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Abstract

In this paper, we study the congruences, prime filters and prime ideals
of horizontal sums of bounded lattices, then, through a construction based
on horizontal sums and without enforcing the Continuum Hypothesis,
we modify an example from [5] into a solution to the problem we have
proposed in the same article: finding a lattice with the cardinalities of the
sets of filters, ideals and congruences pairwise distinct.
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Introduction

In [5], we have proposed the following problem: finding lattices with the car-
dinalities of the sets of congruences, filters and ideals pairwise distinct, or
disproving their existence. In this paper, by using horizontal sums, we are
modifying an example from [5] of a lattice with the set of the filters count-
able and the set of the ideals uncountable into a simple lattice with the same
numbers of filters and ideals. To cancel the congruences of this lattice, we are
using a construction inspired by the method of constructing simple orthomod-
ular lattices through horizontal sums from the proof of [3, Proposition 5.11].
Our method involves the use of multiple horizontal sums to turn arbitrary
bounded lattices into simple bounded lattices.

We are also studying the effect of the basic horizontal sum construction on
congruences and prime filters and ideals of bounded lattices, then apply it to a
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lattice with the set of the filters countable and the set of the ideals uncountable
which can be turned into a simple lattice through a single horizontal sum. Note
that, while many of the results on cardinalities from [5] only hold under the
Generalized Continuum Hypothesis, all results obtained in the present paper
are valid without enforcing the Continuum Hypothesis.

1 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, whenever there is no danger of confusion, we designate
algebras by their underlying sets. N will denote the set of the natural numbers,
N* = N\{0} and P will be the set of the prime natural numbers. For any sets M
and N, we denote by M IIN the disjoint union of M and N, by P(M) the set of
the subsets of M and by |M| the cardinality of M. Also, for any cardinality &,
we denote by Po(M) ={S € P(M) | |S| =k}, P<x(M)={S € P(M) | |S] <
k} and P<n(M) = {S € P(M) | |S| < k}; note that, if 0 < x < |M]|, then
Pe(M)] = [MIF, s0 [MIF) < [Peg(M)| = 3 M < k- [M]* and [M]* =
0<i<k

Pa(M)] < [Pen(M)| = [P(M)| + [Pen(M)] < (5 + 1) - |M%, hence, if |M] is
infinite and 0 < k < |M|, then [P, (M)| = |P<x(M)| = |P<x(M)| = | M|".

For any nonempty set M, (Eq(M),V,N, C, Ay, Vi) and (Part(M), V, A, <
A{z} | x € M}, {M}) will be the bounded lattices of the equivalences and the
partitions of M, respectively, and eq : Part(M) — Eq(M) shall be the canonical
lattice isomorphism. If n € N* and m# = {My,..., M, } € Part(M), then the
equivalence eq({My, ..., M,}) will be denoted, simply, by eq(Mi, ..., My,).

Let L be a lattice. Then < will denote the cover relation in L. Mi(L)
and Ji(L) will denote the sets of the meet—irreducible and the join-irreducible
elements of L, respectively. For any U C L and any a,b € L, [U)r and (U],
shall be the filter, respectively the ideal of L generated by U, and we use the
common notations [a)r, = [{a})r, (a]r = ({a}]r and [a,b]r, = [a)r, N (b]r. If the
index L is omitted, then the interval [a,b] is considered in the lattice N with
the natural order.

Con(L), Filt(L), PFilt(L), Id(L) and PId(L) shall be the lattices of the
congruences, filters, principal filters, ideals and principal ideals of L, respec-
tively. Recall that the prime congruences of L are the prime elements of the
lattice Con(L), so all maximal congruences of L are prime congruences. We
denote by Max (L), Spec(L), Specg;; (L) and Specyy(L) the sets of the maximal
congruences, prime congruences, prime filters and prime ideals of L, respec-
tively. Recall that each class of a congruence of L is a convex sublattice of L,
thus it is the intersection of a filter and an ideal of L. If L is a bounded lattice,
then we denote by Cong; (L) the set of the congruences of L whose classes of 0
and 1 are singletons: Congi(L) = {6 € Con(L) | 0/0 = {0},1/6 = {1}}.
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For any n € N*, £, shall be the n—element chain. We use the common
notations Mgz for the diamond and N5 for the pentagon. For any lattices K
and L, the notation K = L will specify the fact that K and L are isomorphic.
We abbreviate by DCC the descending chain condition.

Recall that the ordinal sum of a lattice (L, <% 1Y) with last element and a
lattice (M, <M 0M) with first element is the lattice denoted by L& M obtained
by identifying 1¥ = 0™ and glueing L and M at this single common point.
More precisely, we let ¢ = eq({{1%,0M}} U {{z} | = € (L \ {1*}) I (M \
{1M1)}) € Eq(L I M) and consider the set L & M = (L II M)/s. Since
eNL?= Ay € Con(L) and e N M? = Ay; € Con(M), we may identify L with
L/e 2 L and M with M/e = M by identifying x with x/e for all x € LTI M.
Now we define the lattice order <L®M—_<L y <M on [ ¢ M. Clearly, the
ordinal sum of bounded lattices is associative.

