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ABSTRACT. We give a characterization of subsets of effect algebras, that can
be embedded into a range of an observable. To give this characterization, we
introduce a new notion of compatibility support mappings.
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1. Introduction and motivation

QUESTION 1. Let S be a set of effects on a separable Hilbert space H. Is there
a measurable space (X, A) and a POV-measure o: (X, A) — E(H) such that S
is a subset of the range of a?

If S consists only of orthogonal projections (that means, idempotent effects),
then the answer is simple: S is a subset of the range of a POV-measure iff the
elements of S commute. On the other hand, if there are non-idempotent effects
in S, the answer is not known.

In the present paper, we examine a related question:

QUESTION 2. If S is a subset of an effect algebra E, is there a Boolean algebra
B and a morphism of effect algebras o: B — E such that S C a(B)?

This can be considered as a quantum-logical version of Question 1. We prove
that, given subset S of an effect algebra E such that 1 € S, there exist a Boolean
algebra B and a morphism «: B — E with S C a(B) if and only if there is a
mapping [, -]: Fin(S) x Fin(S) — E satisfying certain properties. We call
them compatibility support mappings. The proof uses a modification of the limit
techniques introduced in [3].
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We show that compatibility support mappings, and hence pairs (B, «), exist
whenever S is an MV-algebra or S is a pairwise commuting set of effects on
a Hilbert space. We prove several properties of strong compatibility support
maps, generalizing the properties of the prototype Example

The results presented in this paper are more general than the results from
an earlier paper [7], where only interval effect algebras were considered. In
that paper, a related notion of witness mapping was introduced to characterize
coexistent subsets of interval effect algebras.

In the last section, we examine connections between compatibility support
mappings and witness mappings. We prove that, for a subset S of an interval
effect algebra, every compatibility support map for S gives rise to a witness
mapping for S. We do not know whether this relationship is a one-to-one corre-
spondence.

2. Definitions and basic relationships

An effect algebra is a partial algebra (E;@®,0,1) with a binary partial opera-
tion @ and two nullary operations 0, 1 satisfying the following conditions.

(E1) If a @ b is defined, then b @ a is defined and a ® b = b & a.

(E2) If a® b and (a ® b) ® ¢ are defined, then b @ ¢ and a @ (b @ ¢) are defined
and (a@b)dc=a® (b®c).

(E3) For every a € F there is a unique @’ € E such that a ® o’ = 1.

(E4) If a & 1 exists, then a =0

Effect algebras were introduced by Foulis and Bennett in their paper [5]. In-
dependently, Kopka and Chovanec introduced an essentially equivalent structure
called D-poset (see [8]). Another equivalent structure, called weak orthoalgebras
was introduced by Giuntini and Greuling in [6].

For brevity, we denote the effect algebra (E, ®,0,1) by E. In an effect algebra
E, we write a < b iff there is ¢ € E such that a @ ¢ = b. It is easy to check
that every effect algebra is cancellative, thus < is a partial order on E. In this
partial order, 0 is the least and 1 is the greatest element of E. Moreover, it is
possible to introduce a new partial operation ©; b © a is defined iff ¢ < b and
then a @ (b© a) = b. Tt can be proved that a @ b is defined iff a < ¥ iff b < o.
It is usual to denote the domain of ® by L. If a 1 b, we say that a and b are
orthogonal.

Example 1. The prototype example of an effect algebra is the standard effect
algebra E(H). Let H be a Hilbert space. Let S(H) be the set of all bounded
self-adjoint operators. on H. Let I be the identity operator H.
For A, B € S(H), write A < B if and only if, for all z € H, (Az,z) < (Bx,x).
Put E(H) = {X € S(H): 0< X < I} and for A, B € £(H) define A ® B
it Ao B<I, A® B= A+ B. Then (£(H),®,0,I) is an effect algebra. The
elements of £(H) are called Hilbert space effects.
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An effect algebra E is lattice ordered iff (E, <) is a lattice. An effect algebra
is an orthoalgebra iff a L a implies a = 0. An orthoalgebra that is lattice ordered
is an orthomodular lattice.

