥ 0_m, λ · A = 0_n and λ · b < 0.

Remark 1. Since the row vector λ ∈ Q^m from Theorem 4 has non-negative rational components λ_i =^{pi}_{qi} , p_i ∈ N_0 , q_i ∈ N we may assume (by taking the least common multiple q of denominators q_i and multiplying by it the respective conditions for λ) that λ ∈ Z^m. 2. The Embedding Lemma

In this section, we use the Farkas’ lemma on rationals to prove that any finite partial subalgebra of a linearly ordered MV-algebra can be embedded into Q ∩ [0, 1] and hence into the finite MV-chain L_k ⊆ [0, 1] for a suitable k ∈ N.

Lemma 1. Let M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) be a linearly ordered MV-algebra, X ⊆ M \ {0} be a finite subset. Then there is a rationally valued map s : X ∪ {0, 1} −→ [0, 1] ∩ Q such that (1) s(0) = 0, s(1) = 1, (2) if x, y, x ⊕ y ∈ X ∪ {0, 1} such that x ≤ ¬y and x, y ∈ X ∪ {0, 1} then s(x ⊕ y) = s(x) + s(y). (3) if x ∈ X then s(x) > 0.

Proof. We put Y (X) := {x ⊕ y | x, y ∈ X ∪ {0, 1}}. Thus Y (X) ⊆ M is finite, X ⊆ Y (X), 0, 1 ∈ Y (X), X ⊕ X ⊆ Y (X). Since M is a chain we may assume that Y (X) = {y_0 = 0 < y_1 < · · · < y_n = 1} and put y = (y_1, . . . , y_n)^T ∈ Y (X)^n. For any x ∈ X there is an index 1 ≤ j_x ≤ n such that x = y_{jx} . If x ≤ ¬y, x ≠ y and x, y ∈ X we denote by a_{x,y} ∈ Z^n a row vector such that

a_{x,y}(j) =

1 if j = j_x or j = j_y −1 if j = j_{x⊕y} 0 otherwise.

If x ≤ ¬x and x ∈ X we denote by a_{x,x} ∈ Z^n a row vector such that

a_{x,x}(j) =

2 if j = j_x −1 if j = j_{x⊕x} 0 otherwise.

Let A be a matrix consisting of rows a_{x,y} such that x ≤ ¬y and x, y ∈ X. Let E_n be the identity matrix of order n. We put m = |{a_{x,y} | x, y ∈ X, x ≤ ¬y}|. Let us denote by (∗) the following system of linear inequalities with variables z_1, · · · , z_n over rationals: −E_n A −A · z_1 . . z_n ≤ −1_n 0_m 0_m . (∗) Then by the Farkas’ lemma (see Theorem 4) for rationals the systems of inequalities (∗) does not have a solution in Q^n if and only if there is a row vector λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{n+2m}) ∈ Z^{n+2m}, λ ≥ 0_{n+2m} such that λ · −E_n A −A = 0, λ · −1_n 0_m 0_m < 0. (∗∗) Assume that the vector λ ∈ Z^{n+2m} satisfying (∗∗) exists. Hence there is an index 1 ≤ j_0 ≤ n such λ_{j0} > 0.

Due to Chang’s Theorem our linearly ordered MV-algebra M is an interval [0, u] in a linearly ordered commutative ℓ-group G with a strong unit u. If u, v ∈ M are such that u ≤ ¬v then the sum u ⊕ v coincides with the sum u + v computed in G. We then have

0 = λ · −E_n −A · y_1 . . y_n = λ · −y 0_n 0_n = − n∑ j=1 λ_j y_j. (∗ ∗ ∗) Because λ_1, · · · , λ_{n+2m} are non-negative and λ_{j0} is positive, moreover y_1, · · · , y_n are also positive non-zero elements in G, we get that ∑_n i=1 λ_j y_j is a positive non-zero element from G which is a contradiction with (∗ ∗ ∗).