Lo M: AHB: 1A =-1B

1L OM

04 =05
Recall that the horizontal sum of two nontrivial bounded lattices (A, <A
04,14) and (B, <?,0B,1P) is the nontrivial bounded lattice denoted A B B
and obtained by glueing A and B at their first elements and at their last el-
ements. We can generalize this construction to an arbitrary nonempty family
((As, <Ai oA 144));er of nontrivial bounded lattices. For the precise defini-
tion, we let £ = eq({{0% | i € I},{1% | i € I}} U {{z} | z € Micr(4; \
{04 14})}) € Eq(IlierA;) and consider the set B;c;A; = (I;esA;)/€. Since,
for every i € I, €N A? = Ay, € Con(4;), we may identify each A; with
A; /€ =2 A; by identifying x with x/¢ for all € II;c1A;. Now we define the
lattice order <Tierdi— U <4 on H;crA;; the lattice (HﬂieIA,-,SEHiGIAi) has
el
the first element 0 = 0Fierdi = 04 and the last element 1 = 1Hierdi —
145 for every j € I. If o € Eq(4;)\ {Va,} for all i € I, then we de-

note by Bicroi = eq(|J(Ai/oi \ {04 /e, 1% Jai}) U {[ 0% Joui, | ) 1% /eui}) €

iel iel il
Eq(BicrAi) \ {Vm,.;4,}; so Bicra; is the equivalence on H;c; A; whose classes
2 € A;\{0,1} f e 1,
are: x/(Hijcroy) = z/ai . i\ {0, 1} for some i Note that £oH
Uierz/ai, € {0,1}.

B = B and A, H B = ( for any nontrivial bounded lattice B and any
B € Con(B)\{Vpg}. Clearly, the horizontal sum of nontrivial bounded lattices
is commutative and associative, and so is the operation H on proper equiva-
lences on the underlying sets of those lattices.
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2 Some Introductory Remarks

Let L be a lattice. Then |L| = |PFilt(L)| = |PId(L)| < |Filt(L)|, [Id(L)|
|P(L)| = 2%, while |Con(L)| < [Eq(L)| = |Part(L)| < |{zm € P(P(L)) | |=|
LM = [Pepy(PL))] < (IL+1) - @FHIH = (L] + 1) - (2111H),

If all filters of L are principal, then |Filt(L)| = |L|, and the same holds for
ideals, but the converses of these implications do not hold, as shown by a set
of examples in [5, Remarks 5.2 and 5.3].

If L is finite, then all its filters and ideals are principal, so |Filt(L)| =
IId(L)| = |L|, while, if L is infinite, then, by the above, |L| < |Filt(L)|, |Id(L)| <
2l and |Con(L)| < 2/El. Therefore a lattice L with |Con(L)|, |Filt(L)| and
IId(L)| pairwise distinct has to be infinite and, if we enforce the Generalized
Continuum Hypothesis, then we must have |Con(L)| < |L| and {|Filt(L)|,
I1d(L)|} = {|L],2/"}, so L has to have strictly less congruences than elements
and either as many filters as elements and as many ideals as subsets or vice—
versa.

ININA

Let F be a filter of L. Then F' is principal iff it has a minimum, case in
which F' = [min(F))z. L\ F is an ideal of F iff F' is prime. The duals of these
hold for ideals. The map P — L\ P is a bijection between Specg;; (L) and
Specyq (L) and, for any prime filter P of L, eq(P, L\ P) € Max(L) C Spec(L),
hence, for any nonempty family (P;);c; of prime filters of L, if we denote by
0 = ﬂ eq(P;, L\ P;), then 0 is a congruence of L such that L/6 is a bounded

i€l
lattice, with the filter ﬂ P; as top element and the ideal ﬂ(L \ P;) as bottom

el el

element. Therefore L ﬁzs at least as many congruences as ilreltersections of prime
filters and at least as many congruences as intersections of prime ideals. In the
particular case when L is distributive, L has at least as many congruences
as filters and at least as many congruences as ideals, so, if L is an infinite
distributive lattice, then |L| < |Filt(L)|, [Id(L)| < |Con(L)| < 2/*I, hence the
cardinalities |Filt(L)|, |Id(L)| and |Con(L)| can not be pairwise distinct under
the Generalized Continuum Hypothesis.

Since Con(L) is a complete sublattice of Eq(L) [4, Corollary 2, p. 51], for
any nonempty family (m;);er C Part(L), if eq(m;) € Con(L) for all i € I, then
eq(\/ ™) = \/eq(m),eq(/\ ™) = ﬂeq(m) € Con(L). If S is a nonempty

icl iel iel iel
subset of L such that S € 7; for all i € I, then S € \/ m; and S € /\ m;; also,

i€l iel
if v, p,m € Part(L) are such that v < p <7, S € vand S € 7, then S € p.
Hence, for any nonempty family (5;);ecs of pairwise disjoint nonempty subsets
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of L, {6 € Con(L) | (Vj € J)(S; € L/0)} = [ {0 € Con(L) | S; € L/} is a
JjeJ

complete convex sublattice of Con(L), so it is a bounded lattice. In particular,

if L is a bounded lattice, then Cong(L) = {6 € Con(L) | {0},{1} € L/} is

a complete convex sublattice of Con(L) which obviously contains Ay, hence

Cong; (L) is a principal ideal of Con(L) generated by the largest congruence p

of L with the classes of 0 and 1 singletons.

