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LOCAL PSEUDO-BCK ALGEBRAS
WITH PSEUDO-PRODUCT

LAVINIA CORINA CIUNGU

(Communicated by Anatolij Dvurecenskij )

ABSTRACT. Pseudo-BCK algebras were introduced by G. Georgescu and
A. Torgulescu as a generalization of BCK algebras in order to give a corresponding
structure to pseudo-MV algebras, since the bounded commutative BCK algebras
correspond to MV algebras. Properties of pseudo-BCK algebras and their connec-
tions with other fuzzy structures were established by A. Iorgulescu and J. Kiihr.
The aim of this paper is to define and study the local pseudo-BCK algebras with
pseudo-product. We will also introduce the notion of perfect pseudo-BCK al-
gebras with pseudo-product and we will study their properties. We define the
radical of a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra with pseudo-product and we prove
that it is a normal deductive system. Another result consists of proving that
every strongly simple pseudo-hoop is a local bounded pseudo-BCK algebra with
pseudo-product.
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1. Introduction

Pseudo-BCK algebras were introduced in [11] by G. Georgescu and A. Iorgu-
lescu as a generalization of BCK algebras in order to give a corresponding
structure to pseudo-MV algebras, since the bounded commutative BCK al-
gebras correspond to MV algebras. Properties of pseudo-BCK algebras and
their connections with others fuzzy structures were established by A. Iorgulescu
in [15], [16], [17], [18]. The pseudo-product property (pP for short) proved
to be very important to establish connections of pseudo-BCK algebras with
other fuzzy structures. It was proved in [17] that the pseudo-BCK(pP) alge-
bras are categorically equivalent with the partially ordered residuated integral
monoids (porims) and it was proved in [15] that the pseudo-BCK(pP) lattices
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are termwise equivalent with the residuated lattices which generalize other struc-
tures such as pseudo-MTL algebras, bounded divisible non-commutative alge-
bras (R¢-monoids), pseudo-BL algebras and pseudo-MV algebras. Pseudo-Iséki
algebras were introduced in [18] and it was proved that they are categorically
equivalent with the pseudo-BL algebras. J. Kiihr proved in [20] that every
pseudo-BCK algebra is a subreduct of a residuated lattice. Deductive systems
of a pseudo-BCK algebra were introduced and studied in [14].

Local MV-algebras were studied in [1], local BL-algebras were studied in [25],
while local bounded commutative Rf-monoids were investigated in [24]. For
the case of non-commutative structures, local pseudo-MV algebras were pre-
sented in [22], local pseudo-BL algebras in [12], local pseudo-MTL algebras in
[6] and local residuated lattices in [5]. Recently, properties of local bounded
non-commutative R-monoids were investigated in [23]. In this paper we study
new properties of the deductive systems of a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and we
define and study the primary and the perfect deductive systems of a bounded
pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. We define and study the local pseudo-BCK alge-
bras with pseudo-product. We will also introduce the notion of perfect pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra with pseudo-product and we will study their properties. The
local bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras are characterized in terms of primary
deductive systems, while the perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras are character-
ized in terms of perfect deductive systems. One of the main results consists of
proving that the radical of a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra is normal. We
also prove that every strongly simple pseudo-hoop is a local bounded pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra. Additionally, we prove some new properties of pseudo-BCK
algebras.

2. Pseudo-BCK algebras and their basic properties

DEFINITION 2.1. ([15]) A pseudo-BCK algebra (more precisely, reversed left-
pseudo-BCK algebra) is a structure o = (A, <,—,~>,1) where < is a binary
relation on A, — and ~~ are binary operations on A and 1 is an element of A
satisfying, for all x,y, z € A, the axioms:
Az —y<(y—z)w(@—2),zwy<(y~2)— (T~ 2);
) x<(x—>y)wy,x<(xwy)—>y,
)
A4) X < 1
) ifx <yandy <z, then x = y;
)

r<yiffz »y=1ifx ~y=1.



LOCAL PSEUDO-BCK ALGEBRAS WITH PSEUDO-PRODUCT

Remark 2.2. ([15]) A pseudo-BCK algebra o/ = (A, <, —,~, 1) is commuta-
tive iff - = ~». Any commutative pseudo-BCK algebra is a BCK algebra.

Ezample 2.3. Consider A = {01, a1,b1,¢1,092,a2,b2,c2,1} with 01 < a1,b1 <
c¢1 < 1 and aq,b; incomparable, 05 < ag,by < co < 1 and as, by incomparable.
Assume also that any element of the set {01, a1,b1,¢1} is incomparable with any
element of the set {02, as,bs,c2}. Consider the operations —, ~~ given by the
following tables:

— 01 a1 by ¢ 09 ay by co 1
01 1 1 1 1 02 Q9 b2 C2 1
a1 01 1 b1 1 02 Q9 b2 C2 1
bl ay ax 1 1 02 Q9 b2 C2 1
(&1 01 ap b1 1 02 Q9 bg Co 1
oo o1 ap b ¢ 1 1 1 1 1
az 01 a; by ¢ o9 1 by 1 1
b2 01 a1 b1 C1 Co Co 1 1 1
Co 01 a1 b1 C1 02 C9 b2 1 1

1 01 a1 b1 C1 02 Q@2 b2 C2 1
~ 01 Qq b1 C1 02 Q@2 b2 Co 1
01 1 1 1 1 Og Q2 bg Co 1
aq b1 1 b1 1 02 Q9 bg Co 1
by o1 az 1 1 09 ag by ¢ 1
C1 01 Qi b1 1 02 Q9 b2 Co 1
oo 00 ag by ¢¢ 1 1 1 1 1
as 01 Qa1 b1 C1 b2 1 b2 1 1
bg 01 Qi b1 C1 bg Co 1 1 1
ca 01 a; by ¢ by ¢ by 1 1

1 o1 a1 by ¢ o3 as by cg 1

Then & = (A, <,—,~>,1) is a proper pseudo-BCK algebra.

PROPOSITION 2.4. ([17], [18]) In any pseudo-BCK algebra the following prop-
erties hold:

c1) <y impliesy > z2<z—=zandy~ 2z <x~ 2;

o) x <y, y <z impliesx < z;

(c1)
(co)
(c3) 2= (y~2) =y~ (z—2);
(ca) 2y —xiffy<z~ua;
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(c5) z—=ax<(y—2)—=(y—2z) and z ~ x < (y ~ 2) ~ (y ~ z);
(c) 2<y—m, <y~

(cr) 1l=>z=x=1~ x;

(cg) z<yimpliesz—zx<z—-yand z~x < 2z~ y;

(co) [y =)~z so=y—z [(ywz)—=z]wr=y~z

DEFINITION 2.5. ([15]) If there is an element 0 of a pseudo-BCK algebra o7 =
(A, <,—,~,1) such that 0 < z (i.e. 0 > x =0~ x = 1), for all x € A, then
0 is called the zero of @/. A pseudo-BCK algebra with zero is called bounded
pseudo-BCK algebra and it is denoted by o = (A, <, —,~,0,1).