It follows that the system (∗) has a rational valued solution (q_1, · · · , q_n) and from (∗) it clearly follows that the solution is positive (more precisely q = (q_1, · · · , q_n) ≥ 1_n). We define the map s : X ∪ {0, 1} −→ [0, 1] ∩ Q by the following prescription: s(x) = q_{jx} q_n if x ∈ X, 0 if x = 0, 1 if x = 1.

The mapping s evidently satisfies the conditions (1)-(3) of this Lemma. □

Lemma 2 (Embedding Lemma). Let us have a linearly ordered MV-algebra M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) and let X ⊆ M be a finite set. Then there exists an embedding f : X → L_k, where X is a partial MV-algebra obtained by the restriction of M to the set X and L_k ⊆ [0, 1] is the linearly ordered finite MV-algebra on the set {0,^1_k ,^2_k , · · · , 1}.

Proof. Let us define a set Y as follows: Y := {x ⊖ y | x, y ∈ X ∪ {0, 1}} \ {0}. Moreover, let s : Y ∪ {0, 1} −→ [0, 1] ∩ Q be the respective mapping for the set Y from Lemma 1.

Let f = s|_X be the restriction of the mapping s on the set X.

Let f(X) \ {0} = {^{p1}_{q1} , . . . ,^{pl}_{ql} } for some p_1, q_1, . . . , p_l, q_l ∈ N and let us denote by k the least common multiple of the denominators q_1, . . . , q_l. Then evidently f(X) ⊆ {0,^1_k ,^2_k , · · · , 1}.

If 0 ∈ X then by definition of s we obtain f(0) = s(0) = 0. If x, ¬x ∈ X for some x ∈ M then clearly ¬x ≤ ¬x and using Lemma 1 we obtain s(¬x) + s(x) = s(¬x ⊕ x) = s(1) = 1. Hence, f(¬x) = s(¬x) = 1 − s(x) = ¬s(x) = ¬f(x). Finally, let x, y ∈ X be such that x ⊕ y ∈ X. Then (1) if x ≤ ¬y then f(x ⊕ y) = s(x ⊕ y) = s(x) + s(y) = f(x) ⊕ f(y). (2) if ¬y < x then f(x ⊕ y) = f(1) = s(1) = 1. Conversely, x ⊖ ¬y ∈ Y and x ⊖ ¬y = y⊖¬x ≤ y and thus s(x) = s((x⊖¬y)⊕¬y) = s(x⊖¬y)+s(¬y) ≥ s(¬y) = 1−s(y). It follows that 1 ≥ f(x)⊕f(y) = min(1, s(x)+s(y)) ≥ min(1, (1−s(y))+s(y)) = 1. □ 3. Extensions of Di Nola’s Theorem

In this section, we are going to show Di Nola’s representation Theorem and its several variants not only via standard MV-algebra [0, 1] but also via its rational part Q ∩[0, 1] and finite MV-chains. To prove it, we use the Embedding Lemma obtained in the previous section. First, we establish the FEP for linearly ordered MV-algebras.

Theorem 5. (1) The class LMV of linearly ordered MV-algebras has the FEP.

(2) The class MV of MV-algebras has the FEP.

Proof. 1) It follows immediately from Lemma 2.

2) Let M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) be an MV-algebra and let X ⊆ M be a finite subset. For any x, y ∈ X; x ≠ y there is a prime filter P such that x/P ≠ y/P . Hence there is a finite system of prime filters P_1, . . . , P_l such that it separates elements from X, i.e., X → ∏_l i=1(M/P_i) is an injective mapping. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , l} there is by Lemma 2 an embedding f_i : X/P_i → L_{ki} . Let k be the least common multiple of k_1, . . . , k_l. Thus, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , l} there is an embedding f_i : X/P_i → L_k. Consequently there is an embedding f : X → (L_k)^l defined by f(x)(i) = f_i(x/P_i). □

Note that the part (1) of the preceding theorem for subdirectly irreducible MV-algebras can be easily deduced from the result that the class of subdirectly irreducible Wajsberg hoops has the FEP (see [1, Theorem 3.9]). The well-known part (2) then follows from [1, Lemma 3.7,Theorem 3.9]. We are now ready to establish a variant of Di Nola’s representation Theorem for finite MV-chains (finite MV-algebras).

