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Abstract

EQ-algebras were introduced by Novdk in [15] as an algebraic structure of truth values for fuzzy
type theory (FFT). Novédk and De Baets in [17] introduced various kinds of EQ-algebras such as
good, residuated, and I EQ-algebras. In this paper, we define the notion of (pre)ideal in bounded EQ-
algebras (BFEQ-algebras) and investigate some properties. Then we introduce a congruence relation
on good BEQ-algebras by using ideals, and then we solve an open problem in [18]. Moreover, we
show that in [ EQ-algebras, there is an one-to-one corresponding between congruence relations and
the set of ideals. In the follows, we characterize the generated preideal in BEQ-algebras and by
using this, we prove that the family of all preideals of a BEQ-algebra, is a complete lattice. Then we
show that the family of all preideals of a prelinear I EQ-algebras, is a distributive lattice and become
a Heyting algebra. Finally, we show that we can construct an MV-algebra form the family of all
preideals of a prelinear I EQ-algebra.

Mathematics Subject Classification 2010: 06D99, 06D35, 06B10.
Keywords: Bounded EQ-algebra, (pre)ideal, generated preideal, complete lattice, distributive lattice,
Heyting algebra, MV -algebra.

1 Introduction

Fuzzy type theory was developed as a counterpart of the classical higher-order logic. Since the algebra
of truth values is no longer a residuated lattice, a specific algebra called an EQ-algebra was proposed by
Novak [15, 16, 17] and it continued in [2, 3, 6, 10, 19, 21]. The main primitive operations of EQ-algebras
are meet, multiplication, and fuzzy equality. Implication is derived from the fuzzy equality and it is not
a residuation with respect to multiplication. Consequently, EQ-algebras overlap with residuated lattices
but are not identical with them. Novdk and De Baets in [17] introduced various kinds of EQ-algebras.
Novék and El-Zekey in [9], proved that the class of EQ-algebras is a variety. El-Zekey in [8] introduced
prelinear good FQ-algebras and proved that a prelinear good EQ-algebra is a distributive lattice. Novéak
and De Baets in [17] defined the concept of prefilter on EQ-algebras which is the same as filter of other
algebraic structures such as residuated lattices, MTL-algebras, and etc. But the binary relation has
been introduced by prefilters is not a congruence relation. For solving this problem, they added another
condition to the definition of prefilter so filter of EQ-algebras is defined. In studying logical algebras,
filter theory or ideal theory is very important. From logic point of view, various filters have natural
interpretation as various sets of provable formulas. At present, the filter theory of EQ-algebras has been
widely studied and some important results are obtained. In particular, Liu and Zhang in [13], introduced
positive implicative and implicative (pre)filters of EQ-algebras and showed that these two concepts are
the same in [FEQ-algebras. Xin et al. [19], have studied fantastic (pre)filters of good EQ-algebras. In
[14], the family of prefilter of an EQ-algebras was studied. The notion of ideals has been introduced
in many algebraic structures such as lattices, rings, M V-algebras. Ideals theory is a very effective tool
for studying various algebraic and logical systems. In some logical algebras such as equality, hoop, and
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MYV -algebras, filters and ideals are dual notions [1, 18]. While in BL-algebra, with the lack of a suitable
algebraic addition, the focus is shifted filters. So the notion of ideals is missing in BL-algebras. To fill
this gap the paper [12], introduced the notion of ideals in BL-algebras, which generalized in a natural
sense the existing notion in MV -algebras and subsequently all the results about ideals in MV -algebras.
The paper also constructed some examples to show that, unlike in MV -algebras, ideals and filters are
dual but behave quite differently in BL-algebra. So the notion of ideal from a purely algebraic point of
view has a proper meaning in BL-algebras.

In this paper, we define the notion of (pre)ideal in bounded EQ-algebras and investigate the relation is
induced by an ideal in good EQ-algebras, is a congruence relation. Also, we show that in [ EQ-algebras,
any congruence relation introduce an ideal. In the rest of paper, we define the generated preideal by a
subset. By this means we prove that the family of all preideals of an FQ-algebra, is a complete lattice.
Also, we prove that in prelinear I EQ-algebras, the family of all preideals forms an MV -algebra.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recollect some definitions and results which will be used in this paper [8, 9, 13].

An EQ-algebra is an algebraic structure £ = (E, A, ®, ~, 1) of type (2,2,2,0), where for any a, b, c,d €
E, the following statements hold:
(E1) (E, A, 1) is a A-semilattice with top element 1. For any a,b € F, we set a < b if and only if a Ab = a.
E2) (E,®,1) is a (commutative) monoid and & is isotone with respect to <.
)a~a=1.
4) ((aNb) ~c)®@(d~a)<c~ (dAD).
5) (a~b)®@(c~d) <(a~c)~(b~d).
6) (anbAc)~a<(aAd)~a
E7)a®b<a~b.
The operations ” A7, 7 ®”, and ” ~ 7 are called meet, multiplication, and fuzzy equality, respectively.
For any a,b € E, we defined the binary operation implication on E by, a — b = (a Ab) ~ a. Also, in
particular 1 - a =1~ a = a. If E contains a bottom element 0, we say E is bounded and denote it by
BEQ-algebra. Then an unary operation — is defined on £ by ~a =a ~0=a — 0.

Let £ = (E, A, ®,~,1) be an EQ-algebra and a,b,c € F are arbitrary elements. Then £ is called
(i) spanned, if £ is a BEQ-algebra and 0 = 0,
(ii) separated, if a ~ b =1, then a = b,
(#i1) good, if a ~ 1 = a,
(iv) an involutive (IEQ-algebra), if £ is a BEQ-algebra and for any a € E, -—a = a,
(v) residuated, where (a @ b)Ac=a®bif and only if a A (bAc) ~b) =a
(vi) lattice-ordered EQ-algebra, if it has a lattice reduct,’
(vit) prelinear EQ-algebra, if the set {(a — b), (b — a)} has the unique upper bound 1,
(viti) lattice EQ-algebra (or LEQ-algebra), if it is a lattice-ordered EQ-algebra and

(@Vb) ~c)®(d~a) < (dVb) ~

Proposition 2.1. [9] Let £ be an EQ-algebra. Then, for all a,b,c € E, the following properties hold:

(
(i
(i
(zv)a~b<(a~c) (b~c).
(v)a~b< (anc)~ (bAc).

(vi)a—=b< (c—=a)=(c=b)anda—b< (b—c)— (a—c).

1Given an algebra < E, F >, where F is a set of operations on E and F’ C F, then the algebra < E, F’ > is called the
F’-reduct of < E, F >.
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(vit) If a < b, thenc—a<c—bandb—c<a—c.

(viii) If € is separated, then a — b =1 if and only if a < b.

(iz) If € is a good BEQ-algebra, then —a = -—a.