We note that < is a partial order on A, thus A is bounded if it has least
element with respect to <.

Ezample 2.6. Consider A = {0,a,b,¢,1} with 0 < a, b < ¢ < 1 and a, b
incomparable. Consider the operations —, ~~» given by the following tables:

— 0 a b ¢ 1 ~ 0 a b c 1
0O 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
a 0 1 b 1 1 a b 1 b 1 1
b a a 1 1 1 b 0 a 1 1 1
c 0 a b 1 1 c 0 a b 1 1
1 0 a b ¢ 1 1 0 a b ¢ 1

Then o = (A, <,—,~,0,1) is a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra.

DEFINITION 2.7. ([15]) A pseudo-BCK algebra with (pP) condition (i.e. with
pseudo-product condition) or a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra for short, is a pseudo-
BCK algebra o7 = (A, <, —,~, 1) satisfying (pP) condition:

(pP) (Vo,y e A)Bw e A)(w =20y :=min{z: 2 <y — z}

=min{z: y <z~ z}).

If A is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then for any n € N, z € A we put 2° = 1
and 2"t = 2" Ox = x©2". If A is bounded, the order of z € A, denoted ord(z)
is the smallest n € N such that ™ = 0. If there is no such n, then ord(z) = cc.
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DEFINITION 2.8. ([15])
(1) Let & = (A4, <,—,~,1) be a pseudo-BCK algebra. If the poset (4, <) is
a lattice, then we say that 7 is a pseudo-BCK lattice.
(2) Let of = (A, <,—,~,1) be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. If the poset
(A, <) is a lattice, then we say that <7 is a pseudo-BCK(pP) lattice.
A pseudo-BCK(pP) lattice o7 = (A, <, —,~,1) will be denoted by
o = (A, V, A\, =~ 1).

Remarks 2.9.
(1) ([17]) Pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras are categorically isomorphic with left-
porims (partially ordered, residuated, integral left-monoids).

(2) ([15]) (Bounded) pseudo-BCK(pP) lattices are categorically isomorphic
with (bounded) integral residuated lattices.

Ezxample 2.10.

(1) If & = (A, <,—,~,0,1) is the bounded pseudo-BCK lattice from Ex-
ample 2.6, then min{z : b < a — 2z} = min{a,b,c,1} and min{z : a < b~ z}
= min{a, b, ¢, 1} do not exist. Thus, b ® a does not exist, so & is not a pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra. Moreover, since (A, <) is a lattice, it follows that </ is a
pseudo-BCK lattice.

(2) If & = (A,<,—,~,0,1) is a reduct of a residuated lattice, then it is
obvious that </ is a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.

Ezample 2.11. ([16]) Take A = {0, a1, az,s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1} with 0 < a1 < as <
s<a,b<n<c d<m<1 (aisincomparable with b and ¢ is incomparable
with d). Consider the operations —, ~» given by the following tables:

- 0 a a3 s a b n ¢ d m 1
o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
ag ap 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
a a a 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
s 0 a a 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
a 0 a a m 1 m 1 1 1 1 1
b 0 a1 ao m m 1 1 1 1 1 1
n 0 a a m m m 1 1 1 1 1
c 0 a a2 m m m m 1 m 1 1
d 0 a aa m m m m m 1 1 1
m 0 a ao m m m m m m 1 1
1 0 a1 aa s a b n ¢ d m 1
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~ 0 a a3 s a b n ¢ d m 1
o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
ap a 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
a 0 ¢ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
s 0 a a 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
a 0 a a m 1 m 1 1 1 1 1
b 0 a1 ao m m 1 1 1 1 1 1
n 0 a a m m m 1 1 1 1 1
¢c 0 a aa m m m m 1 m 1 1
d 0 a aa m m m m m 1 1 1
m 0 a ao m m m m m m 1 1
1 0 a as s a b n d m 1

c
Then o = (A, <,—,~»,0,1) is a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. The oper-
ation @ is given by the following table:

® 0 ag a3 s a b n ¢ d m 1
o 0o o o o0 o0 o0 o0 o o0 o0 o
a 0 0 0 a; a a3 a3 a3 a1 a3 Qi
as 0 a; Qa2 a2 Qa2 a2 Qa2 a2 a2 az Qa2
s 0 ag@ aa s s s s s S § S
a 0 a aa s s s s s s S a
b 0 a4 a s s s s s s s b
n 0 a ay s s s s S S s n
c 0 a1 ay s s s s s s S c
d 0 ai a s s s s s s s d
m 0 a a s s s s S S S m
1 0 ag ao s a b m ¢ d m 1

PROPOSITION 2.12. ([18]) In any pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra the following prop-

erties hold:

(c10) Oy <z, y;

(c11) =y ozr<z,y,z0(x~y <zv;

(c2) y<z = (youz), y<z~ (z0y);

(c13) = y<(z0z2) = (YO2),c~y<(20z)~ (20y);
(1) 2Oy =2) <y —=(202), (yw2)0r <y~ (200);
(c15) (= 2)0(@—=y)<z =2 (Y Oy ~2) <z~ 2
(c16) =2 (Y= 2)=(@OY) =2z xv (Y~ 2)=(YOr) ~» 2
(c17)

ci7) (T@2) =2 (yoz)<z—=(2—9y), 20x)~ (20y) <z~ (2~ Y);
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(c18) 2= y<(z0z) = Yoz <z—(z—>vY),
T~y <(20z)~ (20y) <z~ (2~ Y);

(c19) z <y impliesr©z<yOzandz0zr<z20yY.

Let o = (A, <,—,~,0,1) be a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra. We define
two negations ~ and ™~ ([18]): for all z € A,

- =z —0, ™ =z~ 0.

PROPOSITION 2.13. ([18]) In a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra the following hold:
o) 17 =0=1~,0"=1=0%;
C21 <(x7), < (™) ;
C) =Yy ~zx ,r~~»y<y” =7

co5) ((x7)7)" =27, ((&7)7)" =a™.

PROPOSITION 2.14. In a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra the following hold:

) T
)

co3) x <y implies y~ < x~ and y~ < x”;
)

T—=yY =y~

o~ o~ o~ o~ o~ o~

(co6) 7=y "=y ~a =27 =y~ and

Tyt =yt =T =2 eyt
(cor) 2=y~ =y~ ~a =z =y~ and

Ty =y Y =2 sy
(co8) (x — yN_)N_ =z =y~ and (x ~ y—N)_N =z ~y "
Proof.

(co6): By (coq) we have: y ~» 7~ =2 — y™.
Replacing y with y~ we get: y~ ~ 2~ =2 =y~
Replacing = with =" in the last equality we get: y~ ~ 2=~ =2~ — y~
Hence, applying (ca5) it follows that: y~ ~ 2~ = Y T
Thus, x—>y~—y T =27 =y "
Similarly, z ~» y~~ =y~ = ™~ =2~ ~ y~~

(co7): The assertions follow replacing in (cog), ¥y with ¥y~ and respectively y
with y~ and applying (cas5).

