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EXTENSIONS AND CONGRUENCES OF PARTIAL LATTICES
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(Communicated by Roberto Giuntini)

ABSTRACT. For a partial lattice L the so-called two-point extension is defined in order to extend L
to a lattice. We are motivated by the fact that the one-point extension broadly used for partial algebras
does not work in this case, i.e. the one-point extension of a partial lattice need not be a lattice. We
describe these two-point extensions and prove several properties of them. We introduce the concept of
a congruence on a partial lattice and show its relationship to the notion of a homomorphism and its
connections with congruences on the corresponding two-point extension. In particular we prove that
the quotient L/FE of a partial lattice L by a congruence E on L is again a partial lattice and that the
two-point extension of L/E is isomorphic to the quotient lattice of the two-point extension L* of L by
the congruence on L* generated by E. Several illustrative examples are enclosed.
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1. Introduction

Although our paper is devoted to extensions of partial lattices to lattices as well as to congruences
on partial lattices, we assume that it should be helpful to get a brief introduction to partial algebras
in general and then apply these concepts to partial lattices. The source of the following concepts
are the monographs [1] and [2] by P. Burmeister and, concerning partial lattices, the paper [3] by
the first author and Z. Seidl. It is worth noticing that the closedness of classes of partial algebras
with respect to quotients, subalgebras etc. was profoundly investigated by K. Denecke in [4] and
by Bozena and Bogdan Staruch in [5].

In particular, we use the following concepts concerning various types of identities in partial
algebras (see [2]).

Let 7 = (n;;i € I) be a similarity type, A = (A, F) and B = (B, F) with F = (f;;i € I) partial
algebras of type 7 and p, ¢ terms of type 7. Then

p=q
means: p and ¢ are defined and they are equal. We say that A satisfies the weak identity
w
p=q
if the following holds: If ay,...,a, € A and p(ay,...,a,) and g(aq,...,a,) are defined, then
plai,...,an) =qlay,...,a,). We say that A satisfies the strong identity
S
p=q
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if the following holds: For aj,...,a, € A the expression p(ai,...,a,) is defined if and only if
g(ai,...,a,) is defined and in this case p(as,...,a,) = q(a1,...,a,). The identity p = q is called
reqular if p and ¢ contain the same variables.

The partial algebra A is called a weak subalgebra of B if A C B and if for all ¢ € I and all
a1, ..., an;, € A, if fi(a1,...,an,) is defined in A, then it is defined in B and has the same value.
The weak subalgebra A of B is called a subalgebra of B if for all ¢ € I and all ay,...,a,, € A, if
fila,...,ayn,) is defined in B, then it is defined in A.

A homomorphism from A to B is a mapping h: A — B such that for all i € I and all
a1y. . an,,a € A, fi(ar,...,a,,) = a implies fi(h(ar), ..., h(an,)) < h(a). A homomorphism
from A to B is called closed if for all i € I and all ay,...,a,, € A, if fi(h(a1),...,h(ay,)) is
defined in B, then f;(a1,...,ay,) is defined in A. It is easy to see that A is a weak subalgebra
of B if and only if A C B and id4 is a homomorphism from A to B and that A is a subalgebra
of B if and only if A C B and id4 is a closed homomorphism from A to B. An isomorphism is a
bijective closed homomorphism.

Let A = (A, (fi;i € I)) be a partial algebra and assume ¢ ¢ A. Then the one-point extension
A of A is defined as follows:

(i) If all f; are defined everywhere, then A := A.

(ii) If at least one f; is not defined everywhere, then A := (AU {c}, (g;;i € I)), where for all
i€l andall ay,...,a,, € AU{c}

| f filar,... an;) i fi(ar,...,ay,) is defined in A,
gi(ar, ... an,) = { c otherwise.

It was proved in [4] and [5] that a class of partial algebras can be described by a set of strong and
regular identities if and only if it is closed under the formation of subalgebras, closed homomorphic
images, direct products, initial segments and one-point extensions.

However, not every interesting class of partial algebras can be described by strong and regular
identities. For example, partial lattices treated in |3] are described by identities containing those for
absorption that are neither regular nor strong. This is in accordance with the fact that the one-point
extension of a partial lattice is not a lattice in general. We want to present another construction
for partial lattices, the so-called two-point extension, which preserves also weak identities like the
absorption identities.

2. Partial lattices

There exist several definitions of a partial lattice. For our purposes we adopt the following one
from [3].