(z) If € is a BEQ-algebra, then a — b < —b — —a and if € is involutive, then a — b = —b — —a.
(xi) If € is prelinear, then a — (bA¢) = (a — b) A (a — ¢).

An EQ-algebra & has exchange principle condition, if for any a,b,c € E, a — (b = ¢) =b — (a = ¢).

Proposition 2.2. [13] Let £ be an EQ-algebra. Then, for all a,b,c € E, the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) € is good,

(i1) & 1is separated and satisfies exchange principle condition,

(7i1) & is separated and a < (a — b) — b.

Theorem 2.3. [17] Every involutive EQ-algebra is a good LEQ-algebra.

Let £ be an EQ-algebra, a,b,c € E and () # F C E. Then;
e [ is called a prefilterof £,if 1 € FFand ifa € FFand a - b€ F, thenb e F.
e a prefilter F of £ is called a filter of £, if a - b€ F, then (a®c¢) = (b®c) € F.
The set of all prefilters of € is denoted by PF(E).

Remark 2.4. [17] Let F' be a (pre)filter of EQ-algebra £. If a € F and a < b, then b € F'.
Remark 2.5. [9] Let € be a separated EQ-algebra. The singleton subset {1} C E' is a filter of £.

Theorem 2.6. [9] Let F be a filter of EQ-algebra £. A binary relation ~p on E which is defined by
a=pbifand only if a ~ b € F, is a congruence relation on £ and E/F = (E/F,Ap,Qp,~p,F) is a
separated EQ-algebra, where, for any a,b € E, we have,

[ Ap bl =[anbd] , [o]@p b =la®b] , [o]~p ] =[a~b] , [ 2F[b] =[a— 0]

A binary relation <z on E/F which is defined by [a] <g [b] if and only if [a] Ar [b] = [a] is a partial
order on E/F and for any [a],[b] € £/F, [a] <p [b] if and only if a — b € F if and only if [a] = [b] = [1].

Notation. From now on, in this paper, £ = (F,A,®,~,1) or simply £ is a BEQ-algebra, unless
otherwise state.

3 (Pri)ldeals in FQ-algebras

In this section, we introduce the notion of (pre)ideals in BEQ-algebras and investigate some properties
of them. Also, we prove that the ideals introduce a congruence relation on €£.

Definition 3.1. Let I be a nonempty subset of E. Then [ is called a preideal of £, if for any a,b,c € E,
it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) fFa<band bel, thenacl,

(I2) Ifa,be I, then ~a - b e I.

A preideal of £ is an ideal of £ if it satisfies the following condition:
(I3) If =(a = b) € I, then =((a®c¢) = (b®¢)) € I.

The set of all preideals of £ is denoted by PZ(E) and the set of all ideals of £ is denoted by Z(£). It is
clear that Z(£) C PZ(E).
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Example 3.2. (i) Let E = {0,a,b,c,d,1} be a chain where 0 < a < b<c<d< 1. Foranyzyc€kFE,
we define the operations ® and ~ on E as Table 1 and Table 2:

® [0 a b ¢ d 1 ~|0 a b ¢ d 1 =10 a b ¢ d 1
0[O0 0O O O 0 O 0|1 ¢ b a 0 0 0O(1 1 1 1 1 1
al0 0 0 0 0 a alc 1 b a a a alec 1 1 1 1 1
b0 0 0 O a b b|lb b 1 b b b bbb b 1 1 1 1
c|0 0 0 a a c cla a b 1 ¢ ¢ cla a b 1 1 1
d|0 0 a a a d d|0 a b ¢ 1 d d|0 a b ¢ 1 1
110 a b ¢ d 1 110 a b ¢ d 1 110 a b ¢ d 1
Table 1 Table 2 Table 3

By routine calculations, we can see that & = (E, A\, ®,~,0,1) is a BEQ-algebra and the operation —
is as Table 3. Also, we can see that I = {0,a} is a preideal of £. But I is not an ideal of £. Because,

“(I=d=-d=0cIbut ~((1®d) = (d®d)=-(d—=a)=c¢l.

(7i) Let E = {0,a,b,c,d,e, f,1} be a lattice with the following digram (Figure 1), and the operations

® and ~ are defined on E as Table 4 and Table 5.

®|0 a b ¢ d e f 1
0/0 0O 0O 0 0O 0 0 O
a0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a
b|0O 0 0 0O O O O b
cl|0 0O 0O 0O 0 0 0 ¢
d|{0 0 0 0 d d d d
e|0 0 0 0 d e d e
f10 0 0 O d d d f
110 a b ¢ d e f 1
Table 4
=10 a b ¢ d e f 1
o|j1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
ale 1 e 1 1 1 1 1
b |f f 1 1 1 1 1 1
c|ld f e 1 1 1 1 1
d|lc ¢ ¢ ¢ 1 1 1 1
ela a ¢ ¢ f 1 f 1
flb ¢ b ¢c e e 1 1
110 a b ¢ d e f 1
Table 6

Then £ = (E, A, ®,~,0,1) is a BEQ-algebra [
It is easy to see that I is an ideal of £.

Remark 3.3. For the sake of brevity, from now on we define for any a,b € E, a® b = —a — b. Also, we
consider a @ (a®---(a®a)---) =na and 0a = 0. By Proposition 2.1(4i), we know that for any n € NT,

a<2a<---<na.

] and the operation — is as Table 6. Let I = {0,a,b, c}.

Proposition 3.4. If I € Z(£), then for any a € E, the following statements hold.

(i)oel.

(#9) If a € I, then =—a € 1.

(#i1) If € is good, then —~—a € I implies that a € I.

~|10 a b ¢ d e f 1
0|1 e f d ¢ a b 0
ale 1 d f ¢ a ¢ a
b|f d 1 e ¢ ¢ b b
cld f e 1 ¢ ¢ ¢ c
dlc ¢ ¢ ¢ 1 f e d
ela a ¢ ¢ f 1 d e
flb ¢ b ¢ e d 1 f
110 a b ¢ d e f 1
Table 5
1
e f
d
C
a b
0
Figure 1
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(iv) For anyn € N, na € I if and only if a € I.
(v) If I and J are two (pre)ideals of £, then I N J is a (pre)ideal of €.

Proof. (i) Let I € (P)Z(E). Since I # (), there exists an elemenet a € I such that 0 < a. Then by (I7),
0el.

(#4) Suppose a € I. Since 0 € I, by (I3), ~—a=—-a — 0 € I.

(791) If =—a € I, since € is good, by Proposition 2.2(ii%), we have a < =—a and by (1), we get a € I.
(iv) If na € I, then since a < na by (I1), we have a € I. Conversely, if a € I, then by (I3), we obtain for
any n € N, na € I.

(v) The proof is clear. O

Remark 3.5. It is obvious that all of the properties in Proposition 3.4, for I € PZ(E) hold, too.