(cog): Applying (c3) and (ca7) we have:

=@y )w@=y" )=z—>(z—y"")~y"")
=z (z=y"7) =~y )=@—oy") ~(@—oy™).
Hence, (z = y~7)" <z —y~~

On the other hand, by (co;) wehavex — y~~ < (z = y~~)" ,so(z —y~")"
=z — y~ . Similarly, (z ~ y~ N)f =z~y . 0
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PROPOSITION 2.15. ([15]) In a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra the following
hold:

(€29) (Tp—1 = ) O (Tp—2 2> Tp—1) O - O (x1 = x2) < 1 — T, and
(1~ 22) © (T2~ 23) @+ O (Tp_1 ~ Ty) < X1 ~ Tp;

z0=00x2 =0
rOl=10x=ux;
czo) T @z =0and x ®x~ =0;

(c30)

(c31)

(c32)

(caz) 2 <y iff eQy=0andx <y~ iffyeGx=0;
(c34)

(c35)

(

C31

cza) =y =(xQy) andx~y~ = (yOx);
<y iffy<a;
cz6) < a™~ s yandxr <z~ ~y.

C35

DEFINITION 2.16. ([15]) A bounded pseudo-BCK algebra o7 = (4, <, —,~»,0,1)
is with (pDN) (pseudo-Double Negation) condition if it satisfies the following
condition:

(pDN) (Vz € A)((z7)" = (™) ==x).
PROPOSITION 2.17. ([15]) Let &7 be a pseudo-BCK algebra with (pDN) condi-
tion. Then for all x,y € A the following hold:
(cs7) v <y iff y~ <a” iff y~ <™y
(css) 2= y=y ~a,z~wy=y" —a™;
(c39) 2~ = y=y ~z;
(cao) (z—=y™) = (y~a™)".
THEOREM 2.18. ([15]) A bounded pseudo-BCK algebra of = (A, <,—,~+,0,1)
with (pDN) condition is with (pP) condition, where
rOy=(r—=y )" =(y~a")"
(by (ca0))-
DEFINITION 2.19. A bounded pseudo-BCK algebra 7 is called good if
(x7)" = (2™)" forall z € A.
Remark 2.20. It is easy to show that any bounded pseudo-BCK algebra can
be extended to a good one. Indeed, consider the bounded pseudo-BCK algebra
o = (A, <,—,~,0,1) and an element 0; ¢ A. Consider a new pseudo-BCK
algebra oy = (A1, <,—1,~1,01,1), where A; = AU {0;} and the operations
—1 and ~» are defined as follows:
x—vy, ifxyeA,
T Y= 1, ifx =01, y€ A,
017 lf.’,UGA, yzol,
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x~~y, ifxyéeA,
T~ Y = 1, ifszl, yEAl,
01, ifxe A, y=0;.

One can easily check that 7 is a good pseudo-BCK algebra.

Ezxample 2.21. Consider the pseudo-BCK lattice & from Example 2.11. Since
(a7)” = ag and (a7’)” = ai, it follows that . is not good. & is extended
to the good pseudo-BCK algebra (see [16]) @/ = (A41,<,—,~»,0,1), where
A ={0,a1,a2,b2,s,a,b,n,c, d;m,1} with 0 < a1 <az <by<s<a,b<n<ec,
d < m < 1 (a is incomparable with b and c is incomparable with d). The
operations — and ~- are constructed in the way described in Remark 2.20.

PROPOSITION 2.22. In any good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra the following prop-
erties hold:

(1) z~oy™)” =(=" 0y7)~;
2) 7~y ~<(zoy) .

Proof. Applying (c34), (c24), (c25) we have:

(1): (z~0y™) =2~ 2y~ =2~ 2y Y=y VT ¥ =y T
=y e = a0y

(2): Because the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra is good and by (c11), we have:
Oy~ =@oy™ 227 0@ » (oy)~) =27 0@ ~
(oY) ") =27 0@ ~(—=y7)7)

Applying (c16) we get: 2~ ~ (x — y7 )Y =2~ ~ ((r >y~ ) ~ 0) =

[(z =y )0~ ]~ 0=[z—=y)oz""]" =[( y ) oz~T]”
(By (c26) replacing y with y~ we have z -y~ =z~~ — y -).
Applying (c11) we have (z~~ — y~) @z~ <y, hence

[(z™7 = y’) OE AN - T
Thus, (2@ y)~~ > 2™~ 0 (@~ ~ (2= y~)%) =2~ O[> = y~) 02~
D AN OF TR O

Similarly as in [23] for the case of bounded non-commutative R¢-monoids,
a good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A which satisfies the identity (z © y)~~ =
=~ Oy~ for all z,y € A will be called normal pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.

PROPOSITION 2.23. Let of = (A, <,—,~,0,1) be a good pseudo-BCK algebra.
We define a binary operation @ on A by x &y := y~ — x~~. Then, for all
x,y € A the following hold:

(1) z@y=a" ~y~,
(2) z,y<z Dy,
B)ze0=00x=2"",
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4)zdl=10x=1,
6) (zoy) ™ =zoy=2"" 0y,
(6) @ is associative.

Proof.
(1) Tt follows by (ca6), second identity, replacing x with x~.
(2) Since z < z~~ <y~ — 2z~ 7, it follows that z < z @ y.
Similarly, y <y~~ <z~ ~y~ ,s0y < xDy.
B)za0=0"—>2""=1—-2z~" =z~
Similarly, 0z =2~ -0~ =2~ - 0=2"~"
4 1dzr=2"—>1"" =2~ = 1=1. Similarly, 2 1 = 1.
B) (zdy)~" =y~ — ;z:”’)_N =y~ = xN’N: x @y (we applied (cag)).
We also have: 2=~ @y " =@ ") = (z77) =y~ =1 =z0y.
(6) Applying (cog) and (c3) we get:
(DY) @z=(" ~y~ )@z=2" = (2" ~y~") =2 = (27 ~y )=

T (T 2yt ) =T (y@2) =2~ (YB2)T =z® (Yo 2) O
PROPOSITION 2.24. If o7 = (A, <,—,~,0,1) is a good pseudo-BCK(pP) alge-
bra, then

zhy=(y Oz ) =Ly 0z")".
Proof. Tt follows applying (c34). O

Foranyne N,z € Aweput 0x =0, lx =z and (n+ 1)z =nz@r=xDnz
forn > 1.

PROPOSITION 2.25. If o = (A, <,—,~,0,1) is a normal pseudo-BCK(pP)
algebra, then the following hold for all x,y € A and n € N:
(1) (zoy)” =y @z Cmd( YT =y~ @a;

2) (zoy)")” =nly” @z7) and ((x O y)")” =n(y™ S 27);
(3) (&™) =nz~ and (x )N = nz"™.