An MV-effect algebra is a lattice ordered effect algebra M in which, for all
a,be M, (avVb)ca=0>b(aNb). It is proved in [4] that there is a natural,
one-to one correspondence between MV-effect algebras and MV-algebras given
by the following rules. Let (M,®,0,1) be an MV-effect algebra. Let B be a
total operation given by x By = 2 @ (2’ Ay). Then (M,H,,0) is an MV-alge-
bra. Similarly, let (M,H,—,0) be an MV-algebra. Restrict the operation H to
the pairs (z,y) satisfying < 3’ and call the new partial operation &. Then
(M, ®,0,-0) is an MV-effect algebra.

Among lattice ordered effect algebras, MV-effect algebras can be characterized
in a variety of ways. Three of them are given in the following proposition.

ProprosITION 1. ([1], [4]) Let E be a lattice ordered effect algebra. The following
are equivalent
(a) E is an MV-effect algebra.
(b) For all a,b€ E, aNb=0 impliesa <.
(¢) Foralla,be E, ao (aNb) <V.
(d) For all a,b € E, there exist a1,bi,c € E such that a1 ® by @ ¢ exists,
a1 Pc=a and by ®c=0b.

Let B be a Boolean algebra and let E be an effect algebra. An observable is
a mapping «: B — E such that «(0) = 0, (1) = 1 and for every x,y € B such

that x Ay =0, ¢(z Vy) = d(x) D o(y).

3. Compatibility support mappings
— definition and examples

In this section we introduce (strong) compatibility support mappings and
present two examples.

DEFINITION 1. Let E be an effect algebra, let S C E be such that 1 € S. We
say that [-, -]: Fin(S) x Fin(S) — E is a compatibility support mapping for S
if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.
(a) If V4 C Va, then [U, V4] < [U, Va].
(b) [U, V] <[U,{1}].
(c) [U,0] = o0.
(d) [0.{c}] =c.
(e) f c¢ UUV, then [UU{c}, {1}] o [UU{c},V] =[U,VU{c}] ©[U, V]
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A compatibility mapping is strong if and only if the following condition is
satisfied.

(e*) For all ¢, [UU {c},{1}] o [UU{c},V] =[U,VU{c}] o [U,V].
Note that (e*) implies (e).
Ezample 2. Let M be an MV-effect algebra. Define [+, ]: Fin(M)xFin(M)— E
by

[U,V] = (/\U) A (\/V).
Then [[-, -] is a strong compatibility support mapping. The conditions (a)—(d)
are easy to prove. Let us prove (e*).

U, Vvu{cilelU,V]
= (Av)n(ev (vv)) e ((Av) 2 (vv))
= ((Av)a)v((nv) n(vr))e ((Av) 2 (V)
= ((Av)re) e ((Av) ren(vy))

=[Uufch {1} UU{c, V]

Ezxample 3. Let U be an operation on the set of all operators on a Hilbert space
H given by

alb:=a+b—ab.
It is easy to check that U is associative with neutral element 0.

If @ and b are commuting effects, then a - b is an effect with a - b < a,b.
Moreover, aL1b is an effect. Indeed, since a, b are commuting effects, 1 —a, 1 —5
are commuting effects. Since 1 —a, 1 — b are commuting effects, (1 —a) - (1 —b)
is an effect and

1-(1-a)-1-b)=1-(1—a—-b+ab)=a+b—ab
is an effect.

Let S be a set of commuting effects with 1 € S; there exists a commutative
C* algebra A with § C A. The operations L, - are commutative and associative
on ANE(H) D S.