3 Horizontal Sums Cancel Congruences, Prime Fil-
ters and Prime Ideals, While Leaving Filters and
Ideals in Place

Throughout this section, L, A and B shall be nontrivial bounded lattices.
We will sometimes use the remarks in this paper without referencing them.

Remark 3.1 For any proper filter P of L, the following are equivalent:
1. P is a prime filter of L;
2. L\ P is an ideal of L;
3. L\ P is a prime ideal of L;
4. eq(P,L\ P) is a congruence of L;
5. eq(P,L\ P) is a maximal congruence of L.

Indeed, (4) and (5) are clearly equivalent, and so are (1), (2) and (3). It
is straightforward that (1) and (8) imply (4). If eq(P,L\ P) € Con(L), then
L\ P =0/eq(P,L\ P)e€ld(L), so (4) implies (5).

Note, also, from the above, that, for any congruence 0 of L, since 0/0 €
Filt(L) and 1/0 € 1d(L), we have: |L/6| = 2 iff 6 = eq(0/0,1/0) # V[,
iff @ # Vi and 0/0 U 1/6 = L, which implies that 0/0 € Specpy, (L) and
1/6 € Specq(L).

Lemma 3.2 1. 0 € Mi(L) iff L\ {0} € Filt(L) iff L \ {0} € Specp; (L)

iff {0} € Specia(L) iff eq({0}, L\ {0}) € Con(L) iff eq({0}, L\ {0}) €
Max (L), and dually for 1.

2. If |IL| > 2, then: 0 € Mi(L) and 1 € Ji(L) iff L \ {0,1} is a convex
sublattice of L iff eq({0}, L\ {0,1},{1}) € Con(L).
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Proof. (1) L\ {0} is closed w.r.t. upper bounds and, for all z,y € L, if
zVy e L\{0}, then z € L\ {0} or y € L\ {0}. Clearly, L\ {0} is closed
w.r.t. meets iff 0 € Mi(L). Hence the first two equivalences hold. The rest of
the equivalences follow from Remark 3.1.

(2) By (1),if 0 € Mi(L) and 1 € Ji(L), then eq({0}, L\ {0}),eq(L\ {1}, {1}) €
Con(L), thus eq({0}, L\ {0, 1}, {1}) = eq({{0}, L\ {O}} A {L\ {1}, {1}}) =
eq({0}, L\{0})Neq(L\{1},{1}) € Con(L), which in turn implies that L\ {0, 1}
is a convex sublattice of L. On the other hand, if L\ {0,1} is a sublattice of
L, then it is closed w.r.t. meets, so 0 € Mi(L), and w.r.t. joins, so 1 € Ji(L).l

Note that, if |L| > 2, then eq({0}, L'\ {0, 1},{1}) is not a prime congruence
of L, because, according to Lemma 3.2, eq({0}, L \ {0,1},{1}) = eq({0}, L \
{0}) Neg(L\ {1},{1}) is a congruence of L exactly when eq({0},L \ {0}) 2
eq({0, L\ {0, 1}, {1}) and eq(L\ {1}, {1}) 2 eq({0}, L\ {0, 1}, {1}) are congru-
ences of L. Let us also notice that, if |[L| > 2, then each member of Cong; (L)
has at least three distinct classes.

Remark 3.3 If there exist a € A\ {0,1} and b € B\ {0,1}, then [{a,b}) =
AH B = ({a,b}], hence, regardless of the cardinalities of A and B:

(

e Filt(AH B) = (Filt(A) \ {A}) U (Filt(B) \ {B}) U{AB B} = ((Filt(4A) U
Filt(B)) \ {4, B}) U{A B B}, and similarly for ideals, therefore, since
Filt(A) NFilt(B) = {{1}} and dually for ideals, we have:

o |Filt(A B B)| = |Filt(A)| + |Filt(B)| — 2 and [Id(A B B)| = |Id(4)| +
[Id(B)| — 2.
Proposition 3.4 If|A| > 2 and |B| > 2, then Specpy (AHB) C {A\ {0}, B\
{0}}, Specig(AB B) C {A\ {1}, B\ {1}} and the following are equivalent:
e 0 € Mi(A) and 1 € Ji(B);

A\ {0} € Specpy(AH B);

B\ {1} € Speciy(AH B);
eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1}) € Con(AH B);

eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1}) € Max(AH B).

Proof. Let P € Filt(AB B) \ {AH B} = (Filt(A) \ {A}) U (Filt(B) \ {B})
by Remark 3.3. Assume, for instance, that P € Filt(4) \ {A}. Then P €
Specp; (A B B) iff all the following hold:
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e P € Specpy(A);

o for all z,y € B, xVy € PN B = {1} implies x € PN B = {1} or
y € PN B = {1}, which is equivalent to 1 € Ji(B), which in turn is
equivalent to B\ {1} € Specyq(B) by Lemma 3.2, (1);

o foralla e A\{0,1} and all b € B\ {0,1},if aVvb € P, thena € P or
b e P, sothat a € P since b € B\ A, which is equivalent to A\ {0,1} C P
and thus to A\{0} C P since P is a filter of A, which in turn is equivalent
to P = A\ {0} since P is a proper filter.

