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Abstract

This thesis studies Gentzen relations from the perspective of abstract
algebraic logic and generalizes to Gentzen relations the results of [28§]
concerning the contextual deduction-detachment theorem (CDDT)
and some of its variants.

We correct a statement in [27] that syntactically characterizes
protoalgebraic Gentzen relations and we obtain a new version of it
that is more suitable when working with sequents. Then, we general-
ize Raftery’s bridge theorem of [28], connecting the CDDT and the
algebraic property of having equationally semi-definable principal
relative congruences (ESPRC), and we present an alternative proof
of it based on the work of Blok and Pigozzi in [6] that shows more
clearly the connection between a CDD-sequence and the equations
that semi-define the principal relative congruences.

Keywords: Abstract algebraic logic, Gentzen relation, con-
textual deduction-detachment theorem, CDDT, equationally semi-
definable principal relative congruences, ESPRC.






Resum

Aquest treball estudia les relacions Gentzen des de la perspectiva de
la logica algebraica abstracta i generalitza a relacions Gentzen els
resultats de [28] que tracten del teorema contextual de la deduccié-
separaci6 (CDDT) i d’algunes de les seves variants.

Corregim un enunciat de [27] que proporciona una caracteritza-
ci6 sintactica de les relacions Gentzen protoalgebraiques i obtenim
una nova versié que resulta més 1til quan es treballa amb seqiients.
Després, generalitzem el teorema de Raftery de [28] que connecta
el CDDT i la propietat algebraica de tenir congruencies relatives
principals semidefinibles per equacions (ESPRC), i presentem una
demostracié alternativa basada en el treball de Blok i Pigozzi a [6]
que mostra més clarament la connexié entre una CDD-seqtiencia i les
equacions que semidefineixen les congruencies relatives principals.

Paraules clau: Logica algebraica abstracta, relacié Gentzen,
teorema contextual de la deduccié-separacio, CDDT, congruencies
relatives principals semidefinibles per equacions, ESPRC.
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Resumen

Este trabajo estudia las relaciones Gentzen desde la perspectiva de
la logica algebraica abstracta y generaliza a relaciones Gentzen los
resultados de [28] acerca del teorema contextual de la deduccion-
separacién (CDDT) y de algunas de sus variantes.

Corregimos un enunciado de [27] que caracteriza sintdcticamente
las relaciones Gentzen protoalgebraicas y obtenemos una nueva ver-
sion que resulta mas util cuando se trabaja con secuentes. Después,
generalizamos el teorema de Raftery de [28] que conecta el CDDT
y la propiedad algebraica de tener congruencias relativas principales
semidefinibles por ecuaciones (ESPRC), y presentamos una demos-
tracion alternativa basada en el trabajo de Blok y Pigozzi en [6] que
muestra mas claramente la conexion entre una CDD-secuencia y las
ecuaciones que semidefinen las congruencias relativas principales.

Palabras clave: Logica algebraica abstracta, relacién Gentzen,
teorema contextual de la deduccién-separacion, CDDT, congruen-
cias relativas principales semidefinibles por ecuaciones, ESPRC.
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Introduction

Abstract algebraic logic studies the connections between logic and universal al-
gebra. More precisely, it seeks to provide a formal ground to the notion of the
algebraic counterpart of any given logic, that is, a general procedure whereby
classes of algebras, or of other objects of an algebraic nature, such as matrices,
can be associated with logics in a way that is both natural and allows the tools of
universal algebra to be applied to logic (and vice versa).

In its beginnings, abstract algebraic logic focused on sentential logics, i.e., on
logics considered as consequence relations between (sets of) formulas. The notion
of algebraizability, introduced by Blok and Pigozzi in [4], was one of the first
major steps towards a general, formal definition of the algebraic counterpart of a
sentential logic. Informally,

A logic is algebraizable if there exists a class of algebras related to
the logic in the same way as the class of Boolean algebras is related
to classical propositional logic ([15] p. 38]).

Gentzen relations (also known as Gentzen systems) were introduced into ab-
stract algebraic logic in the early 1990’s by Torrens [31] and Rebagliato and Verdud
[29], as a means of extending the theory of algebraizability to non-algebraizable
logics that ‘nevertheless have a clear algebraic character’ ([15, p. 55]).

As an example, consider Cl,,,, the conjunction-disjunction fragment of classical
propositional logic. One would expect Cl,y to be algebraizable and have the class
of distributive lattices as its algebraic counterpart, but in fact it is well known
that Cl,y is not algebraizable (cf. [14, p. 118]). Despite this, Font and Verdud
showed in [16] that there exists a Gentzen relation that is in some precise, strong
sense equivalent to C/,, and has the distributive lattices as algebraic counterpart.
Another paradigmatic example of how Gentzen relations can be used to understand
the algebraic aspects of non-algebraizable logics is the implication-less fragment of
intuitionistic propositional logic (cf. [15l p. 59]).

This thesis studies Gentzen relations from the perspective of abstract algebraic
logic, focusing mainly on protoalgebraic ones, and generalizes to Gentzen relations
big portions of Raftery’s [28] concerning the contextual deduction-detachment
theorem.

xi



xii INTRODUCTION

Chapter [1| deals with the basic preliminaries of logic and universal algebra that
are needed to understand the rest of our work.

In Chapter 2| we generalize several results of abstract algebraic logic to Gentzen
relations. In particular, we introduce the notion of direct product of matrices in
the context of Gentzen relations, we correct a statement in Raftery’s [27] that
syntactically characterizes protoalgebraicity and we obtain a new version of it
that we consider to be more akin to Gentzen relations.

Chapter [3| employs the tools presented in Chapter 2| to study the contextual
deduction-detachment theorem (CDDT), among some of its variants, in the context
of Gentzen relations. The CDDT was introduced by Raftery in [28] to extend
some of the desirable features of the well-known deduction-detachment theorem
(DDT) to logics that do not have a DDT. We generalize Raftery’s bridge theorem
connecting the CDDT and the algebraic property of having equationally semi-
definable principal relative congruences (ESPRC), and we present an alternative
proof of it based on the work of Blok and Pigozzi in [6] that shows more clearly
the connection between a CDD-sequence and the equations that semi-define the
principal relative congruences.

Finally, in Chapter |4 we give indications for future work regarding some lines
of research that are natural continuations of this thesis.

Acknowledgements. 1 am grateful to Ramon Jansana for introducing me
into the field of abstract algebraic logic, for suggesting the topic of this thesis and
for his advice during its elaboration.



CHAPTER 1

Preliminaries

This chapter introduces the basic concepts and results, mainly from universal
algebra and logic, upon which our thesis rests.

We work in Zermelo-Fraenkel set theory with the axiom of choice (ZFC). Be-
sides elementary notions of set theory, which will not be defined, we assume that the
reader is familiar with the basic concepts of universal algebra (homomorphisms,
congruences, varieties...), lattice theory (algebraic lattices, distributivity, modu-
larity...), abstract algebraic logic (closure systems, sentential logics, the Leibniz
operator, protoalgebraicity...) and order theory (posets). Most of these concepts
will be defined in order to introduce our notation for them.

One of the main topics of this thesis is the contextual deduction-detachment
theorem in the context of Gentzen relations and the correspondence between it
and the semi-definability of principal relative congruences via equations. For this
reason it is convenient, though not strictly necessary, that the reader be familiar
with the deduction-detachment theorem for sentential logics and its connection
with the equational definability of principal relative congruences.

1.1. Basic notation

The set of the natural numbers {0,1,2,...} is denoted by w.
For any set A, its power set is denoted by P(A), and its cardinality by |A|.

If f: A— Bis a function and X C A, then f[X denotes the restriction of f
to X, i.e., the function f[X : X — B given by f[X(x) := f(z) for all z € X.

Any map f : A — B induces two functions on power sets: fp : P(A) — P(B),
defined by fp(X) := {f(z) : x € X} for all X C A; and f~': P(B) — P(A),
defined by f~1(Y):={a € A: f(a) € Y} for all Y C B. Since the context will

always avoid ambiguity, we denote fp by f to simplify certain expressions.

If {A; :i € I} is a family of sets, its (generalized) Cartesian product is denoted
by [[,c; Ai- The elements of [],., A; are of the form (a; : 7 € I), with each a; € A;.
If a € [],c; Ai, then for every i € I we denote by a(i) the element of A; such that
a = (a(7) : i € I). The Cartesian product of finitely many sets Ay, ..., A, may be

1



2 1. PRELIMINARIES

also denoted by A; X --- x A, and when A; = --- = A, = A for some set A, we
may simply write A”.

An n-ary relation on a set A, with n € w, is a subset of A™.

Given n € w, we denote a finite sequence of the form (ay,...,a,) by the
symbol d@,, so that the subindex is the length of the sequence. The empty sequence
is identified with the empty set, and both are denoted by @. Note that dy = &.
As is usual in set theory, the set of all finite sequences of elements of a set A
is denoted by A<“, and, for any si,sy € A<¥, the concatenation of s; and sy is
written as s;7so. We use the symbol A to denote the collection of all sequences (of
any length, finite or infinite) of elements of A. We shall mainly work with finite
or countably infinite sequences.

We usually use sequences to refer to the elements contained in them. For exam-
ple, by ‘@, l;n, c are pairwise different’ we actually mean ‘the elements aq, ..., a,,,
bi,...,b,,c are pairwise different’. Also, we often abuse notation and write b € @
or say that b is in @ to denote that the element b appears in the sequence a.

The ordered pair formed by a and b (in that order) is identified with the
sequence of length 2 whose first element is a and whose second element is b, and
thus denoted by (a, b).

Given any function f : A — B, we also denote by f, as no ambiguity will ever
arise, the function f : A — B given by f({a; : i € I)) := (f(a;) : i € I) for every
sequence (a; : i € I) € A.

When defining a function f : A — B, we often write f(d,) := by, where n € w,
a, € A and b, € g, as an abbreviation of f(ay) :=by,..., f(a,) = by.

The end of a proof of a claim is marked by [J, whereas the rest of the proofs
end with the more visible symbol W

1.2. Universal algebra

For a comprehensive introduction to the topics of universal algebra with which we
shall be concerned, the reader is referred to [7], [8] and [22].

1.2.1. Languages and algebras.

DEFINITION 1.1. An algebraic language is a pair £ = (L, ar), where L is a set
and ar : L — w. The elements of L are called symbols, and for every A € L the
number ar(A) is called the arity of A\. Given any A € L, we say that A is an n-ary
symbol, n € w, if ar(\) = n. If ¢ € L is a 0-ary symbol, we say that c is a constant
symbol, and the n-ary symbols, for all n > 0, are called function symbols.



1.2. UNIVERSAL ALGEBRA 3

The words ‘unary’, ‘binary’ and ‘ternary’ mean ‘l-ary’, ‘2-ary’ and ‘3-ary’,
respectively.

DEFINITION 1.2. Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language. An algebra of type
L, or, briefly, an L-algebra, is a pair A = (A, (A : X € L)), where A is a set, that
satisfies:

(i) A# 2.
(ii) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have ¢4 € A.
(iii) For every function symbol f € L, we have f4: A>() — A

The set A is called the universe of A. If A is a singleton, A is said to be trivial.

When L is finite, say L = {\1,..., \}, n € w, we write just (A, A}, ..., \4) in
place of (A, (M : X\ € L)), often omitting a separate specification of the language,
and say that A is an algebra of type (my,...,m,), where m; = ar()\;) for all
t = 1,...,n. Finally, when f € L is a binary function symbol, we frequently

denote f4(a,b) by af?b, for all a,b € A.

Algebras are denoted by bold Latin letters A, B, ..., and the universe of an
algebra is denoted by the corresponding regular Latin letter A, B,... In order to
reduce verbosity, results about algebras of an arbitrary type are stated without
mentioning the algebraic language involved, except when this omission would be
a source of ambiguity.

Henceforward we shall only consider classes of algebras of the same type, even
when we do not explicitly specify it, so that, for example, by ‘let K be a class of
algebras’ we shall always mean ‘let K be a class of algebras of the same type’.

DEFINITION 1.3. Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language and A an L-algebra.
A subset B C A is said to be L-closed (in A), or a subuniverse (of A), if:
(i) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have ¢4 € B.
(ii) For every n > 0 and every n-ary function symbol f € L, we have
fA(by,...,b,) € Bforallby,...,b, €B.

Note that @ is a subuniverse of A iff L has no constant symbols.

The collection of all subuniverses of a given algebra A is denoted by Sub(A).
It is easy to see that Sub(A) is closed under intersections of non-empty families,
so, since A € Sub(A), for every X C A there exists the least (with respect to set
inclusion) subuniverse of A containing X, denoted by Sg(X).

DEFINITION 1.4. Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language and let A and B
be L-algebras. We say that B is a subalgebra of A, and we write B C A, if:

(i) B is a subuniverse of A.
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(ii) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have cB = cA.

(iii) For every function symbol f € L, we have fB = fA[Br(f),

REMARK 1.5. A subuniverse B of an algebra A is the universe of a subalgebra
of Aiff B # @.

If B is a subalgebra of A, we define the inclusion map j : B — A by setting
j(b) :=0bfor all b € B.

DEFINITION 1.6. Let A be an algebra and X C A. We say that A is generated
by X if Sg?(X) = A, and we call X a set of generators (for A).

When X is finite, say X = {¢1,...,9n}, n € w, we drop the brackets and
simply say that A is (finitely) generated by g1, ..., gn.

REMARK 1.7. Let £ = (L,ar) be an algebraic language, and let A be an
L-algebra generated by some X C A. If L has no constant symbols, then X # &.

PROPOSITION 1.8 (cf. [22, Thm. 1.9]). Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language
and A an L-algebra. For every X C A, let

E(X) :={f*ai,...,am):m>0,f €L ism-ary and a,...,a, € X}
and define X, for every n € w, recursively as follows:

e Xo:=XU{cA:cis a constant symbol of L}.
e X, =X, UE(X,).

Then, Sg™(X) = U,c., Xn-

Note that Proposition allows us to obtain results concerning generated
algebras using induction.

1.2.2. Homomorphisms.

DEFINITION 1.9. Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language, and let A and B
be L-algebras. A function h : A — B is said to be a homomorphism (from A to

B) if the following hold:

(i) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have h(c?) = cB.

(ii) For every n > 0, and every n-ary function symbol f € L, we have

h(fA(ar,...,a,)) = fB(h(ay),..., h(ay,)) for all ai,. .., a, € A.

If in addition h is bijective, then we say that h is an isomorphism (between A
and B) and we write h: A = B : h™!. In this case the algebras A and B are said
to be isomorphic, and we may simply write A = B when the isomorphism h need
not be specified.
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The family of all homomorphisms from A to B is denoted by Hom(A, B). If
h € Hom(A, B) and A = B, then h is said to be an endomorphism (of A). We
define End(A) := Hom(A, A).

It is well known that the composition of two homomorphisms is also a homo-
morphism. Also, if B is a subalgebra of A and j : B — A is the corresponding
inclusion map, then j € Hom(B, A). Another well-known algebraic result is that if
A and B are algebras of the same type and h € Hom(A, B), then h(A), the image
of h, is the universe of a subalgebra of B, which we denote by h(A). Therefore,
A=h(A) CB.

DEFINITION 1.10. Let A and B be algebras of the same type, and let h €
Hom(A, B). The kernel of h, denoted by ker h, is the binary relation on A given
by ker h := {(a,b) € A x A: h(a) = h(b)}.

The following results can be easily obtained by induction, using Proposition[I.8}

PROPOSITION 1.11. Let B be an algebra generated by some X C B, let A be
an algebra of the same type as B, and let h € Hom(A, B) be such that X C h(A).
Then, h is surjective.

PROPOSITION 1.12. Let A be an algebra generated by some X C A, and let B
be an algebra of the same type as A. If g1,92 € Hom(A, B) are two homomor-
phisms such that g, (x) = g2(x) for every x € X, then g1 = go.

1.2.3. Free algebras and the algebra of formulas.

DEFINITION 1.13. Let £ be an algebraic language, K a class of L-algebras and
A an L-algebra generated by some X C A. We say that A is free for K over
X if, for every algebra B € K, every function g : X — B can be extended to a
homomorphism ¢g € Hom(A, B).

In this situation, we say that A is freely generated by X. And if K is the class
of all L-algebras, then we say that A is absolutely free over X.

DEFINITION 1.14. Let £ := (L,ar) be an algebraic language and X a non-
empty set such that X N L = @ and (X U L)N (X U L)Y = &. The set of
L-formulas over X is the smallest subset F'm,(X) of (X U L)<“ satisfying:

(i) If x € X, then (z) € Fm(X).
(ii) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have (c) € Fm,(X).
(iii) For every n > 0, every n-ary function symbol f € L and all ¢, ... 9, €
Fmg(X), we have (f)" 1" - "¢, € Fmg(X).

As is customary, from now on we denote concatenation by juxtaposition and
drop the (outermost) angle brackets when writing formulas (e.g., we write ¢ and

fir ... 1, instead of (c) and (f)"1" - - "1, respectively).
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DEFINITION 1.15. Let £ and X be as in Definition [1.14 The algebra of L-
formulas over X is the L-algebra F'm,(X) with universe F'm,(X) and such that:

(i) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have cFm«(X)

=c.
(ii) For every n > 0, every m-ary function symbol f € L and all ¥,... 9, €

Fmg(X), we have fEme) () 0 ahy) = fibr ... by,

The elements of X are called variables. Given z € X and ¢ € Fm,(X), we say
that x occurs in ¢ if the sequence ¢ has x as one of its elements. If 7 is a sequence
of variables, we write ¢(Z) or ¢ = ¢(Z) to indicate that the variables occurring in
@ are all in . And if ¢ = (%) for every ¢ € I', where I' C Fm,(X), we write
[(Z) or I' = I'(¥). When 7 is finite, say & = (x1,...,2,), n € w, we usually write
o(xy,...,x,) and ['(zq, ..., x,) for, respectively, p(Z) and I'(Z).

Until the end of this subsection, let F'im.(X) be as in Definition [1.15] for an
algebraic language £ and a set of variables X.

THEOREM 1.16 (cf. [7, Thm. 10.8]). Fm,(X) is absolutely free over X.

Arguing inductively on the complexity of the formulas we can obtain:

PROPOSITION 1.17. Let A be L-algebra. If hyh' € Hom(Fm,(X), A) are such
that h(Z) = W' (Z) for some sequence of variables T, then h(yp) = h'(p) for every
o(Z) € Fme(X).

Therefore, the following definition makes sense:

DEFINITION 1.18. Let & := (z; : @ € I) be a sequence of variables, A an L-
algebra and @ := (a; : i € I) a sequence of elements of A of the same length as Z.
For every formula ¢(Z) € Fm,(X), the interpretation of ¢ in A with respect to a,
denoted by ¢4(@), is the image of ¢ by any homomorphism i € Hom(Fm,(X), A)
such that h(Z) = d.

For any I'(¥) C Fm,(X), we define I'4(a@) := {¢4(a@) : ¥(¥) € T'}.
As usual, we drop the superindex A when A = Fm,(X). And when a is

finite, say @ = (ay, ..., a,) for some n € w, we frequently write ¢4 (ay, ..., a,) and
I'(ay,...,a,) for p2(@) and T'A(@), respectively.

REMARK 1.19. The interpretation of a formula depends only on the interpre-
tations of the variables that actually occur in it.

Another useful result that can be easily proved by induction is:

LEMMA 1.20. Let A be an L-algebra, B C A, ¢(uq,...,u,) € Fmg(X) and
bi,...,b, € B. Then, o2(bi,...,b,) € Sg*(B), and if. additionally, B is the
universe of a subalgebra B of A, then 2(by,...,b,) = @B (b1,...,b,).



1.2. UNIVERSAL ALGEBRA 7

An expression of the form ¢(¥), where ¢ € Fm,(X) and ¢ is a sequence of
variables, is ambiguous: it can denote either the fact that all the variables occurring
in ¢ are in ¢, or the interpretation of ¢ in Fm,(X) with respect to ¢. The next
proposition, which can be easily proved by induction, shows that this ambiguity is
not problematic. In order to properly state it, we write the superindex Fm(X)
whenever interpreting a formula in Fm,(X):

PROPOSITION 1.21. Let o(Z) € Fmg(X), 0 € End(Fm,(X)) and ¢ := o(p).
If a variable y occurs in o(p) = F™eX) (¢(Z)), then y occurs in o(x) for some
x € Z. In particular, if o(Z) =, where ¥ is a sequence of variables, then all the
variables that occur in @F™X)(3) are in .

The algebra of formulas Fm,(X) is the ‘template’ from which all the £-
algebras generated by at most | X |-many elements are built, in the following sense:

THEOREM 1.22. Let A be an L-algebra and B C A such that |B| < |X|. Then,
A is generated by B iff for alla € A there aren € w and p(uy, ..., u,) € Fm,(X),
ui, ..., u, € X, such that a = (b1, ...,b,) for someby,...,b, € B.

PROOF. (=) Pick any surjective map h : X — B. Note that h: X — A, so by
Theorem and Proposition we can extend h to a surjective homomorphism
h € Hom(Fmg(X),A). Let ¢ € Fm,(X) be such that h(¢) = a, and let
Uy, ..., u, be the variables that occur in ¢, for suitable n € w. Then,

a=h(p) = ¢*(h(w),. .., h(un)),
and h(u;) € Bforalli=1,...,n.

(<) Let a € A. By assumption, there is a formula ¢(uy, ..., u,) such that a =
©A(by,...,by,) for some by, ... b, € B, so by Lemma/|l.20|we have a € Sg*(B). W

LEMMA 1.23 (cf. [14] Lem. 1.2]). Let A and B be L-algebras, g € Hom(A, B)
a surjective homomorphism and f € Hom(Fm,(X),B). Then, there is some
homomorphism h € Hom(Fm,(X), A) such that f = go h.

1.2.4. Congruences and quotient algebras. If A is a set, we define the
following relations on A: A, := {(a,a) : a € A}, called the identity relation (on
A); and V4 := A x A, called the total relation (on A).

DEFINITION 1.24. Let £ = (L,ar) be an algebraic language and A an L-
algebra. A set 6 C A x A is said to be a congruence of A if:

(i) 0 is an equivalence relation.

(i) O satisfies the so-called compatibility condition: for every n > 0, every
n-ary function symbol f € L and all @,,b, € A, if (a;,b;) € 6 for all
1 <i<mn,then (fAa1,...,a,), fA(b1,...,b,)) €0.
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If a € A, the equivalence class of a with respect to € is denoted by /6, and
for every F' C A we define F/0 :={a/0 :a € F}.

REMARK 1.25. Given an algebra A, both A4 and V 4 are congruences of A.
Therefore, A 4 is the least congruence of A and V 4 the largest one.

The collection of all congruences of an algebra A is denoted by Co(A). As with
subuniverses, the intersection of any non-empty family of congruences of an algebra
A is also a congruence of A. So, since V4 € Co(A), for every X C A x A there
exists the least congruence of A that includes X, which we denote by ©4(X),
called the congruence (of A) generated by X. We abbreviate ©4({{a,b)}) to
©4(a,b). Congruences of this form, i.e., generated just by one element (a, b), are
said to be principal.

Congruences play an important role in abstract algebra because they allow the
formation of quotients that preserve the algebraic structure:

DEFINITION 1.26. Let £ = (L, ar) be an algebraic language, A an L-algebra
and 6 a congruence of A. The quotient algebra A/0 is the L-algebra having A/0
as its universe and such that:

(i) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have ¢4/ = c¢4/0.
(ii) For every m > 0, every n-ary function symbol f € L and all elements

a1/0,...,a,/0 € A/, we have fA%(a,/0, ... a,/0) = fA(as,...,a,)/0.
Note that f4/¢ is well defined by the compatibility condition.

Given an algebra A and a congruence 6 € Co(A), the natural projection (with
respect to 6) is the function mp : A — A/6 given by my(a) := a/0 for all a € A.
When the context avoids ambiguity, we may denote my by 7. It is well known that
Ty is a surjective homomorphism from A to A/6.

Besides A 4 and V 4, another well-known example of congruence of an algebra
A is ker h for any h € Hom(A, B), where B is any algebra of the same type as
A. In this situation, the first isomorphism theorem says that A/kerh = h(A).

Using induction, we can easily prove that formulas are interpreted in quotient
algebras as expected:

PROPOSITION 1.27. Let Fm;(X) be as in Definition A an L-algebra
and 0 € Co(A). For every formula ©(Z,) € Fmg(X), where xq,...,z, € X,
n € w, and all elements aq,...,a, € A, we have:

@A/9<a1/87 s 7an/0> = SOA(ala SR an)/e

And Theorem [I.22] yields:
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PROPOSITION 1.28. Let A be an algebra generated by some B C A, and let
6 € Co(A). Then, A/0 is generated by B/6.

DEFINITION 1.29. Let £ be an algebraic language, K a class of L-algebras and
A any L-algebra (not necessarily in K). We say that a congruence § € Co(A) is a
K-relative congruence of A, or, briefly, a K-congruence of A, if A/0 € K.

The collection of all K-congruences of A is denoted by Cok(A).

1.2.5. Direct products and ultraproducts.

DEFINITION 1.30. Let £ := (L, ar) be an algebraic language, and {A; :i € I}
a family of L-algebras. The direct product of {A; : i € I}, in symbols [],.; A;, is
the L-algebra A with universe A := [],.; A; and such that:
(i) For every constant symbol ¢ € L, we have ¢4 = (¢4 : i € I).

(ii) For every m > 0, every n-ary function symbol f € L and all elements
ay,...,a, € A, we have fA(ay,...,a,) = (fA(ar(i),...,a,(i)) i € I).

If A :=T][,; A is the direct product of some algebras {A; : i € I}, for every
i € I the i-th projection is the function m; : A — A; defined as m;(a) := a(i) for
every a € A, so that a = (m;(a) : i € I). Tt is well known that each 7; is a surjective
homomorphism from [[,., A; to A;.

Using induction, we can easily prove that formulas are interpreted in direct
products as expected:

PROPOSITION 1.31. Let Fm,(X) be as in Definition[1.15, and {A;:i € I} a
family of L-algebras. For every formula ¢(Z,) € Fm(X), where xq,...,x, € X,
n € w, and every ay,...,a, € [[,c; Ai, we have:

llierAi(ay . an) = (02 (ar(i), ..., an(i)) 3 € I).

The following is a well-known result that will be needed in Subsection [3.1.2}

PROPOSITION 1.32. Let L be an algebraic language and {A; : i € I} a family
of L-algebras. If the direct product A = [],.; A; is generated by some set X C A,
then each A; is generated by m;(X).

DEFINITION 1.33. Let A be a set. A filter over A is a family F C P(A) of
subsets of A such that:

(i) Ae F.
(i) If X,Y € F, then XNY € F, for all X,Y C A.
(iii) f X € Fand X CY, then Y € F, for all X,Y C A.

If o ¢ F,ie., if F # P(A), then we say that F is proper.

el
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DEFINITION 1.34. Let A be a set. An wultrafilter over A is a proper filter U
over A such that, for all X C A, either X € U or A\ X € U (but not both, since
U is proper).

Let £ := (L, ar) be an algebraic language, {A; : i € I} a family of L-algebras,
A :=[[;c; Ai and U and ultrafilter over 1. Define the binary relation 6, on A by
setting:
(a,b) €Oy <= {iel:a(i)=b()} el
for all a,b € A. It is easy to see that 6y is a congruence of A (cf. [7, Lem. 6.2]).
Therefore, the following definition makes sense:

DEFINITION 1.35. Let £ := (L, ar) be an algebraic language, {A; : i € I} a
family of L-algebras and U and ultrafilter over I. The ultraproduct of {A; : i € I},
in symbols [[,.; A;/U, is the L-algebra (][, Ai)/Ou-

A;, we denote a/0y by a/U.

el
For every a € [,

1.2.6. Equations and quasiequations. Let £ be an algebraic language and
X a set of variables, as in Definition [I.15]

DEFINITION 1.36. An equation (over Fm,(X)) is a pair of formulas (4, ¢).
When working with equations, we write 0 & ¢ interchangeably with (4, €).

DEFINITION 1.37. Given an L-algebra A, a set of equations © and a homo-
morphism h € Hom(Fm,(X), A), we say that A satisfies © with respect to h, in
symbols A = O[h], if h(d) = h(e) for all equations 0 ~ ¢ € ©.

If there are some xq,...,2, € X, n € w, such that 6 = 0(zy,...,x,) and
e =¢e(xy,...,xz,) for every equation § ~ ¢ € O, then we write A = Ofay,...,a,]
or A | O[d,] to denote that A = O[h] holds for any h € Hom(Fm,(X), A)
such that h(Z,) = @,, where a@, € A

When O is a singleton we omit the curly braces, so that, for example, we write

A = 6 =~ ¢[h] instead of A = {6 ~ }[h].