Let U, V be a finite subsets of S. Write U for the product of elements of U.
Write | |0 =0, | [{c} = ¢ and, for V = {v1,...,v,} with n > 1, write

|_|V=?)1U'-~|_|’Un.
Define [-, -]: Fin(S) x Fin(S) — E
[U,V] = (|‘|U) : (|_|V>.
Let us prove that [-, -] is a compatibility support mapping.
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Proof of condition (a): Suppose that V3 C V5. We need to prove that [U, V1] <
[U, V5]. Let us prove that | | V4 <||Vz. Since Vi C Va, we may write

Uve = () u (L0 \ W)
= (Un) + (Lo \ W) - (Un) - (L0e\ W)

Therefore,

(Uve) - (Um) = (Lova\w) = (U) - (Uva\ W) = 0.
so | |Vh <|]Ve. Since | V1 < || Vs,

vl = (Nv) - (Uw) < (Nv) - (UW) = [0V
The conditions (b)—(d) are trivially satisfied.
Proof of condition (e):
[U,Vvu{c}] —[U,V]

= (o) - (evwv) - (Nv) - (UY)

= () (erv —e- (V) - (M) - (LV)

=(nw) -+ (o) - (W) - (V) e (W) - (Mv) - (V)
= () -e=(nw) e (L)

=[Uu{c,{1}]e[Uu{c},V]

Note that, if S contains some non-idempotent ¢, then [-, -] is not strong. To
see that (e*) is not satisfied, put U =V = {c} and compute

[Uu{ct,{1}]o[UU{c},V]=cSc-c#0
[U.Vu{ci]eUV]=c-coc-c=0

4. Observables from compatibility support mappings

The aim of this section is to prove that for every S such that S U {1} admits
a compatibility support mapping, then S is coexistent.

The direct limit method used here is a dual of the projective limit method
introduced in [3]. See also [9] for another application of the projective limit
method.

Several proofs in this section (Lemma 3 through Theorem 1) are very similar,
or even the same, as in [7]. The reason for this is that they are basically an
application of Lemmal[2] which is [7, Proposition 4]. However, the author decided
to include them here, to keep the present paper more streamlined.
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RUNNING ASSUMPTION 1. In this section, we assume the following.

e F is an effect algebra.
e Sis asubset of E with 1 €S.
e [, -]: Fin(S) x Fin(S) — S is a compatibility support mapping.

LEMMA 1. Forallce S, [{c},{1}] =c.

Proof. Put U =V =0 in condition (e) of Definition [[l We see that
ek {1 e [{e}, 0] = [0, {c}] & [0, 0]
By conditions (c) and (d), this implies that [{c}, {1}] = c. O
Let us write, for A, X € Fin(S) such that X C A,
D(X, A) = [X,{1}] & [X, A\ X].
LEMMA 2. Let A, X € Fin(S), X C A and let ¢ € S be such that ¢ ¢ A. Then
D(X,A)=D(X,AU{c}) @ D(X U{c}, AU{c}).

Proof. We see that
D(X,AU{c}) = [X {1} o [X,{c} U (A\ X)]
D(X U{c},AU{c}) =[XU{c},{1}]] o [X U{c}, A\ X]

and, by condition (e) of Definition [I] we see that

[X U{ch {1 o [XU{c}, A\ X] = [X {c} U (A\ X)] © [X, A\ X].
Therefore,

D(X,AU{c})® D(X U{c},AU{c})
= (X {}]e X {cdu@\X)]) & ([X,{ctU(A\ X)] © [X, A\ X])
=[X,{1}]e[X,A\ X] = D(X, A).
O

LEMMA 3. Let C, A, X € Fin(S) be such that X C A and CN A = 0. Then
(D(XUY,AUQ))ycc is an orthogonal family and

P D(XUY,AUC) = D(X, A).
YCccC

Proof. The proof goes by induction with respect to |C|.

For C' = (), Lemma [3]is trivially true.

Assume that Lemma [B holds for all C' with |C] =n andlet c€ S, cZ AUC.
Let us consider the family

(D(XUZ,AUCU{c}))zccuie}-
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For every Z C C' U {c}, either c € Z or ¢ € Z, so either Z =Y U{c} or Z =Y,
for some Y C C'. Therefore, we can write
(D(Xuz,AuCuU {c}))zg0u{c}
= (D(XUY,AuCU{c}),D(XUY U{c},AUCU{c}))y 0
By Lemma [2]
D(XUY, AUCU{c})® DX UY U{c},AUCU{c}) =D(XUY,AUC).