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ : £ — G be an EQ-homomorphism. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If I € PZ(G), then p~1(I) € PZ(E). Also, if I € Z(G), then ¢~ (I) € Z(£).

(i) If ¢ is an isomorphism and I € PLZ(E), then o(I) € PLZ(G). Also, if I € Z(E), then o(I) € Z(G).
(791) If € is spanned, then J = {a € E|p(a) = 0} € PZ(E). Also, if G is involutive, then J is an ideal of
E.

Proof. (i) Suppose a,b € E, a < b, and b € p~1(I). Since ¢ is a homomorphism, we have ¢(a) < ¢(b).
Since I is a preideal of G and ¢(b) € I, by (I1), we get p(a) € I and so, a € p~1(I). Now, let a,b € p~1(I).
Then ¢(a), p(b) € I and so, p(—a — b) = ~¢(a) — ¢(b) € I. Hence, (I3) holds. Therefore, ¢~1(I) is a
preideal of £. Now, suppose I is an ideal of G. Let =(a — b) € ¢~ 1(I). Then ¢(=(a — b)) € I and for
any ¢ € E, we have

p(~((a®c) = (b® ) = ~((v(a) ® p(c)) = ((b) ® ¥(c))).
Since I is an ideal of G, for any ¢ € F, we have p(=((a®¢) = (b®c))) € I and so
(~((a®c) = (b®e))) € (1)

Hence, o~ 1(I) is an ideal of £.
(73) Let z,y € G. Suppose z < y and y € ¢(I). Then there exist b € I and a € F such that a < b,
p(a) = x, and p(b) = y. Since I is a preideal of £, we obtain a € I and so z = ¢(a) € ¢(I). Now, let
x,y € p(I). Then there exist a,b € I such that ¢(a) = x and ¢(b) = y. Since I is a preideal of £, we
have —a — b € I. Hence, -z — y = ¢(—a — b) € p(I) and so ¢(I) is a preideal of G. Now, suppose [ is
an ideal of G. Let =(z — y) € ¢(I) and z € G. Since ¢ is an isomorphism, there exists ¢ € E such that
¢(c) = z. Then

((z®2) > (y®2) =p(-((a®@c) = (b)) € p(I).
Thus, ¢(I) is an ideal of G.
(#41) Since ¢ is an EQ-homomorphism and ¢(0) = 0, it is clear that J # 0. Let a < b and b € J.
Since ¢ is a homomorphism, ¢(a) < ¢(b) = 0. Thus, a € J. Suppose a,b € J. Then p(-a — b) =
—p(a) = p(b) = —0—0=0and so ~a — b € J. Hence J € PZ(£). Now, suppose G is involutive. Let
—(a —b) € J. Then ¢(—(a — b)) =0 and so =(p(a) = ¢(b)) = 0. Since & is involutive, we obtain that
w(a) = ¢(b) =1 and so ¢(a) < ¢(b). Thus, for any ¢ € E,

p(a) @ p(c) = pla®c) < p(b®@c) = p(b) @ p(c)

Hence, p((a®c) = (b®c)) =1 and so p(=((a®c) = (b®c))) = 0. Therefore, ~((a®c) = (b®¢c)) € J
and J € T(E). 0

In the following example, we show that the spanned condition in Proposition 3.6(éi%) is necessary.
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Example 3.7. Let £ = {0,a,b,1} be a chain where 0 < a < b < 1. For any z,y € E, we define the
operations ® and ~ on E as Table 7 and Table 8:

®|0 a b 1 ~]0 a b 1 =10 a b 1
0j]0 0 O O 011 a a 01 1 1 1
a|0 0 a a ala 1 b b ala 1 1 1
b |10 a b b bla b 1 1 b la b 1 1
10 a b 1 1{a b 1 1 1 ]a b 1 1
Table 7 Table 8 Table 9
Then £ = (E, A, ®,~,0,1) is a BEQ-algebra and the operation — is as Table 9 [13]. Since 1 ~ 0 =

a # 0, we get & is not spanned. Let id : E — E be the identity homomorphism. Then {x € E|id(z) =
0} = {0}. But {0} is not a preideal of £. Because 0®0=-0—-0=1—0=a ¢ {0}.

Proposition 3.8. Let £,G be two BEQ-algebras. Then K is an (pre)ideal of € X G if and only if there
exist I € Z(E)(I € PZ(E)) and J € Z(G) (J € PZ(G)) such that K =1 x J.

Proof. (i) Let K € PZ(E x G). We consider I = {a € E|(a,b) € K for some b € G} and J = {b €
E|(a,b) € K for some a € E}. It is clear that K = I x J. Now, we prove that I is a preideal of £.
Since (0,0) € K, we have 0 € I and so I is non-empty. Suppose a; < a2 and as € I. Then there
exists b € G, such that (as,b) € K. Since (a1,b) < (ag,b) and K is a preideal of € x G, (a1,b) € K
and so a; € I. Now, let a1,as € I. Then there exist by,bs € G such that (a1,b1), (a2,b2) € K. Since
(a1,b1) ® (a2,b2) = (a1 ® az,by @ be) € K and by ® bs € G, we obtain a; @ as € I. Hence I € PZ(E).

Now, let K be an ideal. We show that I is an ideal, too. Suppose =(a; — a2) € I. Then there exists
b € G, such that (—(a; — az2),b) € K. Form the definition of J, we get b € J. By Proposition 3.4(i4), we
have =—b € J. Thus,

ﬁ((ahb) — (GQ,O)) = ﬁ((al — ag),ﬁb) = (ﬁ(al — ag), ﬁﬁb) € K.
Since K is ideal, for any ¢ € FE, we have
(=((a1®¢) = (a2 ® ¢)), ==b) = =(((a1,b) @ (¢, 1)) = ((a2,0) @ (¢, 1)) € K.

Hence, =((a1 ® ¢) = (az ® ¢)) € I and I is an ideal of £. By the similar way, we can prove that
J € (P)Z(9).

Let I € PZ(E) and J € PZ(G). We show K = I x J is a preideal of £ x G. It is obvious that K is
non-empty. Suppose a1,a2 € E and by, by € G such that (a1,b1) < (a2,b2) and (ag,bs) € K. Then
as € I and by € J. Since a1 < ag and by < b, we get a1 € I and by € J and so (a1,b1) € K. Now,
let (a1,b1),(ag,b2) € K. Then aj,as € T and by,by € J. Since a1 ® ay € I and by & by € J, we get
(al,bl) (&) (ag,bg) = (a1 @ as, by D bg) € K. Therefore, K € PI(g X g)

Now, suppose I is an ideal of £ and J is an ideal of G. Let =((a1,b1) — (az,b2)) € K. Then —=(a; —
az) € I and =(by — be) € J. Thus, for any (c,d) € E x G, we get

=(((a1,b1) ® (¢, d)) = ((az,b2) ® (¢,d))) = (=((a1 ® ) = (a2 ® ), ~((by ®d) = (b2 ®d))) € I x J = K.
Hence, K is an ideal of £ x G. O

Corollary 3.9. Let [[;_, & be a finite product of BEQ-algebras. Then K is an (pre)ideal of [1&; if and
only if for any i, there exists I, € T(&)(I; € PLZ(&;)) such that K =]}, I,.