DEFINITION 1.38. Given a class of L-algebras K and a set of equations O, we
say that © is valid in K, in symbols K = O, if A = O[h] for all A € K and all
h € Hom(Fm,(X), A).

When K or © are singletons we omit the curly braces, so that, for example, we
write A = § ~ ¢ instead of {A} = {J =~ ¢}.

DEFINITION 1.39. Let © be a set of equations. The equational models of © is
the class of L-algebras Mod(0) := {A : A is an L-algebra and A |= ©}.

REMARK 1.40. Mod(©) [= © for every set of equations ©.
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DEFINITION 1.41. A class of L-algebras K is said to be an equational class if
there is a set of equations © such that K = Mod(0).

DEFINITION 1.42. A quasiequation (over Fm (X)) is an expression of the form
& &a, =B, =0~xe wheren € wand o = 51,...,q, = [,,0 ~ €
are equations. We may abbreviate it to &1<j<, o = f; = d ~ €.

When n = 0, we identify the quasiequation = d =~ ¢ with the equation ¢ ~ ¢,
so that every equation is a quasiequation.

As with equations, we now define satisfaction and validity for quasiequations:

DEFINITION 1.43. Given an L-algebra A, a set of quasiequations © and a
homomorphism h € Hom(F'm,(X), A), we say that A satisfies © with respect to
h, in symbols A = ©[h], if, for every quasiequation &;j<;< i = ; = J = ¢ € O,
if AE a; = g;[h] foralli=1,...,n, then A | J = ¢[h].

If there are some x1,...,2, € X, n € w, such that for every quasiequation
&1<icmi = fi = § = ¢ € © we have n = n(xy,...,x,) for every formula n €
{a1, ..., m, By, Bm,0,€}, then we write A = Ofay,...,a,] or A E O[ad,] to
denote that A = O[A] holds for any h € Hom(F'm,(X), A) such that h(Z,) = @,
where d,, € A

When © is a singleton we omit the curly braces, so that, for example, we write

A E &icicna; = §; = 6 = e[h] instead of A = {&1<i<ni = f; = 0 =~ e}[h].

DEFINITION 1.44. Given a class of L-algebras K and a set of quasiequations
©, we say that © is valid in K, in symbols K |= 0, if A = O[h] for all A € K and
all h € Hom(Fm,(X), A).

When K or © are singletons we omit the curly braces, so that, for example, we
write A | &1<i<n; & B = 0 = ¢ instead of {A} E {&1<icni = 0; = § = e}

DEFINITION 1.45. Let O be a set of quasiequations. The quasiequational mod-
els of © is the class of L-algebras Mod(0) := {A : A is an L-algebra and A = ©}.

REMARK 1.46. Mod(©) |= © for every set of quasiequations ©.

DEFINITION 1.47. A class of L-algebras K is said to be a quasiequational class
if there is a set of quasiequations © such that K = Mod(©).

1.2.7. Varieties and quasivarieties.

DEFINITION 1.48. Let K be a class of algebras. We define the following families
of algebras:

e [(K): isomorphic copies of algebras of K.
e H(K): homomorphic images of algebras of K.
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e S(K): subalgebras of algebras of K.
e P(K): direct products of non-empty families of algebras of K.
e Py(K): ultraproducts of non-empty families of algebras of K.
We call I, H, S, P, Py class operators, since they can be seen as functions that

map classes of algebras to classes of algebras. When applying several class opera-
tors at once, we omit all the parenthesis save the innermost ones: for example, we

write HSP(K) in place of H(S(P(K))).

REMARK 1.49. If K is a class of algebras, then K C I(K), K C H(K), K C S(K),
K C IP(K) and Py(K) C HP(K).

If K is a class of algebras and O is a class operator, we say that K is closed
under O if O(K) C K.

DEFINITION 1.50. Let K be a non-empty class of algebras. We say that K is
a variety if K is closed under H, S and P. We say that K is a quasivariety if K
contains a trivial algebra and is closed under I, S, P and Py.

REMARK 1.51. Every variety is a quasivariety.

THEOREM 1.52 (cf. [7, Thm. 11.9]). A class of algebras K is a variety iff K is
an equational class.

THEOREM 1.53 (cf. [7, Thm. 2.25]). A class of algebras K is a quasivariety iff
K is a quasiequational class.

1.3. Partially ordered sets

DEFINITION 1.54. Let A be a set. A partial order on A is a binary relation on
A such that, for all a,b,c € A, writing a < b for (a,b) € <, we have:
(i) a < a. (Reflezivity)
(ii) @ < band b < ¢ imply a < c¢. (Transitivity)
(iii) @ < band b < a imply a = b. (Antisymmetry)
DEFINITION 1.55. A partially ordered set, or a poset, is a pair (A, <), where

A is a set and < is a partial order on A.

DEFINITION 1.56. Let (A, <) be a poset, X C A and a € A. Then, a is said
to be an upper bound of X if x < a for all x € X, and the lowest upper bound, or
the supremum, of X if for any upper bound b of X we have a < b. Analogously,
a is said to be a lower bound of X if a < x for all x € X, and the greatest lower
bound, or the infimum, of X if for any lower bound b of X we have b < a.

It is straightforward to see that the supremum and infimum of X, if they
exist, are unique. The supremum of X is denoted by sup X, and the infimum by
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inf X. Whenever we write sup X (respectively, inf X'), we are assuming that the
supremum (respectively, infimum) of X exists.

The following are well-known properties of the supremum and the infimum:
PROPOSITION 1.57. Let (A, <) be a poset, and X, Y C A. Then:

(i) If X CY, thensup X <supY and inf Y <inf X.
(ii) sup(X UY') = sup{sup X,sup Y'}.
(iii) inf(X UY) = inf{inf X, inf Y'}.

Let P := (P, <p) and Q := (Q, <g) be two posets. A function h : P — @
is said to be order-preserving or monotone if a <p b implies h(a) <g h(b) for all
a,b € P. If, moreover, h is bijective and its inverse h=! is also order-preserving,
then we call h an order-isomorphism and say that P and Q are isomorphic, in
symbols h : P>~ Q : h~'. When the map h need not be specified, we simply write

P=Q.

DEFINITION 1.58. Let (A, <) be a poset. A subset D C A is upwards directed
if for every a,b € D there is a ¢ € D such that a < cand b < c.

1.4. Lattices

Lattices are ubiquitous both in universal algebra and in abstract algebraic logic.
The reader is referred to [20] and [7, Ch. 1] for a comprehensive introduction to
lattice theory, as we shall only present a few basic concepts and results.

There are two (equivalent) ways to define the notion of lattice: an order-
theoretic approach and an algebraic approach. We shall need to see lattices both
as posets and as algebras, so we state both definitions:

DEFINITION 1.59. From the order-theoretic perspective, a lattice is a poset
(L, <) such that sup{a, b} and inf{a,b} exist in L for all a,b € L.

DEFINITION 1.60. From the (universal) algebraic perspective, a lattice is an
algebra (L, A, V) of type (2,2) such that, for all a,b,c € L:

(L1) aNa=aand aV a=a. (Idempotency)

(L2) anb=0bAaand aVb=>bVa. (Commutativity)

(L3) an(bAc)=(anb)Acand aV (bVc) = (aVDb)Vec. (Associativity)

(L4) aN(aVvb)=aand aV (a Ab) = a. (Absorption)

The operation A is called meet, and V is called join.

It is well known that Definition [1.59] and Definition [1.60] are equivalent, in the
following sense:
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THEOREM 1.61 (cf. [20, Thm. 3]).
(i) If L := (L, <) is a lattice, then L := (L, A, V), where a A b := inf{a, b}
and a V' b :=sup{a, b} for all a,b € L, is a lattice.
(ii) If L := (L, A,V) is a lattice, then L := (L, <), where a < b iff aAb=a
(equivalently, a vV b =b) for all a,b € L, is a lattice.
(ii) If L := (L, <) is a lattice, then (L“lg)ord =L.
(iv) If L := (L, A, V) is a lattice, then (Lm"d)alg =L.

The partial order defined in Theorem [1.61{(ii) is called the lattice order of L.

If Ly, Ly are lattices, then clearly every isomorphism between L; and Ly, con-
sidered as algebras, is an order-isomorphism between L; and L, considered as
posets, and vice versa.

Given a lattice (L, <) and X C L, we define \/ X :=sup X and A X :=inf X.
This notation is justified by Theorem [T.61]

DEFINITION 1.62. A lattice (L, A, V) is said to be complete if A X and \/ X
exist in L for every X C L.

Complete lattices play a major role in abstract algebraic logic due to their
relation to closure systems (cf. Section |1.5 below). Note that if L := (L, A, V) is a
complete lattice, then \/ L and )\ L are, respectively, the maximum and minimum
elements of L with respect to the lattice order.

DEFINITION 1.63. Let (L, <) be a lattice. An element a € L is said to be
compact if, for all X C L, if \/ X exists and a < \/ X, then there is a finite Y C X
such that \/ Y exists and a < \/ Y.

If a lattice (L, <) has a minimum element | with respect to the lattice order,
then clearly L is a compact element.

DEFINITION 1.64. A complete lattice (L, A, V) is algebraic if for every a € L
there is a (possibly infinite) set of compact elements X C L such that a = \/ X.

DEFINITION 1.65. Let L := (L,A,V) be a lattice, < its lattice order and
a,b € L. If the set {¢ € L : a < bV ¢} has a minimum element (with respect to
<), we call it the dual relative pseudocomplement of a and b (in that order), and
denote it by a = b.

If a — b exists for all a,b € L, we say that L is dually Brouwerian.

LEMMA 1.66 (cf. [7, Thm. 3.2]). Let (L,A,V) be a lattice and < its lattice
order. The following conditions are equivalent:

e aN(bVe)=(anb)V (aNc) for every a,b,c € L.
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eaV(bAc)=(aVDb)A(aVc) for every a,b,c € L.

DEFINITION 1.67. A distributive lattice is a lattice (L, A, V) such that any of
the equivalent conditions of Lemma holds in L.

DEFINITION 1.68. A modular lattice is a lattice (L, A, V) such that, for all
a,b,x € L, if a < b, where < is the lattice order, then:

bA(xVa)=(bAzx)Va.

PROPOSITION 1.69 (cf. [7, Thm. 3.4]). Every distributive lattice is modular.

Distributive and modular lattices will be used at the end of Chapter [3] to
characterize certain particular cases of the local contextual deduction-detachment
theorem.

1.4.1. Semilattices. We now turn our attention to join-semilattices, i.e., ‘lat-
tices’ lacking the meet operation, which will become important in Chapter [3] As
with lattices, we can define them as posets or as algebras:

DEFINITION 1.70. From the order-theoretic perspective, a join-semilattice is a
poset (S, <) such that sup{a, b} exists in A for all a,b € S.

DEFINITION 1.71. From the (universal) algebraic perspective, a join-semilattice
is an algebra (S, V) of type (2) such that, for all a,b,c € S:

(S1) aVa = a. (Idempotency)
(S2) aVb=>bVa. (Commutativity)
(S3) aVv (bVe)=(aVb)Ve. (Associativity)

The operation V is called join.

It is straightforward to obtain a theorem for join-semilattices analogous to

Theorem [L.61t
THEOREM 1.72.

(i) If S == (S, <) is a join-semilattice, then SU = (S,V), where a Vb :=
sup{a, b} for all a,b € S, is a join-semilattice.
(i) If S := (S, V) is a join-semilattice, then S°™ := (S, <), where a < b iff
aVb=>foralla,be S, is a join-semilattice.
(iii) If S := (S, <) is a join-semilattice, then (S“lg)ord =S.
(iv) If S := (S, V) is a join-semilattice, then (S"rd)alg =S.

As before, the order relation defined in Theorem [1.72(ii) is called the lattice
order of S, and given a join-semilattice (S, <) and X C S, we define \/ X := sup X.
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If S1, S, are join-semilattices, then clearly every isomorphism between S; and
So, considered as algebras, is an order-isomorphism between S; and Ss, considered
as posets, and vice versa.

Given a lattice (L, A,V) and X C L, we say that the elements of X form a
join-semilattice if (X, V[(X x X)) is a join-semilattice.

PROPOSITION 1.73. Let L := (L,A\,V) be a complete lattice. The compact
elements of L form a join-semilattice with a minimum element.

PRrOOF. Let K be the set of compact elements of L. Clearly, it suffices to
prove that ki V ke € K for all ki, ky € K. So let X C L be such that \/ X exists
and k; V ks < \/ X. Then, ki, ky <\/ X, so there are finite Y7,Y; C X such that
k1 <V Y:and ky <\/Ys. Hence, k1 Vi <V Y1VVY, =V YUY, s0 ki Vs € K.

Finally, the minimum element of L, namely A L, is clearly compact, and thus
it is also the minimum element of the join-semilattice. |

The notions of compact element, of dual relative pseudocomplement and of
being dually Brouwerian are defined for join-semilattices in ways analogous to
those of Definition [1.63 and Definition [1.65] since these definitions do not depend
on the meet operation.

The following lemmas, the second one of which is almost a triviality, will be
needed in Chapter

LEmMA 1.74 (cf. [28, Rk. 3.16]). Let L be an algebraic lattice whose join-
semilattice of compact elements (K,V) is dually Brouwerian. Let a,b € K, so that
a = b exists (and is in K). Then, for all ¢ € L, compact or not, we have:

a<bVec < a-b<ec

PROOF. (=) Assume a < bV e, and let {¢; : i € I} C K be such that
¢ =V, G- Then, a < bV \/, ¢, so, since a is compact, there is a finite J C [
such that a < bV \/jeJ c¢;. Given that a = b exists in K and every ¢; is compact,
we get a — b < vjeJCj <V G=c

(<) Assume a—b < ¢. Since a < bV (a—=b), the assumption yieldsa < bve. B

LEMMA 1.75. Let Ly, Ly be complete lattices, and, for i = 1,2, let K; be the
join-semilattice of compact elements of L;. If Ly = Lo, then K s dually Brouw-
erian iff Ko 1s dually Brouwerian.

Even though the notions of distributivity and modularity depend both on the
meet and the join operations, they can be generalized to join-semilattices:
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DEFINITION 1.76. Let S := (S, V) be a join-semilattice with lattice order <,
and let a,b € S. We say that D(a,b) holds in S if, for every ¢,d € S, if b<a Ve
and b < a V d, then there is some e € S such that e < ¢, e < dand b<aVe.

Following Raftery [28, p. 300], who in turn follows Grétzer [19, p. 99], we say
that S is distributive if D(a,b) holds in S for every a,b € S.

DEFINITION 1.77. Let S := (S,V) be a join-semilattice with lattice order <,
and let a,b € S. We say that M(a,b) holds in S if, for every ¢,d € S, if b <a Ve
and b < a V d, then there is some e € S such that e < ¢, e <aVdandb<aVe.

Following Raftery [28] p. 304], who in turn follows Czelakowski [11] p. 172],
we say that S is modular if M (a,b) holds in S for every a,b € S.

REMARK 1.78. Every distributive join-semilattice is modular.

LeEMMA 1.79 (cf. [28, Lem. 6.5] and [11, Lem. 2.7.4]). Let S := (S,V) be a
join-semilattice generated as an algebra by some X C S and with a minimum
element L. If D(a,b) (respectively, M(a,b)) holds in S for all a,b € X, then S is
distributive (respectively, modular).

LEMMA 1.80 (cf. |28, Lem. 6.6] and [11, Cor. 2.7.3]). An algebraic lattice
is distributive (respectively, modular) iff its compact elements form a distributive
(respectively, modular) join-semilattice.

1.5. Closure operators, closure systems and consequence relations

For a more detailed exposition of the contents of this section, the reader is referred
to [7, Ch. 1, §5], [8, Ch. 2, §1] and [14} Ch. 1, §§1.2-1.5].

1.5.1. Closure operators and closure systems.

DEFINITION 1.81. Let A be a set. A closure operator on A is a function
C :P(A) — P(A) satistying:
(i) X C C(X) for every X C A.
(i) X CY implies C(X) C C(Y) for all X, Y C A.
(iii) C(C(X)) = C(X) for every X C A.
A subset X C A is said to be closed if C'(X) = X.
When X is finite, say X = {ay,...,a,}, we usually write C(aq,...,a,) in

place of C({ay,...,an}). Also, for every X U {by,...,b,} C A, we abbreviate
C(X U {br,...,b}) to C(X,br, ..., by).

DEFINITION 1.82. Let A be a set. A closure system on A is a collection of
subsets C C P(A) satisfying:
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(i) AeC.
(ii) f BC C and B # @, then (B € C.
The elements of C are called closed sets.

We adopt the convention that ()@ := A.

The expression ‘closed set’” may seem ambiguous, but it is not due to the
following bijective correspondence between the closure operators on a set A and
the closure systems on A:

THEOREM 1.83 (cf. [8, Thm. 1.1]). Let A be a set.
(i) If C is a closure operator on A, then Co :={X C A: C(X) =X} isa
closure system on A.
(ii) If C is a closure system on A, then the map C¢ : P(A) — P(A), given by

Ce(X):=(yec: XY}

for all X C A, is a closure operator on A.
(iii) If C is a closure operator on A, then C¢, = C.
(iv) If C is a closure system on A, then Cc, = C.

If C' is a closure operator on a set A, then Cq is called the closure system
associated with C'. And if C is a closure system on A, then C¢ is called the closure
operator associated with C.

As stated in Section [I.4] closure systems are related to complete lattices, in
the following sense:

THEOREM 1.84 (cf. [14, Prop. 1.28]). Let C be a closure system on a set A.
Then, (C,C) is a complete lattice and, for every B :={X; :i € I} C C, we have

AB=Nic; Xi and \/ B = Ce(U;c; Xi).
DEFINITION 1.85. Let C' be a closure operator on a set A. We say that C' is
finitary if
C(X) = J{C(Y): Y C XY is finite}
for all X C A.

DEFINITION 1.86. Let C be a closure system on a set A. We say that C
is inductive if it is closed under unions of non-empty families that are upwards
directed (with respect to set inclusion).

PROPOSITION 1.87 (Schmidt’s Theorem, cf. [I4, Thm. 1.42]). A closure oper-
ator is finitary iff its associated closure system is inductive.
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DEFINITION 1.88. Let C be a closure system on A. A closed set X is said to
be finitely generated if X = C¢(Y') for some finite Y C X.

The finitely generated elements of C are closely related to the compact elements
of the lattice (C, C):

PropPOSITION 1.89 (cf. [7, Thm. 5.5]). Let C be a closure system on a set A.
(i) If X € C is compact in (C,C), then X is finitely generated.
(ii) If C¢ is finitary, then X € C is compact iff X is finitely generated.

PROPOSITION 1.90. Let C be an inductive closure system on a set A. Then,
(C,C) is an algebraic lattice.

PRrROOF. By Theorem [1.84] (C,C) is a complete lattice, so it suffices to show
that every element of C is a join of compact elements.

Let C' be the closure operator associated with C, and let X € C. Then, C(X) =
X, so, by Proposition [I.87] for every x € X there is a finite Y, C X such that
r € C(Y;), whence X = J, . C(Yz). Therefore:

X =cx)=c(l oM,

zeX
ie, X =V, .y C(Y;), and each C(Y,) is compact by Proposition m(u) |

Let A be an algebra and K a class of algebras of the same type as A. In
Section[L.2] we showed that Sub(A) and Co(A) are closure systems with associated
closure operators Sg# and ®4, respectively. The K-congruences of A, however,
do not in general form a closure system, but we have:

PROPOSITION 1.91. Let A be an algebra and K a class of algebras of the same
type as A closed under I, S, P and containing a trivial algebra. Then, Cok(A) is a
closure system (on A X A).

SKETCH OF THE PROOF. Let A; be a trivial algebra in K. From A/V 4 = A,
we get V4 € Cok(A). Nowlet {0; :i € I} C Cok(A), I # @, and 0 := (),.,; 0;. To
show that A/0 € K, define h : A/ — [],.; A/6; by setting h(a/0) := (a/0; : i € I)
for all a/6 € A/0. 1t is easy to see that h is a homomorphism, and thus

A/ =nh(A/0) C [[A/6: €K,
icl
so 6 € Cok(A). |

COROLLARY 1.92. Let A be an algebra and K a quasivariety of algebras of the
same type as A. Then, Cok(A) is a closure system, and thus a complete lattice.
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When Cok(A) is a closure system, we denote its associated closure operator by
©4, and the meet and join operations of the complete lattice Cok(A) are denoted
by A and V{, respectively.

1.5.2. Consequence relations.

DEFINITION 1.93. Let A be a set. A consequence relation (or closure relation)
on A is a relation - C P(A) x A such that, writing X F a in place of (X, a) € F,
for all X UY U {a} C A we have:
(i) If a € X, then X F a. (Identity)
(i) f X FbforallbeY and Y F a, then X F a. (Cut)
(iii) If X Fa and X C Y, then Y F a. (Monotonicity)

REMARK 1.94. The monotonicity condition of Definition [1.93]is redundant.

A result analogous to Theorem [1.83| can easily be obtained for consequence
relations and closure operators:

THEOREM 1.95. Let A be a set.

(i) If C is a closure operator on A, then the relation o C P(A) x A, given

b
! XFtca < a€ C(X)

for all X U{a} C A, is a consequence relation on A.

(ii) If F is a consequence relation on A, then the map Cr : P(A) — P(A),
given by

Ci(X)={a€cA: XFa}

for all X C A, is a closure operator on A.

(iii) If C is a closure operator on A, then Cr, = C.

(iv) IfF is a consequence relation on A, then F¢. = .

Therefore, the consequence relations on a set A are in bijective correspondence
both with the closure operators and with the closure systems (on A). If C' is a
closure operator on A, then k¢ is called the consequence relation associated with
C. And if - is a consequence relation on A, then Ci is called the closure operator
associated with .

DEFINITION 1.96. Let F be a consequence relation on a set A. We say that
is finitary if C- is finitary.



CHAPTER 2

Abstract Algebraic Logic for Gentzen Relations

Henceforward we shall work with a fixed but arbitrary algebraic language £ and
a countably infinite set of variables Var, which we take to be the disjoint union of
the (countably infinite) sets of variables Var, := {x1,22,... }, Vary :=={y1,92,...}
and Var, := {z1,29,...}. The letters u,v, w, with and without indices, denote
variables, and we define x := x1, ¥y := y; and z := z; to reduce verbosity. As usual,
we drop the references to £ and Var in regards to the algebra of formulas, so that,
for example, F'm,(Var) is denoted by Fm.

Even when we do not explicitly say so, all the algebras that we shall consider
will be L-algebras. In particular, the classes of algebras will always be classes of
L-algebras.

2.1. Sequents

DEFINITION 2.1. A trace is any non-empty set tr C w X w.

DEFINITION 2.2. Let A be a set and tr a trace. A tr-sequent of A is a pair of
finite sequences (@,,, b,) of elements of A, for some m,n € w such that (m,n) € tr.
For any m,n € w, we abbreviate ‘{(m,n)}-sequent’ to ‘(m,n)-sequent’, and the

sequent (@, b,) is written as ay, ..., ay, > by, ..., b, or @, > by,.

Sequents are denoted by lower-case Gothic letters, a,b,...,t,s,t,..., and sets
of sequents by upper-case Gothic letters, ©,¢&,... B, S, ..., when working with
Fm and with upper-case Latin letters, F,G, H,..., when working with other
algebras. This distinction is made to notationally highlight the analogies that
exist between several results for sentential logics and the corresponding ones for
Gentzen relations.

The type of a sequent § = @, &> b, denoted by tp(s), is the pair (m,n) € wxw.
A type of the form (mg, m,) is frequently denoted by 7, and (1) denotes mg+m.
If B is a set of sequents, we define tp(P) := {tp(p) : p € P}. When writing the
type of a sequent as a subindex or a superindex, we drop the angle brackets for
readability; for example, if tp(s) = (m,n), we use t,,, interchangeably with ryps).

REMARK 2.3. There is only one sequent of type (0,0), namely & > &.
21
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The set of all tr-sequents of A is denoted by tr-Seq(A), and when A = F'm
we simply write tr-Seq. When tr is a singleton, say tr = {(m,n)}, we write just
(m, n)-Seq in place of {(m,n)}-Seq. Also, Seq(A) abbreviates (w x w)-Seq(A), and
Seq means Seq(F'm).

Given u € Var and s € Seq, say § = &, > Jn, we say that u occurs in s if
u occurs in any of the formulas o1, ..., @, ¥1,..., 1%, that make up s. If o is
a sequence of variables, we write s(#) or s = s(u) to indicate that the variables
occurring in s are all in 4. And if v = ¢(@) for every t € B, where P C Seq, we
write P(w0) or P = P(u). When 4 is finite, say @ = (uy, ..., u,), n € w, we usually
write §(u1, ..., u,) and P(uy, ..., u,) for, respectively, s(7) and P().

By Fm,,, where n € w, we mean the set of all formulas in which all the variables
that occur are among %, = (x1,...,x,), and we define tr-Seq,, := tr-Seq(F'm,,) for
all traces tr. In this situation we say that n is a context. The following facts about
EF'm,, are straightforward to prove:

PROPOSITION 2.4.
(i) For every n > 0, F'm,, is the universe of a subalgebra Fm, of Fm.
(i) If Fmg # @, then Fmy is the universe of a subalgebra Fmyg of Fm.
) If Fmy,,Fm, are non-empty and m < n, then Fm,, C Fm,,.
(iv) If Fm, # @, then Fm, = SgF™ (z1,..., ).
(v) If Fm,, # &, then Fm,, is absolutely free over {x1,...,2,}.

(i

Since our notation will always avoid any ambiguity, given a trace tr and a
function f : A — B, we also denote by f the function f : tr- Seq(A) — tr- Seq( )

defined by f (@ > by) := f(@,) > f(by) for every sequent @, &> b, € Seq(A )

DEFINITION 2.5. Let A be an algebra, @ a sequence of variables and a € Aa
sequence of elements of A of the same length as #. For every sequent s(i) € Seq,
say § = ¢1(1), . .. ,gpm(q) > 1 (@), . .., ¥, (1), the interpretation of s (with respect
to A and @), written as §4(@), is the sequent (@), . . ., 02(a@) > YA (@), . . ., v2(a@).

For any B(#) C Seq, we define PBA(a) := {vA(a) : v(u0) € L.

As usual, we drop the superindex A when A = Fm. And when a is fi-
nite, say @ = (aj, ..., a,) for some n € w, we frequently write s4(ay, ..., a,) and
BA(ay,...,a,) for s4(@) and P4(a), respectively.

We shall often interpret sequents with respect to sequents, in the following
sense: if §(U,1n) € Seq is a sequent, A an algebra and a € (m,n)-Seq(A), say
0 =0a1,.. 0 > i, - - Gmon, then we define 54(a) := 54(ay, ..., dmin).

1Ct. page [2| for the meaning of f(@,,).
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As an immediate consequence of Proposition [1.17], we have:

PROPOSITION 2.6. Let A be an algebra, h, ' € Hom(Fm, A) and @ a sequence
of variables. If h(i) = h'(@), then h(s) = h'(s) for any s(u) € Seq.

When we have a sequent uy, ..., Uyn > Umat, .-, Unmin Such that u; € Var for
i =1,...,m +n and we want to define a homomorphism h € Hom(Fm, A),
for an algebra A, we often write A(uy, ..., Up D> Upni1, .-« Unin) = @, Where a €
(m,n)-Seq(A),say @ = a1, ...,0m > Apnii, - - ., Qpan, as an abbreviation of A(uy) =
aty .o M(Umn) 7= Qmn-

Having to always write a sequent separating the elements of the two sequences
that constitute it would hinder or obscure many of the proofs to come. For exam-
ple, in order to prove certain results we shall eventually need to transform a sequent
A1y ey Oy D> A1y - - -y Gty iNtO another sequent by, ..., by > byat, - - o, by Step-
by-step, i.e., considering all the intermediate sequents

b1,y bi Gty ey Qo D Qi 1y - -+ Gty (2.1)

and
bi, .. by > bty o b, Gttty - s Qimn, (2.2)
for i = 0,...,m and 7 = 0,...,n. The presence of the symbol ‘>’ makes it

impossible to write a single general form for such intermediate sequents. Hence,
it is convenient to define a more homogeneous notation, one in which the two
sequences that make up a sequent are not separated from each other.

Given any m,n € w, any algebra A and any elements ai,...,a; € A, with
t > m + n, we define

(A1, .oy Q) = A1y ooy Uy D> Qi1 - - -, (2.3)
N g N >

Vv vV
m elements n elements

that is, (aq, ..., at)m.n is the (m, n)-sequent (the subindex always indicates the type
of the sequent) constituted by the first m and the last n elements of a4, . .., a;. For
instance, we have:

(a1, as, as, aq, as, ag, a7>2,3 = a1, a2 > as, ag, ay.