Proof.
1) @oy) =@oy =@ oy )=y er =y e
(oY)~ =(z0y) " =" oy ) =y e =y e
(2) For n = 2 we have:
(zoy?) =[Eeye@oy) =@oyo@oy] ™ =[zoy  ©

oy T=@oy "~ e@oy T =@oy) ®@oy =@y er7)e
(y"@x7) =2y ®z).
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By induction we get ((z ©® y)")” = n(y~ @ z~) and similarly ((z ©® y)")~ =
n(y™ @ z7);
(3) It follows from (2) for y = 1. O

3. Deductive systems of pseudo-BCK algebras
with pseudo-product

In this section we will define the notion of deductive system for a pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra and we will extend some results proved in [8], [9], [12], [5],
[6] for the case of pseudo-BL algebras, pseudo-MTL algebras and residuated
lattices.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let &/ be pseudo-BCK algebra. The subset D C A is called
deductive system of A if it satisfies the following conditions:

(DSl) 1€ D,

(DSy) for all z,y € A, if z,2 — y € D, then y € D.

The condition (DS3) is equivalent with the following condition:
(DS}) for all x,y € A, if x,2 ~ y € D, then y € D.
We will denote by 25(A) the set of all deductive systems of A.

Obviously, {1}, A € Z5(A).

A deductive system D of a pseudo-BCK algebra 7 is called proper if D # A.
DEFINITION 3.2. A deductive system D of a pseudo-BCK algebra o is called
normal if it satisfies the condition:

(DS3) forall z,y € A, x -y € D iff x ~y e D.

The normal deductive system is called compatible deductive system in [19],
but for an easier connection with the previous results, in this paper we will use
the notion of normal deductive system.

We will denote by 25,,(A) the set of all normal deductive systems of A.
It is obvious that {1}, A € 25, (A4) and 25, (A) C 25(A).

DEFINITION 3.3. Let &/ be pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. The subset ) # F C A
is called filter of A if it satisfies the following conditions:

(F1) z,y € F implies x © y € F}

(Fo) ze F,ye A, x <y implies y € F.

One can easily check that in the case of a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra the defi-
nition of the filter is equivalent with the definition of the deductive system.
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PRrROPOSITION 3.4. ([7]) If A is a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then the
sets
Ay ={xe€A: 2~ =0} and Ay ={xe€A: 2z~ =0}
are proper deductive systems of A.
PRrOPOSITION 3.5. ([7]) Let A be a bounded pseudo-BCK algebra and H €
25n(A). Then:
(1) z~ € H iffz™~ € H;
(2) = € H implies (=)~ € H and (™)~ € H.
DEFINITION 3.6. A deductive system is called mazimal if it is proper and not
strictly contained in any other deductive system. Denote:
Max(A) := {F : F is maximal deductive system of A},
Max, (A) := {F : Fis maximal normal deductive system of A}.
Clearly, Max,,(A) C Max(A).

PROPOSITION 3.7. ([7]) Any proper deductive system of a bounded pseudo-BCK
algebra A can be extended to a mazximal deductive system of A.

Ezxamples 3.8.
(1) Let A be the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from Example 2.11 and D; =
{s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1}, Dy = {ag, s,a,b,n,c,d, m,1}. Then:
925(A) = {{1}, D1, Do, A}, Max(A) = { D},
25n,(A) = {{1}, D1, A}, Max,, (A) = 0.
(2) In the case of the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A; from Example 2.21, de-
noting by D1 = {a1,az,bs,s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1}, Dy = {ba, s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1} and
D3 ={s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1}, we have:

@S(A): {{1}7D1aD2aD3aA}v MaX(A):{Dl}a

25n(A) = {{1}, D1, Ds, A}, Maxp, (A) = {D1}.
DEFINITION 3.9. For every subset X C A, the smallest deductive system of A
containing X (i.e. the intersection of all deductive systems D € 25(A) such

that X C D) is called the deductive system generated by X and will be denoted
by (X). If X = {a} we write (z) instead of ({x}).
LeEMMA 3.10. ([12]) Let A be a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and x,y € A.
Then:

(1) (z) is proper iff ord(x) = oo;

(2) if z <y and ord(y) < oo, then ord(z) < oo;

(3) if z <y and ord(x) = 00, then ord(y) = co.
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ProprosITION 3.11. ([8]) If A is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and X C A, then

<X>:{y€A: Y>3 0220 - Oz, for some n>1
and xl,xg,...,xneX}
={yed: o1 (w2~ (..(xn > y)...)) =1 for some n>1
and xl,xQ,...,xneX}
={yed: z1~ (@2~ (...(xn ~y)...)) =1 for some n>1

and T1,%T2,...,Tn GX}.

Remarks 3.12. ([8]) Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. Then:

(1) If X is a deductive system of A, then (X) = X;
(2) () ={ye A: y>a"for somen > 1}.

(x) is called principal deductive system;
(3) If D is a deductive system of A and x € A, then

D(z) = (DU{z}) = {y €A y>(di0x™) O (de®x™) @+ O (dp, ®2™™)
for some m > 1, ny,no, ..., N,y >0, dl,dg,...,deD}.

The next result is obvious.

LEMMA 3.13. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and D a proper deductive
system of A. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) D is mazximal;

(b) forallxz € A, ifx ¢ D then (DU {z}) = A.

PRrOPOSITION 3.14. ([4]) If D1, D3 are nonempty subsets of a pseudo-BCK(pP)
algebra A such that 1 € Dy N Doy, then

(DiUDy)={z€A: 2> (d10d) O (d0dy) O @ (dn @ dy,)
for some n>1, di,ds,...,d, € Dy, di,dj,....d, € Ds}.

The next result can be proved similarly as in [5] for the case of the residuated
lattices.

LEMMA 3.15. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and H € 25, (A). Then:

(1) For any x € A and h € H there is h' € H such that x @ h > b/ © z;
(2) For anyx € A and h € H there is h”" € H such thath ®x >z ® h".
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PROPOSITION 3.16. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, H € 25,,(A) and
x € A. Then

H(z)=(HU{z})={yeA: y>hoa" for somen e N, he H}
={yeA: y>a2"Oh forsome neN, he H}
={yeA: 2" —>ye€ H for some n>1}
={yeA: 2" ~yeH for some n>1}.

COROLLARY 3.17. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and H a proper normal
deductive system of A. Then the following are equivalent:
(a) H € Max,,(A);

(b) forallx € A, if x ¢ H, then for anyy € A, 2™ -y € H
for somen e N, n > 1;

(c) forallx € A, if x ¢ H, then for anyy € A, 2™~y € H
for somen e N, n > 1.