Theorem 3.10. Let £ be good and I be a non-empty subset of E. Then I € PZ(E) if and only if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(1) 0el,

(i1) For any a,b € E, if ~(ma — —=b) € [ anda € I, then b € I.
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Proof. Let I € PZ(E). Then by Proposition 3.4(¢), 0 € I. Now, suppose for any a,b € E, =(—-a — —b) € I
and a € I. By (I2),
-6 — =(-a — =b) = (-a — —b) - ~—a € I.

On the other hand,
b— ((ma — —b) = ——a) = (-a — —b) = (b = ——a) = (—a — —b) — (—a — —b) = 1.

Since £ is separated, we obtain b < =a — —(—a — —b) and by (1), we get b € I.

Conversely, let a < b and b € I. By Proposition 2.1(vii), we have —=b < —a and so =b — —a = 1. Since
£ is good, =(—=b — —a) = -1 =0 € I. Since b € I, by (ii), we have a € I. Now, suppose a,b € I.
By Propositions 2.2(#i¢) and 2.1(vi), we have —a < (ma — b) — b < -b — —(—-a — b). Hence, by
Proposition 2.1(vii), =(=b — —(-a — b)) < =—a. Since =—a € I, by Proposition 3.4(ii7), we obtain
=(=b = =(—a — b)) € I. Therefore by (i), ~a = b e I. O

Corollary 3.11. Let € be good and I € PZ(E). For any a,b € E if =(—a ~ —b) € I and a € I, then
bel.

Proof. Suppose =(—a ~ —b) € I and a € I for any a,b € E. By Proposition 2.1(iii) and (vii), —a ~ —b <
—a — —b and so =(—a — —b) < =(—a ~ —b). Since I € PZ(E), by (I1), ~(—a — —b) € I and by Theorem
3.10,b¢ I. 0

In the following example, we show that the good condition in Theorem 3.10, is necessary.

Example 3.12. Let £ be the BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.7. Since 1 ~ a = b # a, we obtain
£ is not good. By some calculations, we can see I = {0,a} is a preideal of £. On the other hand
“(-0—--1)=-(1—a)=-b=acl. Butl¢l.

Definition 3.13. Let X be a subset of E. The set of all complement elements (with respect to X) is
denoted by N(X) and is defined by N(X) = {z € E|-z € X}.

Example 3.14. Let £ be a BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.2(ii) and X = {e, f}. It is easy to see that
N(X) ={a,b}.

Proposition 3.15. Let £ be good. For any a,b € E, =a — —b = =—(—a — —b).

Proof. Since € is good, by Proposition 2.2(ii7), we have —a — —=b < —=—(=a — —b). On the other hand,
by Proposition 2.1(iz), we get

—=(=a = =b) = (-a = —b) =—a = (=~ (—~a = —b) = —b)
=-a — (b = =—(—a — b))
=-a — (b — —(—a — —b))
=-a — ((—a — —b) — —b)
=(—a — —b) — (—a — —b)
=1.

Since £ is separated, -—(—a — —b) < ~a — —b. Thus, =@ — —b = ~—(—a — —b). O

Proposition 3.16. Let £ be good. If I € PZ(E) and F € PF(E), then the following statements hold:
(i) I=NN().

(i1) F C NN(F).

(iii) N(F) = NNN(F).

(iv) N(F) € PZ(€).

(v) N(I) € PF(E), also if I € Z(E), then N(I) € F(E).

(vi) Let € be involutive. If F € F(E), then N(F) € Z(E).
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Proof. (i) Let a € I. Since NN(I) = {x € E|-—x € I}, by Proposition 3.4(i7), we get a € NN(I).
Conversely, if a € NN(I), then —=—a € I and so by Proposition 3.4(7ii), we obtain a € I. It is clear that
if I € Z(&), then NN(I) = I, too.

(i) Let a € F. By Proposition 2.2(ii7), we have a < -—a and so =—a € F. Thus, a € NN(F).

(#i1) By Proposition 2.1(iz), the proof is clear.

(iv) Since F' is a (pre)filter of £, =0 =1 € F and so 0 € N(F'). Now, suppose =(—a — —b) € N(F') and
a € N(F). Then -—(—a — —b) € F and —a € F. By Proposition 3.15, ~a — —b € F. Since —a € F' and
F is a (pre)filter of £, we obtain —b € F. Hence, b € N(F') and so N(F) € PZ(E).

(v) Since € is good, =1 =0 € I and so 1 € N(I). Suppose a =+ b € N(I) and a € N(I). Then —(a —
b) € I and —a € I. By Proposition 2.1(vi) and (vii), a — b < =b — —a and so —~(—=b — —a) < —(a — b).
Thus =(=b — —a) € I. By Propositions 2.1(iz), and 2.2(ii), we have

Since —a € T and I € PZ(E), by Theorem 3.10(¢i), =b € I and so b € N(I). Hence N(I) € PZ(E). Now,
let I be an ideal of £. Suppose a — b € N(I). Then —(a — b) € I and so for any ¢ € E, we obtain
“((a®c) = (b®c)) € I. Thus, (a®c) = (b®c) € N(I) an N(I) is a filter of &.

(vi) Let € be involutive and F be a filter of £&. By (iv), we have N(F) € PZ(E). Now, suppose
—(a —b) € N(F). Then a - b= —-=(a — b) € F. Since F is a filter of &, for any ¢ € E, we get

(a®c) > (b®c)=—"((a®c)— (b®¢)) € F.
Hence, ~((a®c¢) = (b®c¢)) € N(F) and N(F) € Z(£). O
In the following example, we show that the good condition in Proposition 3.16, is necessary.

Example 3.17. (i) Let £ be the BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.7. Since 1 ~ a = b # a, we know that &
is not good. By some calculations, we can see I = {0, a} is a preideal of £. Then N(I) = {a,b,1}. But
N(I) is not a prefilter of £. Because 1 € N(I) and 1 - 0=a € N(I), but 0 ¢ N(I).

(ii) Let € be the BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.2(¢). Since £ is good, by Remark 2.5, F' = {1} is a filter
of £. But as we see in Example 3.2(i), N(F) = {0} ¢ Z(&).

Although, we proved in good E(@Q-algebras preideals and prefilters are dual of each others, but the
most properties of (pre)ideals will be proved in a different ways.