Theorem 6. (1) Any linearly ordered MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultraproduct of finite MV-chains.

(2) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into a product of ultraproducts of finite MVchains.

(3) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultraproduct of finite MV-algebras (which are embeddable into powers of finite MV-chains).

Proof. (1) It is a direct corollary of Theorem 5, (1) and Theorem 1.

(2) Any MV-algebra is embeddable into a product of linearly ordered ones. The rest follows by (1).

(3) It is a direct corollary of Theorem 5, (2) and Theorem (1). □ The next two theorems cover Di Nola’s representation Theorem and its respective variants both for rationals and reals.

Theorem 7. (1) Any linearly ordered MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultrapower of Q ∩ [0, 1].

(2) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into a product of ultrapowers of Q ∩ [0, 1]. (3) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultrapower of the countable power of Q ∩ [0, 1]. (4) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultraproduct of finite powers of Q ∩[0, 1].

Proof. (1)-(4) It is a corollary of Theorem 6. □

Theorem 8. (1) Any linearly ordered MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultrapower of [0, 1].

(2) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into a product of ultrapowers of [0, 1]. (3) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultrapower of the countable power of [0, 1].

(4) Any MV-algebra can be embedded into an ultraproduct of finite powers of [0, 1].

Proof. (1)-(4) It is a corollary of Theorem 6. □

4. General finite α-embedding property

This paragraph is devoted to a general finite α-embedding theorem which is necessary for proving the uniform variants of Di Nola’s theorem. At first we recall some definitions.

Definition 3. [5] Let α be an infinite cardinal. A proper filter D over I is said to be α-regular if there exists a set E ⊆ D such that |E| = α and each i ∈ I belongs to only finitely many e ∈ E.

Definition 4. Let α be an infinite cardinal, A = (A, F) an algebra such that |A| ≤ α. Let i_A : A → α be the respective injective mapping. A satisfies the general finite αembedding (finite α-embedding property) property for the class K of algebras of the same type if for any finite subset X ⊆ α there are an (finite) algebra B ∈ K and an embedding ρ : A|_i−1_{A (X)} → B, i.e. an injective mapping ρ : i^{−1}_A (X) → B satisfying the property

ρ(f^{A|i−1}A^{(X)} (x_1, . . . , x_n)) = f^B(ρ(x_1), . . . , ρ(x_n)) if i_A(x_1), . . . , i_A(x_n) ∈ X, f ∈ F_n and f^{A|i−1}A^{(X)} (x_1, . . . , x_n) is defined.

The following theorem is an extension of [3, Theorem 6] for algebras of a bounded cardinality.

Theorem 9. Let α be an infinite cardinal and let A = (A, F) be an algebra such that |A| ≤ α. Let i_A : A → α be the respective injective mapping. Let K be a class of algebras of the same type. If A satisfies the general finite α-embedding property for K then there is an α-regular ultrafilter over the set I = {X; X ⊆ α and X is finite} which does not depend on A and algebras A_X ∈ K, X ⊆ α finite such that A can be embedded into ( ∏ X∈I A_X )/U. Proof. Let A satisfy the general finite α-embedding property for K. Then for any X ∈ I there are A_X ∈ K and an embedding ρ_X : A|_i−1_{A (X)} → A_X. By the axiom of choice we choose a fixed a_X ∈ A_X for any X ∈ I. Now we define a mapping φ : A → ∏ X∈I A_X by φ(a)(X) = { ρ_X (a) if i_A(a) ∈ X a_X otherwise.

Denote further U(X) = {Y ; Y ∈ I and X ⊆ Y } and V = {U(X); X ∈ I}. Then for any U(X), U(Y ) ∈ V the equality U(X) ∩ U(Y ) = U(X ∪ Y ) ∈ V holds and thus U(X) ∩ U(Y ) ≠ ∅. Consequently there is an ultrafilter U of P(I) such that V ⊆ U.

Let us check that U is α-regular. Let us put E = {U({x}) | x ∈ α}. Evidently, |E| = α and, for any X ∈ I we have that X ∈ U({x}) iff x ∈ X. Therefore any X ∈ I belongs to only finitely many elements of E because X is a finite subset of α.