DEFINITION 2.1. A partial lattice is a partial algebra (L, V, A) of type (2, 2) satisfying the following
identities:

zVzAzr and x/\xéx,
x\/yéy\/x and x/\yéy/\x,
(x\/y)\/zéw\/(y\/z) and (x/\y)/\zéx/\(y/\z)
as well as the following duality conditions:
rVy=z implies zAy=y,
rAy=z implies zVy=uy.
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We call weak subalgebras of a partial lattice also partial sublattices.

The following lemma was proved in [3]. For the sake of completeness we repeat the proof.

LEMMA 2.1. Let L be a partial lattice. Then the following hold:

(i) L satisfies (xVy) Az~ z and (x Ay)Va = z.
(ii) If L satisfies (xVy) Az~ and (x Ay) V& =z, then L is a lattice.

Proof. (i) Let a,b € L and assume (aV b) Aa to be defined. Then a Vb is defined. Since aVa = a
we conclude that (a V a) Vb is defined. Hence a V (a Vb) and (a V) V a are defined and we obtain
(avb)VaZaV(aVd)=(aVa)Vb=aVb.

Applying the duality conditions yields (aVb)Aa = a. The second weak identity follows analogously.
(ii) is clear. O
Let P = (P, <) be a poset and a,b € P. We define

L(a,b) :={z € P|z <a,b},
U(a,b) :={x € P|a,b<z}

The following notions as well as the following result are taken from [3]:
The poset P is said to satisfy the

e lower bound property (LBP) if for all x,y € L the set L(x,y) is either empty or possesses a
greatest element,

e upper bound property (UBP) if for all 2,y € L the set U(x,y) is either empty or possesses a
smallest element.

Let L = (L, V, A) be a partial lattice. On L we define the binary relations <, and <, as follows:
r<yy ifandonlyif zVvVy=y,
r <,y ifandonlyif zAy= .

Due to the duality conditions, the relations <, and <, coincide and form a partial order relation
on L. We call it the induced order of L and denote it by <.
We call a poset satisfying the (LBP) and the (UBP) a partially lattice-ordered set.

Example 2.1. The poset depicted in Figure 1

1
c d
a b
0
Figure 1.

is not a partially lattice-ordered set since, e.g., U(a,b) = {c,d, 1} # 0, but U(a,b) has no smallest
element.
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The following theorem was partly proved in [3]. For the sake of completeness, we provide a
complete proof.
THEOREM 2.1.
(i) Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice and < its induced order. Then P(L) := (L,<) is a
partially lattice-ordered set.

(ii) Let P = (P, <) be a partially lattice-ordered set and define partial binary operations V and
A on P as follows:

xvy{ = sup(z,y) if U(z,y) #0,

is undefined otherwise,

sy i) L) 20

is undefined otherwise
(z,y € P). Then L(P) := (P,V,A) is a partial lattice.

(iii) Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice. Then L(P(L)) = L.

(iv) Let P = (P, <) be a partially lattice-ordered set. Then P(L(P)) = P.
Proof. (i) Let a,b,c € L. Then aVa=a=aAaand hence a <a. Ifa<b< a, then aVb=1b
and bV a=a and hence a =bVa=aVb=b. If a <b<e then

cE=bve=(avb)Ve=aV(bVe) =aVe,
i.e., a < c. Now assume ¢ € U(a,b). Then a Ve = cand bV c= ¢ and hence
cZ=ave=aVv(bVe)E(aVvb) Ve,
i.e., a Vb is defined and a VvV b < c. Because of
aV(aVvb)=(aVa)VbEaVb,
bV(aVvb)=(avb)Vb=aV (bVb) =aVb,

we have a,b < a V b. Together we obtain that in case U(a,b) # @) the element a V b is defined and
coincides with sup(a,b). The dual assertion can be proved analogously.