Proof.
(a) = (b): Since H is maximal, then by Lemma 3.13, (H U {z}) = A and
applying Proposition 3.16 we get the assertion (b);

(b) = (a): Let z € A\ H. By (b), for all y € A we have 2" — y € H
for some n € N, n > 1. Since (2" — y) ©® ™ < y, then by Proposition 3.16 it
follows that y € (H U{x}). Hence, (H U{x}) = A. Applying Lemma 3.13 we
get that H € Max,,(A);

(a) <= (c): Similarly as (a) < (b). O

Based on Proposition 3.14 and Lemma 3.15 we can prove the following result.

PROPOSITION 3.18. If A is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and D1, D2 € 25,,(A),
then

(D1UDg)y={z€A: x>ulGuv for some u€ Dy, v €& Da}.

DEFINITION 3.19. A bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A is locally finite if for
any z € A, x # 1 implies ord(z) < co.

PRrOPOSITION 3.20. ([7]) Let A be a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. The
following are equivalent:

(a) A is locally finite;
(b) {1} is the unique proper deductive system of A.
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THEOREM 3.21. If D is a proper deductive system of A, then the following are
equivalent:

(a) D € Max(A);
(b) For anyx ¢ D thereisd € D, n,m € N, n,m > 1 such that (d®x™)™ = 0.

Proof.
(a) = (b): Since 0 € A = (DU {x}), by Remark 3.12 it follows that there
exist m > 1, ny,no, ..., My >0, d1,ds,...,dn € D such that

(d1©2™) O (d2©2") O O (dpn ©2") =0.
Taking n = max{ni,ne,...,ny,} andd=d; ©dy ® --- © d,, € D we get
(do2")" < (die2™)o0(d0z™) O © (dy ©2") =0.
It follows that (d ® ™)™ = 0.
(b) = (a): Assume that there is a proper deductive system E of A such that
D C E, D # E. Then, there exists € F such that = ¢ D. By the hypothesis,

there exist d € D, n,m € N such that (d ® ™)™ = 0. Since z,d € E, it follows
that 0 € E, hence £ = A which is a contradiction. Thus, D € Max(A). d

The next result follows from Corollary 3.17.

THEOREM 3.22. If H is a proper normal deductive system of a bounded pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra A, then the following are equivalent:

(a) H € Max,,(A);
(b) For anyx € A, x ¢ H iff (™)~ € H for somen € N;
(¢c) Foranyx € A, x ¢ H iff (™)~ € H for somen € N.

According to [21], the class of pseudo-BCK algebras is not closed under ho-
momorphic images. In other words, there exist congruences § € Con(A) such
that the quotient algebra (A/6, —,~>,1/0) is not a pseudo-BCK algebra (see
[21], Example 2.2.3).

A congruence 6 € Con(A) such that the quotient algebra (A/6, —,~~,1/0) isa
pseudo-BCK algebra is called in [21] relative congruence. With any H € 25,,(A)
we associate a binary relation =g on A by defining x =g yiffx - y,y > x € H
iff &~ y,y~~axeH.

For a given H € 25,,(A) the relation =g is an equivalence relation on A.

It was proved in [21] that 0y ==p is a relative congruence of (A, —,~»,1),
that is A/0y becomes a pseudo-BCK algebra with the natural operations in-
duced from those of A. Moreover, the congruence 6y is also compatible with
the operation ®. Indeed, if x =g y and a =g b, we prove that x ®a =g y © b.
Fromz > (r - y) ®©x and a > (b — a) @ b, it follows that x ©® a > (z — y)
©@x®(b—a)®b. Since b — a € H, by Lemma 3.15 there exists ' € H such
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that z© (b—a) ©b> W ©x ®b. It follows that x ©®a > (x = y) O ©z © b,
hence (z — y) ©h <2z ©b — x®a. Since (x — y) ©h' € H, we get that
rO®b—=x®aé€ H. Similarly, t®a—>x®be H,so x®a =g ¢ ®b. One can
analogously show that t © b =g y © b whence x ®a =g y © b.

Thus, A/0y is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. This algebra is called the quotient
of A by 0y and it will be denoted shortly A/H. For any x € A, let /H be the
congruence class x/=,, of z, hence A/H = {z/H : = € A}.

The next result is obvious.

LEMMA 3.23. If H be a normal deductive system of a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP)
algebra A, then:

(1) z/H =1/H iff v € H;

(2) ©/H=0/H iffx— € H iff 2~ € H;

(3) z/H<y/Hif s wyeHiff v ~ye H.
PRrROPOSITION 3.24. If H is a proper normal deductive system of a bounded
pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A, then the following are equivalent:

(a) H € Max,,(A);

(b) A/H is locally finite.
Proof. H is maximal iff the condition (b) from Theorem 3.22 is satisfied. This
condition is equivalent with: for any z € A,x/H # 1/H iff (™)~ /H = 1/H for
some n € N iff (z/H)™ = 0/H for some n € N iff A/H is locally finite. O

PROPOSITION 3.25. If A is a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and D= A\{0}
€ Max(A), then A is good.

Proof. Obviously (07)~ = (0~)” = 0. Assume z > 0, that is, € D. If
x~,x~ € D it follows that x~— @ xz,x ©® 2~ € D, that is 0 € D, a contradiction.

Thus, 2~ = 2™~ = 0, hence (z7)~ = (z~)~ = 1. Therefore, (z7)~ = (™)~
for all z € A, so A is a good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. O
PROPOSITION 3.26. Let A be a linearly ordered pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, D €
Max(A) and x,y € A. Then:

(1) y¢ D andy ©® x = x implies x = 0;

(2) y¢ D and x ©y = x implies x = 0.

Proof.

(1) Consider y € A\ D such that y ® x = x. Assume z € A, x > 0 and
consider £ ={z € A: z®x = z}. First we prove that E is a proper deductive
system. Obviously, 1,y € F and 0 ¢ E. Consider z € A such that y — z € E,
so(y—2z)@x=x. Since (y > 2)0yez=(y — 2) @z = z, it follows that
r=[y—=20yoxr<zo0x <z Thus, 2z =z, hence z € E. Therefore,
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FE is a proper deductive system. Since y € E and D is maximal, it follows that
y € D, a contradiction. Thus, x = 0.
(2) Similarly as in (1). O

DEFINITION 3.27. Let A and B be two bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras. A
function f: A — B is a homomorphism if it satisfies the following conditions,
for all z,y € A:

(Hi) flzoy) = f(z)o f(y):
(H) fx = y)=f
(H3) f(x~y)=f
(Hq) f(0) =0.