It only remains to apply the induction hypothesis to finish the proof. O

COROLLARY 1. For every A € Fin(S), (D(X,A))xca is a decomposition of
unit.

Proof. Obviously,
D®,0)=[0,{1}]e[0,0]=10=1.
By Lemmal[3]
@ (DwuXx,0UA) =D®O,0).
XCA

O
COROLLARY 2. For every A € Fin(S), the mapping ava: 20 5 B given by
as(X) = P D(X, A)
XeX

s a simple observable.

Proof. The atoms of 22") are of the form {X}, where X C A. By Corollary [I]
(ea({X}) : X C A) is a decomposition of unit; the remainder of the proof is
trivial. O

For A, B € Fin(S) with A C B, let us define mappings g 2(2%) 5 2(2")
9p(X)={XUCp: XeX and Cy C (B\ 4)}

and let us write G for the collection of all such mappings.
It is an easy exercise to prove that every gé € @G is an injective homomorphism

of Boolean algebras and that ((2(2A) : A € Fin(9)),G) is a direct family of
Boolean algebras.

Let us prove that the mappings gé behave well with respect to the observables
QA and apB.
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LEMMA 4. Let A, B € Fin(S) with A C B. The following diagram commutes.
202" 1 L g

gg /
v aB

9(27)

Proof. For all X € 22",
ap(ga(X)) =ap({XUCy: X €X and Cy C (B\ A)})
=@P(D(XUCy,B): X eXand Cy C (B A))

-@B( P pEUG,B)
XEX CoC(B\A)

Put Y := Cy, C := B\ A; by Lemma [3]
@ DX UCyB)=D(X,A).

CoC(B\A)
Therefore,
ap(g3(X)) = @ D(X, 4) = aa(X)
Xex
and the diagram commutes. O

COROLLARY 3. For every B € Fin(S), B is a subset of the range of ap.

Proof. We need to prove that every a € B is an element of the range of ap.
For B = (), this is trivial.

Suppose that B is nonempty and let a € B. Let A = {a}. and let X =
gA({{a}}). By Lemmall

ap(X) = ap(95({{a}})) = aa({{a}}),
and we see that, by (c) of Definition [[l and by Lemma [Tl
aa({{a}}) = aqay({{a}}) = D({a}, {a})
= [{a}, {1}] © [{a}, {a} \{a}] =ac 0=
O

THEOREM 1. Let E be an effect algebra, let S C E. If S U {1} admits a
compatibility support mapping, then S is coexistent.

Proof. Suppose that S U {1} admits a compatibility support mapping. Let
us construct Fp(S) as the direct limit of the direct family (22A : A € Fin(9)),

equipped with morphisms of the type gé. After that, we shall define an observ-
able a: Fp(S) — E.
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Consider the set
I's= |J {(X.4):xc2}
A€Fin(S)
and define on it a binary relation = by (X, A) = (Y, B) if and only if g4 5(X) =
g% 5(Y), that means
{XUCy: XeX & C4 CAUB\A}={YUCp: YeY & Cp C AUB\B}.
Then Fp(S) =T's/ = and the operations on Fp(S) are defined by
(X, A)]= V (Y, B)l= = [(g4up(X) U gZup(Y), AU B)|=
and similarly for the other operations. Then Fp(S) is a direct limit of Boolean
algebras, hence a Boolean algebra.
Let ag: Fp(S) — E be a mapping given by the rule as([(X, A)]z) = aa(X).
We shall prove that ag is an observable.
Let us prove ag is well-defined. Suppose that (X, A) = (Y, B), that means,
94up(X) = g5up(Y). By Lemmad]
aa(X) = aaup(9iupX))
and
ap(Y) = aaun (QEUB(Y))a
hence ag is a well-defined mapping.
Let us prove that ag is an observable. The bounds of the Boolean algebra