(ii) Let a,b,c¢ € P. Clearly, aVa = a, aha = a, aVb = bVa and aAb = bAa. Assume (aVb) Ve
to be defined. Since (aVb)Ve € U(b, ¢) the element bV ¢ is defined and since (aVb) Ve € U(a,bVc)
the element a V (bV ¢) is defined and we obtain (aVb)V ¢ = sup(a,b,c) = aV (bVe). If, conversely,
aV (bV c) is defined, then

aV(bVve)=(bVe)Va=(cvb)Va=cV(bVa)=(bVa)Ve=(aVb) Ve

The strong identity (x A y) A 2z ~ox A (y A z) can be proved analogously. Finally, the duality
conditions can be easily verified.
(iii) Let P(L) = (L, <) and L(P(L)) = (L,U,MN) and a,b € L. According to the proof of (i), if
U(a,b) # 0, then a V b is defined and a V b = sup(a, b). Conversely, if a VV b is defined, then
aV(aVvb)=(aVa)Vb=aVb,
bV (aVvb) = (aVvb)Vb=aV (bVb)=aVb,
and hence a Vb € U(a,b) showing U(a,b) # 0. Hence the following are equivalent: a V b is defined;

U(a,b) # 0; a Ub is defined. In this case we have a Ub = sup(a,b) = a V b. Analogously, one can
prove that a M b is defined if and only if a A b is defined and in this case aMb=a A b.
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(iv) If L(P) = (P,V,A), P(L(P)) = (P,C) and a,b € P, then the following are equivalent:
a T b;aVb=b;sup(a,b) =b; a <b. This shows ]P’(]L(P)) =P. ]

3. Extensions

As mentioned above, the one-point extension of a partial lattice need not be a lattice. In order
to avoid this difficulty, we introduce the two-point extension of a partial lattice as follows.

DEeFINITION 3.1. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice and < its induced order and assume
0,1 ¢ L. Then the two-point extension L* = (L*, <*) of L is defined as follows:

(i) If vV and A are defined everywhere, then
L := (L, <).
(i) If A is defined everywhere, but V is not, then
L*:= (LU {1}, < U(L* x {1})).
(iii) If Vv is defined everywhere, but A is not, then
L* := (LU {0}, < U({0} x L")).
(iv) If neither V nor A is defined everywhere, then
L*:= (LU{0,1},< U({0} x L*) U (L* x {1})).
Clearly, L is a partial sublattice of L*. If L is an infinite lattice having neither a smallest nor a
greatest element, then its two-point extension coincides with L. Hence, one should have in mind

that L* neither need have a smallest nor a greatest element.
The following lemma is obvious.

LEMMA 3.1. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice and a,b,c,d € L. Then
(i) L* is a lattice with lattice operations

xV* y:=sup(z,y) and axA"y:= iélf(l‘,y) (x,y € L™);
< <

(ii)
aVb=c ifand only if aV*b=c and
aNb=d ifand only if aA*b=d;
(i)
av*b:{a\/b if Ula,b) # 0, and a/\*b:{a/\b if L(a,b) # 0,

1 otherwise 0 otherwise.

For homomorphisms of partial lattices and their two-point extensions, we can prove the following
result.
THEOREM 3.1. Let L; = (L;,V,A),i = 1,2, be partial lattices.

(i) Let h* be a homomorphism from Li to L} with h*(L1) C Ly. Then h*|Ly is a homomorphism
from Ly to Ls.

(ii) Let h be a closed homomorphism from Ly to Lo. Then there exists some homomorphism h*
from L to L with h*|Ly = h.
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Proof.

(i) Put h := h*|L; and let a,b € Ly. First assume a V b to be defined. If h(a) V h(b) would not
be defined, then we would conclude

1L, = h(a) V* h(b) = h™(a) V* h*(b) = h*(a V" b) = h(a VD) € h(L1) C Lo,
a contradiction. Hence h(a) V h(b) is defined and
h(aVb) =h*"(aV*b) =h"(a) V* h*(b) = h(a) V k(D).

Analogously, one can prove that whenever a Ab is defined, also h(a) Ah(b) is defined and h(a AD) =
h(a) A h(b).
(ii) Define h*: Ly — L} by
h*(z) := h(x) for all x € Ly,

h*(OL;) = 0]_,; if OL’{ €Ly,

h*(lLi‘) = 1L; if 1]‘_‘; S Lik
o h* is well-defined.
If Ory ¢ L3, then h(z) Ah(y) is defined for all 2,y € L; and hence, since h is closed, x Ay is defined
for all z,y € Ly showing Op: ¢ L}. Analogously, one can prove that 1y; ¢ L3 implies 1r; ¢ L.

e 1* is a homomorphism from Lj to L3.
Let a,b € Ly. If a V b is defined, then h(a) V h(b) is defined and

h*(aV*b) = h(aVb) = h(a) V h(b) = h*"(a) V* h* (D).
If a V b is not defined then, since h is closed, h(a) V h(b) is not defined, too, and
h*(aVv*b) = h*(1Ls) = 1py = h(a) V* h(b) = h™(a) V* h*(b).
Analogously, one can show h*(a A* b) = h*(a) A* h*(D). It is not hard to prove
B (@ v y) = B(@) VB (),
W (@ A" y) = h™(x) A" R7(y)

for all (z,y) € (L})*\ L3.
L] h*|L1 = h.
This is clear. O

The following example shows that L* need not be the smallest lattice including L as a partial
sublattice. Moreover, we show that in general the operator * does not preserve inclusion.