Note that we can now refer to all the intermediate sequents of (2.1) and (2.2) with
just one expression, namely:

<b17 s 7bi7 Aig1y - 7am+n>m,n
fort=0,...,m+n.
The reason why in (2.3) we allow ¢ to be strictly greater than m + n and
decide to take the elements of aq, ..., a; both from the left and from the right is to

accommodate cases where we need to specify a general form for a sequent with some
distinguished elements that must always appear on the same side of the symbol ‘>’
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An example will make this clear: let m,n € w, n > 0 for simplicity, and suppose
that we need to consider the following (m, n)-sequents, where [ := max{m — 1,0}:

C,ay,...,a; > by, ..., 0,

a1,C,Qo,...,a; > by, ..., by,
(2.4)

a1y ...,Q1-1,Ca; > by, ... by

Q1y...,a;,¢>by, ..., 0,

In this situation the notation that uses the symbol ‘>’ would not be convenient,
since we cannot write (2.4) as

Alyeeey @i 1,C Q45 ap>by, ... by (25)

because, if m = 0, then (2.5) simplifies to ¢ > by, ...,b,, which is not an (m,n)-
sequent. Hence, our new notation must be capable of handling cases in which we
intend to denote an (m, n)-sequent using more than (m-n)-many elements. More-
over, in (2.4) we want ¢ to always occur among the a;’s, that is, on the left of the
symbol ", so we want an expression like (¢, by, ..., b,)o,, to denote @ > by, ..., by,
and not @ > ¢, by,...,b,_1. Thus, the n elements b,...,b, must be taken from
the right of the sequence ay,...,a;_1,¢,a;,...,a;,b1,...,b, (an analogous example
shows that the m elements ay,...,a;_1,¢,a;,...,a must be taken from the left).
Using our new notation, (2.4) can be compactly written as

<a1a"'7ai—1acaai7'"7al7b17"-abn>m,na Z:]-?"'7ma

which always denotes an (m, n)-sequent with ¢ on the left of ‘>’

2.2. Substitutions
DEFINITION 2.7. A substitution is any map o € End(Fm).

As an immediate consequence of Proposition [1.12] we have:

PROPOSITION 2.8. Let 0,0’ € End(Fm) be two substitutions. If o(u) = o’(u)
for every variable u, then o = o’.

If o is a substitution and ¢(@) a formula, by Proposition we know that if
a variable occurs in o (), then that variable occurs in o(u) for some u € @. This
yields:

PROPOSITION 2.9. Let ¢ € End(Fm) be a substitution. If o(Var) C V' for
some V' C Var, then all the variables occurring in o(p) are in' V', for every p € Fm.

As a first use of substitutions, let us generalize Theorem to sequents:
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PROPOSITION 2.10. Let A be an algebra generated by some B C A such that
|B| < |Var|. Then, for every a € Seq(A) there is somen € w and some §(Z,,) € Seq
such that a = s4(b,) for some by, ..., b, € B.

PROOF. Since |Var| = |Var,|, pick any injective function f : B — Var,.

Let (m,n) :=tp(a), so that we may write @ = a1, ..., 0 > ity - - - Ay fOT
some aq,...,Gni, € A. By Theorem for each i = 1,...,m + n there is a
formula ¢;(u;1, ..., u;y,), l; € w, such that a; = pA(b; 1, ..., b;y,) for some elements

bi71, R 7bi,li €B. Let U := {U171, c ,um+n7lm+n}.
If U = @, then we can simply take

S5I=P1 5 Pm P Oty Pmgn,
so assume U # &. Note that this implies B # &, so fix any b € B.
Let 0 € End(F'm) be such that o(u;;) = f(b;;) for every u;; € U. Let
n:=max{m € w: (Ju e U)o(u) =z,}.

For any 1 <7 <m+mn, let ¢; := o(p;). By Proposition and the definition
of n, we have ; = ¢;(%,) for each i = 1,...,m +n. Let h € Hom(Fm, A) be
such that

h(zy) = b;; if zx = f(b;;) for some b; ;
" otherwise

for all & = 1,...,n. Since f is injective, h is well defined. Let by := h(xy),
k' =1,...,n, and let ' € Hom(F'm, A) be such that h'(u;;) := b;; for every
1=1,...,m+nandevery j =1,...,1.

Since f(b;;) € @, by the definition of n, for all k = 1,...,n we have:
h(o(ui;)) = h(f(bi;)) = biy = h'(uiy).
So, by Proposition 2.6], for every i = 1,...,m + n we get:
U (bn) = h(hi) = h(o(p:)) = B (g:) = o (bia, ., bis,) = as.
Therefore, we can take s := t1,..., U > Vi1, - Uman- [ |

COROLLARY 2.11. Let A be an algebra generated by some by,...,b,, € A,
with m € w. Then, for every a € Seq(A) there is some s(Z,,) € Seq such that

a=54(b,).

PRrROOF. Let B := {by,...,b,}. By Proposition [2.10] there is some n € w and
some t(Z,) € Seq such that a = tA(¥},...,b,) for some b,,...,V, € B. For every
i=1,...,n,let g(i) € {1,...,m} be such that b = by(;.

Pick a substitution o € End(Fm) such that o(x;) := x4, foralli=1,... n.
Let s := o(t). Note that, by Proposition [1.21] s = s(Z,,,).
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Let h,h' € Hom(F'm, A) be such that h'(x;) := b, for all i = 1,...,n and
h(zj) :=b; forall j =1,...,m. For every i = 1,...,n, we have
h(o(x:)) = M(zg) = boi) = b; = M (w3),
and thus, by Proposition [2.6 we get
54 (by) = h(s) = h(co(x)) = ' (t) =AW, ..., V) =a. |

The following corollary of Theorem [1.22] analogous to Corollary 2.11] will be
needed in Chapter

COROLLARY 2.12. Let A be an algebra generated by some by, ..., b, € A, with
m € w. Then, for every a € A there is a p(&,,) € Fm such that a = 2 (by,).

INDICATION FOR THE PROOF. Consider the sequent @ > a € Seq(A) and use

Corollary [2.11}] |

2.3. Gentzen relations

DEFINITION 2.13. An L-Gentzen relation with trace tr is a pair G = (L, Fg),
where L is an algebraic language and g is a consequence relation on tr-Seq satis-
fying the so-called structurality condition, i.e., a relation Fg C P(tr-Seq) x tr-Seq
such that, writing P8 g s in place of (B, s) € kg, for all PUP' U {s} C tr-Seq we
have:

(i) If s € B, then P g 5. (Identity)
(i) If P g v for all v € P’ and P’ ¢ 5, then P g 5. (Cut)
(iii) If B tg s, then o(P) kg o(s) for every o € End(Fm). (Structurality)

The following condition follows immediately from (i) and (ii):
(iv) If P Fg s and P C P, then P’ g 5. (Monotonicity)
The trace of G is denoted by tr(G).

REMARK 2.14. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is finitary iff for every
PU{s} C tr-Seq such that P g s there is some finite Py C P satisfying Py ¢ s.

Since we shall only work with the (arbitrary) algebraic language £ that we
have already fixed, we abbreviate ‘L-Gentzen relation’ to ‘Gentzen relation’.

Given B,B" C tr-Seq, we write B Fg P’ to mean that P kg s holds for
all s € P’. And when B = {s,...,5,}, we write s1,...,8, Fg t instead of
{s1,...,8,} g t. Finally, by B ¢ P’ we mean that both B ¢ B’ and P’ ¢ P
are the case.
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If G = (L£,g) is a Gentzen relation, the closure operator associated with Fg is
denoted by Cng, and the corresponding closure system by Th(G). The elements
of Th(G) are called G-theories, and Cng () is the G-theory generated by B, for
every P C tr(G)-Segq.

The following lemma will be needed in Chapter [3}

LEMMA 2.15. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, A an algebra, U :=
(u; = 1 € I) a sequence of variables such that |Var| = |Var \ {u; : i € I}| and
a = (a; : i € I) a sequence of elements of A of the same length as u. Then,
for all P U {s} C tr-Seq such that B ¢ s and all h € Hom(F'm, A), there are
P U{s'} Ctr-Seq and ' € Hom(F'm, A) such that:

(i) B ke s

(i) A/(P') = h(B).

(iif) 7'(s") = h(s).
) h'(u;) = a; forallie I.
(v) u; does not occur in B’ U {s'} for any i€ I.

(iv

PROOF. Pick any bijection o : Var — Var \ {u; : i € I}, and extend it to a
substitution ¢ € End(F'm). Let P’ := o(*PB) and s’ := o(s). Note that (i) holds
by structurality, and (v) by Proposition [2.9]

Define i’ € Hom(F'm, A) by setting h'(u;) := a; for all ¢ € I and h'(v) =
h(o=1(v)) for every variable v not in . Clearly, (iv) holds. If w is a variable that
occurs in s, we have:

W (o(w)) = h(o™ (o(w))) = h(w),

so (iii) holds by Proposition [2.6l The same reasoning shows that #'(c(p)) = h(p)
for every p € B, so (ii) also holds. [

Gentzen relations, under the name of ‘Gentzen systems’, are ubiquitous in proof
theory, where they have proved to be useful in the study of formal properties of
mathematical proofs (cf. [32 Chs. 3-4]). We now define two kinds of Gentzen
relations of particular importance in abstract algebraic logic.

2.3.1. Sentential logics. Abstract algebraic logic has mainly been concerned
with structural consequence relations between sets of formulas and formulas, i.e.,
with the study of the so-called sentential logics. If we adopt the (rather natu-
ral) convention of identifying each (0, 1)-sequent @ > a with the element a, then
Gentzen relations are a generalization of sentential logics:

DEFINITION 2.16. A sentential logic is a Gentzen relation with trace {(0,1)}.
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Two prominent examples of sentential logics are, of course, classical proposi-
tional logic and intuitionistic propositional logic.

2.3.2. Blok and Pigozzi’s k-dimensional deductive systems. In [6],
Blok and Pigozzi introduced the notion of a k-dimensional deductive system (or
k-deductive system for short), where k > 0, motivated ‘by a desire to find a general
framework in which both deductive systems [sentential logics| [...] and equational
logic [cf. Section can be treated in a uniform way’ (J6, p. 26]).

Intuitively, k-deductive systems are ‘sentential logics’ in which every formula
is actually a sequence of k-many formulas, i.e., they are essentially consequence
relations on F'm”. Hence, they can easily be seen as Gentzen relations:

DEFINITION 2.17. Let £ > 0. A k-dimensional deductive system, or k-deductive
system for short, is a Gentzen relation with trace {(0, k)}.

Of course, every sentential logic is a 1-dimensional deductive system, as in [6].

2.4. Congruences and compatibility

Given an algebra A, a trace tr C w X w and a congruence § € Co(A), the nat-
ural projection my : A — A/ induces a (surjective) function my : tr-Seq(A) —
tr-Seq(A/0) given by

To(a1y ..y @y > by, by) = ma(ay), ..., mg(am) > ma(b1), ..., me(by)

for every (m,n) € tr and every @, > b, € tr-Seq(A). As stated in Subsectionm
when the context avoids ambiguity we write just 7 in place of 7.

Following Raftery [27, p. 929], for all a € tr-Seq(A) we usually write a/6 for
mp(a). Also, for every F'U {a} C tr-Seq(A) we define

F/§ :=m(F)={b/0:beF}

and
[a]g := {b € tr-Seq(A) : a/0 = b/0}.
Note that b € [a]y implies tp(b) = tp(a).

In the context of sentential logics, i.e., when tr = {(0,1)}, we have a = @ > a
for some a € A, and thus, provided that we identify each sequent & > b € tr-Seq(A)
with the element b € A, we obtain [a]p = 7(a) = a/6. In general, however, [a]y and
a/6 are fundamentally different objects (the latter being a sequent while the former
a set of sequents), and both are needed to generalize some well-known important
facts concerning the compatibility of congruences (e.g., Proposition below).

REMARK 2.18. Let A be an algebra, a,b € Seq(A) and 6,0, € Co(A). If
a/91 = 5/91 and (91 - 92, then Cl/eg = 5/92
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DEFINITION 2.19. A congruence # of an algebra A is said to be compatible
with a set of sequents F C Seq(A) if 7~ (7 (F))

PROPOSITION 2.20. Let A be an algebra, F' C Seq(A) and 6 € Co(A).

following conditions are equivalent:

(i) 0 is compatible with F.
(ii) F =7 Y=(F)).

(iii) F =

|lal

acF

C F.

(iv) For every a,b € Seq(A), ifa € F and a/0 =b/0, then b € F.
(v) For every a € Seq(A), a € F iff a/0 € F/0.

PROOF.

(if) = (i)

(iii) = (iv) Since b/f = a/0, we have b € [a], so b € [J,cp[a]s

(iv) =

there is some b € F such that a/f0 =b/6, so a € F' by (iv).

(v)= () aen

—
—
—
—

(i) = (ii) Clear, as F C 1 (n(F)).

b/0 € w(F)

(3ae€ F)b/0 =a/b
(Jae F)b € [a]y
be | Jlals

(111)

F.

The

(v): If a € F, then clearly a/6 € F/0. Conversely, if a/0 € F/0, then

Ha(F)) <= a/f e n(F) < a/f e F/o <%

ac F.

With respect to sets of sequents, homomorphisms behave as expected, in the
sense that we have:

PROPOSITION 2.21. Let A and B be algebras, h € Hom(A, B), F C Seq(A)

and G C Seq(B). Then:
C h‘l(h(F)).

(i) F
(i) F
(iii) (

)

“Yh(F)) iff ker h is compatible with F.

())CG

(iv) If h is surjective, then h(h~

PROOF.

1(G)) = G.
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(i) Clear, as h(F') C h(F).

(ii) Assume F = h™'(h(F)). Let a,b € Seq(A) be such that a € F and
a/kerh = b/kerh. Then, h(b) = h(a) € h(F), so b € h"}(h(F)) C F.
By Proposition [2.20(iv), ker & is compatible with F.

Conversely, assume ker h is compatible with F'. By (i), it suffices to show
that h='(h(F)) C F,solet a € h™'(h(F)). Then, h(a) € h(F), so there is
some b € F such that h(a) = h(b), whence a/kerh = b/kerh, so a € F'
by Proposition [2.20((iv).

(iii) If b € h(h™'(Q)), there is some a € h™!(G) such that h(a) = b, so b € G.

(iv) By (iii), it suffices to show that G C h(h™(G)), so let b € G. Since h is
surjective, there is some a € A such that h(a) = b. Then, a € h™1(G), so
b e h(h Q). |

LEMMA 2.22. Let A and B be algebras and h € Hom(A, B). Then, ker h is
compatible with h='(X) for every X C Seq(B).

PROOF. Let s,t € Seq(B) be such that s € h~'(X) and s/ kerh = t/ker h.
Then, h(t) = h(s) € X, so vt € h™}(X), whence ker & is compatible with A~ (X)
by Proposition [2.20{iv). O

The following definition, inspired by [27], p. 929], will simplify many statements
to come:

DEFINITION 2.23. Let tr be a trace and A an algebra. For any n € w, an n-ary
tr-valued polynomial function of A is a function p : A™ — tr-Seq(A) for which there
is some sequent s(i,, ¥,,) € tr-Seq, where m € w and ,, ¥, are pairwise different

variables, and some elements [;m € /_f, such that

pla, ... an) = 5@y, by)

for all @, € A". When tr is a singleton, say tr = {(m, n)}, we abbreviate ‘{(m,n) }-
valued’ to ‘(m,n)-valued’.

PROPOSITION 2.24. Let A be an algebra, tr a trace and n € w. There is at
least one n-ary tr-valued polynomial function of A.
PROOF. Since traces are non-empty, fix any (r, s) € tr. Define the sequent:

r=2,...,2, > Trg1,...,Tpys-

If r+s < n, then r = ¢(Z,), so the function p : A" — tr-Seq(A) given by
p(@,) == A(a,) for all @, € A" is an n-ary tr-valued polynomial function of A.
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Now suppose that r + s > n. Let m :=r + s —n and pick any l;m € A™. The
function p : A" — tr-Seq(A) defined by setting p(a@,) := t2(@y, b,,) for all @, € A"
is an n-ary tr-valued polynomial function of A. [ |

The following is a well-known fact that can be easily proved by induction on
the complexity of the formulas:

PROPOSITION 2.25. Let A be an algebra, § € Co(A) anda,b € A. If{a,b) € 0,
then {(uA(a, @), p2(b,G)) € 0 for every formula p(u,v;) and all elements ¢ € A,

where | € w and u,v; are pairwise different variables.

COROLLARY 2.26. Let A be an algebra, 8 € Co(A) and a,b € A. If (a,b) € 0,
then p(a)/0 = p(b)/0 for every unary tr-valued polynomial function of A.

PROOF. Let s(u, ;) € Seq, | € w, d € A and u, v; pairwise different variables

be such that p(c) = s4(c, d?) for all ¢ € A. Then, apply Proposition m to every
formula in s. [ |

Our goal now is to prove that, for any algebra A and any F' C Seq(A), the
largest (with respect to set inclusion) congruence of A compatible with F' always
exists. Even though we could argue algebraically, generalizing [14, Thm. 4.20] to
show that the congruences of A compatible with F' form a complete sublattice of
the lattice Co(A), we take the more direct path of Raftery’s [27], p. 929].

We need the following result, which appears without proof as [27, Lem. 11.6]:

THEOREM 2.27. Lettr be a trace, A an algebra, F' C tr-Seq(A) a set of sequents
of A and 6 € Co(A) a congruence of A. The following are equivalent:
(i) 0 is compatible with F.

(i) If (a,b) € 0, then p(a) € F iff p(b) € F for every unary tr-valued polyno-
mial function p of A.

PRrROOF. (i) = (ii) By Corollary p(a)/0 = p(b)/0, so (ii) follows from (i)
and Proposition [2.20{iv).

(ii)) = (i) Let a,b € tr-Seq(A) be such that a/0 = b/ and a € F'. By Proposi-
tion [2.20[(iv), we need to prove that b € F.

Let (m,n) := tp(a) = tp(b), so that we may write a = (ai, ..., Gmin)mn and
b= (b1,...,bmin)mn for some elements ay, ..., @pmin, b1, ..., bpin € A. For every
i=1,...,m+n, define the function p; : A — tr-Seq(A) by setting

pz(c) = <b17 R bi—la CyQjq1y- .- 7am+n>m,n
for all ¢ € A. Clearly, each p; is a unary tr-valued polynomial function of A. Note
that p;(b;) = pir1(a;q1) for every 1 < ¢ < m + n. Thus, since (a;, b;) € 6 for all
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1=1,...,m+ n, we have:
(ii)
pl(@l) cF <— pl(bl) cF «— pg(ag) e F

JON pa(by) € F <= ps(az) € F

(i)

We know p;(a;) = a € F, so we obtain p,, 1 (bpin) =b € F. [ ]

COROLLARY 2.28. Given a trace tr, an algebra A and F C tr-Seq(A), let
QA(F) be the set of all pairs (a,b) € A x A such that:

pla) € F < p(b) € F for every unary tr-valued polynomial function p of A.
Then, QA(F) is the largest congruence of A compatible with F.

PROOF. By Theorem [2.27], every congruence of A compatible with F' is in-
cluded in QA (F), so all we need to check is that Q4 (F) is a congruence of A.

Clearly, QA(F) is an equivalence relation. Let f € £ be an m-ary function
symbol, m > 0, and let ay,...,am,by,...,b, € A be such that {a;,b;) € QA(F)
fori =1,...,m. Let p be a unary tr-valued polynomial function of A and define,
for every 1 <i < m, a function ¢; : A — tr-Seq(A) by setting, for all ¢ € A:

qgi(c) = p(fA(bb coobis, 6 A, G)).

Note that every ¢; is a unary tr-valued polynomial function of A, because if s(u, ¥;)
and d; € A, for some [ € w and some pairwise different variables u, vj, are such
that p(c) = s4(c,d;) for every ¢ € A, then

—

%(C) = tA(C, bi,...,bi—1, a4, .. 7amadn)7

where t(w;, wy, ..., Wi—1, Wit1, ..., Wy, 0;) := §(fw; ... wn,7;), with the variables
W,, chosen to be pairwise different from w, .

Also, note that ¢;(b;) = ¢;41(a;11) for all 1 <i < m.
Therefore, since {a;, b;) € QA(F) fori=1,...,m, we get:

@(a) EF <= q(b) € F < qlax) € F
<~ QQ(b2> cF «— Q3(CL3) cF

<~ qu(by) € F.
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Hencea Q1(a’1) = p(fA<a17 s 7am)) belongs to F'iff qm(bm) = p(fA(b17 st 7bm)) be-
longs to F. As p was arbitrary, we get (fA(a,...,am), fA(b1,...,bn)) € QA(F).
Thus, Q4(F) is a congruence. |

DEFINITION 2.29. Let A be an algebra. The Leibniz operator (on A) is the
function 24 : P(Seq(A)) — Co(A) that maps each F' C Seq(A) to the largest con-
gruence of A compatible with F', which exists by Corollary 2.28] The congruence
QA (F) is called the Leibniz congruence of F.

As usual, when A = F'm we write just € in place of Q™.

The Leibniz operator has been extensively studied for sentential logics, and
it has led to the classification of a large amount of them in the so-called Leibniz
hierarchy (cf. [14, Ch. 6]). According to [15] §3.1] and [14 §4.2], the notion of the
Leibniz congruence was first introduced by Los in [21] for the algebra of formulas,
and in general by Wéjcicki in [33]. It was named after Leibniz by Blok and Pigozzi
in their monograph [4], arguing that Q4 (F) is the first-order analogue of Leibniz’s
(second-order) principle of the identity of indiscernibles (cf. [4], §1.4]).

Combining Theorem and Corollary [2.28] we obtain:

PROPOSITION 2.30. Let A be an algebra, 6 € Co(A) and F C Seq(A). Then,
0 is compatible with F iff 6 C QA(F).

In Section [2.7] we shall make use of the following generalization of Theorem [2.27]
to provide a syntactic characterization of protoalgebraic Gentzen relations:

LEMMA 2.31. Let tr be a trace, A an algebra, § € Co(A) a congruence and
F C tr-Seq(A). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) @ is compatible with F.

(ii) For every n € w and every n-ary tr-valued polynomial function p of A,
we have .
p(d,) € FF < p(b,) € F

for every @,, b, € A such that (ay,b1),...,{a,,b,) €86.

PROOF. (i) = (ii) For every 1 <i <mn, define the map p; : A — tr-Seq(A) as:

pz(C) = p(bh s 7bi—17c7 A1y .- 7an)

for all ¢ € A. Clearly, each p; is a unary tr-valued polynomial function of A and
pi(b;) = piy1(airq1) for all 1 <i < n. By Theorem we have:

pl(al) el <— pl(bl) el «— pg(&g) eF
< pa(b) € F < p3(az) € F
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= pu(by) € F
Thus, p1(a1) = p(@,) belongs to F iff p,(b,) = p(l;n) belongs to F.
(ii) = (i) By Theorem [2.27 |

2.5. Filters

DEFINITION 2.32. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, and let A be an
algebra. A set F' C tr-Seq(A) is said to be a G-filter of A if, for all PU{s} C tr-Seq
such that P k¢ s and all h € Hom(F'm, A) such that h() C F, we have h(s) € F.

For every algebra A, the set of all G-filters of A is denoted by Fig(A). It
is clear that tr-Seq(A) € Fig(A), and it is easy to see that the intersection of
a non-empty family of G-filters of A is also a G-filter of A. Hence, Fig(A) is
a closure system on tr-Seq(A), whose associated closure operator is denoted by
Fg&. By Theorem , (Fig(A),C) is a complete lattice, whose meet and join
operations are denoted by A and V4, respectively (as usual, when A = Fm we
drop the superindices).

In the case of finitary Gentzen relations, the filters of an algebra form an
algebraic lattice whose compact elements are exactly the finitely generated ones:

PROPOSITION 2.33. Let G be a finitary Gentzen relation and A an algebra.
Then, (Fig(A), <) is an algebraic lattice and F € Fig(A) is compact iff F is
finitely generated.

PROOF. By Proposition [1.90] Proposition and Proposition [1.8ii), it suf-
fices to show that Fig(A) is inductive. So let {F; : i € I} C Fig(A) be a

non-empty upwards directed family, and let F' := J,.; ;. We need to prove that
Fe ]:ZG(A)

Let P U {s} C tr(G)-Seq and h € Hom(Fm, A) be such that P F¢ s and
h(P) C F. Since G is finitary, there is a finite Py C P such that Py g 5. Pick
a finite J C I for which h(Po) C U,c; Fj. Given that {F; : i € I} is upwards
directed, there is some k € I such that Ujej F; C Fj, and therefore h(s) € Fj, C F
because I}, is a G-filter of A. [ |

The G-filters of the formula algebra are simply the G-theories:

PROPOSITION 2.34. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. Then, for every
B C tr-Seq we have Fgg(P) = Cng(P), and thus Fig(Fm) = Th(G).

PROOF. We prove that Cng(*P) is the least G-filter of F'm containing .

Clearly, 8 C Cng(B).
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Let G U {s} C tr-Seq and h € End(Fm) be such that & F¢g s and h(S) C
Cng(*B). Note that h is a substitution, so h(&) kg h(s) by structurality, and thus
h(s) € Cng(*P) by cut. Hence, Cng(P) € Fig(Fm).

Let G € Fig(Fm) be such that B C G. If v € Cng(*P), i.e., if P ¢ ¢, then
t € GG because the identity function on F'm is a homomorphism. |

COROLLARY 2.35. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, and let n € w be
such that Fm, # @, so that Fm, is the universe of a subalgebra Fm, of Fm.
Then, for every B C tr-Seq,, we have:

Fg& ™ (B) = Fgg(B) N tr-Seq,,.

PROOF. Let F':= Fgg(P) N tr-Seq,,. We prove that F' is the least G-filter of
F'm,, containing 3.

By Proposition F = Cng(P) N tr-Seq,,, and thus P C F.

Let & Us C tr-Seq and h € Hom(Fm,Fm,) be such that & g s and
h(&) C F. Then, h(&) C Fgg(B), so h(s) € Fgg(*P), and thus h(s) € F. Hence,
F e Fig(Fm,).

Let G € Fig(Fm,) be such that g C G. If v € F, then v € tr-Seq,, and
B k¢ t by Proposition [2.34 Let h € Hom(Fm, Fm,) be such that h(Z,) := &,
and h(u) is any element of F'm,. Then, h(P) =P C G, so t = h(r) € G because
G is a G-filter of F'm,,. [ |

As regards the behaviour of homomorphisms with respect to filters, we have
the following important result:

PROPOSITION 2.36. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. Let A, B be
any algebras, h € Hom(A, B), F' € Fig(A) and G € Fig(B). Then:

(i) h}(G) € Fig(A).
(i) If h is surjective and ker h is compatible with F, then h(F') € Fig(B).

PROOF.

(i) Assume P F¢ s holds for some PU{s} C tr-Seq, and let ¢ € Hom(F'm, A)
be such that g(R®) € h~*(G). Then, h(g(P)) C G, so, since ho g is a
homomorphism and G € Fig(B), we obtain h(g(s)) € G, whence g(s) €
h~Y(@). Thus, h}(G) is a G-filter of A.

(ii) Assume B Fg s for some P U {s} C tr-Seq, and let ¢ € Hom(Fm, B)
be such that g(B) € h(F). Then, h=(g(B)) € h ' (h(F)) = F by
Proposition [2.21ii). By Lemmal[l.23] there is an f € Hom(Fm, A) such
that g = ho f. Thus, f(B) C h=H(R(f(R))) = h(g(*B)) C F, whence
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f(s) € F because F € Fig(A). Hence, g(s) = h(f(s)) € h(F), so h(F) is
a G-filter of B. n

The ‘quotients’ of the filters of an algebra are filters of the quotient algebra, in
the following sense:

PROPOSITION 2.37. Let G be a Gentzen relation, A an algebra, F' € Fig(A)
and 6 € Co(A) compatible with F. Then, F/0 € Fig(A/0).

PROOF. Let PU{s} C tr(G)-Seq be such that P kg s and fix a homomorphism
h € Hom(F'm, A/0) satistying h(B) C F/0. We need to prove that h(s) € F'/0.

By Lemma [1.23] there is some g € Hom(F'm, A) such that h = 7y o g, so
m9(g(B)) C F/0 = mo(F). Thus, g(P) C 7, ' (my(F)) = F, where the last equality
is given by Proposition [2.21f(ii) because ker g = 6. Since F € Fig(A), we obtain
g(s) € F, whence h(s) = my(g(s)) C mp(F) = F/0. |

2.6. Matrices

DEFINITION 2.38. An L-matriz is a pair (A, F'), where A is an algebra and
F C Seq(A). The set F is called the set of designated elements. (A, F') is said to
be finite if A is finite, and finitely generated if A is finitely generated.

When F' C (0,1)-Seq(A), we say that (A, F') is a sentential matriz.

REMARK 2.39. Since we identify each (0, 1)-sequent & > a with the element a,
sentential matrices are just the matrices usually considered in abstract algebraic
logic (i.e., when working with sentential logics).