Fp(S) are [(0, A)]= and [(24, A)]=, where A € Fin(S). Obviously, by Corol-
lary 2]

as([(0,A)]z) = aa(@) =0
and

as([(24, 4)]2) = aa(2?) =1,

Let [(X, A)]= and [(Y, B)=] be disjoint elements of Fg(S), that is,

gﬁUB(X) N gEUB (Y) =0.
Then

as([(X, A)= V[(Y,B)]=) = as(lgaus(X) U ghup(Y), AU Bl2)
= AUB (gﬁuB(X) U gEUB(Y))'
Since a4y p is an observable,
QAUB (gﬁuB(X) U gEUB(Y)) = aaus(9aup(X)) ® aaus(94,5(Y)).
It remains to observe that
aaus(94up(X)) = as([(X, 4)]=)

and that
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Let us prove that the range of ag includes S. Let a € S. By Corollary Bl the
range of oy, includes a and, by an obvious direct limit argument, the range of
(yqy is a subset of the range of as. O

5. Compatibility support mappings from observables

The aim of the single theorem of this section is to prove that every subset S
of the range of an observable admits a strong compatibility support mapping.

THEOREM 2. For every coezistent subset S of an effect algebra E, SU{1} admits
a strong compatibility support mapping.

Proof. Let B be a Boolean algebra and let au: B — E be an observable, let S
be a subset of the range of a.

For every a € S U {1}, fix an element p, € a~!(a) and define
UV]=« Pa ) N Do)
o:vI=e(( A7) 2 (Y, 7))

Let us check the condition in the definition of a strong compatibility support
mapping. Let ¢ ¢ U, V. Then

[Uu{ch {1}l oUu{c}, V]

a((pm) ) oa((( A ) a2 ()

To simplify the matters, write

= (4
Jv = (bé/v pb>

We can write
() rm) ol((4 ) ) ()
= a(my Ape) © almy Ape A jv)
= a((my Ape) © (mu Ape Ajv))
Similarly,
[U.VUu{c] e [U,V] = al(mu A (pe Vjv)) © (mu Ajv)).
Since B is a Boolean algebra,
(mu Ape) © (mu Ape Ajv) = (mu A (peV jv)) © (mu Ajv)

The remaining conditions are trivial to check. O
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Let us note that, if we start with a non-strong compatibility support map-
ping, apply Theorem [I] to construct an observable and then apply Theorem 2] to
construct a compatibility support mapping, we cannot obtain the compatibility
support mapping we started with, since Theorem Pl always produces a strong
compatibility support mapping.

6. Properties of strong compatibility support mappings

The aim of this section is to prove that several properties of the Example
are valid for all strong compatibility support mappings. It remains open whether
and which of these properties are valid for all compatibility support mappings.

The main vehicle here is Proposition [ that is interesting in its own right: it
shows that, for a given S, every strong compatibility support mapping on S is
determined by its D( -, -).

RUNNING ASSUMPTION 2. In this section, we assume the following.

e F is an effect algebra.

e S is asubset of EF with 1 € S.

e [-, ]: Fin(S) x Fin(S) — S is a strong compatibility support mapping.
LEMMA 5. If U,V are not disjoint, then [U,V] = [U,{1}].

Proof. Let ¢ € UNV. This implies that U U {¢} = U and V U {c} = V.
Therefore, by (e*),
[[U’ {1}]] S [[U? V]] = [[Uv V]] S [[U7 V]] =0,
hence [U, V] = [U,{1}]. O
LEMMA 6. [U U {c}, {1}] = [U, {c}].
Proof. Put V =0 in (e*):
[Uu{ch {1} [UU{c}, 0] = [U{c}] & [U,0].

By condition (c), [U U {c},0] = [U, 0] = 0, therefore

[Uu{c} {1}] = [U, {c}]

PROPOSITION 2. Let U,V C S.
(1) fUunvVv #0, then [U, V] = [U,{1}] = D(U,U).
(2) IfUNV =0, then

[U,vl= € Dwuy,uuv).
0£YCV
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Proof.