Remark 3.28. If f: A — B is a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras homo-
morphism, then one can easily prove that the following hold for all x € A:

(Hs) f(1) =1
(He) f(z7) = (f(2));
(H) f(z™) = (f(2))™;
(Hg) if x,y € A, z <y, then f(x) < f(y).
The kernel of f is the set ker(f) = f~1(1) = {x cA: f(x)= 1}.
The function 7g: A — A/H defined by wy(z) = x/H for any z € A is
a surjective homomorphism which is called the canonical projection from A to

A/H. One can easily prove that ker(my) = H.
The proofs of the results in the next proposition are obvious.
PROPOSITION 3.29. Let A and B be non-trivial pseudo-BCK(pP) algebras. If
f: A — B is a homomorphism, then the following hold:
(1) ker(f) is a proper deductive system of A.
(2) f is injective iff ker(f) = {1}.
(3) If G € 25(B), then f~1(G) € 2S(A) and ker(f) C f~1(G).
If G € 95,(B), then f~YG) € 28,(A). In particular ker(f) € 25, (A).
(4) If f is surjective and D € 2S(A) such that ker(f) C D, then f(D) €
25(B).

PROPOSITION 3.30. If f: A — B is a surjective bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) al-
gebras homomorphism, then there is a bijective correspondence between

{D: De25(4), ker(f) C D} and 25(B).

Proof. By Proposition 3.29, for any D € 25(A) such that ker(f) € D and
G € 25(B) there is the correspondence D + f(D) and G — f~1(G) between
the two sets.
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We have to prove that f~1(f(D)) = D and f(f~'(G)) = G. Since f is
surjective, it follows that f(f~1(G)) = G. Obviously, D C f~1(f(D)) always
holds.

Suppose that z € f~1(f(D)), then f(z) € f(D), so there is 2’ € D such
that f(x) = f(a’). We have f(2') — f(x) = 1, so f(z’ — z) = 1, that is
' — x € ker(f) CD.

From z’,2' — x € D we get x € D. Thus, f~1(f(D)) = D. O

COROLLARY 3.31. If D € 25,(A), then:
(1) mp(E) € 25(A/D), where E € 2S(A) such that D C E;

(2) the correspondence E — wp(FE)
is a bijection between {F : F € 9S(A), D C F} and 25(A/D).

Proof.
(1) Tt follows from Proposition 3.29(4);
(2) It follows from Proposition 3.30. O

PROPOSITION 3.32. If D, H € 25,,(A) such that H C D, then D € Max(A) iff
mu(D) € Max(A/H).

Proof. We will apply Theorem 3.22. Suppose that D € Max(A) and let

ye A/H,y ¢ mu(D). It follows that there is z € A such that y = 7y (z) = «/H.

Obviously, x ¢ D. Since D € Max(A), it follows that:

(™)~ € D for some n € N iff mg((2™)7) € mu (D) for some n € N iff

ma(((x/H)™)") € mg(D) for some n € N iff (y*)~ € (D) for some n € N.
Thus, 7y (D) € Max(A/H). The converse can be proved in a similar way. O

COROLLARY 3.33. If H is a proper normal deductive system of a bounded
pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A, then there is a bijection between {D : D € Max(A),
H C D} and Max(A/H).
PrROPOSITION 3.34. If P is a proper normal deductive system of a bounded
pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A, then the following are equivalent:
(a) for all z,y € A, ((x ©®y)")~ € P for some n € N implies (™)~ € P or
(y™)~ € P for some m € N;

(b) forall z,y € A, (zx ®y)")~ € P for some n € N implies (™)~ € P or
(y™)~ € P for some m € N.

Proof. It is obvious taking into consideration that, since P is a normal deduc-
tive system, then = € P iff z™ € P for all z € A. O

DEFINITION 3.35. A proper normal deductive system of a bounded pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra A is called primary if it satisfies one of the above equivalent
conditions.
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Remark 3.36. If the bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A is normal, then its
primary deductive systems can be dually characterized by means of the op-
eration @. Indeed, if P is a proper normal deductive system of A, applying
Proposition 2.25 we have:

((zoy)") =nly” ®@z7), (™) =mz~ and (Y™)” =my~

for all n,m € N.

Therefore, a proper normal deductive system P of the normal pseudo-BCK(pP)
algebra A is primary if it satisfies the following condition for all x,y € A:

if n(y~ ®@x~) € P for some n € N, then ma~ € P or my~ € P for some m € N.

Obviously, the above conditon is equivalent with the following:
if n(y~ @) € P for some n € N, then ma™ € P or my™~ € P for some m € N.

4. Local pseudo-BCK algebras with pseudo-product

DEFINITION 4.1. A pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra is called local if it has a unique
maximal deductive system.

In this section by a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra we mean a bounded pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra, even though some notions and properties are valid for an
arbitrary pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.

We will denote:

DA)={z€A: ord(z) =00} and D(A)*={xz € A: ord(z) < oo}.
Obviously, D(A) N D(A)* =0 and D(A) U D(A)* = A.

We also can remark that 1 € D(A) and 0 € D(A)*.

Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and D € 25(A). We will use the
following notations:

D* ={x e A: <y~ forsome y € D},
DI ={zxeA: <y~ for some y € D}.

The next results can be proved similarly as in [5] for the case of the residuated
lattices.

PROPOSITION 4.2. ([7]) Let A be a local pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. Then:

(1) any proper deductive system of A is included in the unique mazximal de-
ductive system of A;

(2) Ay and AF are included in the unique mazimal deductive system of A.
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THEOREM 4.3. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) D(A) is a deductive system of A;
(b)
(c)
(d)

)

(e) forallx,y € A, ord(z ®y) < oo implies ord(x) < 0o or ord(y) < oo.

D(A) is a proper deductive system of A;
A is local;

D(A) is the unique mazimal deductive system of A;

COROLLARY 4.4. If A is a local pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then:
(1) for any x € A, ord(z) < oo or [ord(z™) < oo and ord(z™) < oo;
(2) D(A)* € D(A)* and D(A)Z C D(A)*;
(3) D(A)ND(A)* = D(A)ND(A)L = 0.

Ezxample 4.5. Consider the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from Example 2.11. One
can easily check that D(A) = {as, s, a,b,n,c,d, m,1} and it is a deductive system
of A, so A is a local pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.

PROPOSITION 4.6. ([7]) Any linearly ordered pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra is local.
PROPOSITION 4.7. ([7]) Any locally finite pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra is local.

PROPOSITION 4.8. If P is a proper normal deductive system of a bounded
pseudo-BCK(pP) A, then the following are equivalent:

(a) P is primary;
(b) A/P is a local pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra;

(c) P is contained in a unique mazximal deductive system of A.

Proof.

(a) <= (b): Applying Theorem 4.3 (e) and Lemma 3.23 (2), we have:
A/P is local iff for all z,y € A, ord(z/P ® y/P) < oo implies ord(z/P) < oo
or ord(y/P) < oo iff for all z,y € A, (/P ® y/P)" = 0/P for some n € N
implies (z/P)™ = 0/P or (y/P)™ = 0/P for some m € N iff for all z,y € A,
(x/P ®y/H)" = 0/P for some n € N implies 2™/P = 0/P or y™/P = 0/P
for some m € N iff for all z,y € A, ((x ©®y)")~ € P for some n € N implies
(z™)~ € Por (y™)~ € P for some m € N iff P is primary.