DEFINITION 2.40. Let (A, F) be an L-matrix. A submatriz of (A, F) is an
L-matrix (B,Seq(B) N F), where B is a subalgebra of A.

We shall seldom work with arbitrary £-matrices. Instead, we shall consider
matrices that serve as ‘models’ for a given Gentzen relation, in the following sense:

DEFINITION 2.41. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. A G-matriz, or
a (matriz) model of G, is an L-matrix (A, F') such that F' C tr-Seq(A) and, for
every P U {s} C tr-Seq and every h € Hom(Fm, A), if P kg s and h(P) C F,
then h(s) € F.

Combining Definition and Definition [2.41] we get:

PROPOSITION 2.42. Let G be a Gentzen relation. An L-matriz (A, F) is a
G-matriz iff F € Fig(A).
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When working with a G-matrix (A, F'), where G is a given Gentzen relation,
we will sometimes be interested in the G-filters of A that include the G-filter F,
which we denote by Fig(A)F. Tt is straightforward to check that Fig(A)" is a
sublattice of Fig(A).

PROPOSITION 2.43. Let G be a Gentzen relation. The class of all matriz models
of G is closed under taking submatrices.

PROOF. Let tr := tr(G) and let (A, F) be a G-matrix.

Let (B,Seq(B) N F) be a submatrix of (A, F), P U {s} C tr-Seq such that
B g s, and h € Hom(F'm, B) such that h(3) C Seq(B)NF. Let j € Hom(B, A)
be the inclusion map, so that j o h € Hom(Fm, A) and (j o h)(*P) C F. Since F
is a G-filter, h(s) = (j o h)(s) € F, so h(s) € Seq(B) N F. Thus, (B,Seq(B) N F)
is a G-matrix. [

DEFINITION 2.44. Let G be a Gentzen relation and (A, F) a G-matrix. A
contraction of (A, F) is a G-matrix (A, G) such that G D F.

2.6.1. Homomorphisms of matrices.

DEFINITION 2.45. Let (A, F) and (B,G) be L-matrices. A (matriz) homo-
morphism from (A, F') to (B,G) is a homomorphism h € Hom(A, B) satisfying
h(F) C G. We write h: (A, F) — (B, G) to denote that h is a matrix homomor-
phism from (A, F) to (B, G).

If, moreover, h™'(G) C F, we say that h is strict.

REMARK 2.46. If h: (A, F) — (B, G) is strict, then F = h™1(G).

2.6.2. Gentzen relations defined by matrices. If M is a class of £-matrices,
then it is straightforward to check that

PrFur < forall (A, F) €M and all h € Hom(Fm, A),
h(P) C F implies h(r) € F
defines a Gentzen relation Gy := (£, Fu) with trace w x w. We call it the Gentzen

relation defined by M. When M is a singleton, say M = { M}, we write G and
Fam for Gy and by, respectively, and call Gy the Gentzen relation defined by M.

REMARK 2.47. An L-matrix M is a model of a Gentzen relation G iff Fg C F 4.

2.6.3. Direct products of matrices. Let M := {(A;, F;) : i € I} be a
non-empty family of L-matrices. In the context of sentential logics, the direct
product of M is defined to be the L-matrix (A, F) := ([[,c; Ai, [ Lic; F5), but this
definition makes no sense when working with sequents because [[,.; F; Z Seq(A).
Nevertheless, we can generalize the notion of direct product of matrices to sequents.
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Let A :=T],.; As, and let tr := | J,, tp(F;) be the collection of all the types of
the sequents in | J,_; F;. For every (m,n) € tr, define

ier t'i
Fm,n = H(E N <m7 n>_seq(Al))
iel
If a € Fy, 0, then a = (a; : 7 € I), where a; € F; and tp(a;) = (m,n) for each i € I,
so that we may write:

i = Qi1y -5 Gim B Qimg1y - -+ Giman
for some elements a; 1, ..., a;min € A;. Define the following sequent:
a:= <CLZ’,1 Z€I>77<a17m261> > <ai,m+1 Z€I>,,<al7m+n7,€[>

Finally, let F,,, == {a:a € F,,,} and F := Uinnyetr Fmn- Since a € (m, n)-Seq(A)
for every (m,n) € tr and every a € F,, ,,, we have F' C tr-Seq(A).

REMARK 2.48. A sequent a € Seq(A) of type (m,n) € tr is in F iff for every
i € I there is an (m,n)-sequent (@1, ..., Gimin)mn € F; and we have:

a—= <<Cl2'71 11 € [>7-";<ai,m+n NS I>>m,n

This construction, whose notation we shall use until the end of the current
subsection, leads to the following:

DEFINITION 2.49. Let M := {(A;, F}) : i € I} be a non-empty family of L-
matrices. The direct product of M, in symbols [TMor [[,.,(A;, F), is the L-matrix
(A, F), where A :=]]..; A; and F is built as before.

iel
In this situation, we write F':= A, ; F;.

REMARK 2.50. If tr C {(0, 1)} in the context of Definition|2.49] then we recover
the usual direct product of sentential matrices (provided, of course, that we identify
each (0, 1)-sequent @ > a with the element a).

Therefore, Definition is really a generalization of the direct product for
sentential matrices. Now we need to check that it preserves the property of being
a matrix model (for a given Gentzen relation), as otherwise it would be a rather
useless construction.

THEOREM 2.51. Let G be a Gentzen relation and M := {(A;,F;) i € I} a
non-empty family of G-matrices. Then, (A, F) :=[[M is also a G-matrix.

PROOF. Note that, since the matrices in M are all G-matrices, the trace ob-
tained in the construction of [[M is included in tr := tr(G).

Let PBU{s} C tr-Seq and h € Hom(F'm, A) be such that P kg s and h(P) C F.
We need to prove that h(s) € F.
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Fix any p € B, and let (m,n) := tp(p). Since h(p) € F, by Remark we
know that for every ¢ € I there is a sequent (a1, ..., Gimin)mn € F; and

h(p) = (air i €1),....(QGimin: 1 € I))mn.

Thus, (m; 0 h)(p) = (ai1,---sCGmin)mn € Fi, where m; : A — A, is the i-th
projection. As p was an arbitrary element of B, we obtain (m; o h)(B) C Fj,
whence (7o h)(s) € F; for every i € I because F; is a G-filter of A;.

Let (r,s) := tp(s). If, for every i € I, we write (m; 0 h)(8) = (Di1y-- -, birts)rs

for some elements b;1,...,b; 15 € A;, we obtain
h(ﬁ) = <<bi71 1€ [>, PN <bi,r+s 11 € I>>r,37
whence h(s) € F' by Remark |

The following lemma will be used in Subsection [3.1.2]

LEMMA 2.52. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, {(A;, F;) : i € I} a
family of G-matrices and (A, F) =[], (A, F3). For every s(u;) € tr-Seq, | € w,

and every ay,...,a; € A, we have:
s4(d@) € F <= s%(a(i)) € F; for alli € I, (2.6)

where @y (i) = (a1(i),...,a,(q)).

PROOF. Let (m,n) := tp(s), so that we may write § = (©1, ..., ©min)mn for
some formulas ¢1, ..., Ymin € Fm. For every ¢ € I, we have:
sA(@(0) = (@), ., om'sn(@(0) - (2.7)
And, as a consequence of Proposition [1.31}
sH@) = (e (@) i € 1),y (Pinen(@(D) 11 € 1)) (2.8)
By Remark [2.48] we know that s4(a;) € F iff for every i € I there are some
elements b; 1, ..., bimin € A; satistying (b;1, ..., bimin)mn € F; and such that
sA(@) = (b i € 1),y (bimin 11 € 1) )mns
whence (2.6) follows immediately using (2.7) and (2.8). |

Even though we shall only work with direct products of matrices to prove a
minor result (cf. Proposition , we have decided to introduce them in order to
present a construction that is notably more convoluted for Gentzen relations than
it is so for sentential logics.
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2.7. Protoalgebraic Gentzen relations

DEFINITION 2.53. Following Raftery’s [27), Def. 13.3], we say that a Gentzen
relation G is protoalgebraic if the Leibniz operator €2 is monotone on the lattice of
G-theories.

Protoalgebraic logics have been extensively studied since they were first in-
troduced, for finitary sentential logics, by Blok and Pigozzi in [3]. Under a very
different form, they were independently presented by Czelakowski, who named
them ‘non-pathological’, in [10] (this article is a continuation of [9], which already
contains the key elements of Czelakowski’s definition of protoalgebraicity). Both
definitions were proved to be essentially equivalent in [5], where Blok and Pigozzi
generalized the notion of being protoalgebraic to finitary k-deductive systems us-
ing a definition analogous to Definition Comprehensive introductions to the
subject of protoalgebraic logics can be found in [11, Part I} and [14], Sec. 6.2].

Many different characterizations of protoalgebraicity are currently well known.
We shall generalize some of them to arbitrary Gentzen relations, as well as proving
a new, useful version of a syntactic one and correcting [27, Thm. 13.4].

2.7.1. Blok and Pigozzi’s original definition. The original definition due
to Blok and Pigozzi can be easily adapted to our framework. To properly state it
(as a characterization, of course), we first need:

DEFINITION 2.54. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, ¥ a G-theory and
s,t € tr-Seq. We say that s and v are T-indiscernible if s/Q(T) = t/Q(T), and
that they are T-interderivable if both T, s g v and €, v g s are the case.

THEOREM 2.55. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every G-theory T and every s,t € tr-Seq, if s and v are T-indiscernible, then they
are T-interderivable.

PROOF. (=) Let ¥’ := Cng(%,s). Since T C T, we have Q(T) C Q(T') by
protoalgebraicity, so from s/2(%) = v/2(%) we obtain s/Q(T') = ¢/Q(T) by
Remark As s € ¥, compatibility yields v € T by Proposition [2.20iv), i.e.,
T,s Fg t. By symmetry, exchanging the roles of s and t shows ¥, t ¢ s.

(<) Let 1,%5 € Th(G) be such that ¥, C Ty. To prove 2(T;) C Q(Ty)
it suffices to show that €2(T;) is compatible with ¥5, so let s,t € tr-Seq be such
that s € Ty and s/Q2(%F;) = ¢t/Q(%F;). Since Cng(F1,5) C Ty and, by assumption,
T1,6 bg v, we get v € To. By Proposition 2.20(iv), ©(%;) is compatible with s.

]

2.7.2. Syntactic characterizations. We are now going to characterize pro-
toalgebraic Gentzen relations in the spirit of the initial definition given in [3] by
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Czelakowski, namely, as those for which there is a set of sequents satisfying a form
of reflexivity and modus ponens. This characterization has proven to be quite use-
ful for sentential logics, because it ‘facilitates the classification of a large number of
logics as protoalgebraic’ ([14], p. 325]). In [5, Thm. 13.2], Blok and Pigozzi gener-
alized it to finitary k-deductive systems, but their statement contained a mistake
that was independently noticed by Patasinska in [25] §3.1], by Pynko in [26] §5]
and by Elgueta and Jansana in [13]. For a detailed analysis of the mistake, the
reader is referred to the recentlyh published [24], in which Palasiriska states and
proves a corrected version (|24, Thm. 6]) of Blok and Pigozzi’s theorem.

First, we generalize [24] Thm. 6] to Gentzen relations. Then, we correct an
attempt in Raftery’s [27] of obtaining a similar result. Finally, at the end of the
subsection we present a new generalization, which we consider to be closer in spirit
to Gentzen relations.

With few changes, Palasiniska’s [24] Thm. 6] can be easily seen to hold for
Gentzen relations:

THEOREM 2.56. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every (m,n) € tr there is a set €, ,(z,y, z;) C tr-Seq, where t := max{m+n—1,0},
satisfying the following conditions:

(RBP) I_G @mﬂ(l’, x, 2;5)

(MPBP) <Zl, [ T [ /7 Zt>m,n; Qfmyn(.’lf, Yy, ,Zg) l_G <Zl7 ey i1, Y, Ry 7Zt>m,n

forallt=1,...,m+n.

Moreover, if G is finitary then all the sets &,,,, can be taken finite.

PROOF. (<) Let %;,%, € Th(G) be such that T, C F,. We need to prove
that (%) C Q(%,), so fix any («, f) € 2(%y).

Let p : Fm — tr-Seq be a unary tr-valued polynomial function of F'm, and let
[ € w, s(w,v;) € tr-Seq and ¢, ...,¢, € Fm be such that p(y) = s(, ;) for all
1 € Fm. Let (m,n) := tp(s), so that we may write

5= <X1(w> 2_fl)a cee 7Xm+n(wa 171)>m,n
for some formulas x1, ..., Xmin-

Assume p(«a) € Ty, For every i = 1,...,m + n, define o; := x;(a, ;) and
Bi == xi(8,%1). By (Rep), we have:

sz,n(@i, (07N 61, e ,51',1, (07T PPN ,Oém+n) c (El (29)

2March 2018.



42 2. ABSTRACT ALGEBRAIC LOGIC FOR GENTZEN RELATIONS

for all 1 < i < m + n. By Proposition [2.25] (a;, ;) € (%), so applying Theo-
rem to (2.9) yields:

(’fm,n(sz‘, Bia ﬂla s 75@'—17 (075 PR 7am+n) S ‘Il g SQ- (210)

Hence, if (81,...,0i—1, Qi Qit1, -« o, Qpgn)mm € To, from (2.10) and (MPgp) we
get (B, ..., Bic1, Biy Qit1s - o s QCmgn)mn € To, forall i =1,...,m +n. Since

(g, ..y Q) mm = plar) € Ta,
iterating this step (m + n)-many times we obtain p(8) = (61, ..., Bmin)mn € Fo.

This proves that p(a) € T, implies p(f5) € Ty. Since we also have (8,a) €
Q(%F1), the same argument, exchanging the a’s with the s, proves that p(3) € T,
implies p(«) € Ty. Therefore, (a, f) € Q(T3).

(=) Fix any (m,n) € tr and let ¢ := max{m +n — 1,0}.

Define a substitution o € End(F'm) as follows: if ¢ = 0, let o(u) := « for every
variable u, and otherwise let o be any substitution mapping Var\ {x,y, 21, ..., 2}
onto {z1,...,2} and such that o(2;) := 2; and o(z) := o(y) := x.

Now define another substitution ¢/ € End(Fm) by setting o'(y) := y and
o'(u) := o(u) for every variable u # y. By Proposition the variables occurring
in o'(p) are all among z,y, z; for every ¢ € F'm.

Let Ty = {5 € tr-Seq: ¥ F¢ o(s)}.
CrLAamM 2.56.1. T,,,, € Th(G).
PROOF. Let v € tr-Seq be such that ¥,,,, F¢ v. Then, o(%,,,) F¢ o(tr) by

structurality. By the definition of %,,,, we have kg 0(%,,,), so g o(r) by cut.
Thus, v € %, 5. O

CLAIM 2.56.2. (z,y) € Q(T,,,).

PROOF. Let p be a unary tr-valued polynomial function of F'm. Let s(u, ;) €
tr-Seq, [ € w, and 1, ..., € Fm be such that p(¢) = s(¢, F)) for all v € Fm.
We have

p(x) € T <= s(x,8) € Tun <=t o(s(z,d)) < tes(x,0(F))
and

pY) € T = 5(y,81) € Tn = ke o(s(y, d)) < ke sz, 0(@)),
so (x,y) € Q(Tpn)- O

Let us see that the set €, ,(z,y,2) := 0/(T,.,) satisfies (Rgp) and (MPgp).
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Fori=1,....m+mn,let S; := Cng(Trmn, (21, -+, 2i—1, T, Ziy -+, Zt)mn). SiDCE
G is protoalgebraic and %,,,, C &, the claims yield (z,y) € €2(&;). Hence, by
Theorem we get (21, ...y Zi1,Ys Zis - -+ Zt)mm € Sy, 1€

<Zl7 ey Ri—1, Xy By e ;Zt>m,na ‘zm,n I_G <Zlu s Zi=1,Y, %y e 7zt>m,n- (211>
By structurality, applying ¢’ to both sides of (2.11) yields (MPgp).
As regards (Rpp), we first need the following:

CLAIM 2.56.3. coo' =0’ oo0.

PRroOF. If t =0, then o(0'(u)) =z = o'(x) = o'(0(u)) for every u € Var.

Suppose t > 0. Since neither = nor 2; are changed by o or o', we have o(0'(u)) =
o'(o(u)) if u is among x, Z;. For the variable y, we have:

a(0'(y) =oly) = v =0'(z) = o'(a(y)).

Finally, if u is not in x,y, Z, then o’(u) = o(u) € {21, ..., 2}, so:
o(0'(u)) =o' (u) = o(u) = o(o(u)) = o'(o(u)).

In any case we have o(o’(u)) = o'(o(u)) for every u € Var, so the claim holds
by Proposition O

By the definition of ¥,,,, we have g 0(%,,,), so by structurality we get
Fe 0'(0(%m,n)), which, as we have just seen, is equivalent to g o(0'(%,,,)), e,
Fe 0(€n(z,y, 7)), and this is (Rpp).

Finally, if G is finitary, then there is some finite §,,,, C &, ,, such that (MPgp)

holds with §,,, in place of &,,,, and clearly (Rgp) holds for §,,,, as well. [ |

A variation of Theorem appears in [18, Thm. 2.17] for multi-dimensional
Gentzen relations. For Gentzen relations, Raftery adapts Patasiniska’s [23, Thm.
5.12] and presents it without proof as [27, Thm. 13.4], but his statement contains
two errors that we shall now discuss.

In what follows, concatenation of sequences is denoted by a comma, and se-
quences of length one are written without the angle brackets. For example, an
expression of the form @,b, > d, e, fdenotes the sequent a~(b)~¢ > cf“(e)“f We
adopt this convention here to facilitate the comparison of the corrected version of
Raftery’s statement with the original one.

Raftery states that a Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every (m,n) € tr thereis &, ,(x,y, z,w, 7, §,t,4) C tr-Seq, where x,y, z,w, 7, §, t, 4
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are pairwise different variables # and t have both length max{m — 1,0}, and §
and @ have both length max{n — 1,0}, such that:

(Rl*’n) l_G em,n(may>$ay77?7 §>t_:ﬁ:)
(MP;O ﬁxvgbt_;y:ﬁ? sz,n(xvyusz7f: gat_;ﬁ) I_G 77727§|> t_;waﬁ

In order for (MP},) to make sense, the types of 7, z, 5> ¢, y, @ and 7, z, 5 > £, w, i,
which are shown in Table must be in tr. The only type we assume to be in tr

CASE TYPE
m=0,n=0 (1,1)
m=0,n>0 (n,n)
m>0,n=0 (m,m)

m>0,n>0 (m+n—1,m+n—1)
TABLE 2.1. Possible types of 7,z, 5> t,y, @ and 7,2, 5> t, w, .

is (m,n), so either those two sequents are both of type (m,n) or we must assume
that, for each (m,n) € tr, the corresponding type of the ones depicted in Table
is in tr. This assumption would overcomplicate the statement of the theorem and,
besides, it is clear that Raftery does not assume it, since the only type he ever
mentions is (m,n).

Therefore, the sequents 7, z,5>t,y, @ and 7,z,5> ¢, w, @ must be of type
(m,n), which, as Table indicates, is not the case in general. This is due
to the fact that the lengths of the sequences 7, §,¢, @ have not been chosen ad-
equately: note that 75 and ¢~ have both either length max{m + n — 1,0}, if
m = 0 or n =0, or length m + n — 2 otherwise, when their lengths should always
be max{m — 1,0} and max{n — 1,0}, respectively.

But the problem would not be entirely solved even if those lengths were correct,
because Raftery’s notation forces the variables x,y (respectively, z, w) to occur in
7o, 5>ty (respectively, 7, z, §' > t,w, @), and thus makes it impossible for these
two sequents to be of type (m,n) whenever m = 0 or n = 0: for example, if m =0
and n > 0, then 7§ has length 0 and 7, z, 5> ¢, y, @ simplifies to = > ¢, y, @, which
is not of type (m,n). In order to allow for the empty sequence @ to occur at either
side of the symbol ‘>’ we must use a more flexible notation, one capable of picking
ezactly m elements from 7, z, § and ezactly n elements from ¢, y, @. Hence, we can
solve the problem if we use the notation (7, x, 5,t,y, U)m,n that we introduced in
Section [2.1] which always denotes an (m,n)-sequent.

3We use Raftery’s denotation for those variables to facilitate the comparison with his result.



2.7. PROTOALGEBRAIC GENTZEN RELATIONS 45

Having discussed the two problems with Raftery’s statement, we can use a
proof analogous to that of Theorem to obtain a corrected version of it:

THEOREM 2.57 (Correction of [27, Thm. 13.4]). A Gentzen relation G with
trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for every type (m,n) € tr there is a set of sequents
CrnlT,y, 2,w0,T, §,f,ﬁ) C tr-Seq, where z,y,z,w,7,5,t,4 are pairwise different
variables, 75 has length max{m—1,0} and t"@ has length max{n—1,0}, satisfying
the following conditions:

(RR) I_G Gm,n(xay7x’y7fv §7E:ﬁ)
(MPR) (7,2, 5,6, 9, @, Cmn (2, y, 2,w, 7, 8,1, 1) Fg (7,2, 5,1, w, @)

Moreover, if G is finitary then all the sets &,,,, can be taken finite.

The proof of Theorem [2.56] can also be easily adapted to obtain a variant of it
with a simpler set &, ,:

THEOREM 2.58. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every (m,n) € tr there is a set &, ,(x,y) C tr-Seq such that:

(Rgp) Fe €Emnlz, ).
(MP*BP) <Zl7 ceey Zi—1, Ly By e ey Zt>m,n7 Qfm,n(xv y) I_G <z17 ey Zi—1, Yy %y - - 7Zt>m,n

foralli=1,...,m+mn, wheret:=max{m+n —1,0}.

Moreover, if G is finitary then all the sets &,,,, can be taken finite.

INDICATION FOR THE PROOF. For the ‘=’ part, make ¢ map Var \ {z,y, z;}
onto {x,y} and let ¢’(u) := x for every variable u € {z,...,2}. Everything else
is just as in the proof of Theorem [2.56, with some minor, obvious changes. [

Of course, the price to pay for Theorem [2.58| is that variables that do not
occur in &, ,,, namely 21, ..., 2, will in general occur in the sequents that appear
in (MPgp) alongside €, ,,.

In the context of Theorem [2.56] it is clear that the variables x,y have a more
prominent role than the ones in z;, since the latter are just there in order to make
it possible to build (m, n)-sequents ‘around’ = and y. Following a usual convention
in logic, we say that the variables z; are the parameters of the set &,,,. A natural
question, then, is: can we get rid of the parameters? In a sense, we have already
done so in Theorem [2.58 but in reality we have just swiped them under the
carpet because they reappear in condition (MPgp). Nevertheless, we can prove a
characterization of protoalgebraicity similar to that of Theorem but in which
no parameters are needed.

For this, we need to see certain sequents as variables:
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DEFINITION 2.59. Let tr be a trace. For every (m,n) € tr, the (m,n)-Gentzen
variables are defined as follows:

® Lmn =21, Tm P> Tty - - - g
[ J Um’n = y17.. .7ym I>ym+17...,ym+n.
® dmn = 21y -y Pm > Zm+1s -5 Zmen-

Note that, for every sequent s(i,,, t,), where ,,, ¥, are pairwise different, we have
5(Im,n) = 5(fm+n)7 5(Um,n> = B(ngrn) and 5(3m,n) = 5<Em+n>'

DEFINITION 2.60. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. For all (m,n) € tr,
let 0, € End(F'm) be such that 0,0 (0mn) == tmn and o, ,(u) := u for every
variable u not in ¢,1,. The (m,n)-fundamental set is defined as follows:

S¢" =0, (Cng(2)) = {t € tr-Seq : & F¢g T (V)}.

We call 0,,,,, the (m,n)-fundamental substitution.

According to [14] p. 324], the concept of fundamental set ‘was introduced by
Blok and Pigozzi, but it was Hermann who fully exploited its crucial role in the
theory of protoalgebraic [sentential] logics’. The notion of Gentzen variables, i.e.,
sequents that play the same role played by ordinary variables in sentential logics,
already appears in [18], p. 59] under the name of ‘sequent-variables’; for k-deductive
systems, the idea is present in [6l p. 26].

The fundamental sets will help us prove our characterization of protoalgebraic-
ity. Let us see some of their properties:

PROPOSITION 2.61. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. For every type
(m,n) € tr, we have:

(i) &2" € Th(G).

(i) 2mn/2(SE™) = Y/ Q(SG™).
(iii) If G is protoalgebraic, then tpyn, S¢™ F6 Ymn-

PRroor.

(i) By Proposition and Proposition [2.36(1).

(ii) Let p be any tr-valued polynomial function of F'm, and let s(u, ¢;) € tr-Seq
and @1,...,¢ € Fm, with | € w, be such that p(¢)) = s(, F;) for all
¥ € Fm. We have

S(QZZ', 351) € Gg’n < |_G Um,n(S(QZZ’, SBZ)) < l_G S(JZZ', O—m,n(@'l))
and

s(yi, P1) € 64" = t6 omn(s(yi, §1)) < Fa 5(zi, 0mn(F)).
Hence, (z;,y;) € Q(S5™) for i =1,...,m+n, so (i) holds.
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(iii) By (ii) and Theorem [2.55] |

Finally, our version of the syntactic characterization, the proof of which gen-
eralizes the one of [14, Thm. 6.7]:

THEOREM 2.62. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every (m,n) € tr there is a set €, . (Zmin, Ymin) C tr-Seq for which the following
conditions hold:

(R) I_G Gm,n(?m,n7?m,n)-
(MP) Fm,na Qsm,n(xm,na Um,n) I_G Um,n’
Moreover, if G s finitary then all the sets €, ,, can be taken finite.

PROOF. (<) Let %1,%y € Th(G) be such that T, C Ty. In order to prove
that Q(%T;) C Q(F,) it suffices to show that €(%;) is compatible with Ts, so let
s,t € tr-Seq be such that 5/Q(T;) = v/(%1) and s € T,. By Proposition [2.20{iv),
we need to prove that v € Ts.

Let (m,n) :=tp(s) = tp(v). If (m,n) = (0,0) then s = ¢, so vt € T, and we are
done. Thus, assume (m,n) # (0,0). Let ¢ € End(F'm) be any substitution such
that o(tmn,) =5 and o(h,,,) = t. By structurality, applying ¢ to both sides of
(MP) yields

5, &, n(8,¢) kg,
so we shall get v € Ty by proving &, ,(s,t) C Ty, i.e., 0(Epn(Trmtn, Ymin)) C Fo.

To this end, let t € &, (Zmins Umin). By (R) we have bFg (@ in, Tmin),
so by structurality we get Fg 0({(Zmin, Tmin)), 1-€., Fg t(s,8). As T is a theory,
t(s,s) € T,. Given that Q(%;) is compatible with T, and that s /Q (%) = t/Q(T,),
by Lemma [2.31] we get o(t) = t(s,t) € Ty C To. Hence, €, ,(s,t) C Ts.

(=) Fix any (m,n) € tr. If (m,n) = (0,0), then t,,,, = Yy, = & > & and the
set €y := @ clearly satisfies (R) and (MP), regardless of protoalgebraicity.

Assume now that (m,n) # (0,0). Then, the variable x; occurs among &, .
Let o € End(F'm) be given by o(Z1n) := Zimin, 0(Yman) = Ymin and o(u) := x;
for all variables u not appearing among Z,,1n, Ymin. By Proposition 2.9, all the
variables occurring in o (), where ¢ is any formula, are among %, 1, Yinin. Define
the set &,,,, as follows:

Con(Tomtn, Unsn) = 0(SG™).
Let us see that &, ,, satisfies conditions (R) and (MP).
By Proposition [2.61](iii) we have
L, 667 6 Ymm, (2.12)
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whence (MP) follows by structurality, applying o to both sides of (2.12).

As regards (R), note that, by Proposition , we have 0 00y, = Oppn o0
because (0 © 0y)(1) = (0 0 0)(u) for every u € Var. This is clear for the
variables 7, ,,, as they are not changed by o or o,,,. For the variables 4, ,, we
have:

U(Um,n(ngrn)) = U(fern) = Tpyn = Um,n<37m+n) = Um,n(a(ngrn))-

And for every variable u not appearing in @, 1, Ymin:
Omn(0(w) = omn(r1) =21 = 0(u) = 0(0mn(u)).

By Definition[2.60} Fg 0,0 (S¢™), so by structurality we get Fg 0(05mn(SE™)),
which, as we have just seen, is equivalent to g 0y (0(S5")), 1.6, FG Omn(Cmn),
and this is (R).