Therefore P € Specpy (AHB B) iff 1 € Ji(B) and P = A\ {0} € Specgy;(A)
iff P = A\{0} and 0 € Mi(A) and 1 € Ji(B), again by Lemma 3.2, (1). Dually,
a proper ideal @ of AHB is prime iff @ = B\ {1} and 0 € Mi(A) and 1 € Ji(B).
From the above, the fact that B\ {1} = (AB B) \ (A \ {0}) and Remark 3.1,
we obtain the equivalences in the enunciation.

Similarly, if P € Filt(B) \ {B}, then P = B\ {0}, hence Specp (AHB B) C
{A\ {0}, B\ {0}}. Dually, Specq(AB B) C {A\ {1}, B\ {1}}. ]

Remark 3.5 For any 6 € Con(A & B), we have: § N A% € Con(A), 6N B? €
Con(B) and: 0 = V smp iff (0,1) € 0 iff (0,1) € 6N A% iff (0,1) € 6 N B? iff
ONA2 =V, iff 0N B%? = Vg, and, if 0 # V.amp, then = (0N A%) B (0N B?).

Lemma 3.6 Congi(AB B) = {aBF | o € Congi(A),5 € Congi(B)} =
CODQl(A) X Congl(B).

Proof. By Remark 3.5, the fact that Congi(A) C Con(A) \ {V} and the
same for B and A H B, and the definition of the horizontal sum of proper
congruences, according to which 0/(a 8 3) = 0/a U0/ and 1/(a B §) =
1/aU1/p for all o € Con(A) \ {Va} and all 8 € Con(B) \ {Vp}, we get
that Cong1(AH B) = {a B | o € Cong1(A), 5 € Cong1(B)}, hence, the map
(a, B) — aH [ from Cong;(A) x Congi(B) to Congi (A H B) is surjective. By
Remark 3.5, (a¢BB)N A% = a and (a«BB)N B2 = 3 for all a € Con(A)\ {Va}
and all 8 € Con(B) \ {Vpg}, so this map is also injective, and it is clearly
order—preserving, therefore it is a lattice isomorphism. ]

Proposition 3.7 If |A| > 2 and |B| > 2, then:

1. Con(AH B) = Cong1 (AB B) U{Vamp} = (Congi(A) x Cong1(B)) @ Lo
iff eq(A\{0}, B\{1}), eq(A\{1}, B\{0}) ¢ Con(AHB) 1ff ABB has no
two—class congruences iff Specpy, (A B B) = 0 iff Speciy(A B B) = 0 iff

0 ¢ Mi(A) or1 ¢ Ji(B), and

the following conditions are fulfilled: ] )
0 ¢ Mi(B) or 1 ¢ Ji(A);
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2. Con(AHB) = Cong (ABB)U{eq(A\{0}, B\{1}), Vamp} = (Cong; (A4) x
Congy (B)) ® L3 iff eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1}) € Con(AH B) and eq(A\ {1}, B\
{0}) ¢ Con(AHEB) iff eq(A\{0}, B\{1}) is the unique two—class congru-
ence of ABB iff Specyy (ABB) = {A\{0}} iff Speciq(ABB) = {B\{1}}

0 € Mi(A) and 1 € Ji(B), but

0 ¢ Mi(B) or1 ¢ Ji(A);

and dually for the case when eq(A\ {1}, B\ {0}) is the unique two—class

congruence of AH B;

iff the following conditions are fulfilled:

3. Con(AH B) = Congi(AH B) U{eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1}),eq(A\ {1}, B\
(0}).5 s} = (Conoy(4) x Conon (B)) 23 iff eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1 cq(4\
{1}, B\ {0}) € Con(AH B) iff AH B has two two—class congruences iff
Specpi (ABB) = {A\{0}, B\{0}} iff Speciq(ABB) = {A\{1}, B\{1}}
iff 0 € Mi(A) NMi(B) and 1 € Ji(A) N Ji(B).

Proof.  Of course, Congi(AH B) U{Vamp} C Con(AH B). Now let § €
Con(A B B) \ (Cong1 (A B B) U{V@p}), a = 0N A% € Con(A) \ {Va} and
B=6nB%ec Con(B)\ {Vg}. Then § = a B 3, so that 0/6 = 0/a U 0/B and
1/6 = 1/aU1/B. By the choice of 6§, we have 0/60 2 {0} or 1/6 D {1}, hence
0/a 2 {0} or 0/5 2 {0} or 1/a 2 {1} or 1/8 2 {1},

Assume, for instance, that 0/a 2 {0}, so that there exists an a € A\ {0}
with (0,a) € a C 6. Since 0 # V amp, we have a # 1. Let b € B\ {0} and ¢ €
A\ {1}, arbitrary. Then (b,1) = (0Vb,aVb) € 0, thus (0,c) = (¢cAb,cA1) € 6.
Hence B\ {0} C 1/6 and A\ {1} C 0/6, therefore Vamp 2 0 2 eq(A\ {1}, B\
{0}) € Max(A H B) (see Remark 3.1), hence 6 = eq(A\ {1}, B\ {0}). Dually,
if 1/6 2 {1}, then we also get 0 = eq(A\ {1}, B\ {0}).