In [18], the notion of ideals in equality algebras was introduced. But the author could not prove the
binary relation introduced by ideals is a congruence relation and an open problem was stated. In the
following theorem, we prove the binary relation introduce by ideals of good B EQ-algebras is a congruence
relation. Since every good BEQ-algebra is an equality algebra [21], the open problem in [18] is solved.

Theorem 3.18. Let € be good and I € PZ(E). Then for any a,b € E, a binary relation “~;” on E can
be defined as follows:
amrb if and only if —(a~0b) el

»”

(i) The binary relation “~p” is an equivalence relation.
(i4) If I is an ideal of £, then “~1” is a congruence relation.

(i9i) If I is an ideal of &, then /I = (E/I,N\1,R1,~1) is a good BEQ-algebra where, for any a,b € E,
we have,

[ Ar[b] =[and] , [aj@rb] =[a®b] , [a] ~r ] =la~0] , [a] =1 [b] = [a— 0]
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Proof. (i) For any a € E, a ~ a = 1 and since £ is good, =(a ~ a) = 0 € I and = is reflexive. By
Proposition 2.1(4), it is clear that &y is symmetric. Suppose a ~=; b and b = ¢. Then —(a ~ b), (b ~
¢) € I. By Proposition 2.1(iv), we have

ar\zbg(ar\/c)N(bNC)gﬁ(aNC)Nﬁ(bNC)gﬁﬁ(amc)wﬁ—\(bwc).

By Proposition 2.1(vii), =(==(a ~ ¢) ~ ==(b ~ ¢)) < =(a ~ b). Since I € PZ(E) and —~(a ~b) € T
we obtain —(——(a ~ ¢) ~ ==(b ~ ¢)) € I. By Corollary 3.11, we get —~(a ~ ¢) € I and so ~ is transitive.
(#9) Suppose a =~y b and ¢ ~; d. Then —(a ~ b),=(c ~ d) € I. By Proposition 2.1(v), we have
a~b< (ahe) ~ (bAc)and ¢ ~ d < (¢Ab) ~ (dAb). Thus, by Proposition 2.1(vii), =((aAc) ~ (bAc)) € T
and —((c Ab) ~ (dAD)) € I. Since & is an equivalence relation, we obtain (a A ¢) ~; (b A d). By the
similar way, we can see that (a ~ ¢) =y (b ~ d). Since I € Z(£), we have ~((a ® ¢) ~ (b®¢)) € I and
“((b®c) ~ (b®d)) € I. Since = is an equivalence relation on &, we get a ® ¢ =y b® d. Therefore ~; is
a congruence relation.

(#4t) By (i1), it is clear that £/I is a good BEQ-algebra. O

Corollary 3.19. Let £ be good and I € Z(E). Then for any a,b € E, we define an order on E/I as
follows,
[a] < [b] if and only if —(a—b) el

In the following example, we show that the converse of Theorem 3.18 may not be true in general.

Example 3.20. Let £ be the FQ-algebra as in Example 3.2(¢). By routine calculations, we can see that
£ =(E,N®,~,1) is a good and non-involutive FQ-algebra. Since & is good, {1} is a filter of £ and
0 = {(a,b) € E x E|a = b} is a congruence relation on £. But I = {0} is not an ideal of £. Because,
“(a—d)=-d=0€lbut ~(1®d) - (d®d))=—-(d—=a)=c¢I.

Theorem 3.21. Let £ be good. If 0 is a congruence relation on E, then the following statements hold:
(7) [0]g is a preideal of £.
(i2) If € is involutive, then [0]p is an ideal of £.

Proof. (i) Let 6 be a congruence relation on E. It is clear that [0]y is non-empty. Suppose a < b and
b € [0]p, then (b,0) € 0. Since for any a € E, (a,a) € 0, we obtain (a,0) = (a Ab,a A0) € 0. Thus, (1)
is satisfied. Let a,b € [0]s. Then (—a,1) = (a ~ 0,0 ~ 0) € § and so (—a — b,0) = (-a — b,1 — 0) € 6.
Hence, [a ® blg = [0]p and so (I2) holds and [0]p € PZ(E).

(73) Let =(a — b) € [0]p. Then [-(a — b)] = [0]p and so [a]p — [b]g = [1]e. Since £/0 is separated,
by Proposition 2.1(viii), we have [a]p < [b]p and by (E2), for any ¢ € E, [a ® c]p < [b ® c]p. Thus,
[~((a®c) = (b®c))]p = [0]p and so —|(( ®c) = (b®c)) € [0]g. Therefore, [0]p € Z(E). O

4 Generated preideals

In this section, we characterize the generated preideal by a subset of £ and by using this we show that
the family of all preideals of £ is a complete lattice. Also, we prove that under some conditions, PZ(E)
forms an M V-algebra.

Definition 4.1. Let S be a nonempty subset of £. The smallest preideal of £ containing S is called
the generated preideal by S and it is denoted by (S]p. It is also the intersection of all preideals of £
containing S.

Theorem 4.2. Let S be a nonempty subset of E. Then

(Slp={a€Ela<s1®D(s2® - (Sn—1 D Spn)--"), for somen € N and s1,--+ ,5, € S}.
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Proof. Let
I={a€Ela<s1®(s2® - (5p-1DSp)---), forsomen >1 and s1---s, € S}.

We should prove that I is the smallest preideal of £ contains S. First, we show that I € PZ(E).
Let a,b € E such that a < b and b € I. There exists n € N such that for si,82,---,s, € 5, b <
S1D (52D (Sp—1DSp) ). Froma < b, weget a < s1PD (52D (Sp—1DSp) -+ ), and so a € I. Hence,
(I1) holds. Now, suppose a,b € I. Then there exist n,m € N, s1,89,-++,5, € S and r1,72,+ , 7y € S
such that a < s1® (52 ® -+ (Sp_1 D sp)---) and b < r1 & (ro ® -+ (T_1 D Tm) -+ ). By Proposition
2.1(vii), —(s1 B (82D -+ (Sp—1 DB 8p) ---)) < —a, and so

0 —=b< (51D (52D (Sn—1D8p)---)) = b
Since b <11 @ (ro® -+ (T_1 ® Tm) - - - ), by Proposition 2.1(vii),
(51D (52D (Sp_1D8p) ) = b< (51D (52B - (Sn1®n) ) = (1D (r2 @+ (Fm_1®rm) - -+)).
Then
4= b< (51D (52D (Snm1 D sn) 7)) 2 (M@ (r2 @ (r—1 O ) )

and so
a®b< (51B (2B (Sn—1PBSn) )BT P(ra® - (Tm—1 B Tm) ).

Thus, a ® b € I. Hence, I is a preideal of £.