Finally, if G is finitary, then there is some finite §y,,, C &, such that (MP)

holds with §,,, in place of &,,,, and clearly (R) holds for §,,, as well. [ |

Both Theorem [2.56] and Theorem [2.62| characterize protoalgebraic Gentzen
relations. The former employs m + n + 1 variables for each type (m,n), of which
max{m+n—1,0} are parameters. The latter uses almost twice as many (ordinary)
variables per type, 2(m + n), but no parameters, and, moreover, the variables
Tmtn, Yman actually appear as two (m,n)-Gentzen variables, since none of them
is ever treated individually, but rather as forming part of the sequent g, ,, Or 9y,
This is the reason why the modus ponens of Theorem [2.62| is much simpler than
that of Theorem (which is actually a conjunction of several modi ponentes),
hence easier to work with, and also why Theorem bears a closer resemblance
to the syntactic characterization of protoalgebraic sentential logics (cf. [14, Thm.

6.7]) than Theorem [2.56]

2.7.3. Algebraic characterizations. We now prove some characterizations
of protoalgebraicity of an algebraic flavour, including the generalization to Gentzen
relations of the so-called correspondence theorem.

The first one, concerning the behaviour of the Leibniz operator in arbitrary
algebras, is a consequence of Theorem [2.62;

THEOREM 2.63. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff for
every algebra A the Leibniz operator QA is monotone on Fig(A).

PROOF. (=) Let F,G € Fig(A) be such that ' C G. To show that QA(F) C
QA (G) it suffices to prove that QA (F) is compatible with G, so let a,b € Seq(A)
be such that a € G and a/QA4(F) = b/QA(F). Let (m,n) := tp(a) = tp(b). By
Proposition [2.20(iv), we need to prove b € G.
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If (m,n) = (0,0) then b = a € G, so assume (m,n) # (0,0). By Theorem [2.62]
there is a set €., ,,(Zin, Ymin) C tr-Seq for which (R) and (MP) hold.
Let h € Hom(F'm, A) be such that h(Z,4,) := a and h(Ynin) := b. Then,
since h(tmn) = a € G and ¢4(a,a) C F by (R), Lemma yields
M€ (Finn Jmtn)) = E4(a,b) C F C G,
whence h(9,,,) =b € G by (MP).

(<) By Definition and Proposition [2.34] taking A := Fm. |

The following lemma provides another algebraic characterization of protoalge-
braicity, which will mainly be used in the proof of Theorem below.

DEFINITION 2.64 (cf. [5, Def. 7.3]). A Gentzen relation G is said to have the
compatibility property if the following holds for every algebra A, every 6 € Co(A)
and every G-filters F,G of A: if F C G and 6 is compatible with F', then 6 is
compatible with G.

LEMMA 2.65. A Gentzen relation G is protoalgebraic iff G has the compatibility
property.

PROOF. (=) Let A be an algebra and F,G € Fig(A) be such that FF C G. If
0 € Co(A) is compatible with F, then § C QA(F). By Theorem [2.63] Q4(F) C
QA(G), so § C QA(G), whence @ is compatible with G' by Proposition m

(
(<) Let A be an algebra and F,G € Fig(A) be such that FF C G. Since
QA(F) is compatible with F, the assumption yields that QA(F) is compatible
with G, so Q*(F) C Q*(G). Hence, G is protoalgebraic by Theorem [2.63| |

We are now prepared for the generalization of the correspondence theorem to
Gentzen relations:

DEFINITION 2.66. A Gentzen relation G is said to have the correspondence
property if, for every G-matrices (A, F'), (B, G) and every strict surjective homo-
morphism h : (A, F) — (B,G), we have F' = h™'(h(F")) for every F’ € Fig(A).

THEOREM 2.67 (Correspondence Theorem). Let G be a Gentzen relation with
trace tr. The following are equivalent:
(i) G has the correspondence property.
(ii) G is protoalgebraic.
(iii) For all algebras A, B, all F' € Fig(A), all G € Fig(B) and all surjective
homomorphisms h € Hom(A, B), we have:

A (FegE(h(F)) VB G) = FvA = Y(G). (2.13)



50 2. ABSTRACT ALGEBRAIC LOGIC FOR GENTZEN RELATIONS

(iv) Ifh: (A, F) — (B, Q) is a strict surjective homomorphism, where (A, F)
and (B, G) are G-matrices, then:

h: (Fig(A)", C) = (Fig(B)Y,C) : h™".

PROOF. (i) = (ii) Let A be an algebra, F,G € Fig(A) such that F' C G and
0 € Co(A) such that 6 is compatible with F'. By Proposition and Proposi-
tion [2.42] (A/60, F/0) is a G-matrix, so the natural projection my : A — A/ is a
strict surjective homomorphism from (A, F) to (A/6, F/6) because m, ' (F/§) C F
by Definition . Since F' C G, (i) yields 7, ' (m5(G)) = G, so 6 is compatible
with G. By Lemma [2.65] G is protoalgebraic.

(ii) = (iii) We need to prove that h='(Fg& (h(F)) VE G) is the least G-filter of
A that contains F'Uh™H(Q).

By Proposition 2.36[1), h="(FgZ (h(F)) VB G) is a G-filter of A.
Since h(F) UG C Fg€(h(F) VE G), we have:
FURNG) Ch ' (M(F)UG) C h ' (Fgg (h(F)) VE G).

Finally, let H € Fig(A) be such that FUR™'(G) C H. By Proposition [2.36(1),
we have h™'(G) € Fig(A), and by Lemma [2.22| ker h is compatible with h=(G),
D

so ker h is compatible with H by Lemma [2.65| Thus, h(H) € Fig(B) by Proposi-
tion M(ii), so the surjectivity of h yields Fgg (h(F))VBG C h(H) and, therefore,

h™!(Fgg (h(F)) VP G) C h™!(h(H)) = H,
where the equality is due to Proposition [2.21(ii).

(iii) = (i) Let h : (A, F) — (B,G) be a strict surjective homomorphism be-
tween two G-matrices, and let I € Fig(A)F. By Proposition [2.42] G € Fig(B),
SO yields

W' (W(F)) C b~ (Feg (h(F")) VE G) = F' VA RH(G) = F' C ™ (h(F")),
where the last equality is due to the strictness of h.

(i) = (iv) Let H : Fig(A)" — Fig(B)® be defined by H(F') := h(F") for all
I’ € Fig(A)F. By (i) and Proposition [2.21](ii), ker & is compatible with F’ for all
F' € Fig(A)F. So, since h is surjective, h(F") € Fig(B) by Proposition [2.36[ii).
Moreover, the surjectivity and the strictness of h yield G = h(h™}(G)) = h(F) C
h(F"). Hence, H is well defined and by (i) we have:

h Y (H(F')) =F' (2.14)
for all F' € Fig(A)F.
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If Fy, Fy € Fig(A)" are such that H(F,) = H(F,), then
Fl = hil(H(Fl)) = hil(H<F2)) == F2
by (2.14), so H is injective.

Let G' € Fig(B)¢. By Proposition [2.36]i), h1(G") is a G-ilter of A. Also,
F=h"YG) Ch G, so h"{(G") € Fig(A)F. As Hh Y(G)) = h(h"YG)) =G
because h is surjective, H is surjective.

If Fy, Fy € Fig(A)T are such that Fy C Fy, then clearly H(Fy) C H(Fy), so H
is order-preserving.

Finally, h™! : Fig(B)¢ — Fig(A)! is the inverse of H by (2.14) and, if
h=1(G1) C h™1(Gy) for some Gy, Gy € Fig(B)%, then the surjectivity of h yields
Gy = h(h™ 1 (Gy)) C h(h"}(G3)) = Go, so h™! is also order-preserving.

(iv) = (i) Let h : (A, F) — (B, G) be a strict surjective homomorphism, where
(A, F) and (B, G) are G-matrices. If F' € Fig(A)¥, then h=1(h(F’)) = F’ holds
by (iv). |

2.8. Relative equational Gentzen relations

Recall (cf. Definition [1.36)) that an equation is a pair of formulas.

Technically, a (1, 1)-sequent of a set A is a pair of the form ({(a}, (b)) for some
a,b € A, but we identify (1, 1)-sequents and pairs, so that, in particular, we make
no distinction among equations, pairs of formulas and (1, 1)-sequents of F'm.

DEFINITION 2.68. Let K be a class of algebras. The equational Gentzen relation
relative to K, denoted by EQ(K), is the Gentzen relation (£,Fgq(k)) with trace
{(1,1)} defined as follows, for every € U {0 > ¢} C (1,1)-Seq:

€ lFeq) 0 > ¢ <= forall A € Kand all h € Hom(Fm, A),
if A = €[h], then A =6 =~ <[h].
It is straightforward to check that EQ(K) is indeed a Gentzen relation.
We frequently write € = 0 =~ ¢ in place of € Fgqk) 0 > €.

Under the identification of (1, 1)-sequents and pairs, we have:
PROPOSITION 2.69 (cf. [14, Thm. 1.76]). If K is a quasivariety, then
Fieqk)(A) = Cok(A)
for every algebra A (so Fg’E“Q(K) (X) = O2(X) for every X CAx A).

As a consequence, we obtain:
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PROPOSITION 2.70. Let K be a quasivariety. For every algebra A and every
F € Figqu)(A), we have Q*(F) = F.

PROOF. By Proposition [2.69] F' € Co(A).

Let > B,7v>9 € (1,1)-Seq(A) be such that a > §/F = > §/F and with
a>f € F. Then, («,B), (a,7),(B,d) € F. Let h € Hom(Fm, A) be such that
h(z1) := «, h(xg) :== B, h(yy) := ~ and h(yy) := 0. Since

T1 A T, T1 R Y1, T2 R Y2 K Y1 R Y
and F' is an EQ(K)-filter of A, we get v> 0 € F. By Proposition [2.20(iv), F is
compatible with F'.

Finally, let & € Co(A) be compatible with F', and let (o, 5) € 6. Define
the unary (1, 1)-valued polynomial function p of A by setting p(y) := a >~ for
every v € A. Let h € Hom(F'm, A) be such that h(z) := a. Since F' is an
EQ(K)-filter of A and =« = ~ x, we have p(a) = a >« € F. By Theorem [2.27]

p(B)=ar>pBEeF.
Therefore, F' is the largest congruence of A compatible with F'. ]

The EQ(K)-theories are the K-congruences of the formula algebra:

PROPOSITION 2.71. Let K be a quasivariety, and let € U{J ~ e} C (1,1)-Seq.
Then:
CEkdre < (Je) € O(€).

PROOF.
QE)ZK %€<:>€|_EQ(K)(5|>5
< d> e € Cngq)(€)

< 0> ¢ € Fgequ)(€) (by Proposition [2.34)
< (0,¢) € O(€) (by Proposition [2.69)) |

COROLLARY 2.72. Let K be a quasivariety, and let € U {6 ~ e} C (1,1)-Seq,
for somen € w. Then:

€l d~e <= (§e) € O™ (€).

PROOF.
CEkdre <= (0,6) € Of(€) (by Proposition [2.71)
= (d,¢) € Fgequ(€) (by Proposition
> (0,¢) € Fegdw (€) (by Corollary
— (&) € O™ (&) (by Proposition [2.69) |
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When K is a quasivariety (in particular, a variety), EQ(K) is protoalgebraic
and finitary:

ProposiTION 2.73. If K is a quasivariety, then EQ(K) is protoalgebraic.

PRrROOF. By Proposition [2.70| and Theorem [2.63] [

PropoSITION 2.74 (cf. [30, Lem. 0.6]). Let K be a class of algebras. If K is
closed under ultraproducts, then EQ(K) is finitary.

COROLLARY 2.75. If K is a quasivariety, then EQ(K) is finitary.

2.9. Equivalent Gentzen relations

One of the main goals of abstract algebraic logic is to determine, given a logic,
the class of algebras (or other structures heavily based on algebras, like matrices)
that can most naturally be associated with that logic, in the sense of there being
so nice a correspondence between the two, that the tools of universal algebra can
be used to study the logic (and vice versa).

In [4], Blok and Pigozzi gave a mathematical definition of what it means for
a (finitary) sentential logic to be ‘algebraizable’, i.e., to be, in some precise sense
(cf. Definition below), equivalent to the equational sentential logic relative
to a class of algebras. They broadened the concept in [6] to encompass (finitary)
k-deductive systems, by defining algebraizability as a particular case of a notion of
equivalence between k-deductive systems. In [30], Rebagliato and Verdd general-
ized the notions of equivalence and algebraizability to finitary Gentzen relations.
Our presentation closely follows that of [27, §6], which is essentially the same as
Rebagliato and Verdu’s but without finitarity assumptions.

DEFINITION 2.76. Let tr and tr’ be traces. A transformer from tr-sequents to
tr'-sequents is a function 7 : tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) that commutes with substitutions,
in the sense that 7(o(s)) = o(7(s)) for every o € End(F'm) and every s € tr-Seq.
Such a transformer is said to be finitary if the set 7(s) is finite for all s € tr-Seq.

When the traces tr and tr' need not be mentioned, we simply say that 7 is a
transformer.

In abstract algebraic logic transformers are sometimes defined without the
commutativity requirement, and then those that satisfy it are called ‘structural
transformers’ (cf. [14], Defs. 3.1,3.2]). We have decided not to make this distinction
because we shall only work with ‘transformers’ that commute with substitutions.

If 7 is a transformer from tr-sequents to tr'-sequents, for some traces tr and tr’,
then 7 induces a function 7 : P(tr-Seq) — P(tr'-Seq) given by

7(P) == J{r(s) : s € B}
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for all B C tr-Seq.

LEMMA 2.77. Transformers commute with arbitrary unions, i.e., if tr,tr' are
traces, T is a transformer from tr-sequents to tr'-sequents and {B; : 1 € 1} is a
family of sets of tr-sequents, then:

(U = U780

PRrooOF.
(U =Utre) s e Uit = UUtr(e) 5 € Bk = U (o)

LEMMA 2.78. Let tr,tr' be traces, T a transformer from tr-sequents to tr'-
sequents and s € tr-Seq. For every u € Var, if u occurs in 7(s), then u occurs
ms.

PROOF. Suppose u does not occur in 5. Let v be a variable different than wu,
and let 0 € End(F'm) be the substitution given by o(u) := v and o(w) = w
for every variable w # w. By Proposition [2.9] u does not occur in o(r) for any
t € tr-Seq. By the assumption, o(s) = s, so we have:

7(s) = 7(0(s)) = o(7(s)).
But this is impossible, since u occurs in 7(s) and not in o(7(s)). Hence, u does
occur in §. n

COROLLARY 2.79. In the conditions of Lemma if mo variable occurs in
s, then no variable occurs in 7(s).

REMARK 2.80. The converse of Lemma does not hold, so transformers
do not preserve variables (they simply do not add new ones). For example, let
tr .= {(0,1)}, tr := {(0,0)} and define 7 : tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) by setting
7(s) := {@ > &} for all s € tr. Clearly, 7 is a transformer from tr-sequents to
tr'-sequents, and 7(@ > 1) = {@ > &} provides a counterexample to the converse

of Lemma [2.78

Raftery defines in [27, Def. 5.2] the notion of ‘definable transformer’ as any
function 7 : tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq), where tr,tr' are traces, such that for every
(m,n) € tr there is a set Ty, (Zmin) C tr'-Seq satisfying 7(s) = 7,,,.,(s) for all s €
(m,n)-Seq. He then proves that this condition is equivalent to the commutativity
with substitutions, so in our terminology we have:

PROPOSITION 2.81 (cf. [27, Thm. 5.4]). Let tr and tr’ be traces. A function
T 1 tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) is a transformer from tr-sequents to tr'-sequents iff for
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every (m,n) € tr there is a set of tr'-sequents Ty n(Tmin) C tr'-Seq such that
7(8) = Tyn(s) for every s € (m,n)-Seq.

DEFINITION 2.82. Let G and G’ be Gentzen relations with traces tr and tr’,
respectively. We say that G and G’ are equivalent if there are transformers 7 :
tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) and p : tr'-Seq — P(tr-Seq) such that, for all PU{p} C tr-Seq
and all & U {s} C tr'-Seq, the following hold:

(ALG1) Brep < (P) ke ().
(ALG2) s g 7(p(s)).
(ALG3) G g 5 <= p(&) e p(s).
(ALG) p 6 p(r(p)).

In this situation, we say that G is equivalent to G’ (in that order) with respect to
the transformers 7 and p (in that order), and we denote this by 7: G = G’ : p.

REMARK 2.83. 7 : G = G' : p implies p : G’ = G : 7. Therefore, we may
simply say that G and G’ are equivalent, and write G = G’ or G’ = G, when the
transformers establishing the equivalence need not be mentioned.

REMARK 2.84. Let G and G’ be Gentzen relations with traces tr and tr/, re-
spectively. Suppose that the following hold:

(i) (0,0) € tr.
(ii) (0,0) ¢ tr’.

(iii) Our current algebraic language has no constant symbols.

Then, we must have 7(& > @) = @& for every transformer 7 from tr-sequents to
tr'-sequents. This is not a problem because we have not imposed that transformers
must map sequents to non-empty sets of sequents. If one wishes to do so, then
there are two main ways in the literature of dealing with 7(@ > @). Either one
defines transformers as in Definition but with the only additional condition
that their images be non-empty, or one adds that condition and, additionally,
allows at most one variable, say z, to occur in 7(@ > &). The first option makes
it impossible for G and G’ to be equivalent if the three conditions (i)-(iii) stated
above hold, because then one must have 7(& > @) = {@ >} € tr'-Seq. The
second option allows G = G, hence is more general, but invalidates Lemma m
and introduces a distinction between @ > @ and the other tr-sequents.

Both Blok and Pigozzi in [6] and Rebagliato and Verdu in [30] choose the
second option. Although Raftery never explicitly states that the images of a
transformer must be non-empty, the footnote in [27, p. 910] makes it clear that,
at least in |27, §5], he is working with transformers whose images are non-empty.
Later, in [27], §9], when defining algebraizability, he does allow empty images.
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We have decided to allow transformers with possibly empty images to gain a
little simplicity in some cases. The changes required should we wish to restrict
ourselves to working with transformers whose images are non-empty are all minor
and obvious. In fact, ‘the only effect of prohibiting empty transformers is that
inconsistent Gentzen relations become non-algebraizable rather than algebraizable
by a class of trivial algebras’ ([27, p. 922]).

The four conditions stated in Definition exhibit the symmetry between 7
and p, but they are actually redundant:

PROPOSITION 2.85. Let G, G’ be Gentzen relations with traces tr and tr', re-
spectively. The following are equivalent:

(i) 7: GG : p for some transformers T and p.

(i) G and G’ satisfy conditions (ALG1) and (ALG2) with respect to some
transformers T and p.

(iii) G and G’ satisfy conditions (ALG3) and (ALG4) with respect to some
transformers T and p.

Moreover, the transformers T, p of any of the previous conditions work for the rest.

PROOF. (i) = (ii) By Definition [2.82
(ii) = (iii) Let @ U {s} C tr'-Seq. We have

& e s 2 1(p(8)) ke m(p(s) EE) p(&) ke p(s),

so (ALG3) holds.
Now let p € tr. We have:

(ALG1)

p e p(r(p)) = 7(p) HFe 7(p(7(p)))
Therefore, (ALG4) also holds.

(iii) = (i) By assumption, (ALG3) and (ALG4) hold for 7 and p, and an ar-
gument analogous to the previous one shows that (ALG1) and (ALG2) also hold
for 7 and p. |

(ALG2)

< 7(p) te T(p).

THEOREM 2.86 (cf. [27, Thm. 6.6]). Let G, G’ be Gentzen relations such that
7:G =G :p for some transformers T and p. Then:

p~  (Th(G),C) = (Th(G'),C) : 7!

If 7 and 7" are two transformers from tr-sequents to tr'-sequents, where tr and
tr’ are traces, then we write 7/ C 7 to denote that 7/(s) C 7(s) is the case for every
5 € tr-Seq.
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PROPOSITION 2.87. Let G, G’ be Gentzen relations such that T : G =2 G’ : p for
some transformers T and p. If G is finitary, then there is a finitary transformer
7' C 7 such that 7' : G = G : p.

PROOF. Let tr := tr(G) and tr' := tr(G'). For any (m,n) € tr, let 7,,, be as in
Proposition Fix any (m,n) € tr. By (ALG4), p(T(tmn)) F6 Lmn, SO, since G
is finitary, there is a finite

Po C p(T(tmn)) = P(Tmn(Emn)) = U{p(p) P € T (Tmn)}

such that *Bo =g tmn, whence there is a finite 7, (Zmn) C Ton(Em,n) such that

(T (Emn)) FG Emn- (2.15)

Define 7' : tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) by setting 7'(s) := 7, ,(s) for all (m,n) € tr
and all s € (m,n)-Seq. By Proposition [2.81 7" is a transformer from tr-sequents
to tr'-sequents, and it is finitary by construction. It remains to see 7/ : G = G’ : p.

Since 7 : G = G’ : p, condition (ALG3) clearly holds for 7/ and p. To see that
(ALG4) also holds for 7" and p, let (m,n) € tr and s € (m,n)-Seq. As (ALG4)
holds for 7 and p, we have s g p(7(s)), whence s Fg p(7/(s)) because

7(8) = 71 n(8) € Tmn(s) = 7(s),

m,n

and p(7/(s)) Fg s follows from (2.15) and structurality.
Therefore, 7 : G = G’ : p by Proposition [2.85((iii). [

2.9.1. Algebraizable Gentzen relations. We present now the notion of
algebraizability of a Gentzen relation as a special case of equivalence between
Gentzen relations. The definition is the one first introduced by Rebagliato and
Verdd in [30] but without finitarity assumptions, as Raftery’s [27), Def. 9.1].

DEFINITION 2.88. A Gentzen relation G is said to be algebraizable if there
exists a class of algebras K such that G = EQ(K). If, moreover, K is a quasivariety,
then we say that G is elementarily algebraizable, and if K is a variety we say that
G is strongly algebraizable.

As expected, algebraic Gentzen relations are protoalgebraic:

THEOREM 2.89. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. If G is algebraizable,
then G s protoalgebraic.

PROOF. Let K be a class of algebras such that 7 : G = EQ(K) : p, for suitable
transformers 7, p. We prove that G is protoalgebraic using Theorem [2.62] so let
(m,n) € tr and define:
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Note that each p(z; =~ y;) is a set of tr-sequents in the variables x;,y;, and thus
Crn = Crn(Zimtns Ymin). Let us see that &, , satisfies conditions (R) and (MP).

For everyi = 1,...,m+n, we have =¢ z; = x;, so (ALG3) yields F¢ p(z; = x;),
whence Fg €, (tmn, Imn). Thus, &, , satisfies (R).

As regards (MP), we clearly have

T(xm,n>7 T1 =YLy s Tmtn = Ymin ):K T(Um,n)y
so (ALG3) and (ALG4) yield
Emon, )0(551 ~ y1)7 e 7p(xm+n ~ mern) e Ym,n,

ie.,
Pm,n7 G(rm,na Um,n) }_G 1)m,n-
Thus, &,,,, satisfies (MP). [



CHAPTER 3

Contextual Deduction-Detachment Theorems

The contextual deduction-detachment theorem was introduced by Raftery in [28]
to extend some of the desirable features of the deduction-detachment theorem
to logics that do not have it. We are now going to employ the tools presented
in Chapter [2] to study the contextual deduction-detachment theorem (CDDT),
among some of its variants, in the context of Gentzen relations.

Recall (cf. Section that a context is just a natural number n € w, that
F'm,, is the set of all formulas in which all the variables that occur are among
x1,...,%,, and that we defined tr-Seq,, := tr-Seq(F'm,,) for all traces tr.

3.1. The CDDT for Gentzen relations

DEFINITION 3.1. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is said to have the contez-
tual deduction-detachment theorem (CDDT) if for every context n € w and every
1y, Mo € tr there is a set D[n, my, ms|(7;) C tr-Seq,, where t = n+X (1) +X(1h2),
such that, for every P U {s,v} C tr-Seq,,, with tp(s) = 7, and tp(r) = rha, the
following holds:

(B,ﬁ l_G T <— YB I_G @[n,ml,mg](fn,ﬁ,t).

In this situation, the sequence ({D[n,mq,ms] : My, My € tr} : n € w) is said to be
a CDD-sequence for G, and we denote it by (D[n]| : n € w) when tr is a singleton.

Moreover, if D[n, mq, ms] = D0, 111, Ms| for every n € w and every 7y, my € tr,
we say that G has the deduction-detachment theorem (DDT).

It was already known in the 1920’s that classical propositional logic has the
DDT (cf. [14, p. 163]), and since then the DDT and many variants of it have been
extensively studied for a wide variety of sentential logics. Blok and Pigozzi intro-
duced the DDT in [6] for finitary k-deductive systems. In [30] §3.1], Rebagliato
and Verdu generalized the DDT to Gentzen relations. The CDDT, as we have
said, was first introduced by Raftery in [28], for sentential logics.

REMARK 3.2. In the context of Definition [3.1] if G is a sentential logic, then
tr(G) = {(0,1)} and we recover Raftery’s original definition [28, Def. 3.1] by

59
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identifying each singleton {®[n|} with its unique element, which Raftery denotes
by X,.

In the context of Definition [3.1, we call the left-to-right implication the con-
textual deduction theorem, and the right-to-left contextual detachment.

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let ({®[n,my,ms| : y,me € tr} : n € w) be a CDD-
sequence for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr. For every n € w and every
s, ¢ € tr-Seq,, with tp(s) = my and tp(tr) = me, the following hold:

(i) F6 D[n,mq, ma|(Zn,s,5).
(ii) S,Q[H,ml,mz](fn,ﬁ,t) Fgt.
(111) @[’I’L,ml,mg](fn,ﬁ,t) I_G @[n + 17m1,m2](fn+1,5,t).

PROOF.

(i) Apply the contextual deduction theorem to s g s.
(ii) Apply contextual detachment to

i)[n, ml, mg}(fmﬁ, t) l_G @[TL, ml, mQ](fn,ﬁ, ‘C).

(iii) Since tr-Seq,, C tr-Seq,,. ;, applying the contextual deduction theorem to
(ii) yields (iii). |

Point (ii) of Proposition [3.3| allows us to obtain a uniqueness result for CDD-
sequences, in the following sense:

THEOREM 3.4. Let ({®[n,mq, ma| : My, e € tr} :n € w) and ({D'[n, mq, Mo :
My, Mg € tr} :n € w) be two CDD-sequences for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr.
For every context n € w and every s, ¢ € tr-Seq,,, with tp(s) = my and tp(r) = 1o,
we have:

@[TL, ml, mg](fn,ﬁ, t) _“_G @'[n, ml, mg](fn,ﬁ, t).

PROOF. From Proposition [3.3(ii) we have s, D[n, iy, 1] (Z,, 8, t) g t, so
©[n> mla mZ] (fna s, t) I_G @’[n, ml: mQ] (fna 5, t)

holds because ({®'[n, 1, mM2] : My, € tr} : n € w) is a CDD-sequence. By
symmetry, the converse also holds. ]

Therefore, CDD-sequences are unique up to ‘trace-wise’ interderivability, a
fact that justifies our use of the determinate article in the expression ‘to have the

CDDT’ in Definition B.11

Even though in principle a CDD-sequence allows us to move only one sequent
to the other side of the symbol ‘+g’, we can built from it a family of sets that allow
us to move several sequents at once:
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THEOREM 3.5. Let ({D[n,mq,ms] : my,1my € tr} : n € w) be a CDD-sequence
for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr. Then, for every k € w, every context p € w
and every mq, ..., Myy1,N € tr, there is a set

QZ:[p7 mh cee amk-l—la ﬁ] (ft) - tr—Seqt7

where t = p+X(mq)+- - -+X(Mg1)+2(n), such that, for all PU{s1, ..., sk41,t} C
tr-Seq, with tp(r) =0 and tp(s;) = M, fori=1,...,k+1, we have:

m,ﬁl, vy Skt I—G T <— q3 |_G @ﬁp, T;’Lh c. ,mk+1,’fl](fp,51, c. ,5k+17t).

PRroOOF. By induction on k. If £k = 0 the statement of the theorem is just
the defining property of any CDD-sequence for G, so we can take Dj[p, 11, 1] :=
D[p,m1,n|. Assuming that the theorem holds for £ (IH), let us consider the case
of k+ 1.

Let t = p+ E(ml) + 0+ E(karg) + Z(ﬁ) and € := @Z[p, mg, . ,mk+2,fl].
Note that € = E(Z;_x(s,)) by IH.

Define:

Dy lp i, - iusn, 1] o= | D [p, 1, tp(O) (T s HTps Ty 1, - - - 1))
tee

Note that Dj [p, M1, ..., Myge, 0] = D [, M, ..., Mg, D) (7).