Similarly, 0/ 2 {0} iff 1/a D {1} iff @ = eq(A\ {0}, B\ {1}).

Therefore Con(AHBB) C Cong (ABB)U{eq(A\{0}, B\{1}),eq(A\{1}, B\
{0}), Vamp}, and we get the four cases in the enunciation, with the form of
the prime spectra of filters and ideals of L following from Remark 3.1, the
conditions on the meet—irreducibility of 0 and the join—irreducibility of 1 being
inferred from Proposition 3.4 and the shape of the lattice Con(A B B) being
given by Lemma 3.6 and the fact that Cong; (A B B) is a bounded lattice. W

Corollary 3.8 If|A| > 2, |B| > 2 and p = max(Congi (A H B)), then:

e Con(AMB) = Cong (ABB)U[p)con(amp) = Cong1 (ABB)®[1t) con(amB)

(tlcon(amB) U 1) con(amB) = (H]con(amB) @ [1)con(amp) = (Cong1(A) x
Cong1(B)) © [1) con(ABB);



CANCELLING CONGRUENCES, WHILE KEEPING FILTERS AND IDEALS 9

e Spec(AHB) = Con(AHBB) \ (Cong1 (ABB)U{Vmp}) = {0 € Con(AH
B) | [(AB B)/0] = 2} = [#)con(amp) \ {Vams} = {eq(A\ {0}, B\
{1}),eq(AN\ {1}, B\ {0})} N Con(A B B);

* [W)con(amp) = ({eq(A\{0}, B\{1}), eq(A\{1}, B\{0})}NCon(ABB))U
{1,V amp} and it is isomorphic to Lo, L3 or L3, depending on whether
AH B has zero, one or two two—class congruences.

Corollary 3.9 If |A| > 2 and |B| > 2, then AB B is subdirectly irreducible
iff one of the following conditions is satisfied:

e Congi(A) ={A4}, Congi1(B) = {Ap} and AB B has at most one two—
class congruence;

e Congi(A) = {Aa} and Congi(B) has a single atom, or vice-versa.

Corollary 3.10 Let (A;)ier be a nonempty family of nontrivial bounded lat-
tices and H = H;c1A;. Then:

1. Congy(H) = {Bicra; | (Vi e I)(a; € Cong (A HCon01
el

2. if there exist at least three distinct elements i, j, k € I with |A;|,|A;|, | Akl
> 2, then Specpyy (H) = Specyy(H) =0, H has no two—class congruences,
Con(H) = Cong1(H) U{Vg} = HConm ) ® Lo and we have the

el
following equivalence: H is subdirectly irreducible iff, for some u € I,

Congi(A¢) has no atoms for all t € I\ {u} and Congi(Ay) has at most
one atom.

Proof. (1) By an analogous argument to that of Lemma 3.6.
(2) By (1), Proposition 3.7.(1) and the fact that 0 is meet-reducible and 1 is
join-reducible in A; B A; and | Bycp g 51 Ae| > 2. |

4 Using Multiple Horizontal Sums to Cancel All
But the First and the Last Congruence, and the
Application

For the following to hold, we do not need to enforce the Continuum Hypothesis.
Let us see a stronger construction than the horizontal sum of a bounded lattice
L with another bounded lattice, construction that always turns L into a simple
bounded lattice.
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Remark 4.1 Let (L, <) be a lattice and [a, b, be an interval of L with |[a,b]r|
> 2, which means that a,b € L are such that a < b and a £ b, and let
(Maps <ap,0ap, lap) be a bounded lattice with |Mgyyp| > 2. Denote by N the
lattice obtained from L by replacing [a,b]r, with [a,bl, B My, that is: N =
(LI(Ma,5\{0a,5, Lap}), < U <ap U{(z,u), (u,y) | u € Map, = € (a]L,y € [b)L})-

Since [a,b]ny = [a,b], B M, is a sublattice of N, for any § € Con(N),
we have 6 N ([a,b]n)? € Con([a,b]n) = Con([a,b]r, B Muyp), which fulfills the
properties in Section 3.

Filt(N) = {F € Filt(L) | a ¢ F}U{FII(My5\{04p, lap}) | F € Filt(L),a
FYU{b) O (G\{0ap,1ap}) | G € Filt(Myp)}, hence |Filt(N)| = |Filt(L)| +
Filt(Map) \ {{Llap}, Map} = [Filt(L)| + [Filt(Mqp)| — 2.

Similarly, Id(N) = {I celd(L) | b ¢ I} U{I I (Map \ {0ap,1ap}) | I €
(L) € 101Gl B0 (g o) |17 € 1)), hence 10 =
1A(L)| + [1A(Ma ) \ {00} Mag}] = [EA(L)] + 1AMy — 2.