Hence, we can define a mapping

ρ : A → ( ∏ X∈I A_X )/U

such that ρ(a) = φ(a)/U.

(i) ρ is injective. Let x, y ∈ A be such that x ≠ y. It follows that i_A(x) ≠ i_A(y) and, for any X ∈ U({i_A(x), i_A(y)}), we have φ(x)(X) = ρ_X (x) ≠ ρ_X (y) = φ(y)(X). Hence U({i_A(x), i_A(y)}) ⊆ [[φ(x) ≠ φ(y)]] ∈ U and finally ρ(x) = φ(x)/U ≠ φ(y)/U = ρ(y). (ii) ρ is a homomorphism. Take f ∈ F_n and x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ A such that f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n) is defined. Then, for any X ∈ U(i_A(x_1), . . . , i_A(x_n), i_A(f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n))), we have

φ(f^A (x_1, . . . , x_n)) (X) = ρ_X (f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n)) = f^{AX} (ρ_X (x_1), . . . , ρ_X (x_n)) = f^{AX} (φ(x_1)(X), . . . , φ(x_n)(X)) = f^{∏Y ∈I (AY )}(φ(x_1), . . . , φ(x_n))(X). Hence, U(x_1, . . . , x_n, f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n)) ⊆ [[φ(f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n)) = f^{∏Y ∈I (AY )}(φ(x_1), . . . , φ(x_n))]] ∈ U

holds. Now we compute

ρ(f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n)) = φ(f^A(x_1, . . . , x_n))/U = f^{∏Y ∈I (AY )}(φ(x_1), . . . , φ(x_n))/U = f^{(∏Y ∈I (AY ))/U} (φ(x_1)/U, . . . , φ(x_n)/U) = f^{(∏Y ∈I (AY ))/U} (ρ(x_1), . . . , ρ(x_n)). This shows that ρ is an embedding into ( ∏ X∈I A_X )/U. □

5. Representation of MV-algebras by regular ultrapowers

In this section we present a uniform version of Di Nola’s Theorem for rationals. This enables us to embed all MV-algebras of a cardinality at most α in an algebra of functions from 2^α into a single non-standard ultrapower of the MV-algebra Q ∩ [0, 1]. Our second goal is to embed all MV-algebras of a cardinality at most α into a single non-standard ultrapower of the MV-algebra (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N .

Theorem 10. Let α be an infinite cardinal and let M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) be a linearly ordered MV-algebra such that |M| ≤ α, U be the α-regular ultrafilter on the set I = {X; X ⊆ α and X is finite} from Theorem 9 which does not depend on M. Then

(1) M can be embedded into an ultraproduct of finite MV-chains via the α-regular ultrafilter U.

(2) M can be embedded into the ultrapower ( ∏ X∈I Q ∩ [0, 1])/U. (3) M can be embedded into the ultrapower ( ∏ X∈I [0, 1])/U. Proof. (1)-(3) It is a direct corollary of Theorem 5, (1) and Theorem 9. □

Theorem 11. Let α be an infinite cardinal and let M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) be an MV-algebra such that |M| ≤ α, U be the α-regular ultrafilter on the set I = {X; X ⊆ α and X is finite} from Theorem 9 which does not depend on M. Then

(1) M can be embedded into an MV-algebra of functions from 2^α to the ultrapower ( ∏ X∈I Q ∩ [0, 1])/U. (2) M can be embedded into an MV-algebra of functions from 2^α to the ultrapower ( ∏ X∈I [0, 1])/U. Proof. (1) Let i_M : M → α be an injective mapping. Let P F ilt(M) be the set of all prime filters of M which is evidently non-empty and let F_0 ∈ P F ilt(M). Then we have by Chang representation Theorem an embedding f : M → ∏ F ∈P F ilt(M) M/F. Moreover, we have an injective mapping e_M : P F ilt(M) → 2^α given by F → {i_M (x) | x ∈ F } ⊆ α. For any F ∈ P F ilt(M) we have from Theorem 10 an embedding g_F : M/F → ( ∏ X∈I Q ∩ [0, 1])/U. This yields an embedding g : ∏ F ∈P F ilt(M) M/F → ( ( ∏ X∈I Q ∩ [0, 1])/U )_2α

given as follows:

g((x_F )_{F ∈P F ilt(M)})(B) = { g_F (x_F ) if e_M (F ) = B g_{F0} (x_{F0} ) otherwise.