We have:

B,s1,....80Fg T

X
U B, 51 Fg i@};[p, Mo, ... ,mHQ,ﬁT(fp,sQ, o ,5k+2,t)1

- t:—rSeqp
<~ q3 Fg @[p, maq, tp(t)](fmﬁl, f) for all t € @(fp,ﬁg, ey Sk42, ‘C)
< Pt Dp, mu, tp(Y)](Zy, 51, t(Tp, 52, . . ., 510, ¢)) forall t € €
< CB |_G gz—l—l[pv mla s 7mk+27ﬁ](fp751a s 75k‘+27t)' u

When working with Gentzen relations having the CDDT, we may use the sets
whose existence the previous theorem guarantees without defining them again.

Theorem holds as well in arbitrary finitely generated algebras, in the fol-
lowing form:

THEOREM 3.6. Let ({D[n,my,ma] : my,my € tr} : n € w) be a CDD-sequence
for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr, A an algebra finitely generated by some
9i,---59p € A, ay, ..., ap € tr-Seq,(A) and m; = tp(a;) fori=1,...,k+ 1.
Then:
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(i) For any F' € Fig(A) and any b € tr-Seq,(A), we have:
beFegd(Far,... qp) <= Di[A]*(Gp, a1,...,0,1,0) C F,

where 1 := tp(b) and Di[n] == Di[p, M, ..., Mk, 1.
(ii) If G is finitary, then for each b € tr-Seq,(A) there is a finite set ® C
Dilp, M, ..., Myy1,tp(b)] such that, for any F € Fig(A), we have:

beFeg(Fa... 001) < DG a1,...,a541,b) C F.

PROOF. By Corollary [2.11] let s; € tr-Seq, be such that a; = s7(g,), for
i=1,...,k+ 1. Also, for every t € tr-Seq(A) let n, := tp(t).

Note that, by Theorem [3.5] for every t € tr-Seq we have:

@Z[p, ml, NN ,mk_;,_l,ﬁt](fp,ﬁl, NN ,5k+1,t),51, vy Skl |_G T. (31)
As p,mq, ..., My will remain fixed throughout this proof, to improve readability
let us denote the sets Dj[p, M1, ..., Mgr1, 7] by D[]
(i) Define

G = {b € tr-Seq(A) : D} [Ae]*(Fp, a1, ..., App1,b) C F}.
We prove that G = Fgg(F,ay,...,az41), whence (i) clearly follows.
Cramm 3.6.1. FF C @G.

PROOF. Let b € F and, by Corollary [2.11} let v € tr-Seq,, be such that

b =1t4(g,). Since t,51,...,51 g t, by Theorem (3.5 we have

T l_G @Z[ﬁb](fp,ﬁl, ey Sk, t),
whence D} 7] 4(Fp, 1, - - -, Ggy1, b) C F because t4(g,) =b € F and F is
a G-filter. So b € G. O

Cram 3.6.2. {ay,..., 441} € G.

Proor. For every ¢t =1,...,k+ 1 we have sq,...,5;11 Fg 5;, SO
l_G @Z[ml] (fp,ﬁl, C ,5k+1,57;)
by Theorem [3.5] and thus © [17;]4(G,. a1, .. ., g1, ;) € F, s0 a; € G. O

CLAIM 3.6.3. For all H € Fig(A) such that H 2 F U{ay,..., a1},
we have H O G.
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PROOF. Let b € G and, by Corollary 2.1} let t € tr-Seq,, be such that
b = t4(g,). By the definition of G we have D;[.]4(F,, ar, ..., ar11,6) C
F C H, so, since H also contains {ay,...,a;:1} and H is a G-filter, (3.1)
implies b = t4(g,) € H. O

Cramm 3.6.4. G € Fig(A).

PROOF. Let B U {q} C tr-Seq be such that B ¢ q, and let h €
Hom(F'm, A) be such that h(B) C G. We need to prove that h(q) € G.

By Lemma [2.15| we may assume, without loss of generality, that the
variables in Var, do not occur in P U {q} and, moreover, that h(Z,) = g,.
Note that this implies h(s;) = a; for all 1 <i <k + 1.

For every variable u ¢ Var, we have h(u) € A, so by Corollary
there is some formula 7,(%,) such that h(u) = n2(g,) = h(n.). Let
o € End(F'm) be any substitution mapping u to 7, for every variable
u ¢ Var,.

Arguing inductively, let us see that h(o(p)) = h(p) for every formula
¢ in which none of the variables in Var, occurs. We have just seen that
this holds for all u ¢ Var,, and clearly h(o(c)) = h(c) for every constant
c. Thus, let f be an n-ary function symbol, n > 0, and suppose ¢ =
fi1 ..., where none of the variables in Var, occurs in 91, ..., and
h(o(1;)) = h(1y;) for i = 1,...,n (IH). Then, since hoo : Fm — A is a

homomorphism,
h(o(fr. .. vn)) = AR (W), -, Ao (¥n))

= AW, b))
- h(fl/}l .- ¢n)7

so we are done. In particular:

(a) h(o(p)) = h(p) € G for all p € P.
(b) h(o(a)) = h(q).
By Theorem [3.5] we have:
s, 8k, | Dbl (£, 81, - 81, 0(p)) Fa o (B). (3.2)
peEP
Applying cut to (3.2) and o () kg o(q), which holds by structurality, we

obtain:

51,5003 8k41, U QZ[ﬁP](fpasb <oy Skt O'(]J)) l_G O'(C])
peP
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So, again by Theorem we have:

U Dl (@5, 511.0(0)) e Dilia) (Fpsr, . s, 0(@). (3.3)
peP

From (a) we deduce that, for every p € 3,
h(©2[ﬁp](fp75h ey Skt U(p))) = QZVLP}A(LJIN A,y Oy, h(p)) C F?
so, since F' € Fig(A), (3.3) and (b) imply:
F 2 h<©2[ﬁq](fp7517 ce s Sk41, U(q))) = QZ[ﬁq]A(g}N Ay O, h(q))
Therefore, h(q) € G. O

From the previous claims it follows that G' = Fgg (F, ay, ..., ax41), SO
we are done.

(ii) Let H := Fg&(F,ay,...,ar41) and, by Corollary , let v € tr-Seq, be
such that b = t4(g,). If G is finitary, from (3.1) we know there is a finite
set ® C ©jf[n,] such that

D(Zp, 81, 5k41,), 81, - -, Sk41 Fa T (3.4)

If D4(gp, a1,...,0541,b) C F, then
D4(Fpy a1, A1, 0) U{ar, ... ap} C H,
so, since H € Fig(A), (3.4) implies b = v4(g,) € H.
Conversely, assume b € H. By (i), D;[A]4(Fp, 01, - - -, Gpp1,0) C F, s0
in particular D4(g,, ay,. .., a,41,b0) C F. |

Items (i) and (ii) of Proposition [3.3| resemble conditions (R) and (MP) of Theo-
rem [2.62] and in fact the existence of a CDD-sequence guarantees protoalgebraicity.
However, we shall later see that the converse does not hold.

PROPOSITION 3.7. Fvery Gentzen relation G with the CDDT is protoalgebraic.

PROOF. Let tr := tr(G) and let ({D[n, My, ma] : My, me € tr} : n € w) be a
CDD-sequence for G. We use Theorem to prove that G is protoalgebraic, so
fix any (m,n) € tr. If (m,n) = (0,0), then we can take & := @, which clearly
satisfies conditions (R) and (MP) of Theorem [2.62] so let us assume (m, n) # (0,0).

Let 5 :== (Z1,. .., Zmin)mn A0 © = (Tigni1, - - - s T2(mtn))mn- Note that all
the variables occurring in s or v are among 1, ..., Zo(m4n). Let 0 € End(Fm)
be the substitution given by o(t) := (y1,. .., Ymtn)mn and o(u) := u for every

variable u not occurring in v. Note that o(s) = § = ., and o(t) = 9y .
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Let € n(Zomsn, Umin) = D0, (m,n), (m, n)](tmn, Ymn). Points (i) and (ii) of
Proposition [3.3] yield, respectively, conditions (R) and (MP) of Theorem for
o m

3.1.1. The finite model property. Now we generalize [28] Thm. 3.6, Cor.
3.7] to show that if a Gentzen relation having the CDDT has the finite model
property, then it has the strong finite model property.

DEFINITION 3.8. Let G be a Gentzen relation, tr := tr(G) and M a class of
G-matrices. We say that G is (weakly) complete with respect to M if Fy s implies
Fg s for every s € tr-Seq.

We say that G is strongly complete with respect to M if B Fy s implies P kg s
for all P U {s} C tr-Seq, with P finite.

DEFINITION 3.9. A Gentzen relation G is said to have the [strong/ finite model
property if it is [strongly] complete with respect to the class of its finite matrix
models.

THEOREM 3.10. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr and M a class of
G-matrices closed under taking contractions and finitely generated submatrices. If
G has the CDDT and is complete with respect to M, then G is strongly complete
with respect to M.

PRrROOF. Let ({®D[p,m,n] : m,n € tr} : p € w) be a CDD-sequence for G. We
show that G is strongly complete with respect to M by contraposition, so assume
that s1,...,8; /g v is the case for some s1,...,8;,¢t € tr-Seq, with [ € w. If [ =0
there is nothing to prove because G is assumed to be complete with respect to M,
so assume [ > 0.

Forevery j =1,...,1, let m; := tp(s;), let 7 := tp(tr) and let p > 0 be such that
$1,...,5,¢ € tr-Seq,. By Theorem , there is a t € ©; [p, 7, ...,y n] such
that Vg t(Zp, 51,...,8,t). By completeness, there is some G-matrix (A, F') € M
and some h € Hom(Fm, A) such that t*(g,,a;,...,a,b) ¢ F, where g, := h(7,),
a; := h(s;) = s2(g,) for j =1,...,1 and b := h(r) = v4(g,).

Let B := Sg*(gy,. .. ,gp). Since p > 0, B is the universe of a subalgebra B
of A. By Lemma @, we have a;,...,a;,b € Seq(B). Let G := Fgg(ai,...,q),
H := (Seq(B)N F) VB G and M := (B, H). Note that M is a contraction of
a finitely generated submatrix of (A, F), so M € M. By Proposition and
Proposition [2.42 Seq(B) N F is a G-filter of B. By Lemma [1.20]

t%(g,,a1,...,0a,b) = t*(g,,a1,...,0q,b) & Seq(B) N F,
so we get b ¢ H by Theorem [3.6(1).
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Therefore, if h' € Hom(Fm, B) is such that h'(Z,) := g,, by Lemma we
have h(s;) =a; € H for j=1,....lbut h(t) =b ¢ H.

Conclusion: si,...,8 F\yt. ]

COROLLARY 3.11. If a Gentzen relation G having the CDDT has the finite
model property, then it has the strong finite model property.

PRrOOF. By Proposition [2.43, the class of finite matrix models of G is closed
under taking submatrices, and it is clearly also closed under contractions, so G
has the strong finite model property by Theorem [3.10} |

3.1.2. Factor-determined principal filters. Recall (cf. Subsection [2.6.3])
that if we have a family of G-matrices {(A;, F;) : ¢ € I}, where G is a given Gentzen
relation, then A, Fi denotes the G-filter F' such that (A, F) = [[..,(A: Fi),

zEI
where A [Le, A
In this situation, for each sequent a € Seq(A) of the direct product ], , A;,
say a:= ((ai1:1€1),...,{(Qimsn : 1 € I))mn, let us define
a(i) == m(a) = <Cli,1, cee ai,m+n>m,n € Seq(A;)
forallz € I.

DEFINITION 3.12 (cf. [11] p. 140]). A Gentzen relation G has factor-determined
n-principal filters on direct products (n-FDPF), where n > 0, if for every family
of G-matrices {(A;, Fj) : i € I}, setting (A, F) :=[[,.,(Ai, Fi) we have:

Fed(Foai, ... a,) = \Feli(F,ai(i),...,an(i))
icl
for all ay,...,a, € tr-Seq(A).

In [11) §2.4], Czelakowski proved that every protoalgebraic sentential logic
having a variant of the DDT known as the parametrised DDT ([14, p. 336]) has
n-FDPF for every n > 1. We can obtain a similar result for the CDDT and a
weakening of n-FDPF.

DEFINITION 3.13. A Gentzen relation G is said to have factor-determined prin-
cipal filters on finitely generated direct products (FDPFy,) if, for every finitely gen-
erated direct product (A, F') of a family of G-matrices {(A;, F}) : i € I}, every

n>0andall a;,...,a, € tr—Seq(A) we have:
Fed(Fai, ... a,) = \Fed'(F,ai(i),. .., a,()).
el

PrROPOSITION 3.14. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. If G has the
CDDT, then G has FDPFy,.
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PRrOOF. Let {(A;, F;) : i € I} be a family of G-matrices, and suppose that
their direct product (A, F) := [[,., (A, F;) is finitely generated by some elements
g1,---,91 € A, |l € w. By Proposition each A; is finitely generated by the

elements in gl( ) :={g1(9), ..., q(7)).

Fix any k£ > 0 and any sequents ay,...,a; € tr-Seq(A). Let m; := tp(a;) for
j=1,...,k and G; := Fgg'(F;, a,(i),. ak( )) for every i € I. Pick any sequent
b € tr-Seq(A) and let 7 := tp(b), so that we may write

b = <<bi71 11 € I>,...7<bi72(ﬁ) S I>>ﬁ

for some elements b;1,...,b;xn) € A; and all i € 1. We need to prove:
beFel(Far,....a) < be \Gi (3.5)
i€l

Since G has the CDDT, let € := 5 _,[l,m,..., My, n]. We have:

beFgd(F ay,... a)
— €¢4g,a,...,a5,b) CF (Theorem [3.6(1))

— (Viel) ¢A (gl( ), a1(2),...,a5(7),6(2)) C F; (Lemma

— (Viel)b(i) e FgG (F;,a1(),...,a.(7)) (Theorem(i))
<~ (Viel)b(i) €

< (VZEI)< ATREEE (ﬁ))ﬁEGZ (36)

We know (cf. Remark|2.48)) that b € A,_; G; iff for every i € I there is an n-sequent
<Ci71, .. ,Ci7z(ﬁ)>ﬁ € G;and b = <<Cl’71 NS I>, Ceey <Ci’2(ﬁ) S [>>ﬁ Therefore,
(3.5) follows from (3.6). |

3.2. A Bridge between the CDDT and ESPRC

As stated in Section [2.9] one of the main goals of abstract algebraic logic is to find
connections between logic and (abstract) algebra in such a way that the tools of
universal algebra can be used in the study of logic (and vice versa). Results that
establish a correspondence between a property of a logic (or a class of logics) and a
property of its algebraic counterpart are known as bridge theorems, a term coined
by Andréka, Németi and Sain in [1], where they indicate that this technique of
solving logical problems by algebraic means can be traced back to Leibniz and
Pascal.

The purpose of this section is to prove a bridge theorem connecting the CDDT
with having equationally semi-definable principal relative congruences (cf. Defini-
tion below), first obtained by Raftery in [28] for sentential logics.
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DEFINITION 3.15. A quasivariety K is said to have equationally definable prin-
cipal relative congruences (EDPRC') if there is a finite set ¥ C (1,1)-Seq, of
equations in 4 variables such that, if A € K and a,b,c,d € A, then:

(c,d) € Of(a,b) <= A E=nfa,b,c,d] for all n € V.

If, moreover, K is a variety, we say that K has equationally definable principal
congruences (EDPC'), since then Cok(A) = Co(A) for every A € K.

According to [30, p. 12], the notion of EDPC was first introduced by Fried,
Gritzer and Quackenbush in [17]. In [28] Def. 8.5], Raftery generalized the prop-
erty of having EDPRC to:

DEFINITION 3.16. A quasivariety K is said to have equationally semi-definable
principal relative congruences (ESPRC) if, for every n € w, there is a finite set
W, C (1,1)-Seq,,, , of equations in n + 4 variables such that, if A € K is generated
by some elements ¢1,...,9, € A and a,b,c,d € A, then:

(c,d) € O (a,b) <= A E=1[Gn,a,b,c,d] forall nec ¥,

If, moreover, K is a variety, we say that K has equationally semi-definable principal
congruences (ESPC).

REMARK 3.17. In the context of Definition |3.16} if ¥,, = ¥ for all n € w, then
K has EDPRC.

Having EDPRC implies having ESPRC. The converse, however, does not hold,
as is shown in |28 Exmpl. 9.5].

One of the most well-known bridge theorems is the one connecting the DDT
with having EDPRC (cf. [14], pp. 163-75]). This result, due to Blok and Pigozzi,
was obtained in [2] for strongly algebraizable finitary sentential logics (thus, for
EDPC), and was later generalized in |6, Thm. 5.5] to elementarily algebraizable
finitary k-deductive systems. Rebagliato and Verdu generalized it further to ele-
mentarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen relations in [30, Cor. 3.12].

Raftery proved an analogous bridge theorem for elementarily algebraizable fini-
tary sentential logics connecting the CDDT and having ESPRC, [28, Thm. 9.2].
His proof, however, employs a strategy quite different than the one followed by
Blok and Pigozzi in [6]: their proof is more syntactic and clearly shows the cor-
respondence between the sets witnessing the DDT and the equations defining the
principal relative congruences, while Raftery’s is more algebraic and conceals the
correspondence between the CDD-sequence and the equations, a fact that Raftery
himself acknowledges and the reason why he goes on to explicitly stating it in a
separate result, namely [28, Thm. 9.4].
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We shall now generalize Raftery’s bridge theorem to elementarily algebraizable
finitary Gentzen relations, first presenting an alternative proof that follows Blok
and Pigozzi’s strategy and then generalizing the one given by Raftery.

3.2.1. Tools for building the bridge. Both proofs of the bridge theorem
that we shall present rely on two results: the first (Lemma is a special case
of the correspondence theorem (Theorem [2.67)), and the second (Theorem
shows that finitary Gentzen relations that have the CDDT have CDD-sequences
made up of finite sets, and also an equivalence between having the CDDT and an
algebraic property of the compact filters of finitely generated algebras.

LEMMA 3.18. Let K be a quasivariety, A an algebra, B € K and h € Hom(A, B)
a surjective homomorphism. For every a,b € A, we have:

h™1(©K (h(a), k(b)) = O (a,b) Vi ker h.
PRrROOF. By Proposition EQ(K) is protoalgebraic, so the correspondence
theorem (Theorem [2.67)) yields:
h™H(OK (h(©i(a,))) VK Ap) = Ot (a,b) Vi h™(Ap).

OF (h(OA (a.b)))

Hence, given that h™!(Ap) = ker h, it suffices to prove:
OF (h(©% (a,b))) = ©F (h(a), h(D)).

From (a,b) € h™1(@F(h(a), h(b))) we get Of(a,b) C h=H(OF(h(a),h(b))) by
Proposition and Proposition [2.36(i), i.e., h(©%(a,b)) C O (h(a), h(b)), and
thus ©¢ (h(Oi (a,b))) € O (h(a), h(D)).

For the other inclusion, note that (a,b) € ©#(a,b) implies (h(a),h(b)) €
h(©%(a,b)), whence O (h(a), h(b)) C OF(h(O%(a,b))). |

For the proof of the other main result of this subsection, we shall need two
lemmas:

LEMMA 3.19. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, A, B algebras, X C
tr-Seq(A), Y C tr-Seq(B) and h € Hom(A, B) a surjective homomorphism such
that ker h is compatible with Fgg (h~"(Fg&(Y)) U X). Then:

h(Fgg (h™ (Fge (Y)) U X)) = Feg (Y U h(X)).

PROOF. Let F :=Fg&(h~'(FgB(Y)) U X). We need to prove that h(F) is the
least G-filter of B containing Y U h(X).
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By Proposition 2.36(ii), h(F) € Fig(B). From h™(Y) C h™'(Fg&(Y)) C F
we get Y C h(F) by the surjectivity of h, and from X C F we get h(X) C h(F),
so Y UR(X) Ch(F).

Let G be any G-filter of B such that YUR(X) C G. Then, FgG (Y)UL(X) C G,
whence h~H(FgE8 (Y) Uh(X)) = h 1 (Fgg(Y)) Uh~ ' (h(X)) € h~Y(G). Since X C
h='(h(X)), we obtain h~*(Fgg (Y)) U X C h~(G). We know h (@) is a G-filter
of A by Proposition [2.36(i), so F C h~1(G), and thus h(F) C h(h"1(G) CG. W

LEMMA 3.20. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr, A an algebra and
F € Fig(A) such that F # @. If F is finitely generated, then there are some
A, ..., 0,11, N € W, such that F' = Fgé(al, ey )

PROOF. Let aj,...,a, € tr-Seq(A), m € w, be such that F' = Fgg (ay, ..., a,)
If m > 0 there is nothing to prove, so assume m = 0. Then, (| Fig(A) =
Fg&(2) = F # @, so pick any a € () Fig(A). Clearly, F' = Fg&(a). |

THEOREM 3.21. Let G be a finitary Gentzen relation with trace tr. The follow-
ing are equivalent:

(i) G has the CDDT.

(ii) G s protoalgebraic and, for every finitely generated algebra A, the compact
G-filters of A form a dually Brouwerian join-semilattice.

(iii) G has a CDD-sequence ({D[n, 1y, ms| : Mmy,1y € tr} : n € w) in which
every set D[n,my, me] is finite.

PRrOOF. By Proposition we may assume, without loss of generality, that G

is protoalgebraic. So, for every (m,n) € tr, let €., ,(Zytn, Ymtn) C tr-Seq be as in
Theorem [2.62

(i) = (ii) By Proposition the compact elements of Fig(A) form a join-
semilattice. Let © := ({D[n,mq,ms] : 1y, My € tr} : n € w) be a CDD-sequence
for G. Let g1,...,q, € A, | € w, be such that A = Sg*(g1,...,q), and let G, H be
compact G-filters of A. We need to prove that G — H exists and is compact. We
distinguish three cases.

Case 1: G=9. Clearly, G - H =92 =G.
Case 2: G # @ and H = @. Clearly, G - H = G.

Case 3: G # @ and H # @. By Proposition 2.33| and Lemma [3.20] there are
My .eey Opp1, b1, .0, by € tr-Seq(A), p,q € w, such that G = FgG(bl, ,bgi1)
and H = Fgg(ar,...,a,,1). Let 1, :=tp(a;) fori = 1,...,p+ 1 and 7, p(bj)
forj=1,...,q+ 1
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For every 1 < j < ¢ + 1, by Theorem [3.6(ii) there is a finite set

€ C D[l M, My, Ty
such that, for every G-filter F' of A:
b; € Fgd(Flay,... ap1) iff G a1,... 001,b5) C F. (3.7)

Let X := UqJrl @A(gl,al, ...,05:1,0;). Being a finite union of finite sets, X is
finite, so Fgg (X) is compact by Proposition m For every G-filter F' of A, (3.7)
yields:
GCFVAH < by,....,bpn € FVAH
> by,..., b € Fgé(F, Ay eey Optr)
— XCF
— Fgd(X)CF.
Therefore, G —~ H = Fgg(X).
(ii) = (iii) Fix a context p € w and 7, n € tr. Let t := p + X(m) + X(n). We
need to find a finite set ® C tr-Seq, such that
P.ster < PheD(F),s5,7) (3.8)

for all P U {s, v} C tr-Seq,, with tp(s) = 7 and tp(r) = 7. This holds vacuously if
tr-Seq,, = @ regardless of the choice of © (in particular, for ® := @), and if t = 0
we can take ® := & because then s =t = g > @&. Hence, let us assume both that
tr-Seq, # @ and that ¢t > 0, whence F'm;, and F'm; are universes of subalgebras
Fm, and Fm, of FFm, respectively.

Define the sequents 1 := (xp41, .- xp+g(m))m and gy 1= <I’p+2( Y415 Tt
Note that 11,10 E tr-Seq(F'my). Since G is finitary and F'm, is finitely generated,
by Proposition and (ii) the element Fgg™ (ry) ~ Fgg™ (1) exists in the join-
semilattice of compact G-filters of F'm,. Thus, by Proposition there is a finite
D(Z;) C tr-Seq, such that:

Fgg™ (D) = Fgg ™ (r2) = Fge ™ (11).

By Lemma [1.74] for any G-filter F' of F'my, compact or not, we have:

Fegl™ (ry) C FVvF™ Fgf™ (1)) <= Fgf™(®D)CF < DCF (3.9

Let h € Hom(F'm,, Fm,) be given by h(Z,) := Z,, h(r1) := s, and h(rs2) :=t.
By Proposition [1.11, h is surjective.

By Proposition [2.36(i), both A~ (FgFmp(iB)) and h~'(F Fm”(iB s)) are G-
filters of F'm,, and ker h is compatible with h_l(Fggm (%)) by Lemma [2.22|
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Hence, by protoalgebraicity and Lemma [2.65] ker h is compatible with
H =} (Fgg ™ () V™ Feg™ (11) = Feg™ (b (Fee ™ (B)),11)-
Therefore, h(H) = Fgg £mr (9B, 5) by Lemma .
Cramm 3.21.1. B,stkgr < v € h(H).

PROOF. (=) Let ¢ € Hom(Fm, Fm,) be such that g(Z,) := Z,. Then,
g PU{s}) =PU{s} Ch(H), so g(t) =t € h(H) because h(H) € Fig(Fm,).

(<) By Corollary we have v € tr-Seq(F'm,) NFgg (P, 5), whence P, s g ¢

by Proposition [2.34] O
We have:
P,skgt
< v € h(H) (Claim
< h(r2) € h(H)
& e H (Proposition [2.20)(v)
— e h Y (Fgg™ (P)) vFm Fgbme (1) (definition of H)
= Fgd™ (1) Ch7' (Fgg ™ (B) V™ Feg™ (1) (H € Fig(Fmy))
= D Ch(Feg™(P)) (by (3.9))
= h(D) CFgg™ (P)
< h(D) C tr-Seq(Fm,) N Fgg(P) (Corollary
— I(D) C Fag() (h(D)  tr-Seq(Fm,)
< Ptgh(D) (Proposition
(

— Ptg @(fp,ﬁ,t)
Conclusion: (3.8) holds.
(iii) = (i) Clear. [

definition of h)

We are finally ready to present the two proofs that an elementarily algebraiz-
able finitary Gentzen relation G has the CDDT iff K has ESPRC, where K is a
quasivariety satisfying G = EQ(K).

3.2.2. Blok and Pigozzi’s strategy. Following Blok and Pigozzi’s proofs
of [6, Thms. 5.4,5.5], where they connect the DDT with having EDPRC, we show
that an elementarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen relation G has the CDDT iff
EQ(K) has the CDDT, where K is a quasivariety such that G = EQ(K). We then
show that EQ(K) has the CDDT iff K has ESPRC.
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By Proposition and Remark [2.83] if two finitary Gentzen relations G, G’
are equivalent then there are finitary transformers 7, p such that 7: G = G’ : p
This allows us to prove that the CDDT is preserved by equivalence between finitary
Gentzen relations:

THEOREM 3.22. Let G and G' be finitary equivalent Gentzen relations with
traces tr and tr', respectively. Then, G has the CDDT iff G' has the CDDT.

PROOF. Let 7 : tr-Seq — P(tr'-Seq) and p : tr'-Seq — P(tr-Seq) be finitary
transformers such that 7 : G = G’ : p. Note that, by Remark [2.83] it suffices to
prove that if G has the CDDT then G’ has the CDDT.

Assume G has the CDDT, and let ({®[p,m,n| : m,n € tr} : p € w) be a
CDD-sequence for G.

Let us build a CDD-sequence ({€&[p,m,7n] : i, n € tr'} : p € w) for G'. Fix any
context p € w and any m,n € tr'. Since p is finitary, by Proposition there are
finite sets of tr-sequents

Pin = {mb s 7ml} - tr'Squ(ﬁz) and Pa = {nla s 7nt} - tr—Squ(ﬁ)J

with [, ¢ € w, such that p(s) = ps(s) and p(tr) = ps(r) for every s, v € tr'-Seq with
tp(s) = m and tp(tr) = n.

For every j = 1,...,t let ¢; := p + X(tp(my)) + - - - + X(tp(my)) + X(tp(n,)).
Define the set E[p,m,n] C tr'-Seq as follows: if [ =0, i.e., ps = &, let

Qf[l% n, ﬁ] = {<$p+z(m)+1, e 7Ip+2(m)+2(ﬁ)>ﬁ}7

and otherwise let
t
Qs[pa m7 ,ﬁ] = T(U gifl[pa tp(m1>7 s 7tp(ml>7 tp(“j)](fp7lﬁla s 7ﬁ1l7 ﬁ]))a
j=1

where m; 1= W;(Tpr1, ... Tpynen)) and 0 = M (Tpisin)4ts - - - Tprsm)+5(m)) for
1=1,...,land j=1,... ¢

CLAIM 3.22.1. Qf[p,m,ﬁ] = Qf[p,m,ﬁ] (fp+2(m)+2(ﬁ)).