Throughout the rest of this section, (L, <, 0, 1) shall be a nontrivial bounded
lattice. Let us apply the construction in Remark 4.1 to all intervals of L having
cardinality at least 3, with M, ; replaced with £3. So let us denote by D(L) the
bounded lattice obtained from L in the following way: replace each interval I
of L with |I| > 2 by IB L2. In detail, the construction of D(L) can be written
like this: consider a bijection from the set {[a,b]r, | a,b € L,a < b,a A b} of
the intervals of L having at least three elements to a set M of pairwise disjoint
two—element sets, which associates to each such interval [a, b];, a two—element
set {lop,Tap} € L. Let D(L) = (LU M = LI {lyp,70p | a,b € Lya < b,a A
b}’ < UApy U {(LL‘, la,b)v (la,bay)v (xvra,b)v (Ta,bay) ’ a,b € Lia < b,a £ bz €
(a]lr U{luvsTuw | w,v € Liu < v < a,uAv},yeb)rU{cyy | uvelLb<
u <wv,uAv}},0,1). We shall denote the order of D(L) by <, as well.

Example 4.2 Here is the construction above applied to the lattices L3 =
{0,m,1}, L4 ={0,a,b,1} and L3 ® Lo = {0,z,y,2,1}: 1

0
D(L3) = M; D(Ly) £2 ® Lo)

Remark 4.3 By Remark 4.1:
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e |Filt(D(L))| = |Filt(L)| + (|Filt(£3)] — 2) - |[{(a,b) | a,b € L,a < b,a £
b}| = |Filt(L)| +2 - |{(a,b) | a,b € L,a < b,a £ b}|;

o 1(D(L))| = (L)) + (1(£D)] ~ 2) - |{(a,8) | a,b € Lo < ba A b| =
[Id(L)| +2- |{(a,b) | a,b € Lya < b,a £ b}|.

Theorem 4.4 The lattice D(L) is simple.

Proof. If |L| = 2, then D(L) = L, so Con(D(L)) = Con(L) = {AL,VL},
and, of course, Ay # Vp, since |L| > 1.

Now assume that [L| > 2, and let 6 € Con(D(L)) such that 0 # Ap(p,
so that, for some x € L, |z/0| > 2, thus there exist u,v € x/0 with u # v.
Denote y = uAv € z/f and z = u Vv € /60, so that y < z and (y,z) € 0.
Let us analyse the following cases, of y and z belonging to L or to D(L)\ L =
{lap,rap | a,b € L,a <b,a A b}.

Case 1: y,z € L. If y = 0 and z = 1, then (0,1) € 0, thus § = V.
If y=0and z # 1, then S = {0,lp1,2,70,1,1} = Ms is a sublattice of L,
thus # N .S? € Con(S), so N S? = Vg since (0,2) € § N S?, hence (0,1) €
6N S? C 6, therefore § = V). Analogously, if y # 0 and 2z = 1, then
0 = V. Finally, if y # 0 and z # 1, then T" = {0,l ., y, 70,2, 2} = M3 and
U = {y,ly1,2,ry1,1} = Ms are sublattices of L, thus § N T? € Con(T) and
9N U? € Con(U), so NT? = Vr and § NU? = Vy since (y,z) € 0NT2NU?,
therefore (0,y) € 9NT? and (z,1) € N U?, hence (0,v), (y,2),(z,1) € 0, thus
(0,1) € 0, therefore 6 = Vp(r,).

Case 2: y € L and z € D(L) \ L, say, for instance, z = l,; for some
a,b € L with a < b and a 4 b, so that there exists a ¢ € [a,b], \ {a,b}. Then
y < a < z, thus, since the subset y/0 = z/60 of D(L) is convex, it follows that
(a,2z) € 0. Also, V ={a,z = lgp,c,7qp, b} = M; is a sublattice of D(L), thus
9NV2 € Con(V), so HNV?2 = Vy since (a, z) € 0NV?2, hence (a,b) € INV? C 0,
therefore § = Vp(r) by case 1.

Case 3: y € D(L) \ L and z € L, say, for instance, y = I, for some
a,b € L with a < b and a £ b, so that there exists a ¢ € [a,b]r, \ {a,b}. Then
y < b < z, thus, since the subset y/0 = z/6 of D(L) is convex, it follows
that (y,b) € 0. Also, W = {a,y = lgp, ¢, Tap,b} = Ms is a sublattice of
D(L), thus 8 N W2 € Con(W), so § N W? = Vy since (y,b) € § N W2, hence
(a,b) € 6N W?2 C 0, therefore § = V() by case 1.

Case 4: y,z € D(L)\ L, say y = lop and z = .4 for some a,b,c,d € L
with a < b, c < d,a £band ¢ £ d, sothat a <y < b < ¢ < z < d, thus
(c,2) € ¢ since the subset y/0 = z/6 of D(L) is convex, therefore § = Vp(p,
by case 2.
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Hence Con(D(L)) = {Apr), Vpry}- Of course, Apiy # Vp(r), since
|D(L)| > |L| > 2. |