(1) By Proposition B, [U, V] = [U, {1}] and

DU, U) = [U{1}]e[U,0] = [U.{1}] € 0 = [U{1}].
(2) By Lemma 3],
DU, U)= € DU UY,UUV).
YCV
Therefore,
DU,U)eDU,UUV)= @ DUUY,UUV).
P£YCV
Moreover,
DU, U)o DU, UUV) = ([U,{1}] e [U,0]) e ([U,{1}] e [U,V])
=[U,V]e[U,0]=[U,V]e0=[UV].

PROPOSITION 3. If Uy C Uy, then [Uy,V] > [Us, V].

Proof.
Case 1:
Suppose that Uy NV # (. Then Us NV # (). By Proposition 2l and Lemma 3]

[U:. VI =D(U,U1)= € DU, UY,Uz) > DU, Us) = [Us, V].

Y CU\Us
Case 2:
Suppose that U NV = 0. Then U; NV = (. By Proposition 2]

[U.Vl= €@ DU UY,UuV).
P£YCV
By Lemma[3] for every @ #Y C V,
DU, UY,U;uV)= (P DU UYUW,U,UV).
W CU\Uy
Obviously (put W = Us \ Uy), this implies that
D<U1 uY, Uy u V) > D(UQ uY,Us U V),
hence we may write
[0.VlI= @ DU UY,UhuV)> € DU,UY,U,UV).
PAY CV P£Y CV

It remains to apply Proposition 2] again:

P DW.uY.UUV) =[Us,V].
0£YCV
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Case 3:
Suppose that U; NV = 0 and U, NV # (). By Proposition 2]

[0 Vl= € DU LY,UuV).

0£YCV
By Lemma [3]
DU, UY,thUV)= @  DUUWUY,U,UV).
WQUQ\(UlLJV)

We can put W = U, \ (U; UV), proving that
DU, UY,U;UV)>D(U \V)UY, U UV).

Therefore,
[U.VI= @ DUhuY,UhuV)> @ D(U2\V)UY,U,UV)
DAY CV 0£YCV
> P DU\V)uY,U,uV).
VNUCYCV

For every VNU; CY C V| there is exactly one Z C V' \ U such that
(U \V)UY =U, U Z.
Thus, we can rewrite
P D(\V)UY,TUV)= @ DUUZU,UV).
VAU, CYCV ZCV\U,
By Lemma [3] and Proposition [2]
P DW.UZ,U,UV)= DU, Us) = [Uz, V]

ZCV\U,

ProrosITION 4. [U,{1}] is a lower bound of U.

Proof. Any element is a lower bound of §.
Suppose that the proposition is true for some U and pick ¢ € S\ U. By

Proposition [3]

[U u{ch {1}] < U, {1}].
By the induction hypothesis, [U,{1}] is a lower bound of U. It remains to
prove that [U U{c},{1}] < ¢. By Proposition [0 [U U {c},{1}] = [U,{c}]. By
Proposition [ and condition (d), [U, {c}] < [0,{c}] = c. O

COROLLARY 4. [U,V] is a lower bound of U.
Proof. By Proposition [ [U,{1}] is a lower bound of U. By condition (b),
[U: V] < U, {1}]. O

375



GEJZA JENCA

PROPOSITION 5. [(), V] is an upper bound of V.

Proof. Any element is an upper bound of (.
Suppose that the proposition is true for some V and pick ¢ € S\ V. By
condition (a),

[0, VI <0, Vu{c}]
and by induction hypothesis, [(), V] is an upper bound of V. It remains to prove
that ¢ < [0,V U {c}].
Put U = ) in condition (e*):
Heh A e e, VI=10,V Ul o [0, V]
Add [[#, V] to both sides to obtain

(Heh e Ueh, VD @ [0, V] = [0,V U{c}].
As [{c}, V] < [0, V],
[{ed {13 < (Heh {1 e [{eh, VD) & [0, V]
By Lemma(I] [{c}, {1}] = c. O

7. Compatibility support mappings and witness mappings

Let (G,<) be a partially ordered abelian group and u € G be a positive
element. For 0 < a,b < u, define a @ b if and only if a + b < u and put
a®b=a+b With such a partial operation @, the closed interval

0,ulg={z€G: 0<z<u}

becomes an effect algebra ([0, u]g,®,0,u). Effect algebras which arise from
partially ordered abelian groups in this way are called interval effect algebras,
see [2].