ProoOF. This is clear if [ = 0, so assume [ > 0. By Lemma we have
t
m U 33l 1p7tp ml) tp(ml)7tp(nj)](fp7ﬁll)-"7ﬁll7ﬁj))a

so all we need to show is that the variables that occur in 7(¢;) are all among
T, .. Tpix(m)+n(n) for every j =1,... ¢, where

Q:] = 9771[p7tp<m1)7 B 7tp(ml)7 tp(n])](fpv tﬁl? s 71:(1[7 ﬁ])a
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and this is a consequence of Lemma because the variables occurring in €; are
all in fp+z(ﬁ—b)+2(ﬁ). O

To see that ({€[p,m,n] : m,n € tr'} : p € w) is indeed a CDD-sequence for G,
let ‘B U {s,t} C tr'-Seq, be such that tp(s) = m and tp(r) = 7.
Assume first that [ = 0, i.e., ps = . We have:

Poshgr e p(‘B), (s) Fe p(r)
p(B) Fe p(r)
(ALG1)

= 7(p(P)) Fe 7(p(v))

A
(ALG2) m ot

<~ Ptg Ep,m,n|(Z,,s,1),
so we are done.

Assume now that [ > 0, so that p;, # @. Let 0 € End(F'm) be any substitution
such that:
o 0(7)) =T
© 0({Tpt1: - s Tprsm)m) = 6.
® T((Tprnem)+ts - Tprnim)+nm)a) = ¢
Note that o(m;) = m,(s) € tr-Seq, and o(n;) = n;(r) € tr-Seq,, for all i = 1,...,1

and all j =1,...,t. Therefore, setting D% :=D;_;[p,tp(my), ..., tp(my), tp(n;)] we
have:

Psbg v e p(P), pls) Fe plv)
< p(P),my(s),...,my(s) Fg p(r)
<> p(P),my(s),...,my(s) Fgnj(v) forall j=1,....¢
= p(P) Fe D (7, mi(s),...,my(s),n;(r)) forall j =1,... ¢
= p(R) Fe Ujoy D5(T, mu(s), ..., my(s), m(x))
(ALG1)

= 7(p(P)) Fo T(Ujoy D5 (T, ma(s), ..., mu(s), m(x)))

Rk (UL D@, mi(s), .. my(s), 1y(x)))

— Pltg T(U] 10(9;(:?,,,1{11,...,1%1,,&])))

= Pre Ujo, 7(0(D5(Fp, my,...,my, 1)), by Lemma[2.77]
= Pbre U;o, o(7(D] (&, my, ..., my,n5)))

— Plrg a(UFlr(@;(fp,ﬁml, co,my, 1))
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= Pre o(€p, M, 1 (Tpismyrsm)))

< Pltg Ep,m,nl(7,,s,t).

Conclusion: ({&[p,7,n]:m,n € tr'} : p € w) is a CDD-sequence for G'. [

THEOREM 3.23. Let K be a quasiwvariety. Then, EQ(K) has the CDDT iff K
has ESPRC.

PROOF. (=) Since tr(EQ(K)) = {(1,1)} and EQ(K) is finitary (Lemma [2.75)),
by Theorem [3.21(iii) there is a CDD-sequence for EQ(K) of the form (D[n] : n € w),
where each D[n] is a finite set of (1, 1)-sequents of F'm (equations) in the variables
Tnia. S0 let us write

Dn| = {0:(Tnt4a) = €i(Tpya) 11 € I},
with each I, finite.

Fix any n € w and let ¥,, := ®[n|. Also, fix any A € K generated by some
elements ¢g1,...,g9, € A, and let a,b,c,d € A. Note that, if n = 0, by Theorem
we must have F'mg # @& because A # &. Thus, F'm,, is the universe of a subalgebra
Fm,, of Fm regardless of the choice of n.

Let h € Hom(Fm,, A) be any homomorphism such that h(Z,) = §,. By
Proposition|1.11}, h is surjective, so let g, @1, Yo, Y1 € F'm, be such that h(yg) = a,
h(p1) = b, h(¢g) = ¢ and h(¢) = d.

Let ® := ker h. Since K is a quasivariety, K is closed under isomorphisms, so
® is a K-congruence of F'm, by the first isomorphism theorem because A € K.

By Lemma [3.18] we have
h™H (O (a,b)) = O™ (o, p1) V™ @,
SO
<77/J0,77Z11> € @fgm"((po, (,01> \/IK;‘m" P «— <C, d> € 9‘,3(@, b) (310)

Since @F ™ (¢o, 01) VE™ & = OF™ (P, (0o, ¢1)), by Corollary the left-
hand side of (3.10) is equivalent to

P, o ~ 1 K Yo = Y,
which by the CDDT for EQ(K) is equivalent to
D ¢ 0:(Zn, o, 01, %0, V1) = (T, po, @1, Y0, Y1) for all i € T,,.
As @ is a congruence of F'm,,, by Corollary this is equivalent to
(0:(Z0, 0o, 01, %0, U1), €:(Tn, ©o, P1, Yo, 1)) € & =kerh for all ¢ € I,,,
which holds iff
62(Gn, a,b,c,d) = €2(Gn, a,b, c,d) for all i € I,,
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ie., iff
A = 1[gn,a,b,c,d] for all n € U,,.

Conclusion: the equations in the sets ¥,,, n € w, witness that K has ESPRC.

(<) For all n € w, let ¥,, be as in Definition|3.16 We prove that (U, : n € w) is
a CDD-sequence for EQ(K), i.e., that for every context n € w and every equations
€U {po = ¢1,¢0 ~ n} C (1, 1)-Seq,,, we have

€, 00 R @1k Yo =Y = € =k Uy (T, 0o, 91, Yo, Y1) (3.11)

This is vacuously true for n = 0 if F'imy = @ because then (1,1)-Seq, = @, and
thus for the case n = 0 we may assume F'mgy # &, so that F'm,, is the universe of
a subalgebra F'm,, of F'm regardless of the choice of n.

Fix any n € w and € U {pg ~ @1,y ~ Y1} C (1,1)-Seq,,. By Corollary 2.72]
€, 0 ~ p1 Pk Yo R Y1 == (Yo,Y1) € @Emn(@, {0, 1))
= (Yo, 1) € O™ (€) VK™ OK™ (0, ¢1)-

Let B := Fm, /O™ (€), and let 7 : Fm, — B be the natural projection.
Then, B € K, 7 is surjective and ker m = @fm"(t’f), so Lemma yields:

T (OK (1(p0), T(1))) = O™ (v0. 1) V(™" O™ (€).
Therefore, &, vg = p1 K o & 11 is equivalent to
(m(v0), m(¥1)) € OF (m(0), m(i21)).
Since K has ESPRC and, by Proposition |1.28 B is generated by m(x1),. .., 7(z,),
this is equivalent to
B ¢ 6 = gi[m(x), ..., m(xn), 7(wo), (1), m(¢g), ()] for all §; = &; € ¥,,,
which, by Proposition [1.27] is equivalent to:
<5l(fn7 ©o, L1, w()a ¢1>7 gi(fna ©o, L1, ¢07 ?/11» S @Eﬂ%(@) fOI' all 52 SRS ‘I]n
By Corollary this is equivalent to
€ =k 0i(Tn, o, @1, Y0, Y1) & €i(Tn, Po, 1, %0, Y1) for all 6; = &; € ¥y,
i.e., to

¢ }:K \Ijn('fna Yo, P1, w()a 2ﬂl)
Conclusion: (¥,, : n € w) is a CDD-sequence for EQ(K). |

The bridge theorem connecting the CDDT with having ESPRC is an immediate
consequence of the two preceding theorems:

THEOREM 3.24. Let G be an elementarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen rela-
tion, and let K be a quasivariety such that G = EQ(K). Then, G has the CDDT
iff K has ESPRC.
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FIRST PROOF. By Theorem [3.22) G has the CDDT iff EQ(K) has the CDDT,
iff K has ESPRC by Theorem [3.23] |

Note that the proofs of Theorem and Theorem [3.23] are constructive, in
the sense that we can easily obtain equations witnessing the property of having
ESPRC from a CDD-sequence and vice versa.

3.2.3. Raftery’s strategy. Now we obtain an alternative proof of Theo-
rem by generalizing that of Raftery’s [28 Thm. 9.2]. This time we show
that an elementarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen relation G has the CDDT iff
K has ESPRC, where K is a quasivariety satisfying G = EQ(K), by proving that
both conditions are equivalent to the statement that the compact K-congruences
of every finitely generated algebra form a dually Brouwerian join-semilattice.

If K is a quasivariety, then Cok(A) is a complete lattice by Corollary for
every algebra A, and thus the compact K-congruences of A form a join-semilattice
by Proposition [1.73]

THEOREM 3.25 (cf. [28, Thm. 8.6]). A quasivariety K has ESPRC iff for every
finitely generated algebra A, the join-semilattice of compact K-congruences of A
s dually Brouwerian.

For clarity, we restate Theorem before its second proof:

THEOREM 3.24. Let G be an elementarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen rela-
tion, and let K be a quasivariety such that G = EQ(K). Then, G has the CDDT
iff K has ESPRC.

SECOND PROOF. By Theorem [2.89, G is protoalgebraic, and thus G has the
CDDT iff the join-semilattice of compact G-filters of every finitely generated alge-
bra is dually Brouwerian, by Theorem [3.21(ii).

If A is a finitely generated algebra, then Fig(A) = Cok(A) by Theorem [2.8]
and Proposition [2.69, and therefore the join-semilattice of compact G-filters of
A is dually Brouwerian iff the join-semilattice of compact K-congruences of A is
dually Brouwerian, by Lemma [1.75]

Therefore, G has the CDDT iff the join-semilattice of compact K-congruences
of every finitely generated algebra A is dually Brouwerian, and by Theorem [3.25
this is equivalent to K having ESPRC. |

In contrast with the first proof, this one is not constructive, as it does not
allow us to build a CDD-sequence from equations witnessing having ESPRC nor
to obtain these equations from a CDD-sequence. For this reason, Raftery finishes
[28] by proving a theorem that allows one to perform such translation between
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equations and CDD-sequences. Of course, there is no need for us to prove it
because we have already given a constructive proof of Theorem [3.24]

3.3. The local CDDT

DEFINITION 3.26. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. For all contexts
n € w and all types my,me € tr, let I, .m, be a non-empty set and, for all
i € Ly, let £i[n, iy, mo)(Z;) C tr-Seq,, where t := n + X(1) + X(mg). The
sequence

<{{£i[n,m1,m2] 11 E [n,mlﬁw} : ml,mg € tl’} n e CL)>
is said to be a local CDD-sequence for G if, for all P U {s,t} C tr-Seq, with
tp(s) = my and tp(t) = Mg, we have:
PB,s gt <= P g Li[n, m, Mo (Z,,s,t) for some i € I, sy -

If such a sequence exists, we say that G has a local CDDT.

If |Imym,] = 1 for all n € w and all my,my € tr, then we identify each

singleton {£;[n, My, Mo] : @ € I, m, With its unique element, which we denote
by £[n, mq, ms], so that we recover the notion of having the CDDT (Definition|3.1]).

In the context of Definition |3.26] the left-to-right implication is called the local
contextual deduction theorem, and the right-to-left is known as local contextual
detachment.

PROPOSITION 3.27. Let ({{£i[n, M1, M) 10 € Ly g b - 101, e € tr} 1 € w)
be a local CDD-sequence for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr. For every context
n € w and every s,t € tr-Seq,,, with tp(s) = my and tp(tr) = My, we have:

(1) Fe Li[n,m, m|(Z,,s,8) for some i € I, .
(11) S, Sl[n, ml, mg](fn,ﬁ,t) l_G T fOT’ all1 € [nvmlva'

(i) For all i € I,y m, there is some j € Ini1 4y s, Such that

Liln, My, mal (T, 5,t) Fe £5[n + 1,700, M) (T 41,5, ).

PRroor.

(i) Apply the local contextual deduction theorem to s g s.
(ii) Apply local contextual detachment to

27;[77/, mla mQKZZ"n,ﬁ, t) I_G gz[”; mla m?] (fnv*g) t)'

(ili) As tr-Seq,, C tr-Seq,,,, the local contextual deduction theorem on (ii)
yields (iii). [
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We cannot obtain a uniqueness result for local CDD-sequences analogous to
that of Theorem because the sets £;[n, M1, ms|, with n, mq, 1 fixed, need not
be pairwise ‘comparable’ with respect to g, i.e., in principle

,21' [TL, ml, mg] VG ,Qj [TL, ml, mg] and Sj [n, ml, mg] VG 21 [n, ml, mz]

may both be the case for some 4,5 € I, 5, m,. The most we can prove towards
uniqueness is the following proposition, which establishes a (weak) relation between
any two local CDD-sequences for a given Gentzen relation:

PROPOSITION 3.28. Let ({{£:i[n, 1, Ma] 17 € Ly sy} 11, e € tr} 1 n € W)
and ({{€i[n,m1,me] 11 € I} 5 5o} @ 0,y € tr} :n € w) be two local CDD-
sequences for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr. For every contertn € w and every
s,v € tr-Seq,,, with tp(s) = My and tp(r) = My, we have that for all i € L, s, sy

there is some j € I, 5 5. such that:

Liln, 1y, mo|(Tn, 5,t) Fe 2;[n7m1,m2](fn,5,t)-

PROOF. From Proposition [3.27(ii) we have s, £;[n,m, msa](Z,,8,t) Fg v for
every @ € Inyy g, SO £i[n,my, mo)(Z,,8,¢t) Fg £ [n, My, Ml (Z,,s,t) holds for

some j € I, 5 .. because ({{£[n,1m1,my] 1 i € I;lmhmg} DMy, My € tr} i n € w)
is a local CDD-sequence. [

Items (i) and (ii) of Proposition [3.27 resemble conditions (R) and (MP) of The-
orem [2.62] and in fact having a local CDDT is equivalent to being protoalgebraic.
To prove it, we first need to obtain another characterization of protoalgebraicity,
which first appeared for finitary sentential logics in the proof of the (only) theorem
of [12], due to Czelakowski and Dziobiak. It appeared again in the proof of [11]
Thm. 2.1.5] by Czelakowski, this time without the assumption of finitarity.

In order to simplify the proofs of the statements to come, we define the notion
of a ‘template’ of a Gentzen relation, which captures the essence of Czelakowski
and Dziobiak’s characterization of protoalgebraicity:

DEFINITION 3.29. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. A G-template is
a quintuple of the form (P, s, ¢, T, o), where P U {s,t} C tr-Seq, ¥ € Th(G) and
o € End(F'm), such that:

() ‘I' t)tp (s) I_G 3tp(t)-

(i) o(Dep(s)) = s
(i) o(3tp(r)) =
(iv) P e o(T )

REMARK 3.30. If (B,s,t,T,0) is a G-template, then B, s ¢ t.
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THEOREM 3.31. A Gentzen relation G with trace tr is protoalgebraic iff the
following holds for every P U {s,t} C tr-Seq:
B, s kg v iff there is a theory ¥ € Th(G) and a substitution o € End(F'm)
such that (B, s,tv, T, o) is a G-template. (3.12)

PROOF. (=) The right-to-left implication of (3.12) is Remark |3.30}

Assume P, s g v. Let (m,n) :=tp(s) and (r,s) := tp(r). Let 0 € End(Fm)
be any surjective substitution such that o(v,,,) := s and o(3,5) := v. Note that
at least one such substitution exists by Proposition because the (countably
infinite) set Var \ {y1, ..., Ym+n, 21, - -, Zr4+s} can be mapped onto Var.

Let T := 071(Cng(*B)). By Proposition 2.36(i) and Proposition [2.34] we have
T € Th(G). Since o is surjective, o(%) = Cng(P), i.e., P Fg o(%). Also, o is
a strict surjective homomorphism from the G-matrix (F'm,T) to the G-matrix
(Fm, Cng()), so the correspondence theorem (Theorem 2.67(iv)) yields

7(Cng(T, 9mn)) = Cng(a(%), o (hmn)) = Cng(Cng (), 5) = Cng (P, 5)

and also, as a consequence,

CnG (3:7 Um,n) = Uﬁl(CHG(mus))'
Given that o(3,5) = t € Cng("B, s), we have 3, € Cng(T, Ym.n), so we are done.

(<) We prove that G is protoalgebraic using Theorem [2.62]

Fix any (m,n) € tr. If (m,n) = (0,0), then the conditions (R) and (MP) of
Theorem are satisfied taking & := @, so assume (m, n) # (0,0). Note that,
then, x; occurs among &, n.

Since tmn 6 tmn, there are some T € Th(G) and o € End(F'm) such that:

() {I Umn l_G 3mn'
(i) o(Vmn) = Emn-
(iif) (3m n) = Emn-
(iv) Fe o(%).

Let o* € End(Fm) be given by 0*(Zynin) = 0" (Jimin) = Tmin and o*(u) :=
x1 for every variable u not in T, 1, Ymin-
Let ¢/ € End(Fm) be such that o (ym+n) = xm+n, o' (Zman) = Yman and

o'(u) := o*(o(u)) for every variable u not in 4,1y, Zmin. By Proposition [2.9 n for
every formula ¢ € F'm, all the variables occurring in o’(¢) are among 11, Ym-n-

Define €, ,,(Zrmin, Ymin) = 0'(%). By structurality, applying ¢’ to both sides
of (i) yields (MP).
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To prove (R), recall (Definition [2.60) that o,,, is the substitution that maps
Ym.n t0 Ty and leaves all the other variables untouched.

Cram 3.31.1. oy 00’ =0*0o0.

PROOF. By Proposition 2.8} it suffices to prove that (o,,00")(u) = (0*00)(u)
for every u € Var. For the variables in ¢,,.,, we have:

Um,n(0/<37m+n)) = Um,n(fern) = Tmin = U*(fern) = U*<U(gm+n))'
For the variables in 2,,, we have:
Um,n(al(gm+n)) = Um,n(ngrn) = Timin = 0 (Tmgn) = 07 (0(Zngn))-
Let u be a variable not occurring in ¥, n, Zm.n. Then:
Um,n(gl(u)) = Umm(‘j*(o'(u))) = U*(U(u))'
O

By structurality, applying ¢* to both sides of (iv) yields g (¢ 0 0)(%), which
by the claim is equivalent to g (04, © 0')(¥). And this is precisely (R) because
Um,n(o'/(z)) = O'm,n<€m,n(fm+n7 gjern)) = QSm,n(irerna fm+n) |

We can now prove that having a local CDDT is equivalent to protoalgebraicity:

THEOREM 3.32. A Gentzen relation G has a local CDDT iff G is protoalgebraic.

PROOF. Let tr := tr(G).

(=) Let ({{&[p.m,n| : i € L, na} : Mm,n € tr} : p € w) be a local CDD-
sequence for G. We prove that G is protoalgebraic using Theorem [2.62

Fix any (m,n) € tr. By Proposition B.27(i), there is some i € Ly in,(m,n),(mmn)
such that Fg £;(Zmns Lmn, Emn), Where £ := £;[m+n, (m,n), (m,n)]. For this i,
we also have L n, £i(Zntns Emns Ymn) F6 Dma by Proposition [3.27(ii). Therefore,

the set €, (Zimtns Uman) = Li(@mtn, Emn, Ym.n) satisfies conditions (R) and (MP)
of Theorem 2.62

(<) We build a local CDD-sequence
{{&lp.m.n]:ie€l,na}:mnetr}:pew)
for G using Theorem [3.31]

Fix any context p € w. If p = 0 and F'mg = &, then P, s g t holds for all
PU{s,t} C tr-Seq, because s = v = @ > &, so for every 1, i € tr we can let Iy .5
be any singleton and £;[0,m,n| := @ for all i € Iy 4.

Assume now that either p > 0 or F'my # &, so that F'm, # & regardless of
the choice of p, and fix any types 7,1 € tr. For every B U {s,t} C tr-Seq, by
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Theorem B.s kg t holds iff there are T € Th(G) and ¢ € End(Fm) such
that (B,s,t,%,0) is a G-template. Note that, if P U {s,t} C tr-Seq,, then we
may assume that o(F'm) C Fm,, as otherwise we can replace o by ¢’ o o, where
o' € End(F'm) is defined by setting o'(Z,) := &, and letting ¢’(z) be any element
of F'm, # & for all variables z ¢ Z,. (By Proposition 2.9} o/(Fm) C Fm,).

Let t := p+X(m)+X(n) and let I, 4 » be the set of all G-templates (3, s,t, T, o)
such that: P U {s,t} C tr-Seq,, tp(s) = 1, tp(tr) = 7 and o(Fm) C Fm,,.

Cram 3.32.1. I, 55 # 9.

o,

PROOF. Since F'm, # @, let s,v € tr-Seq, be such that tp(s) = m an
tp(t) = n. Let T := Cng(hm, 35), and define 0 € End(F'm) by setting o(9) := s
0(37) = v, and letting o(u) be any element of F'm, for every variable u n
occurring in 9y, 37 By Proposition 2.9, o(Fm) C Fm,,. Finally, let B := o(%)
tr-Seq,. Then, (B,s,v,%T,0) € [, pa-

on <

For every i € I, s, say i = (B,s,t,%F,0), let 0; € End(F'm) be given by:

® 0;(0) = (Tps1s - - - Tprsim))in € M-S€q;,.
® 0;(34) = (Tprn(n)41s - - - Te)i € N-Seq,.
e 0,(u) :==o(u) € Fm,, for all variables u not occurring in v, or 3;.

By Proposition 2.9} o;(Fm) C Fmy. Let £[p,m, n](Z;) := 0;(%) C tr-Seq,.
CLAIM 3.32.2. For every (PB,s,v,T,0) € I, mn, the following hold:
(i) Lilp,m, n](Zp, s,¢) = o(%).
(i) oi(v), Lilp, m, 7)(Z) e 0i(3a)-
PROOF.
(i) Let ¢’ € End(F'm) be such that:

o 0'(Z,) == ).

° O'/(<Ip+17 e ,Ip+2(m)>m) = 5.
[ 0',<<xp+2(m)+1, e ,xt>ﬁ) =T.
It suffices to prove that ¢’ o o; = o. For the variables in 1,;,, we have:
(0" 00:) (i) = 0 ((Tps1, - s Tprspny i) =5 = 0(9)-

For the variables in 3, we have:

(0" 003)(5m) = o' ((Tprnemers - Tu)a) = © = 0 (3m).

Let u be a variable not in 1), or 3;. Then,

(0" 0 0i)(u) = o' (0(u)) = o(u),
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where the last equality is due to the fact that o(u) € F'm,. Therefore, by
Proposition 2.§ we have ¢’ o 0; = o.

(ii) By structurality, applying o; to both sides of 9, % Fg 34, which holds
because (,s,t, %, 0) is a G-template, yields (ii). d

Let us check that ({{&€;[p,m,n] : i € I, na} :m,n € tr} : p € w) is indeed a
local CDD-sequence for G.

Fix any context p € w, any types m,n € tr and any P U {s,t} C tr-Seq, with
tp(s) = m and tp(r) = n. The case corresponding to p = 0 with F'my = @ has
already been checked, and thus, as we explained above, we may assume that each
o given by Theorem satisfies o(F'm) C F'm,. We must prove:

PB,stet <= Pg Lilp,m,n](Z,,s,t) for some i € I, 5.

Assume B, s g v. By Theorem and the construction of I, 5, there is a
G-template i € I, 5 of the form ¢ = (B, 5, v, T, o). Therefore, P F¢ o(T), whence

B e Lilp, m,n](Z,,s,t) by Claim (1)

Conversely, let i € I, 54 be such that B g £[p, m, n](Z,,s,t). Choose any
substitution ¢’ € End(Fm) satisfying:

o 0/(7,) = 7).

L] 0’((1:1,“, . ,l‘p+2(m)>m) =5.
L] 0'/(<£L'p+2(m)+1, ce ,ﬂjt)ﬁ) =T
Applying ¢’ to both sides of Claim [3.32.2(ii) yields B, s kg v by cut. [ |

In [28, Exmpl. 3.2, 4.9], Raftery shows two examples of sentential logics hav-
ing a local CDDT but lacking the CDDT. Thus, by Proposition we can now
conclude that having the CDDT is a strictly stronger condition than being pro-
toalgebraic.

According to Raftery (cf. [28] p. 294]), for sentential logics the proof of Theo-
rem [3.6](i) can be easily adapted to obtain the case k = 0 of [28, Thm. 4.5, which
is a result for local CDD-sequences analogous to Theorem [3.6]i). We can actually
prove much more, namely the local version of the whole Theorem [3.6] and for

arbitrary Gentzen relations. For this, we first need to obtain the local version of
Theorem 3.5

THEOREM 3.33. Let ({{&i[p,m,n| i € [, na}:m,n€tr}:p e w) be a local
CDD-sequence for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr. Then, for every k € w,
every context p € w and every types mq, ..., Mgr1, N € tr there is a family of sets

{2;27]' Dy, My, 0)(2) 1 j €, ,ml,...,mkﬂ,ﬁ}a
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where Jyp,,.ongai 7 D and t = p 4+ 3(my) + - + (M) + X(n), such that,
for every sequents P U {s1,...,s,41,t} C tr-Seq, with tp(r) = 1 and tp(s;) = M,
fori=1,...,k+1, the following holds:

B, s51,... , Sk+1 Fet < PV tg Sz’j[p, My, .o, My, ﬁ](fp,ﬁl, vy Ska1, t)
for some j € Jy ..ot

ProOOF. By induction on k. If £ = 0 the statement of the theorem is just the
defining property of any local CDD-sequence for G, so we can take J,, i, 4 1= Ip i a0
and £ ;[p, 1, 0] = £;[p, My, 7] for all j € Jp s, 4

Assuming that the theorem holds for k, let us consider the case of k + 1.
By IH, there is a family
{2273 [p7 m27 cee 7mk+27 ﬁ](ft—z('fnl)) . ] S Jp,m2,...,mk+2,ﬁ}7
with Jp s....ingi0n 7 G, such that B, s1,..., 5,10 g v holds iff
(’Basl |_G SZJ‘ [pa m2> s 7mk+27 ﬁ] (fp7527 e Sk42, t)
is the case for some j € Jp ... 05400

First, let us build the index set Jy, ;.. sy p0n- FOT €Very j € Jpmmy. . iy i0,ns 168
us abbreviate £f ;[p, My, ..., Mo, 7] by £f ;, and let A; be the set of all triples
(J,tj,i;) such that t; € £, and i, € Lm, ;) Let Cj be the collection of all
subsets B; C A; such that for every t; € Sz,j there is at least one triple in B; with
t; as its second component. Clearly, @ € C; iff £} ; = &. Finally, define:

Spiia .o = U{{]} X Cj 1§ € Jpsa,.ingyai}-

Note that Jp s, ... s i0.n # & because by IH there is some j € J, Tyt ayis AN
thus (j, 4;) € Jppi,...imes0.n because A; € C;.

For every j' € Jyp,,..onesais S8y J' = (J, Bj), let
£Z+1,j’ = U ’Sit]- [pv Thl, tp<tj)](fp+2(m1)7 tj (fpv Lprs(mg)+1s -« s ‘rt))
<j1tj7ilj>€Bj
By the IH, 8,51, ..., 5,12 Fg t is equivalent to the statement
(Elj € J, ,ﬁw,.--,fnkuﬁ) B,s1 ke Sz,j (@07527 ey Sk42, t)?
which is in turn equivalent to
(3] € J 7m27...7mk+27ﬁ)(vtj S 21:,]') m,ﬁl Fg tj(fp,ﬁg, ey Sk42, t). (313)
And by the local CDDT, (3.13) is the case iff:
(El] € J ,m27-~~,mk+2ﬁ)(vjcj S Sl:,j)(aifj S Ipmhip(ﬁ))
m l_G ’Qitj [p, ml, tp(tj)](fp,ﬁl, fj(fp,ﬁg, vy Sk, t)) (314)
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We need to prove that (3.14) is equivalent to:
(Hjl € J ,mh_“’kaﬂ,ﬁ) Y»B l_G £Z+1,j/(fp7517 ey Sk12, ‘t). (315)

Assume (3.14). Let C be the collection of all triples (j,t;,4,), with t; € £}
and iy, € I, tp(t;), Such that

;B |_G '82}]. [pa mla tp(tj)](fp7517 tj<fp7527 ey Sk+2, t))

By (3.14), we must have C' € C;. So, by the way C has been defined, it is clear
that we can take j' := (j,C) to make (3.15) hold.