Example 3.1. The partial lattice Ly = (L1, V, A), visualized in Figure 2,

Figure 2.
is a partial sublattice of the partial lattice Ly = (Ls, V, A) depicted in Figure 3.
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Figure 3.
One can see that idy, is a homomorphism from L; to Ly which is not closed. Although L; C Lo,
we do not have L] C L3 since L] = N5 whereas L5 = Lo. Moreover, L] is not the smallest lattice
including Ly as a partial sublattice.

4. Congruences and quotient partial lattices

We are going to introduce the concept of congruence on a partial lattice and show how to define
the partial lattice operations for congruence classes in a natural way.

DEFINITION 4.1. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice. By a congruence on L is meant an
equivalence relation E on L satisfying ©(E)N L? = E, where O(FE) denotes the congruence on the
lattice L* generated by E. Let ConL denote the set of all congruences on L. For £ € ConL we
define two partial operation V and A on L/E by

= [z V*y](©(E)) NL if this set is non-empty,
1BV [y E { is undefined otherwise,

=[xz A* y](©(E)) N L if this set is non-empty,
(2] E A [yl { is undefined otherwise.

It is easy to see that the operations V and A on L/E are well-defined.

The next lemma shows that congruences as defined above have the expected properties.
LEMMA 4.1. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice. Then

(i) ConL={©NL?*|O € ConL*},

(ii) (ConL, Q) is a complete lattice.

Proof.
(i) Let E be an equivalence relation on L. If E € ConL, then O(E) € ConL* and E = ©(E)NL2.
If, conversely, © € ConL* and © N L? = E, then E C © and hence O(E) C © whence
ECOE)NL*CONL?’=E
which implies ©(F) N L? = E and hence £ € ConL.

(ii) If E; € ConL for all ¢ € I, then for every i € I, there exists some ©; € ConL* satisfying
©, N L? = E; and hence (] ©; € ConL* and

i€l
(E:=()(©:nL*)=()6:)NL* € ConL
i€l iel iel
according to (i). O

The following lemma describes the partial lattice operations in quotients of partial lattices.
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LEMMA 4.2. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice, a,b € L and E € ConL. Then

=[laVbE ifU(a,b) #0,
[a]E V [b]E { is undefined if U(a,b) =0 and [1](O(E)) = {1},
= [a]E if Ula,b) =0 and 1)(0(E)) # {1},

where a € [1](O(E)) \ {1}.
Proof. If U(a,b) # 0, then
[aVv*B](O(E))NL=[aVb(O(E)NL=I[aVbE #0,

and hence [a]E V [D]E = [a VbE. If U(a,b) = 0 and [1](©(E)) = {1}, then

[aVv*b](O(E)NL=[1](6(E)NL={1}nL=0,
and hence [a]E V [b]E is not defined. Assume, finally, U(a,b) = 0 and [1](©(E)) # {1}. Then
[1](8(E)) N L = 0 would imply [1](6(E)) = {0,1} and hence ©(E) = (L*)? whence L = L*NL =
[1]((E)) N L =0, a contradiction. This shows that there exists some a € [1](©(E)) N L. Now

[av*B](O(E))NL=[1](6(E))NL=[a](6(E))NL = [a]E #0,

and hence [a|E V [b|E = [a]E. O
Remark 4.1. Due to duality, the dual version of Lemma holds, too.

The main point is to show that the quotient partial algebra (L/E, V, A) as defined above is again
a partial lattice, the so-called quotient partial lattice by the congruence E.

THEOREM 4.1. Let L = (L, V, A) be a partial lattice and E € ConL. Then L/E := (L/E,V,\) is
a partial lattice.