For any a,b € S, by Proposition 2.1(i7), a < b — a = b® a and so a € I. Now, suppose there exists
a preideal J such that S C J. It is enough to prove that I C J. Let a € I. Then there exists n € N
and 81,82, -8, € 5, such that a < $1 ® (s2® -+ (Sp—1 D Sp) -+ ). Since S C J and J € PZ(E), by (I2),
$S1® (s2® -+ (Sn—1 D sp)-++) € J,and so by (I1), a € J. Hence, I is the smallest preideal of £ contains
S. Therefore, I = (S]p. O

In the following example, we show that the generated preideal of a set is not an ideal, in general.

Example 4.3. Let £ be the BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.2(7). Let S = {0,a}. By routine calculations,
we can see that (S]p = {0,a}. But as we see in Example 3.2(7), (S]p is not an ideal of £.

Open problem. What is the form of generated ideals of subset?
Proposition 4.4. If £ is involutive, then @ is associative and commutative.

Proof. Let a,b,c € E. By Propositions 2.1(z) and 2.2 (iii), we have

(a®b)@c=-(-a—b) = c=-c— —(-a—Db)
=-¢ — (-a = b)
=-a — (—c—b)
=-a — (-b—¢)
=a® (bPc).

Hence, & is associative. Also, by Proposition 2.1(z), we get a @b = —-a — b= -b— a =b® a. Thus, P
is commutative. O

In the following example, we show that the involutive condition in Proposition 4.4 is necessary.

10
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Example 4.5. (i) Let £ = {0,a,b, 1} be a chain where 0 < a < b < 1. For any z,y € E, we define the
operations ® and ~ on E as Table 10 and Table 11:

®[0 a b 1 ~|[0 a b 1 =0 a b 1
0]0 0O O O 0|1 a 0 O o1 1 1 1
a0 0 0 a ala 1 a a ala 1 1 1
b0 0 0 » b0 a 1 b b |0 a 1 1
1({0 a b 1 1({0 a b 1 110 a b 1
Table 10 Table 11 Table 12

It is easy to see that & = (E, A, ®,~,0,1) is a non-involutive BEQ-algebra and the operation — is
as Table 12. We can see that @ is not commutative, because 0@ b=1—-b=0. But bp0=0—0=1.

(i) Let & be the BEQ-algebra as in Example 3.7. We can see that @ is not associative because,
00 (0®0)=>bbut (000)D0=a.

Proposition 4.6. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then for any a,b,c € E, the following statements hold:
(i) an(bdc) < (anb) D (aAc).
(#3) For anyn € N, na Amb < (n+m)(aAb).
Proof. (i) Let a,b,c € E. By Propositions 2.1(x), (x4), and 2.2(iii), we have
aN(b®c)— (—(aNb) = (aAc))
A(be )) = ((=(and) = a) A (=(anb) = c))
(@A (b®c) ((ﬂ(a/\b)—>a))/\((a/\(bEBc))—>(ﬂ(a/\b)—>c))
(a A D)) (a/\(b@c))—mz))/\((a/\(bEBc))—>(ﬂ(a/\b)—>c)>
1A ((a/\(b@ ¢)) = (~(a A b) %c))
((an(b®c)) = (e — (aAb)))
(an(be )) ((me—=a) A(-c— b))
((an(b®c) (ﬂc%a)) (@A (b®c)) = (mc— b))
(ﬂ ((a A b@c —a))A((@an(bdc)) = (mb—c))
(me —a)) A

—c— ((an(b®c)) (aA(d®C)) = (bDc))
1.

(an(b®c) = ((anb) @ (ahc)) =(
(a

(
(¢

Therefore, by Proposition 2.1(viii), a A (b @D c) < (a Ab) D (a Ac).
(#i) First we show 2a A 2b < 4(a A D). By (i), we have

<((e®a) Ab) @ ((a®a) AD)
<((anbd) @ (anb)® ((anb)® (aND))
=4(a A D).

(a@a)N(bdb)

By induction on n and m, the proof is complete. O
In the following example, we show that the prelinear condition in Proposition 4.6 is necessary.

Example 4.7. Let E = {0,a,c¢,d, m,1} be a lattice with a Hesse diagram as Figure 2. For any z,y € E,
we define the operations ® and ~ on E as Table 13 and Table 14:

11
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|10 a ¢ d m 1 ~10 a ¢ d m 1
0/0 O O O O O 0|1 d a a 0 O
al0 a 0 0 a a ald 1 0 0 a a
c |0 0 ¢ ¢ c c cla 0 1 m d ¢
d|0 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ d d|la 0 m 1 d d
m|0 a ¢ ¢ m m m|0 a d d 1 m
110 a ¢ d m 1 110 a ¢ d m 1
Table 13 Table 14
1
- 10 a ¢ d m 1
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 m
a|d 1 d d 1 1
cla a 1 1 1 1 d
d|la a m 1 1 1 a
m|0 a d d 1 1 c
110 a ¢ d m 1
Table 15 0
Figure 2

Then £ = (E,A,®,~,0,1) is a BEQ-algebra and the operation — is as Table 15. We can see
that £ is not prelinear because, a - d = dand d - a = a but aVd = m # 1. Also, we can see
dAN(a®c)=dL (dNha)® (dAc)=0dc=c.

Proposition 4.8. (PZ(£),Q) is a complete lattice where ” A7 is the common intersection and for any
L, I, € PZ((‘:), L VI = (Il U Ig]p

Proof. By Proposition 3.4(iv) and Theorem 4.2, the proof is clear. O
Proposition 4.9. Let x,a,b € E and I,1;,I, € PZ(E). Then the following statements hold:
(1) (x]p ={a € E|In € N such that a < nz}.

(i) If a < b, then (a]lp C (b]p.
(i4i) If a € I, then (a]p C I.
(i) I \E/I( alp.

(v) If € is involutive, then (I U{a}]p = {x € Elx <na®1i, for somei € I and n € N}.

(vi) If € is involutive, then Iy V Is = (Iy U I]p = {z € E|x < i1 B ia, for some iy € I and iz € I5}.
(vig) If € is involutive, then (alp V (blp = (a ® b]p.
(viii) If € is involutive and prelinear, (alp A (b]p = (a A b]p

Proof. (i) Let I = {a € E|3n € N such that a < nz}. We show that I is the smallest preideal of &£
contains x. Suppose a < b and b € I. Then there exists n € N such that b < nz. From a < b, we have
a < nz and so a € I. Hence, (I) holds. Now, suppose a,b € I. Then there exist n,m € N, such that
a < nz and b < mz. By Proposition 2.1(i4) and (vii), we have -nx < —a and —~a — b < (—nzx) — b.
Also, we have

a®b=-a—b< (-nz) = b< (-nz) = (mx) = (nx) ® (mz) = (n+ m)z.

12
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Thus a @b € I and I € PZ(E). By Proposition 2.1(ii), z < -z — 2 =2z and so € I. Let J € PZ(E)
such that = € J. Suppose a € I. Then there exists n € N such that a < nz. Since J is a preideal of £
and z € J, by (I2), for any n € N, we have nx € J. Thus by (I1), we obtain a € J and so (a]p = I.