Let E be an interval effect algebra in a partially ordered abelian group G.
Let S C E. Let us write Fin(.S) for the set of all finite subsets of S. We write
I(Fin(S)) for the set of all comparable pairs of elements of the poset (Fin(S), C),
that means,

I(Fin(S)) = {(X,Y) € Fin(S) x Fin(S): X CY}.

For every mapping 5: Fin(S) — G, we define a mapping Dg: I(Fin(S)) — G.
For (X, A) € I(Fin(S)), the value Dg(X, A) € G is given by the rule

Dp(X,A):= > (-1)XH7a(7).

XCZCA

In [7], we introduced and studied the following notion:

376



COMPATIBILITY SUPPORT MAPPINGS IN EFFECT ALGEBRAS

DEFINITION 2. Let E be an interval effect algebra. We say that a mapping
B: Fin(S) — E is a witness mapping for S if and only if the following conditions
are satisfied.

(A1) (@) =1,
(A2) for all c€ S, B({c}) =,
(A3) for all (X, A) € I(Fin(S)), Dg(X,A) > 0.

We proved there, that a subset S of an interval effect algebra E is coexistent
if and only if there is a witness mapping : Fin(S) — FE.

The aim of this section is to explore the connection between the notion of a
witness mapping and the notion of compatibility support mappings.

PROPOSITION 6. Let E be an interval effect algebra, let S be a subset of E
with 1 € S. Suppose there is a compatibility support mapping -, -]: Fin(S) x
Fin(S) — S. Then 8: Fin(S) — E, given by B(X) = [X,{1}] is a witness
mapping and D(X, A) = Dg(X, A), for all (X, A) € I(Fin(S)).

Proof. We see that, by the condition (d) of Definition [I]

B0) =[0,{1}] = 1,
so the condition (A1) of Definition [ is satisfied. By Lemma [I]

Beh) = Heh {}] = ¢,
hence (A2) is satisfied.

For the proof of (A3), it suffices to prove that D(X, A) = Dg(X, A), for all
(X, A) € I(Fin(S)). The positivity of Dg then follows from the positivity of D.
The proof goes by induction with respect to |[A \ X|.

If |[A\ X| =0, then A =X and
Dp(X, A) = B(X) = [X,A1}] = [X, {1}] 2 0 = [X, {1}] © [X,0] = D(X, A).

Suppose that D(X,A) = Dg(X, A), for all (X,A) € I(Fin(S)) such that
|A\ X| = n. Let (Y, B) € I(Fin(S)) be such that |[B\Y| =n+1. Pickc € B\Y
and put X =Y, A= B\ {c}.

By Lemma 1 of [7], for any mapping §: Fin(S) — E, for all (X, A) €
I(Fin(S)) and for all ¢ € S'\ A, the following equality is satisfied:

Dg(X,A) = Dp(X,AU{c}) + Dg(X U{c}, AU {c}).
Therefore,

Dg(Y,B) = Dg(X,AU{c}) = Dg(X,A) © Dg(X U{c}, AU {c}).
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By the induction hypothesis, Dg(X, A) = D(X, A) and Dg(X U{c}, AU {c}) =
Dg(X U{c}, AU{c}). Thus,

Ds(Y,B) = D(X,A) © D(X U{c}, AU{c}).
By Lemma [2]
D(X,A) o D(X U{c},Au{c}) = D(X,AU{c}) = Dg(Y, B).

The following problem remains open.

PROBLEM 1. Let E be an effect algebra, let S C E, let §: Fin(S) — E be a wit-
ness mapping. Is there always a compatibility support mapping [, -]: Fin(S) x
Fin(S) — S such that g(X) = [ X, {1}]?
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