Proof. In this proof we often use Lemma [£.:2l We prove only a part of the conditions mentioned
in Definition the remaining conditions follow by duality. Let a,b,c € L. It is evident directly
by Definition that the partial operations V and A on L/E satisfy strong idempotency and
strong commutativity. We need to prove also strong associativity. Assume ([a]E V [b]E) V [¢]E to
be defined. We have

U(a,b),U(aV b,c) # 0 if and only if U(b,c),U(a,bV c) # 0,
and in this case we conclude
(aVb)Ve=sup(a,b,c)=aV (bVc).

e Case 1. U(a,b),U(aV b,c) # 0.
Then [a]E V ([b]E V [c]E) is defined and
[

([a]EVBE)YV[cJE=[aVbEV[]E=[aVb)VcE=IaV(Vc)E
=[a]EV[bVE =[alEV ([D]EV []|E).

e Case 2. U(a,b) =0 or (U(a,b) # 0 and U(a V b,c) = 0).
Then 1 € L*, [1](O(E)) # {1} and [a]E V ([b]E V [cJE) is defined. According to the proof of
Lemma there exists some « € [1](©(E)) N L and

[Z]EV [a]E =[zV*a](O(E))NL=[zV*1](6(E))NL=[1](6(E))NL
=[a](6(E))NL =[a]E for all x € L.
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e Case 2a. U(a,b) =U(b,c) = 0.
Then
([a]EV [BIE)V [c]E = [a]EV [c]E = [a]E = [a|E V [a)]E = [a]E V ([|E V []E).

Hence ([a]E V [b|E) V [¢|E = [a)E V ([b]E V [c]E).
e Case 2b. U(a,b) =0 and U(b,c) # 0.
Then U(a,bV c) = 0 and

([alEVIEYV[c]E=[a)EV[E =[a]E=[alEV[VcE =][aEV([BEV []E).
e Case 2c. U(a,b) # 0 and U(b,c) = 0.
0

Then U(a V b,c¢) = () and
([a]EV [DIE)V [)JE =[aVUEV [c|E = [a|E =[a]EV [a]E = [a|EV ([|E V [c]E).
e Case 2d. U(a,b),U(b,c) # 0 and U(a V b,c) = U(a,bV c) = 0.
Then
([alEV BIE)V[|E=[aVIEV[]E=[a]E=[aEV[bVE=I[aEV([L]EV []E).
If, conversely, [a] E V ([b]E V [¢]E) is defined, then
[al BV (BB V[ E) = (BE V[]E) V[alE = ([|EV [D]E) V [o]E
=[dEV(IEV [0E) = (BEV [a]lE) V []E = ([a]EV [b]E) V [d]E.

Finally, the duality conditions remain to be proved. If [a]E V [b]E = [a]E, then a € [a]E C [a V*
b](O(E)), i.e. a O(E) (aV*b) and hence (aA*b) O(E) ((aV*b)A*b) = b whence [aA*b](O(E))NL =
B](6(E)) N L = [b]E # 0, ie. [a]EA[D]E = [b]E. O

Similar to the situation for algebras, there exist natural relationships between congruences and
homomorphisms also for partial lattices.

LEMMA 4.3. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice and E € ConL and define h: L — L/E by
h(z) := [x]E for all x € L. Then h is a homomorphism from L to L/E and kerh = E. If, in
addition, [0p+](©(E)) = {Op-} provided Oy~ € L* and [1p+](©(E)) = {1p-} provided 1y~ € L*,
then h is a closed homomorphism from L to L/E.

Proof. This easily follows from Lemma O

For partial lattices we can now prove the following version of the Homomorphism Theorem.

THEOREM 4.2. For i = 1,2 let L; = (L;,V,A\) be partial lattices and h a closed homomorphism
from Ly to Ly. Then kerh € ConLy. If, in addition, [OL:](O(ker h)) = {Op:} provided Op: € L}
and [1p:](©(ker h)) = {1p+} provided 1y: € L}, then (h(L1),V,A) (with partial operations defined
as in Ly) is a partial lattice which is isomorphic to Ly /(ker h).