(#i) First, we show that for any m € N, ma < mb. Since a < b, by Proposition 2.1(viz), we have
—b < —a and so ma — a < =b — b. Thus by induction on m, we can see that ma < mb. Now, suppose
x € (a]p. Then there exists m € N such that x < ma and so x < mb. Hence, (a]p C (b]p.

(73i) Suppose a € I and z € (a]p. There exists n € N such that < na. For any n € N, na € I and
by (I), z € I.

(iv) For any a € I, by (i), we have (a]p C I and so \/ (a]p C I. Conversely, if a € I, then a € (a]p.

a€cl
Thus a € V/ (a]p. Hence I = \/ (a]p.
acl acl
(v) Let J ={z € E|lz < na®1i, for some i € I and n € N}. By Proposition 2.1(4i), for any ¢ € I we

have i < na @i and so I C J. Since £ is good, by Propositions 2.2(4i%) and 2.1(vii), a < a @ i. Thus,
I'u{a} C J. Now, we prove that J is an (pre)ideal of £. Clearly, (I;) holds. Suppose z,y € J. Then
there exist m,n € N and 4, € I such that z < na @i and y < ma @ j. By Proposition 2.1(vi) and (vii)
we have

r@y=-2x—>y<(nad®i) >y<(na®i) = (ma®j)=(nad®i)® (mad j).

Since £ is involutive, by Proposition 4.4, we have z @y < (n+m)a® i@ j. Since I is an (pre)ideal of &,
i®jelandsox®y € J. Hence, J is an (pre)ideal of £. Now, let A € PZ(E) such that I U {a} C A.
By (I3), we get for any n € N, na € A. Suppose € J. Then there exist n € N and 7 € I such that
x <na®i. Since I C A, we have na®i € A and by (I1), z € A. Therefore, J C A.

(vi) Let B = {x € E|z < i1 @iy for some i; € I and iy € Ir}. By Propositions 2.1(vii) and 2.2(4i%),
for any i1 € I1 and is € I3, we have i1 < i1 D is and iy < i1 @ i. Thus [ U Iy C B. Now, we show that
B € PZ(E). Obviously, (I1) holds. Let x,y € B. Then there exist 1,71 € I and iz, j2 € I such that
x < i1 Dig and y < j1 B jo. By Proposition 2.1(vi) and (vii), we have

r@y < w—y =1 ©iz) = (J1 D j2) = (i1 Di2) © (J1 D ja2)-

Since £ is involutive, by Proposition 4.4, x @y < (i1 © j1) © (12 © j2) and so B € PZ(E). Let D € PL(E)
such that Iy U Iy € D. Suppose z € B. There exist i1 € I and ia € I5 such that < i3 @ ie. By (I1)
and (I3), we obtain z € D and so B C D.

(vii) Since a,b < a ® b, by (i7), we get (a]p, (b]p C (a ® b]p. For the converse, suppose x € (a @ b]p.
By (2), there exists n € N such that © < n(a @ b). Since & is involutive, by Proposition 4.4, we have
z < n(a®b) =na®nb. Thus, by (iv), z € (a]lp V (b]p and so (a ® b]p C (a]p V (b]p.

(viii) Since a Ab < a and a Ab < b, by (it), we have (a Ablp C (a]p N (b]p. For the converse, let
x € (a]p N (b]p. Then there exist n,m € N, such that x < na and z < mb and so z < na A mb. By
Proposition 4.6(iz), we get * < naAmb < (n+m)(aAb). Thus, z € (aAb]p and (a]pN(b]lp C (aAb]p. O

Theorem 4.10. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then (PZ(E),N,V) is a distributive lattice.

Proof. Let Iy, I, Is € PZ(E). Similar to any lattice, we should prove Iy A (Io V I3) C (I3 Al2) V (I A I).
Suppose a € I; N (I3 A I3). Then a € I; and a € Iy A Is. By Proposition 4.9(vi), there exist i2 € I and
iz € I3 such that a < is @ i3. By Proposition 4.6, we have a = aAa < a A (ia ®i3) < (a Ni2) D (a Adg).
Since a Aig € I NIy and a A iz € I} N I3, we have a € (I1 A Iy) V (I1 A I3). Therefore, (PZ(E),A,V) is a
distributive lattice. O

Proposition 4.11. Let £ be involutive and prelinear. For any I1,Iy € PI(E), we define a binary
operation as Iy — Iy = {a € E|I; N (a]p C Iz}. Then I; — Is € PZ(E).

Proof. Let B ={a € E|I;N(a]lp C Iz}. Since 0 € (0]p and 0 € I;, then 0 € B and B is non-empty. Now,
suppose b < a and a € B. By Proposition 4.9(ii), we have (b]p C (a]p and so Iy N (b]p C I1 N (a]p C Is.

13
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Thus (I;) holds.

Let a,b € B. Then I1N(a]p C Iy and IoN(b]p C I5. By Proposition 4.8, we get (I1N(a]p)V(I1N(b]p) C Is.
By Theorem 4.10 and Proposition 4.9(vii), we obtain I; N (a ® blp = I1 N ((a]p V (b]p) = (11 N (a]lp) V
(I1 N (b]p) C I. Hence, a ® b € B and (I3) is satisfied. O

A Heyting algebra [4] is an algebraic structure (H,A,V,—,0,1) of type (2,2,2,0,0) which for any
x,y,z € H, satisfies the following conditions:

Hy) (H,A,V) is a distributive lattice.

Hy) xA0=0and zVv1=1.

(
(
(Hg) r—x=1.
(Hy) (x s y)Nhy=yandzA(xz—y)=zAy.
(

H;) 2= (yAz)=(x—=y)A(z—z)and (xVy) = z=(z = 2) A (y = 2).

Theorem 4.12. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then (PZ(E), A, V,—,{0}, E) is a Heyting algebra where
A and V are the same as Proposition 4.8.

Proof. From Theorem 4.10, (H;) holds. It is clear that (Hs) is satisfied.

Let I, 5, I3 € PZ(E). For any a € E, I N (a]p C I;. Thus, Iy = I = E and (H3) holds.

Obviously, (I1y — I2) NIy C Iy. Let a € Ir. Then (a]p C Iy and so I; N (a]p C (a]p C Iy. Thus,
a € Il — 12. Hence, IQ - ([1 — 12) /\IQ. NOW, let a € [1 AN (Il — 12) Then a € Il and a € Il — 12. By
Proposition 4.9(éi7), (a]p C I; and so I; N (a]p = (a]p € I5. Thus, a € I and so a € I; N I5. Conversely,
suppose a € I1 Als. Thena € I; and a € I5. Thus, a € I1N(a]p C (alp C Iz and so a € I; — I,. Hence,
a € (I = L)) A ;. Therefore, I} A (I; — I3) = I; A I and so (Hy) is satisfied.