Example 4.5 Let us consider the bounded lattice N' = (N,lem, ged, |, 1,0),
which is complete and completely distributive, which can be easily shown by us-
ing the complete distributivity of the chain (N, <) and the prime decompositions
of the natural numbers. The distributivity of N ensures us that |Con(N)| >
max{|Filt(NV)|, [Id(N)|}. As shown in [5, Ezample 4.4/, |Filt(N)| = |N| = Rg
and [IA(N)| = [P(N)| = 280 > Ry = |Filt(N)|. Indeed, Filt(N) = PFilt(N),
because N = [0)nr, {1} = [1)p and, if we denote, for anyn € N* and any p € P,
by ep(n) = max{k € N | p¥|n} and we take an F € Filt(NV) \ {{1},N}, then,
by the well ordering of (N, <), there exists /\(F) = Hpmin{e”(”) | n€F} ¢ N,
peP
so that there are only finitely many p € P with min{e,(n) | n € F} # 0, say
p1 < p2 < ... < pg, for some k € N, are such that {p1,p2,...,px} = {p €
P | min{e,(n) | n € F} # 0}, and there exist n1,ng,...,n, € F, not nec-
essarily distinct, such that, for all i € [1,k], ep,(ni) = min{e,,(n) | n € F},
hence /\(F) = lem{nyi,no,...,n;} € F, thus /\(F) = min(F'), hence F =
[min(F))n € PFilt(N). The argument for Filt(N) = PFilt(N) in [5] was
shorter, but this one is more natural. Now, for any P C P, (P|y = {n €
N|(3keN)(3p1,p2,....px € P) (n|lem{p1,p2,....px} =p1-p2-...-pp)} =
{neN| (3keN)3pi,p2,...,px € P)(3er,e2,...,ex € N*) (n = pi* - p5? -
- pF)}, thus (Ply ¢ PIA(N) if |P| =R, and, for any P,Q C P with P # Q,
(Plx # (@l hence [IAN)| > [P(B)| = [P(N)], thus [1A(N)| = [P(N)] = 2%.
Hence 2% < |Con(N)| < 20, therefore |Con(N)| = 2%0.

If we denote by H = N B8 E%, then, according to Proposition 3.7, since 0 is
meet-reducible and 1 is join-reducible in L3, Con(H) = Cong; (H) U {Vy} =
(C0n01 (N) x Cong (ﬁ%)) O Ly = (Conm(/\/) X {Aﬁg}) ® L9 = Cong (N) ® L.
Unfortunately, |Congi (N)| = |Con(N)| = 2%, Indeed, let i = eq({{1},{0}} U
{{H p"r | (Vpe P)(n, e N)} | PCP,|P| <No}). It is immediate that p is

peEP
a congruence of N'. Let us prove that Cong1(N) = (¢]conn)- For each n € N,
let us denote by P, = {p € P | p|n}, so that P, =0, Py =P, for all a,b € N,
Pycagapy = PuNPy and Pemapy = PaUPs, and p = {(u,v) | u,v € N, P, = P,}.
Let 6 € Con(N) such that 1/6 = {1}. Let x,y € N*, such that (x,y) € 6 and
assume by absurdum that P, # P,, say P, \ Py # 0. Since x,y € N*, P,
and Py, are finite nonempty subsets of P. Let z € N such that P, = Py, \ Py,
thus Pyeagpsy = Po N P. = PN (Py\ Py) = 0 and Pyagysy = Py N P, =
P,N(Py\ Py) = P,\ Py # 0, hence gcd{x,z} = 1 and ged{y,z} # 1, but
ged{y,z}/0 = ged{x,z}/0 = 1/0, which is a contradiction to 1/6 = {1}.
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Therefore P, = Py, so (x,y) € p, hence 8 C p. Since 1/p = {1}, it follows
that p = max{a € Con(N) | 1/a = {1}}. But we also have 0/u = {0}, hence
p = max(Congy (N)) and thus {o« € Con(N) | 1/a = {1}} = Conp(N) =
(W con(ny- For instance, given any n € N* and any P C P with |P| < N,

On.p = cq({{1}. {0 U{{]] ™ | (VP € Q) (my €N} | Q CP.|Q| <R, Q #
PEQ
PYU{]]»™ | (vp € Q) (np € LoD} A]] ™} | @ € PijQI < R0, Q #
peP PEQ
P,(Vp € Q)(np € N')}) € (tlcon(ny- Therefore [Con(H)| = [Congi(H)| =
|Cong1 (V)] = |(t)conn)| = Knp | P S P[P <Ro}| = {P CP|[|P| <
Ro}| = 2%, hence |Con(H)| = 2%0.

So the construction of the horizontal sum H = N B L3 does not cancel
enough congruences of N'. We need the stronger construction D(N') introduced
above.

By Theorem 4.4, the lattice D(N') is simple. Clearly, the intervals of N
having alt least three elements are [n,0|xr and [n, kn]ar, withn € N* and k € N,
k > 2. Let us denote the set of these intervals by In. We can write Iy,
in this way: Iy = {[n,knjy | n € N*k € N\ {1}}, so Ly is in bijection
to N* x (N'\ {1}), thus [In| = [N*| - [N\ {1}| = No - Ry = Rg. By Remark
4.3, it follows that |Filt(D(N))| = [Filt(N)| + 2 - |Iy| = No + Rg = Rg and
Td(D(N))| = [IAN)| + 2 - |Tn| = 280 + Ry = 2%, Therefore |Con(D(N))],
|Filt(D(N))| and [IA(D(N))| are pairwise distinct, more precisely D(N) is a
simple bounded lattice, Filt(D(N)) is countable and Id(D(N)) is uncountable.