The composition of g ∘ f gives us the required embedding.

(2) It follows by the same considerations as in (1). □

Going the other way around, we have

Theorem 12. Let α be an infinite cardinal and let M = (M; ⊕, ¬, 0) be a MV-algebra such that |M| ≤ α, U be the α-regular ultrafilter on the set I = {X; X ⊆ α and X is finite} from Theorem 9 which does not depend on M. Then

(1) M can be embedded into the ultrapower (∏ X∈I (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N ) /U. (2) M can be embedded into the ultrapower (∏ X∈I [0, 1]^N ) /U. Proof. (1) Let i_M : M → α be an injective mapping and let X ⊆ M be a finite subset. Using the same notation and reasonings as in the proof of Theorem 5, (2) we have an embedding f : X → (L_k)^l.

Moreover, we have also an embedding

g : (L_k)^l → (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N

given by:

g((x_k)^l_{k=1})(n) = { x_k if k = n x_1 otherwise.

The composition ρ_X = g ∘ f yields an embedding

ρ_X : X → (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N .

The remaining part now follows from Theorem 9.

(2) By the same considerations as in (1). □

Remark 2. Note first that, for a given infinite cardinal α, card ( ( ∏ X∈I Q ∩ [0, 1])/U)^{2α} ) = ℵ^{2α}_0 and card ((∏ X∈I (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N ) /U ) = 2^α.

It follows that, for a given infinite cardinal α, there is a single MV-algebra of the cardinality 2^α where every MV-algebra of cardinality at most α embeds

Second, by the same arguments as in [7, Section 4], for every infinite cardinal α there is an iterated ultrapower (see [5, Section 6.5]) ∏ α of (Q ∩ [0, 1])^N , definable in α, where every MV-algebra of cardinality at most α embeds.

References

[1] Blok, W., Ferreirim, I.: On the structure of hoops, Algebra Universalis 43 (2000), 233-257. [2] Blok, W., van Alten, C. J.: On the finite embeddability property for residuated ordered groupoids, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 357 (2005), 4141–4157.

[3] Botur, M: A non-associative generalization of Hájeks BL-algebras, Fuzzy Sets and Systems 178 (2011), 24–37.

[4] Chang, C.C.: Algebraic analysis of many valued logics. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 88 (1958), 467– 490.

[5] Chang, C.C., Keisler, H. J.: Model Theory, Elsevier (1973).

[6] Di Nola, A.: Representation and reticulation by quotients of MV-algebras, Ricerche di Matematica XL (1991), 291–297.

[7] Di Nola, A., Lenzi, G., Spada, L.: Representation of MV-algebras by regular ultrapowers of [0, 1], Arch. Math. Log. 49 (2010), 491–500.

[8] Farkas, G.: Über die Theorie der einfachen Ungleichungen, Journal für die Reine und Angewandte Mathematik 124 (1902), 1–27.

[9] Cignoli, R. L. O., D’Ottaviano, I. M. L., Mundici, D.:Algebraic Foundations of Many-valued Reasoning, Kluwer (2000).

[10] Mundici, D.:Advanced Łukasiewicz calculus and MV-algebras, Trends in Logic, Vol. 35 Springer, New York, (2011) [11] Schrijver, A.: Theory of linear and integer programming, Wiley-Interscience series in discrete mathematics and optimization, John Wiley & sons (1998).

Palacký University Olomouc, Faculty of Sciences, tř. 17.listopadu 1192/12, Olomouc 771 46, Czech Republic

E-mail address: michal.botur@upol.cz

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Faculty of Science, Masaryk University, Kotlářská 2, 611 37 Brno, Czech Republic E-mail address: paseka@math.muni.cz