Proof. According to Theorem there exists some homomorphism h* from L} to L3 satisfying
h*|Ly = h. Now kerh* € ConL; and hence kerh = kerh* N L? € ConL;. If the additional
condition holds, then, according to Lemma the mapping h(xz) — [z]kerh is a well-defined
isomorphism from (h(Ll),\/,/\) to Ly /(ker h) since for a,b € L; the following are equivalent:
h(a) V h(b) exists in Lo; a V b exists in Ly; [a]kerh V [b]ker h exists in Lj/(kerh). Analogous
statements hold for A instead of V. O

Now we show that our concept of a quotient partial lattice L/E is sound, i.e. its two-point
extension is isomorphic to the quotient lattice of the two-point extension of L with respect to
O(E).
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THEOREM 4.3. Let L = (L,V,A) be a partial lattice and E € ConL. Then (L/E)* = L*/(O(E)).
Proof. Define f: (L/E)* — L*/(©(E)) in the following way:
f([x]E) = [a:] (6(E)) forallze L,

f(O(L/E (@(E ) ifOw k) € (L/E),
We will prove that f is an 1somorphlsrn from (L/E)* to L*/(©(E)). Let a,b € L.
o f is well-defined.
If [a] E = [b]E, then [a](O(E)) = [b](©(E)). We prove that U([a]E, [b]E) = 0 implies U(a, b) = 0.
Assume U(a,b) # 0, say ¢ € U(a,b). Then a Ve = cand bV c = c. Hence

a] BV [dE = [a V" ¢(8(E)) N L =[] (6(E)) N L = [c]E

and, analogously, [b|E V [c|]E = [c|E, i.e. [(|E € U([a]E, [b|E) # 0. Hence, if 1(1,/g)- € (L/E)*,
then there exist d,e € L with U([d]E, [e]E) = (. Therefore U(d,e) = @ which shows 1. € L*.
Analogously, one can prove that O, /gy~ € (L/E)* implies Op~ € L*.

e f is injective.

If [a] (O(E)) = [b](O(E)), then (a,b) € O(E) N L* = E, i.e. [a]E = [b]E. Now assume 1, p)- €
(L/E)* and [a](O(E)) = [1p- ](@(E)) Then there exist ¢,d € L with U([¢]E, [d]E) = 0. Now we
have

[dEV [aE = [cV* a)(O(E)) N L = [eV* 1,:](O(E)) N L = [11:](6(E)) N L
= [(e(B) L =[P

and, analogoubly, [d]E V [a)E = [a]E. This shows [a]E € U([c]E,[d]E), a contradiction. Hence
[a}(@)( )) # [1L-](©(E)). Analogously, one obtains that in case O p)- € (L/E)* we have
[a](B(E)) # [0L-](O(E)). Now assume 01,/ )+, L)~ € (L/E)* and [0L+](O(E)) = [1L-](O(E)).

Then O, ,1L E L* and (Op+,11.-) € O(E) and hence O(F) = (L*)? whence
E=0(FE)NL*=(L")?’nNnL?=17

which implies |L/E| = 1 and hence O/ g)-, (L /gy~ ¢ (L/E)*, a contradiction.

e f is surjective.

Assume 1p,« € L*. If l(L/E € (L/E)*, then f(l(L/E)*) e [1L*](@(E)) Now assume 1(L/E)* ¢

(L/E)*. Then [z]EV[y]E is defined in L/E for every x,y € L. Suppose [11-](6©(E)) = {1p+}. Then

U(z,y) # 0 for all z,y € L and hence 1r- ¢ L*, a contradiction. Therefore [11+](6(E)) # {1r-}.

According to the proof of Lemma there exists some a € [15-](O(F)) N L and we obtain

f([a]E) = [o](6(E)) = [1.-](©(E)). Analogously, one can show that in case Op- € L*, there

exists some z € (L/E)* with f(z) = [0p-](O(E)).

e f is a homomorphism from (L/E)* to L*/(O(E)).

First assume U(a,b) # 0. Then

BV BE) = f(la v b(O(E) NL) = ([a\/b](@(E)) ) f(laVHE)

= [aVb](6(E)) = [d(6(F)) v ( (E)) = f(la]E) V f([b]E).

Now assume U(a,b) = 0. Then 1y- € L*. First assume [1p+](O(E)) = {1L*}. Then 1(1,/p)- €
(L/E)* and

flalE Vv BIE) = f(lw/p)) = [lu-](O(E)) = [a vV b}(O(E)) = [a](6(E)) V [b}(6(E))
= f([a]E) V F([b]E).
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Finally, assume [1p+](©(E)) # {1r+}. According to the proof of Lemma there exists some
o € [1.-](©(E)) N L, and we have

f(aEV BE) = f(a\/ b)(6( E))mL) (1L*](6(E))DL> :f<[a}(®(E))mL)
= f([a]B) = [o](6(E)) = [11-](0(E)) = [a v 1](6(E))
= [a](0(B)) v bl(6(E)) = f([dE) V f([DE).