(a) <= (c): By (a) <= (b), P is primary iff A/P is local iff A/P has a
unique maximal deductive system. By Corollary 3.33 there is a bijection between
Max(A/P) and {D : D € Max(A), P C D}. It follows that P is primary if
and only if there is a unique maximal deductive system of A containing P. [
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THEOREM 4.9. If A is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then the following are equiv-
alent:

(a) A is local;

(b) any proper normal deductive system of A is primary;

(¢) {1} is a primary deductive system of A.

Proof.

(a) = (b): Let H be a proper normal deductive system of A. By The-
orem 4.3 (d), D(A) is the unique maximal deductive system of A. Hence,
H C D(A) and according to Proposition 4.8 it follows that H is primary;

(b) = (c): Since {1} is a proper normal deductive system of A, then by
(b) we get that {1} is primary;

(¢) = (a): Since {1} is primary, applying Proposition 4.8 it follows that
A/{1} is local. Taking into consideration that A = A/{1}, it follows that A is
local. 0

DEFINITION 4.10. A primary deductive system P of a bounded pseudo-
BCK(pP) algebra A is called perfect if for all x € A, (™)~ € P for some
n € N implies ((z7)™)~ ¢ P for all m € N.

An element x of a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A is said to be zero divisor if
there exists an element 0 # y € A such that x®y = 0 or y©x = 0. The set of all
zero divisors of A is denoted by Div(A). Obviously, 0 € Div(A) and 1 ¢ Div(A).

PROPOSITION 4.11. Let A be a bounded pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra satisfying the
conditions: Div(A) = {0}, ord(z) = 00 and x= = a2~ =0 for all x € A\ {0}.
Then, any proper normal deductive system of A is perfect.

Proof. We first prove that any proper normal deductive system P of A is
primary.
Let z,y € A and consider the following cases:
(1) f z,y > 0, then x©y > 0, so ord(z ©®y) = co. It follows that (x ©®y)™ # 0
for all n € N. Hence, ((z ®y)")” =0 ¢ P;
(2) If z = 0, then ((x ®y)")” =0~ =1 € P for all n € N. Moreover,
(™))" =0"=1ePforallmeN;
(3) If y = 0, then similarly as in (2) we get that (y")” =0~ =1 € P for all
m € N.
Thus, P is a primary deductive system of A.
Since z™ # 0 for all x € A\ {0}, it follows that (2™)” =0 ¢ P for all n € N.

For x = 0 we have (0")” =1 € P foralln € Nand ((07)™)” =0 ¢ P for all
m € N. Thus, P is a perfect deductive system of A. O
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Ezamples 4.12.

(1) It is a simple routine to check that the normal deductive system D =
{s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1} of the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from Example 2.11 is
primary, but D it is not perfect ((a2)~ =0~ =1¢€ D and ((a;)?)” = (a?)” =
0~ =1 € D);

(2) According to Proposition 4.11, the normal deductive systems

Dy = {a1,a2,b2,s,a,b,n,¢c,d,m,1} and Ds={s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1}

of the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A; from Example 2.21 are perfect deductive
systems.

DEFINITION 4.13. A pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A is called perfect if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(1) A is a local good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra;
(2) for any z € A, ord(z) < oo iff ord(z™) = oo and ord(z"™) = oc.

PROPOSITION 4.14. Let A be a local good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. Then the
following are equivalent:

(a) A is perfect;
(b) D(A)* = D(A)r, = D(A)*.

Proof.

(a) = (b): Since A is a local pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, applying Corol-
lary 4.4(2) we get D(A)* C D(A)* and D(A)*, C D(A)*.

Conversely, consider = € D(A)*, that is ord(z) < co. By the definition of a
perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra we get ord(x~) = oo and ord(z™) = oo, that
is 7,2~ € D(A). Applying the properties x < z~~ and =z < ="~ we get
xz € D(A)* and x € D(a)%. It follows that D(A)* C D(A)* and respectively
D(A)* C D(A)%,. Thus, D(A)* = D(A)* and D(A)*, = D(A)*.

(b) = (a): Consider x € A such that ord(z) < oo, that is x € D(A)*.

Since D(A)* = D(A)*, there exists y € D(A) such that x <y~ ,soy™"~ < z™.
By y <y~ and ord(y) = oo, we get ord(y~"~) = oco. From y~~ < x™ we get
ord(z™) = oo. Since D(A)f, = D(A)*, there exists y € D(A) such that x < y~,

~ —

so y~~ < z7. By y <y~ and ord(y) = oo, we get ord(y~~) = co. From
y~~ < x~ we get ord(z) = oo.

Conversely, consider = € A such that ord(z~) = oo and ord(z™) = oc.

Since A is local, by Corollary 4.4(1) it follows that ord(z) < co. Thus, A is a
perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. O

Ezamples 4.15.
(1) Consider the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from Example 2.11. Since A is
not good, it follows that it is not a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.
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(2) If A; is the good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from Example 2.21, we
have D(A) = {ay,a2,bs,s,a,b,n,c,d,m,1} and D(A)* = {0}. Since ord(07) =
ord(0™) = oo, it follows that A is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.
PROPOSITION 4.16. Let A be a good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and P a proper
normal deductive system of A. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) P is a perfect deductive system of A;

(b) A/P is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra;

(c) forallx € A, (2™)~ € P for some n € N implies ((x~)™)~ ¢ P for all
m € N.

Proof. By Proposition 4.8, A/P is local iff P is primary. Also, A/P is perfect
iff the following condition is satisfied:

ord(z/P) < oo iff ord((z/P)”) =00 and ord((xz/P)")

Q.

But, applying Lemma 3.23, we have:

ord(z/P) < ¢ iff (z/P)™ = 0/P for some n € N
iff (z™)~ € P for some n € N and (2")~ € P for some n € N.

We also have:
ord((z/P)”) = oo iff ((z/P)~)™ #0/P for all m € N
iff ((z=)™)~ ¢ P for all m € N.
Taking into consideration the definition of a perfect deductive system it follows
that (a) < (b).
Similarly,
ord((z/P)~) = oo iff ((xz/P)~)™ # 0/P for all m € N
iff ((x~)™)~ ¢ P for all m € N.

Thus, (a) < (c). O
PROPOSITION 4.17. If P is a perfect deductive system of A, then:

(1) forallz € A, (z™)” € P for somen € N iff (z7)™)~ ¢ P for allm € N;
(2) forallz e A, (z™)~ € P for some n € N iff (z~)™)~ ¢ P for all m € N.

Proof.

(1) The first implication follows immediately, since P is perfect.

Consider = € A such that ((x7)™)~ ¢ P for all m € N. By (c32), 2~ @z =0,
so (= @x)™)~ =0~ =1¢€ P for all m € N. Since P is primary, it follows
that ((z7)")” € P or (")~ € P for some n € N. Taking into consideration
that ((z7)™)~ ¢ P for all n € N, we conclude that (™)~ € P for some n € N;

(2) Similarly as (1). 0
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THEOREM 4.18. If A is a local good pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then the following
are equivalent:

(a) A is perfect;
(b) any proper normal deductive system of A is perfect;
(¢) {1} is a perfect deductive system of A.