Example 4.6 (due to Gabor Czédli) We can modify Example 4.5 such that
the resulting lattice can have all its congruences, excepting the smallest and the
greatest, cancelled by the simple construction of its horizontal sum with the
four—element Boolean algebra. Moreover, we can let this lattice have any infi-
nite cardinality.

Let us denote by (pn)nen the sequence of the prime natural numbers, by

(Py,<) = H (N, <), where the last < is the natural order on N, and by Qn =

neN
(Py {1}, <U{(2,1) | & € Py TI{1}}). Clearly, Sy = {(#n)nen € Py | [{n €
N | 2, # 0} < Ro} I {1} is a bounded sublattice of Qnr and ¢ : Sy — N,

defined by ©(1) = 0 and p((n)neN) Hp for all (xn)nen € Py, is a
neN
lattice isomorphism between Sy and the lattice N in Example 4.5. Now, if we

replace, in the direct product Py above, the chain (N, <) by 0-regular lattices
with the DCC, then an analogous construction to the above shall produce a
bounded lattice whose horizontal sum with L3 is simple. Moreover, we can let
this lattice have any infinite cardinality. Let us see this general construction.
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Let k be an arbitrary infinite cardinality, M be a set with |M| = k and
(Ay)iem be a family of lattices with the DCC, hence with smallest elements,
having |A;| < k and the property that {a € Con(A;) | 04 /o = {04} = Ay,
for all i € M. Consider the lattice P = H A; with smallest element 0 =

ieM
(04%);ear, the bounded lattice Q@ = (PTT{1}, <P U{(x,1) | x € P11 {1}}) and
the bounded sublattice S = {(x;)ieps € P | |{i € M | x; # 0} < N} LI {1} of
Q.

If we denote, for alln € N, by S, = {(xi)iear € P | |[{i € M | 2; # 04} =
n}, then, for all n € N, since, for all i € M, |Pn(4;)| < |Pp(M)| = |M| = &,
it follows that |Sy,| = k. Therefore, since S = U Sn (and the S, are pairwise

neN
disjoint), we have |S| = |IN|-k =8¢ - k = k.

Now, for all T € Pey(M), let ST = {(zi)ienr € P | {i € M | z; #
04} C T}. Clearly, if T,U € Pen(M) with T # U, then St # Sy, thus
HST | T € Per(M)} = |Pcr(M)| = |M|® = k" = 2%. It is immediate that,
for all T € P..(M), S € 1d(S), hence 2% < |Id(S)| < |P(S)| = 2%, hence
I1d(S)| = 2" > k.

Now let us prove that all filters of S are principal. Let F' € Filt(S)\ {[1)s},
f = (fi)iem € PNF = F\ {1} and Ny = {i e M| fi # OAi}, so that
|Nf| < Ng by the definition of S. If 0 € F, then F = [0)s. Now assume that
0 ¢ F, sothat f # 0 and thus Ny # 0. Let pN; P — H A; be the canonical

ieNy
projection: pn,((zi)iem) = (zj)jen; for all (xi)iem € P. It is straightforward
that pn, |(ps: (fls — H A; is an injection, hence (fls = pn,((fls), which
S
18 a sublattice of the finite direct product H A;, hence it has the DCC. Thus
1€ENy
the bounded lattice (f]s has the DCC, hence the set {f ANg | g € F} C (f]s has
minimal elements; let g* € F such that f* = f AN g* € (fls C F is a minimal
element of this set. Since f* € F € Filt(S), we have [f*)s C F. Assume
by absurdum that F ¢ [f*)s, so that there exists an h € F with f* & h, thus
f*# f*Ah and hence f* > f*ANh = fAg*A\h, which contradicts the minimality
of f* since g* Nh € F. Therefore F C [f*)s, hence F = [f*)s € PFilt(95),
thus Filt(S) = PFilt(S) and hence |Filt(5)| = | S| = k.

For any 0 € Con(S) and any i € M, denote by pri(0) = {(a,b) € A? |
3 ((z)iem, (Yi)iem) € 0N P?)(x; = a,y; = b)} € Con(A;). Now let 0 €
Cong1(S). Then, for all i € M, 04 /pr;(0) = {04}, so that pri(f) = Aa,.
Since PN S = S\ {1} is a sublattice of S, 0N (S\ {1})? € Con(S\ {1}), and,
clearly, 6N (S\{1})? C H pri(0) = H Au, = Ap, therefore N (S\{1})? =

ieM ieM
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Ag\(1}- But 1/0 = {1}, hence x/0 = {z} for all x € (S\{1})U{1} = S, that
is 0 = Ag. Therefore Congi(S) = {Ag}.

If we denote by H = S B L3, then, since 0 is meet-reducible and 1 is
join—reducible in L3, by Proposition 3.7 it follows that Con(H) = Congy(H) U
{VH} = (CODOl(S) X COII()ﬂE%))EBﬁQ = ({As} X {Aﬁg})@ﬁg ELDLyE Ly,
so the bounded lattice H is simple. By Remark 3.3, |Filt(H)| = |Filt(S)| =
k and [Id(H)| = |Id(S)| = 2%. Hence |Con(H)|, |Filt(H)| and |Id(H)| are

pairwise distinct.
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