It is easy to see that f(zVy) = f(z)V f(y) for all (z,y) € ((L/E) ) \ (L/E)?. Analogously, one
can prove f(z Ay) = f(z) A f(y) for all z,y € (L/E) O

5. Examples

In the following we present several examples showing different situations concerning two-point
extensions and quotient partial lattices.

Example 5.1. Let L denote the partial lattice visualized in Figure 4.

c
®)h
a
Figure 4.
The lattice L* is depicted in Figure 5.
1~
c
b
a
Or+
Figure 5.

Here Op+, 1p« € L*. Put E := {a,c}? U {b}? Then O(E) = {0r-}2 U {a,c}? U {b}? U {11 }? and
hence O(E) is a congruence on L* satisfying ©(E) N L? = FE and L/E is visualized in Figure 6.

° °
[WE []E

Figure 6. 9299
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The lattice (L/E)* is depicted in Figure 7,

Lw/B)-

Ow/E)-

Figure 7.

and we have O(L/E)*7 l(L/E)* S (L/E)*

Finally, L*/(©(E)) is visualized in Figure 8.

[1e-](O(E))

[0r-](O(E))

Figure 8.
In accordance with Theorem (L/E)* = L*/(6(E)).

Ezxample 5.2. Let L be the partial lattice depicted in Figure 9.

a b

Figure 9.
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The lattice L* is visualized in Figure 10.

O+

Figure 10.

Here O+, 15+ € L*. Put E := {a}?U{b,d}>U{c}?. Let us mention that (b,d) € E and aVb = c,
but @ V d does not exist in L. We have O(E) = {0p-}? U {a}? U {b,d}? U {c, 11 }? and hence
O(E)NL? = E and L/E is depicted in Figure 11.

Figure 11.

One can see that although [a]E V [d]F exists in L/E, a V d does not exist in L. The lattice
(L/E)* is visualized in Figure 12,

Ow/E)-

Figure 12.

and we have O,/ g)- € (L/E)* and 1,/ g)- ¢ (L/E)*.
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Finally, L*/(©(E)) is depicted in Figure 13.

[0c-](O(E))

Figure 13.

Example 5.3. Let L denote the partial lattice from Example [5.2l Then Op«,1p« € L*. Put
E = {a,c}?> U {b}?> U {d}?. Here (a,c) € E and ¢ Ad = b, but a A d does not exist in L. We have
O(E) = {0p+,b}2 U {a,c}? U {d}?> U {11-}? and hence O(E) N L? = E and L/E is visualized in
Figure 14.

)
&

[dIE

[b]E
Figure 14.

One can see that although [a]E A [b]E exists in L/E, a Ab does not exists in L. The lattice (L/E)*
is depicted in Figure 15.

L/ B)-]E

Figure 15.
and we have O(L/E)* §é (L/E)* and l(L/E)* S (L/E)*
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Finally, L*/(©(E)) is visualized in Figure 16.

[1L-](O(E))

[0L-](O(E))

Figure 16.

The next example shows that L/E may be a lattice even if L is only a partial lattice.
Ezample 5.4. Let L denote the partial lattice from Example [5.2} Then Og«,1p« € L*. Put

E = {a}?U{b,c}?> U{d}?. Then O(FE) = {Or+,a}? U {b,c}?> U{d, 11+ }* and hence O(E)NL* = E
and L/E is depicted in Figure 17.

® [dE

Figure 17.

Hence (L/E)* = L/E and O g+, Lw/p)- ¢ (L/E)*.
Finally, L*/(©(E)) is visualized in Figure 18.

® [d(6(F))

® [b](6(E))

® [0r-](0(E))

Figure 18.
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6. Conclusion

We introduced the so-called two-point extension of a partial lattice which extends it to a lattice
with everywhere defined operations. This was not possible by using the one-point extension which
was intensively used for partial algebras in general because the one-point extension of a partial
lattice need not be a lattice. However, this is not a final step concerning this research. Namely
lattice distributivity or modularity can be defined for partial lattices by strong and regular identities
but these are not preserved by the two-point extension. For example, if a partial lattice L =
(L,V,A) is a finite antichain containing n > 3 elements, then the join, respectively, meet of two
distinct elements of L is not defined and hence L trivially satisfies the strong distributive identity.
However, its two-point extension L* is isomorphic to the non-distributive lattice M,,. Hence, this
research may continue with finding other tools which avoid this difficulty.
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