Proof.

(a) = (b): Let D be a proper normal deductive system of A. By The-
orem 4.9 it follows that D is primary. Let x € A such that (2")” € D for
some n € N and suppose that ((z7)™)~ € D for some m € N. Since D
is proper, then ((z™)7),(((z7)™)”) € D are also proper deductive systems
of A. By Lemma 3.10(1) it follows that ord((z™)~) = ord(((z7)™)") = oc.
Since A is perfect, ord(z") < oo and ord((z~)™) < oo, hence ord(z) < oo and
ord(z™) < oo, a contradiction with the fact that A is perfect.

Thus, (z")~ € D for n € N implies ((z~)™)~ ¢ D for all m € N, that is D is
perfect.

(b) = (c): It is obvious, since {1} is a proper normal deductive system
of A.

(¢) = (a): Since {1} is a perfect deductive system of A, applying Propo-
sition 4.16 it follows that A/{1} is perfect. Taking into consideration that
A~ A/{1} we get that A is perfect. O

DEFINITION 4.19. Let A be a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. The intersection of all
maximal deductive systems of A is called the radical of A and it is denoted by

Rad(A).
PRrOPOSITION 4.20. ([7]) If A is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then
Rad(A) = D(A).

Ezample 4.21. Consider the perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) A; from Example 2.21.
One can easily check that Rad(A;) = D(A1) = {a1,az2,b2,s,a,b,n,¢,d,m,1}.

Remark 4.22. If A is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra and = € Rad(A)*,
y € A such that y < z, then y € Rad(A4)*.

THEOREM 4.23. If A is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then Rad(A) is a
normal deductive system of A.

Proof. We have to prove that + — y € Rad(A) iff z ~» y € Rad(A4) for
all z,y € A. Consider xz,y € A such that x — y € Rad(A) and suppose
x ~>y ¢ Rad(A).

Fromy <y ~wegetzx —y <z —y "~ (by (co1) and (cg)). Since Rad(A) is
a deductive system of A, it follows that x — y~~ € Rad(A), that is (x©y™)~ €
Rad(A) (by (c34) and from the fact that A is good). Hence, z ® y~ € Rad(A4)*.
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On the other hand, from x ~» y ¢ Rad(A), it follows that x ~» y € Rad(A)*.
Since z < =™, by (c1) we get =~ ~» y < x ~ y, so x~~ ~ y € Rad(A)*
(by Remark 4.22). By (c3g) we have 2™~ < 2™~ ~» gy, so ™ € Rad(A)*, that
is z € Rad(A). But y < z ~» y, so y € Rad(A)*, that is y~ € Rad(A). Since
Rad(A) is a deductive system of A and z,y~ € Rad(A), we get z©y~ € Rad(A)
which is a contradiction. Thus, + — y € Rad(A) implies z ~» y € Rad(A).
Similarly,  ~» y € Rad(A) implies + — y € Rad(A) and we conclude that
Rad(A) is a normal deductive system of A. O

Remark 4.24. If the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A is not perfect, then the above
result is not always valid. Indeed, consider the pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra A from
Example 2.11. Since A is not good, it is not a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.
Moreover, D = {ag, s,a,b,n,c,d,1} is the unique maximal deductive system of
A, so Rad(A) = D. But D is not a normal deductive system.

COROLLARY 4.25. If A is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra, then A/ Rad(A)
is perfect too.

Proof. By Theorem 4.23, Rad(A) is a proper normal deductive system of A and
by Theorem 4.18 it follows that Rad(A) is perfect. Applying Proposition 4.16
we get that A/ Rad(A) is a perfect pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra. O

5. Connection with pseudo-hoops

Pseudo-hoops were originally introduced by Bosbach in [2] and [3] under the
name of complementary semigroups and their properties were recently studied
n [13] and [10].

DEFINITION 5.1. ([13]) A pseudo-hoop is an algebra (A,®,—,~>,1) of type
(2,2,2,0) such that, for all z,y,z € A:

psH)) z01=102 =x;

psHy) z 2z =2~z =1;

(
(psHy)
(psHs)
(psHy)
(

QY = z=x— (y = 2);

(
psHy) (£ Oy) ~» 2z =y~ (z~ 2);
(

psHy) (z = y) Oz =(y—=2)0y=20(x~y) =y0O (y ~ ).

If the operation ® is commutative, or equivalently — = ~», then the pseudo-
hoop is said to be hoop. On the pseudo-hoop A we define z <y iff zt - y =1
(equivalent to = ~ y = 1) and < is a partial order on A. A pseudo-hoop A is
bounded if there is an element 0 € A such that 0 < z for all x € A.
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PROPOSITION 5.2. ([13]) In every pseudo-hoop (A,®,—,~»,1) the following
hold:

(A, <) is a meet-semillatice withx Ny = (x > y) Oz =20 (x ~ y);

The proofs of he next two results are obvious from Proposition 5.2.

PROPOSITION 5.3. FEvery pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra satisfying (psHg) is a
pseudo-hoop.

PROPOSITION 5.4. Fvery pseudo-hoop is a pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra.

COROLLARY 5.5. A pseudo-BCK(pP) algebra with (psHy) is termwise equivalent
with a pseudo-hoop.

THEOREM 5.6. Every locally finite pseudo-hoop is with (pDN).

Proof. Let A be a locally finite pseudo-hoop and z € A. If x = 0, then
0" =0~""=0.

Suppose z # 0 and we prove that z=~ = 2. By (c21) we have x < 27~
Suppose that 2=~ % x, hence =" — x # 1. Since A is locally finite, there is
m € N, n > 1 such that (z=" — z)" = 0. We have:

(7" =)= = —z)=ma =@ =)= (2 —=0)
=@ " —=r)er  50=(xAz" ") =0
=r—=0=a".

(7" =) = =@ —z)= (7 —z)=a)

~

=7 —x)—oax =z .
By induction we get (z=~ — x)" w2~ =a~. Thus,0 -2~ =2~ ,s0 2~ = 1.
Hence z = 0, a contradiction. Therefore, =~ = x and similarly z~~ =z. O

DEFINITION 5.7. ([13]) A pseudo-hoop A is called simple if {1} is the unique
proper normal deductive system of A. The pseudo-hoop A is called strongly
simple if {1} is the unique proper deductive system of A.
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Obviously, any strongly simple pseudo-hoop is simple.

THEOREM 5.8. FEvery strongly simple bounded pseudo-hoop is local.

Proof. By Proposition 3.20 it follows that a strongly simple bounded pseudo-
hoop A is locally finite and by Proposition 4.7 we get that A is local. O

(19]
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