Conversely, assume (3.15). Then, j' = (j, B;) for some j € Jp ... 1m0 and
some B; € C;. If B; = @, then we must have £; ; = @, whence (3.14) holds
trivially. Assume now that B; # & and fix any t; € £ ;. Since B; € C;, there is

some iy, € I, 1p(t,) Such that (j,t;,4) € Bj, and thus

Lii, [P, 1, ()] (Tprs i), (T, Tprsiin+1s - - - ) € Loga s
whence
Suj [p, M1, tp()] (T, 51, 45 (T, B2 - -, Sk, ¥)) © L5y (T, 81, -5 Shi2, T).
Therefore, (3.14) holds. [

Now we are ready to prove the local version of Theorem [3.6}

THEOREM 3.34. Let ({{&i[p,m,n| i € I, na}:m,n €tr} :p € w) be a local
CDD-sequence for a Gentzen relation G with trace tr, and let the family

(€5 s o g1, M 0§ € Ty g1}
be as in Theorem for all k,p € w and all types my, ..., M1, € tr. Let A
be an algebra finitely generated by some elements g1,...,9, € A, let ay, ..., a4 €

tr-Seq,(A) and let m; == tp(a;) fori=1,... k+1. Then:
(i) For any G-filter I of A and any b € tr-Seq,(A), we have:
beFgd(Foay,...,q) < &[4 (G, a1,... a541,0) C F
Jor some j € Jypny.. i1t
where i := tp(b) and £ ;[n] = £ ;[p, M1, ..., Mgy1, 7.
(ii) If G is finitary, then for each b € tr-Seq,(A) there is a family
{gj ] E Jpvm17"'7mk+latp(b)}7

where each £; is a finite subset of £} ;[p, M1, ..., M1, tp(b)], such that,
for any G-filter F' of A, we have:

bec Fgé(F, ag,.. .,Clk+1) <~ Sf(gp,al, ey O, b) - F

Jor some j € prm17~--,mk+17tp(b)'
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PROOF. For i = 1,...,k + 1, let 5; € tr-Seq, be such that a; = s2(g,), by

Corollary [2.11} Also, for every b € tr-Seq(A) let np := tp(b).

As p and my, ..., My will remain fixed throughout this proof, to improve
readability let us denote, for every b € tr-Seq(A), Jpm,

by J;, and, for

7777 ’ﬁ’Lk+1 7ﬁb

every j € J,, the set £} .[p, M, ..., Mgq1, )] by £ ;[7e].

Note that, by Theorem [3.33] for every v € tr-Seq, we have

L] (Tp, 815 8k41, 1), 51, -+, Sky1 G T (3.16)

for all j € J;,, where i, := tp(r).

(i) Let G := {b € tr-Seq(A) : (3j € Ja,) £ ;[16]*(Gp: 01, .. ., Oy, b) C F}.

We shall prove that G = Fgg (F, ay,...,ax1), whence (i) clearly follows.

PROOF. Let H € Fig(A)W a1l et b € G and, by Corol-
lary [2.11] let ¢ € tr-Seq, be such that b = t4(g,). Then, by the defini-

tion of G there is some j € J;, for which £f [76]4(Gpy a1, - - -, Agr1, B) C
F C H, so, since H D {ay,...,a,41} and H is a G-filter, (3.16) implies
t4(g,) € H, ie.,be H. O

Cramm 3.34.2. F C @G.

ProoOF. Let b € F, and, by Corollary let v € tr-Seq, be such
that b = v4(g,). Since t,81,...,5,1 Fg t, by Theorem Mthere is some
J € Ji, such that

v |_G Sz,j[ﬁt](f}nsla coe s Sk, t)u
whence £; ;[7p]*(gp, a1, ..., ax11,b) C F because F is a G filter of A.
Therefore, b € G. O

Cram 3.34.3. {ay,...,a41} C G.

ProoFr. For every i = 1,...,k + 1 we have sy,...,8,11 Fg §;, so by
Theorem there is some j; € Jy, such that
Fe £5 (73] (Zp, 51, -+, Skr1, 5),
whence £ ;. [1:]2(G,, a1, .- ., agy1,a;) C F because F is a G-filter of A,
and thus a; € G. O

Cram 3.34.4. G is a G-filter of A.
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PROOF. Assume B Fg g holds for some B U {q} C tr-Seq, and let
h € Hom(Fm,A) be such that h(f) € G. We need to prove that
h(q) € G.

By Lemma [2.15] we may assume, without loss of generality, that the
variables in Var, do not occur in P U {q} and, moreover, that h(Z,) = g,.
Note that this implies h(s;) = a; for all 1 <i < k+ 1.

For every variable u ¢ Var, we have h(u) € A, so by Corollary
there is some 1, € Fm, such that h(u) = nA(g,) = h(n.). Let o €
End(F'm) be any substitution mapping u to 7, for every variable u ¢ Var,.

The same induction carried on in the proof of Theorem [3.6] shows that
h(o(p)) = h(p) for every formula ¢ in which none of the variables in Var,
occurs. In particular:

(a) h(o(p)) = h(p) € G for all p € P.
(b) h(o(q)) = h(q).
For every p € B we have h(p) € G, so there is some j, € J;, for which

S, ) (Gp a1, Opi1, B(p)) C F. (3.17)
And since o(p) € tr-Seq,,, (3.16) implies:
s, sk | Lh ] (8,81, - 81, 0 () Fa o (). (3.18)
peP
Applying cut to (3.18) and o(*B) Fe o(q), which holds by structurality,
we obtain:
51,y 5k+1, U ’Sz,jp [ﬁpKfpuﬁla vy Sk, U(p)) |_G O'(Cl)
peB

So by Theorem there is some j' € J;, for which:

U L (@, 815 -+ sk41,0(P)) e £ [Rg) (Fp, 51, - 81k41,0(q)). (3.19)
peP

From (a) and (3.17) we deduce that, for every p € 3,
h( Z,jp [ﬁPKfpuﬁl? sy k41, J(p))) = ;;,jp [ﬁp]A(g}% a1, Oy, h<p)) C F7
so, since F' € Fig(A), (3.19) and (b) imply:
F ) h( ;;J’ [ﬁq](fpvﬁh cey Sk41, O'(q))) = Sz,j’ [/ﬁ’q]A(gp7 iy ooy Ok, h(q))
Therefore, h(q) € G. 0O

From the previous claims it follows that G = Fga(F, ay, ..., ags1), SO
we are done.
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(ii) Let H := Fgg(F,a1,...,a541), 7 := tp(b) and, by Corollary [2.11] let
t € tr-Seq be such that b = t4(g,).

If G is finitary, (3.16) implies that for every j € Jpm,...1my, .4 there is
a finite £; C £ ;[p, 771, . .., M1, 7] such that
Sj(fp,ﬁl,...,5k+1,t),51,...,5k+1 I—G T. (320)

Assume there is some j € Jpvmlv--~7mk+1,ﬁ for which
Sf(ﬁ}h A, ...y Ogta, b) g F.
Then,
23’4(51% ar, .- Ogt1, b) U {Cll, ey ak+1} CH,

so, since H € Fig(A), (3.20) implies b = t4(g,) € H.
Conversely, assume b € H. By (i), there is some j € J,, .

Mg y1,7
such that
A ~ A=
2]:7]'[13; my,... 7mk+lan] (gpa a1y v oy 041, b) g Fa
so in particular Sf(g’p, ap,...,0541,0) C F. [ |

3.3.1. Axiomatic extensions. In this subsection we generalize [28, Thm.
4.2] to prove that [local] CDD-sequences are invariant under axiomatic extensions,
i.e., that every [local] CDD-sequence for a Gentzen relation G is also a [local]
CDD-sequence for every axiomatic extension of G.

DEFINITION 3.35. Let G := (L,Fg) be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. An
extension of G is a Gentzen relation G’ := (L, -¢/) with trace tr satisfying g C F¢'.
If, moreover, there is a set of sequents 21 C tr-Seq, closed under substitutions, such
that, for every P U {s} C tr-Seq, we have

VBlegs < AP hFgs,
then G’ is an aziomatic extension of G.

THEOREM 3.36. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. Any local CDD-
sequence for G is a local CDD-sequence for every axiomatic extension of G.

PrOOF. Let ({{&ip.m,n| : i € L, nat : mn € tr} : p € w) be a local
CDD-sequence for G. Let G’ be an axiomatic extension of G, and let 2 be as in
Definition [3.35] Fix any context p € w, any types 7,n € tr and any sequents
P U {s,v} C tr-Seq, with tp(s) = /i and tp(r) = 7.

A

m, n)(Z,, s, t). By Propo-

Suppose there is some i € I, 4 5 such that P g £;[p
,n](Zp,8,v) Fg t. Therefore,

sition [3.27(i1), s, £[p, 7, 7] (), 8, ¢) Fg v, s0 5, L;[p, ™
we get P, s g t by cut.

1’
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Conversely, suppose 3,5 Fg t. Since G’ is an axiomatic extension of G, we
have:

A P,s ket (3.21)

Assume first that p = 0 and that there are no constant symbols in the algebraic
language. Then, s = v = @ > &, and thus ‘B, s ¢ v. Hence, there is some ¢ € I 5 5
such that ;B I_G Sl[p, maﬁ](fpaﬁ7t)7 S0 SB |_G’ £i[p7m7 ﬁ] (fp75at)'

Assume now that either p > 0 or there is some constant symbol ¢ in the
algebraic language. Let 0 € End(F'm) be a substitution such that o(7,) := 7,
and that maps Var\ {z1,...,2,} onto {z1,...,x,}, if p > 0, and onto {c} if p = 0.
By structurality, applying o to both sides of (3.21) yields 2A*,B,s kg t, where
2" := o(A). Note that A* C AN tr-Seq,, because A is closed under substitutions,
so there exists some i € I, such that A* P g £[p,m,n|(Z,,s,t), whence
P ke Lilp, i, 7)(Z,,5,).

Conclusion: ({{£i[p,m,n] : i € I, na} : m,n € tr} : p € w) is a local CDD-
sequence for G’. [

Note that a CDD-sequence ({®[p,m,n| : m,n € tr} : p € w) can be seen as
a local CDD-sequence ({{D[p,m,n] : i € L, na}t : m,n € tr} : p € w) in which
every I, 5 is a singleton. Therefore, by Theorem [3.36) CDD-sequences also remain
CDD-sequences in axiomatic extensions.

3.3.2. Directed local CDDTs. To finish the chapter we present two spe-
cial cases of the local CDDT: the directed local CDDT and the M-directed local
CDDT. Both notions are introduced by Raftery in [28] §§6-7], where he provides
characterizations of both of them in terms of well-known lattice-theoretic proper-
ties of the lattices of theories. We generalize these results to Gentzen relations.

DEFINITION 3.37. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. A local CDD-
sequence ({{&;[p,m,n] 14 € [, na}:m,n € tr}:pecw)for Gissaid to be directed
if, for every context p € w, all types m,n € tr, all ¢, j € I, 5,4 and all 5, v € tr-Seq,
with tp(s) = 7 and tp(r) = n, there is some k € I, 5 such that

Sl[pa ma ﬁ](fpwga t) l_G ’gk [p> ma ﬁ] (fpaﬁa t)

and
Qj[pa m? ﬁ](f]:ns) t) l_G Sk[p7 ma ﬁ]<fp75a t)‘
In this situation, G is said to have a directed local CDDT.

We are going to prove that a local CDD-sequence for a finitary Gentzen relation
is directed iff its lattice of theories is distributive.
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LEMMA 3.38. Let G be a finitary Gentzen relation with trace tr. Then, the
compact G-theories form a join-semilattice with a minimum element generated, as

an algebra, by {Cng(s) : s € tr} if @ ¢ Th(G), and by {@} U{Cng(s) : s € tr} if
@ € Th(G).

PRrOOF. Let K be the collection of all compact G-theories. By Proposition [2.33]
Proposition [1.73| and Proposition [2.34, K is the universe of a join-semilattice K
that has a minimum element.

By Proposition 2.33, Cng(s) € K for every s € tr, and @ € K if @ € Th(G).
Conversely, let € € K be a compact theory, with ¥ # @. By Proposition [2.33

there are s1,...,s, € tr-Seq, n € w, such that:
T = Cng(s1,....5,) = \/ Cng(s;) € Sg™({Cng(s) : 5 € tr}).
1<i<n

THEOREM 3.39. A local CDD-sequence for a finitary Gentzen relation G is
directed iff the lattice of G-theories is distributive.

PRrROOF. Let ({{&i[p,m,n] : i € Iy na} : m,n € tr} : p € w) be a local CDD-
sequence for G, where tr := tr(G), and let K be the collection of all compact
G-theories, which, by Proposition [2.33] are exactly the finitely generated ones.

(=) Suppose that ({{Li[p,m,n] 11 € [, ma}:mm,n € tr}:p € w) is directed.

By Lemma|3.38] K is the universe of a join-semilattice K that has a minimum
element and is generated by {Cng(s) : s € tr}, if @ ¢ Th(G), and by {@} U
{Cng(s) : s € tr} if & € Th(G).

By Lemma [1.80] Proposition and Proposition 2.34] the lattice Th(G) is
distributive iff the join-semilattice K is distributive. So, by Lemma [1.79, Th(G)
is distributive iff the following two conditions hold:

(a) D(Cng(s),Cng(t)) holds in K for all s,t € tr-Seq.
(b) If @ € Th(G), then D(¥, @) and D(@,%T) hold in K for all ¥ € K.

To prove (a), let s, ¢ € tr-Seq and ¥,%" € K be such that:

(i) Cng(t) - CI]G (5) (VA
(ii)) Cng(r) € Cng(s) V¥

We need to find a T € K such that T C TN T and Cng(r) C Cng(s) V T*. Let
P USSP C tr-Seq be finite and such that T = Cng(P) and T' = Cng(P’). By (i)
and (ii), we have B, s g v and P, s F¢ t, respectively.
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Let p € w be such that P UP U {s,t} C tr-Seq,, m := tp(s) and n := tp(v).
By the local CDDT, there are i, j € I, .4 such that B k¢ £i[p, m, n|(Z), s, t) and
P e £ilp, m, n|(Zp,5,¢t). So, since the local CDD-sequence is directed, there is
some k € I, 4 such that P Fg Li[p, M, n](Z,, 5, t) and P’ Fe Lilp, 1, n](Z,, s, v).
By Proposition [3.27]ii), we have s, £;[p, 7, (%), s,t) g t, so by finitarity there
is a finite P* C Li[p, 1, 1] (7, s, t) such that s,P* kg v. Therefore, we can take
T .= Cng(P*) € K.

Finally, to prove (b) let 1, %5, %3, %4 € K be such that @ C TVT;, @ C TV T,
TCoVEI3=%F3and TC gV Ty =T, Clearly, we can take ] : =% NTy € K
and T3 :=T3N Ty € K to see that D(T, @) and D(&, %) hold in K, respectively.

Conclusion: the lattice Th(G) is distributive.

(<) Conversely, suppose that the lattice Th(G) is distributive. By Lemma/|1.80]
Proposition and Proposition [2.34] K is the universe of a distributive join-
semilattice K.

Fix a context p € w, any types m,n € tr, any 4,7 € I, and any sequents
s,v € tr-Seq, with tp(s) = s and tp(vr) = 2. By Proposition 3.27ii), we have
s, L;[p, m,n|(Z,,8,¢v) Fe v and s, £[p, m,n|(Z,,s,t) Fe v, so by finitarity there
are finite sets P; C L;[p, M, n](Tp,s,t) and P; C L;[p,m, n|(Z,,s,t) such that
s,B; F¢ v and 5,P,; Fg v. Then, Cng(r) C Cng(s) V Cng(P;) and Cng(r) C
Cng(s) V Cng(PB;), so, since K is distributive, there is a compact theory T € K
such that T C Cng(*B;) N Cng(P;) and Cng(r) C Cng(s) vV T. Let P C tr-Seq be
finite and such that ¥ = Cng(B). Thus, we have:

(/Bi I_G (,]3 and ‘Bj }_G m and S,m }_G T. (322)

Assume first that p = 0 and that there are no constant symbols in the algebraic
language. Then, s =t = & > &, and thus s g t. Hence, there is some k € I, 5,5
such that g Lx[p, 1, n](Zp, s, t), so Li[p, m, n|(Z,,s,t) Fe Lklp, m, n|(Z,, s, ) and
Lilp, m, n|(Z,, s,t) Fe Lilp, m, n|(Z,, s, v).

Assume now that either p > 0 or there is some constant symbol ¢ in the
algebraic language. Let 0 € End(F'm) be a substitution such that o(Z,) = 7,
and that maps Var\ {z1,...,z,} onto {z1,...,z,}, if p > 0, and onto {c} if p = 0.
By structurality, applying o to (3.22) yields:

Pitco(P) and P;Feo(P) and s,0(P) kg .

Since o (P)U{s,t} C tr-Seq,, by the local CDDT there is some k € I, » such that
o(B) Fe Lk[p, i, 1)(Ty, 5, ¢), whence Li[p, i, #](Ty, 5, ¢) e Li[p, 1, 7](), 8, v) and
Lilp, m, n)(Z,,s,¢) Fe Li[p, m, n](Z,, s, t) follow by cut and monotonicity.

Conclusion: ({{&i[p,m,n] i € Iyna}:m,n € tr}:p € w) is directed. |



92 3. CONTEXTUAL DEDUCTION-DETACHMENT THEOREMS

Finally, we turn our attention to another special case of the local CDDT, very
similar to the directed version.

DEFINITION 3.40. Let G be a Gentzen relation with trace tr. A local CDD-
sequence ({{&i[p,m,n] : i € L,pa} : m,n € tr} 1 p € w) for G is said to be
M -directed if, for every context p € w, all traces m,n € tr, all ¢,j € I, 5 5 and all
s,t € tr-Seq,, with tp(s) = 7 and tp(t) = 7, there is some k € I, 4 such that

Lilp, m, n](Zy, s,t) Fe Lilp, m, n](Z,, s, ¢)
and
s, L;[p, m,n|(Z,,s,v) Fe Lip, M, n](Zp, 5, 1).
In this situation, G is said to have an M -directed local CDDT.

For the M-directed local CDDT, a result analogous to Theorem holds,
with modularity in place of distributivity:

THEOREM 3.41. A local CDD-sequence for a finitary Gentzen relation G is
M -directed iff the lattice of G-theories is modular.

INDICATION FOR THE PROOF. With some minor, obvious changes, the proof is
almost identical to the one of Theorem [3.39] using modularity, M (Cng(s), Cng(t))
and M-directedness instead of distributivity, D(Cng(s), Cng(t)) and directedness,
respectively. |



CHAPTER 4

Conclusion and Further Research

We have generalized many results from abstract algebraic logic to the context of
Gentzen relations. Particularly, we have presented and discussed multiple charac-
terizations of protoalgebraicity, given a corrected version of Raftery’s [27, Thm.
13.4] and proved a new syntactic one that simplifies the modus ponens condition.

After that, we have studied the CDDT and its local variant in the framework
of Gentzen relations, generalizing the bridge theorem connecting the CDDT with
having ESPRC using two strategies: the first, based on Blok and Pigozzi’s work
in [6], clearly shows the connection between a CDD-sequence and the equations
that semi-define the principal relative congruences, while the second generalizes
the one from Raftery’s [28] and has a much more algebraic flavour.

We now present some indications for future work that would be a natural
continuation of this thesis.

4.1. Protoalgebraic multi-dimensional Gentzen relations

In [I8, Thm. 2.17], Gil and Rebagliato prove a syntactic characterization of pro-
toalgebraic multi-dimensional Gentzen relations similar to Theorem [2.56 which
we have adapted from Patasiriska’s [23, Thm. 5.12].

We have argued that Theorem [2.62]is more suitable when working with Gentzen
relations than Theorem [2.56 mainly due to the simplification of the modus ponens
condition, and thus a natural continuation of Subsection would be to gen-
eralize Theorem to multi-dimensional Gentzen relations. No difficulty, other
than an increase in the complexity of the notation, should arise.

4.2. Filter distributivity and modularity

Recall (cf. Theorem and Theorem [3.41) that a local CDD-sequence for a
finitary Gentzen relation G is directed (respectively, M-directed) iff the algebraic
lattice of G-theories is distributive (respectively, modular).

In [28, §§6-7], Raftery goes one step further and proves that every finitary
sentential logic S with a directed (respectively, M-directed) local CDDT is filter
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distributive (respectively, filter modular), i.e., the lattice Fis(A) is distributive
(respectively, modular) for all algebras A. His proofs make use of the following
result, due to Czelakowski:

THEOREM 4.1 (cf. [1TI, Thm. 1.7.1]). Let S be a protoalgebraic finitary senten-
tial logic. Then, every universal sentence of first-order lattice theory that is true
in the lattice Th(S) is also true in the lattice Fis(A) for all algebras A.

Czelakowski’s proof of Theorem is quite involved, but we have not found
any obstacle that would make it impossible to generalize it to Gentzen relations
and then use it in conjunction with Theorem and Theorem to prove that
every finitary Gentzen relation G with a directed (respectively, M-directed) local
CDDT is filter distributive (respectively, filter modular). We have not done so
here because we were more focused on the bridge between the CDDT and ESPRC
than on the directed variants of the local CDDT.

4.3. A family of CDDTs

The CDDT was introduced by Raftery in [28] as a generalization of the DDT in
order to extend some of its desirable features to logics lacking a DDT.

In the literature, one can find several variants of the DDT for sentential logics;
among them, the following are probably the most well known:

e The local DDT (LDDT).
e The parametrised DDT (PDDT).
e The parametrised local DDT (PLDDT).

The reader in need of their definitions is referred to [14] pp. 173-4, 334-6].

Bridge theorems for each of these versions of the DDT are known to hold in
the case of sentential logics{]]

THEOREM 4.2 (cf. [6l Thm. 5.5]). Let S be a finitary elementarily algebraizable
sentential logic, and K a quasivariety such that S = EQ(K). Then, S has the DDT
iff K has EDPRC.

DEFINITION 4.3 (cf. [10] §I1]). Let G be a Gentzen relation, and M a class
of G-matrices. M is said to have the filter extension property (FEP) if, for every
submatrix (B, G) of a G-matrix (A, F) € M and every G’ € Fig(B)Y, there is
some F' € Fig(A)¥ such that G' = F' N B.

THEOREM 4.4 (cf. [10, Thm. I1.1]). Let S be a finitary protoalgebraic sentential
logic. Then, S has the LDDT iff the class of all S-matrices has the FEP.

INote that protoalgebraicity can be viewed as an algebraic property, due to its many algebraic
characterizations (cf. Subsection [2.7.3).
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THEOREM 4.5 (cf. [11), Thm. 2.4.1]). Let S be a protoalgebraic sentential logic.
Then, S has the PDDT iff S has 1-FDPF (equivalently, n-FDPF for alln > 0).

THEOREM 4.6 (cf. [14, Thm. 6.22]). Let S be a sentential logic. Then, S has
the PLDDT iff S is protoalgebraic.

Nothing should prevent these theorems to be generalized to Gentzen relations.
In fact, as we said in Section Rebagliato and Verdd proved Theorem [4.2] for
clementarily algebraizable finitary Gentzen relations in [30].

We have proved (Theorem a bridge theorem analogous to Theorem (4.2
for the CDDT and having ESPRC. Also, Theorem shows that having a local
CDDT (LCDDT) is equivalent to being protoalgebraic. All these bridge theorems
are summarized in Table .1 Note that, in the contextual case, the local version is

NON-CONTEXTUAL CONTEXTUAL
Logic Algebra Logic Algebra
DDT EDPRC CDDT ESPRC
LDDT FEP 77 77
PDDT FDPF 77 77
PLDDT | protoalgebraicity | LCDDT | protoalgebraicity

TABLE 4.1. Algebraic counterparts of the deduction-detachment theorems.

already equivalent to protoalgebraicity, whereas in the non-contextual case being
protoalgebraic is equivalent to the PLDDT and there are two variants of the DDT,
namely the LDDT and the PDDT, in between EDPRC and protoalgebraicity.

Therefore, a natural continuation of Chapter |3] would be to investigate the
existence of variants of the CDDT equivalent to some (possibly weakened) versions
of the FEP and having n-FDPF for Gentzen relations.

In Subsection we presented a variant of having n-FDPF for all n > 0,
namely having FDPF,, and we proved (Proposition that it is implied by
having the CDDT. Nevertheless, we have been unable to replicate the proofs of
Theorem [4.4] and Theorem [4.5 for the contextual case and some suitable variants of

the FEP and having n-FDPF, respectively, so we believe that there are no versions
of the CDDT filling the gaps of Table [4.1]
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algebra, 3
— absolutely free, 5
— free, 5
— generated, 4
— finitely, 4
— freely, 5
— of formulas, 6
— of type L, 3
— quotient, 8
— trivial, 3
algebraic language, 2
arity, 2

bridge theorem, 67

CDD-sequence, see contextual
deduction-detachment
theorem (CDDT)

class operator, 12

closed set, 17, 18

— finitely generated, 19

closed under a class operator, 12

closure operator, 17

— associated with a closure system,
18

— associated with a consequence
relation, 20

— finitary, 18

closure relation, see consequence
relation

closure system, 17

— associated with a closure
operator, 18

— inductive, 18

compact element, 14
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compatibility property, 49
congruence, 7
— compatible, 29
— generated by a set, 8
— principal, 8
— relative, 9
consequence relation, 20
— associated with a closure
operator, 20
— finitary, 20
context, 22
contextual deduction theorem, 60
— local, 78
contextual deduction-detachment
theorem (CDDT), 59

— local, 78

— directed, 89

— M-directed, 92
contextual detachment, 60
— local, 78
contraction, 37
correspondence property, 49
cut, 20, 26

deduction-detachment theorem
(DDT), 59

designated elements, 36

direct product

— of algebras, 9

— of matrices, 38

dual relative pseudocomplement, 14

endomorphism, 5
equation, 10
— satisfied, 10
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— valid, 10

equational class, 11

equational model, 10

equationally definable principal
congruences (EDPC), 68

equationally definable principal
relative congruences
(EDPRC), 68

equationally semi-definable principal
congruences (ESPC), 68

equationally semi-definable principal
relative congruences
(ESPRC), 68

equivalent Gentzen relations, 55

extension, 88

— axiomatic, 88

factor-determined n-principal filters
on direct products
(n-FDPF), 66

factor-determined principal filters on
finitely generated direct
products (FDPFy,), 66

filter, 9

— proper, 9

filter distributive, 94

filter extension property (FEP), 94

filter modular, 94

finite model property, 65

— strong, 65

formulas, 5

fundamental set, 46

G-matrix, 36
G-template, see template
G-theory, see theory
G-filter, 34
generators, 4
Gentzen relation, 26
— algebraizable, 57
— elementarily, 57
— strongly, 57
— complete, 65

— strongly, 65

— defined by a class of matrices, 37

— defined by a matrix, 37

— equational, 51

— protoalgebraic, 40

— weakly complete, see Gentzen
relation, complete

Gentzen variable, 46

greatest lower bound, see infimum

homomorphism, 4
— of matrices, 37
— strict, 37

identity, 20, 26
identity relation, 7
inclusion map, 4
indiscernible, 40
infimum, 12
interderivable, 40
interpretation

— of formulas, 6
— of sequents, 22
isomorphism, 4

— order-isomorphism, 13

join, 13, 15
join-semilattice

— as a poset, 15
— as an algebra, 15
— distributive, 17
— modular, 17

K-congruence, see congruence,
relative

k-deductive system, see
k-dimensional deductive
system

k-dimensional deductive system, 28

kernel, 5

L-algebra, see algebra, of type L
L-closed set, see subuniverse
L-matrix, see matrix
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lattice

— algebraic, 14

— as a poset, 13

— as an algebra, 13

— complete, 14

— distributive, 15

— dually Brouwerian, 14

— modular, 15

lattice order, 14, 15

Leibniz congruence, 33

Leibniz hierarchy, 33

Leibniz operator, 33

local CDD-sequence, see contextual
deduction-detachment
theorem (CDDT), local

— directed, see contextual
deduction-detachment
theorem (CDDT), local,
directed

— M-directed, see contextual
deduction-detachment
theorem (CDDT), local,
M-directed

lower bound, 12

lowest upper bound, see supremum

matrix, 36

— finite, 36

— finitely generated, 36

— model, 36

— sentential, 36

meet, 13

model

— equational, see equational model

— matrix, see matrix, model

— quasiequational, see
quasiequational model

monotone, see order-preserving map

monotonicity, 20, 26

natural projection, 8

order-preserving map, 13

partial order, 12

partially ordered set, 12
polynomial function, 30

poset, see partially ordered set
projection, 9

quasiequation, 11

— satisfied, 11

— valid, 11
quasiequational class, 11
quasiequational model, 11
quasivariety, 12

sentential logic, 27
sequent, 21
structurality, 26
subalgebra, 3
submatrix, 36
substitution, 24
— fundamental, 46
subuniverse, 3
supremum, 12
symbol, 2

— binary, 3

— constant, 2

— function, 2

— n-ary, 2

— ternary, 3

— unary, 3

C-indiscernible, see indiscernible
T-interderivable, see interderivable
template, 79

theory, 27

— generated by a set, 27

total relation, 7

trace, 21
transformer, 53
— finitary, 53
type, 21

ultrafilter, 10
ultraproduct, 10
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universe, 3 variable, 6
— occurrence in formulas, 6
— occurrence in sequents, 22

upwards directed set, 13 variety, 12

upper bound, 12
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