Let a € Iy — (Ia A I3). Then I N (a]p € Io Az and so I1 N (a]p C Iy and I; N (a]p C I3. Thus
a€l; - Iand a € I} — Is. Hence, I — (I3 AN13) C (I1 — I2) A (I1 — I3). Conversely, suppose
a € (Iy - Is) NIy = I3). Then I; N (a]p C Iz and I; N (a]p C I3. Since (PZ(E),A,V) is a lattice, we
get LN (a]p C Iy N I3. Thus, a€el, — (IQ /\Is) and so (Il — IQ) A (Il — .[3) Cl — (I2 /\Ig)

Let a € (I; V Is) — Is. Then (I; V I2) N (a]p C I3. By Proposition 4.10, (I1 N (a]lp) V (I2 N (a]p) =
(I VI)N(alp C Is. Thus, I; N (a]lp C Is and Is N (a]p C Is. Hence, a € I} — I3 and a € Iy — I3
and so a € (I; — I3) N (I2 — I3). Conversely, suppose a € (I; — I3) N (I — I3). Then I; N (a]p C I3
and I N (a]p C Is. By Proposition 4.8, we obtain (I3 N (a]p) V (I2N (a]p) C Is. From Proposition 4.10,
(I, VI) N (a]lp C Is. Hence, (Hs) holds. Therefore, (PZ(E), A, V,—,{0}, E) is a Heyting algebra. O

Corollary 4.13. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then for any I,J € PZ(E), we have:
(@) UNJ)=K=1I1—(J— K).
(75) IN(I—=J)=JANJ—=1).

Proof. (i) Let a € (INJ) — K. Then (a]pNINJ C K. Now, suppose x € (a|p N1, then (z]p C (a]pNT
and so (z]pNJ C (a]JpNINJ C K. Thus, we get that (a]pNI CJ— K andsoa €l — (J = K).
Conversely, let a € I — (J — K). Then (a]pNI C J — K. Thus we have (a]pNINJ C (a]pNI C J — K.
For any x € (a]pNINJ, we have (z]p = (z]pNJ C K and so x € K. Hence, we obtain (a]pNINJ C K
and so a € (INJ) — K. Therefore, INJ) - K =1 — (J = K).

(it) Leta € IN(I — J). Thena € I and so (a]p C I. Also, since a € I — J, we have (a]pNI = (a]p C J.
Thus, we get a € J and also a € J — I. By the similar way, the proof of converse is clear. O

Notation. For any I € PZ(E), we denote I¢ =TI — {0}.
Proposition 4.14. Let I € PZ(E). If £ is involutive and prelinear, then

I°={acE|lani=0, foranyi € I}.

14
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Proof. Let B ={a € E|aANi =0, forany ¢ € I} and a € B. Then for any i € I, a Ai = 0. By
Propositions 4.9(iv), (viii), and 4.10, we have

In(ap = \/(lpn(ap=\(({rn(adr)=\((irdpr)=\/(0]r={0}. (4.1)
i€l i€l i€l i€l
Thus, a € I¢, and so B C I¢. Conversely, let a € I¢. Then I N (a]p = {0}. By (4.1), we get for any i € I,
iANa=0 and so I C B. Therefore, I¢ = B. O
Corollary 4.15. Let £ be involutive and prelinear. Then for any a € E, ((a]p)® = {z € E|x A a = 0}.
Proposition 4.16. Let I € PZ(E). If £ is involutive and prelinear, then (1°)¢ = 1I.

Proof. Let a € (I€)¢. Then by Proposition 4.14, for any « € I¢, we have a A x = 0. On the other hand
for any i € I, « Ai =0, too. Thus, a € I and so (I¢)¢ C I. Conversely, let a € I. Then for any x € I°,
we have a A x = 0. Hence we get a € (I°)¢ and so I C (I¢)¢. Therefore, I = I. O

An MV -algebra [6] is an algebraic structure (M, x,“, 0) of type (2,1,0) which for any a,b € M, it satisfies
in the following conditions:
(MV1) (M, x%,0) is a commutative monoid.

(MV2) (a®)¢ = a.
(MV3) 0¢%a=0°
(MV4) (a®*b)¢xb= (b *a)° *a.

Theorem 4.17. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then (PZ(E),*,©,{0}) is an MV -algebra where for any
1,J € PI(E),

I« J=INJ)=(I°NJ°)".
Proof. First we show (PZ(E),x,E) is a commutative monoid. Let I,J,K € PZ(E). Then (I x J) *
K = (I°NJ)ANK)® and I« (JxK) = (I°A(J° A K°))°. Since A is associative, we have x is
associative. Also, we can see that I« J = (I°NJ°)° = (J°NI°)° = J=I and so % is commutative. Since
{0}¢ = E, by Proposition 4.16, I * {0} = (I°)¢ = I and so {0} is the identity element of PZ(£). Thus
(MV1) is satisfied. Also, by Proposition 4.16, we can see that (MV2) holds. Since {0}° = FE, we get
{0V s T = ExI = (E°AI)° = ({0} N I°)° = {0}¢ = E. Thus (MV3) holds.
From Corollary 4.13, we have

(ICANT) =T NT)—={0}=1I°— (J = {0}) =1 > J°
and so
(IxJ)xJ=((INIJVNT) = (J NI =T =T NI = J)) =T NI NI = (J*I)°*1.
Therefore, (MV4) holds and proof is complete. O

Corollary 4.18. If £ is involutive and prelinear, then (PZ(E),V,A,—,{0},E) is BL, BE, MTL, and
hoop-algebras.

In the following example, we show that for an involutive and prelinear EQ-algebra, (PZ(£),V, A, {0}, E)
is not a Boolean algebra.

Example 4.19. Let £ be an FQ-algebra as in Example 3.2(i7). By some calculations, we can see
(a]lp ={0,a}, ((a]p)¢ = (b]p = {0,b}, and (a]p A (b]p = {0}. But (a]p V (b]p = {0,a,b,c} # E.
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5 Conclusions and future works

In this paper, the notion of (pre)ideal in BEQ-algebras was defined and proved that the equivalence
relation induced by an ideal in a good BEQ-algebra is a congruence relation. The generated preideal by
a subset was defined and proved that the family of all preideals of an FQ-algebra is a complete lattice,
distributive lattice and Hyting algebra. Also, it proved that for a prelinear I EQ-algebra, the family of
all preideals forms an MV -algebra. Since every good EQ-algebra is an equality algebra, most results of
this paper hold for equality algebras, too. In [1, 5, 12] different kinds of ideals in hoop, basic algebras
and BL-algebras were studied. In the future works, we will study the notions of some kinds of ideals in
EQ-algebras and we will try to characterize the generated ideals in FQ-algebras.
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