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Abstract The concept of tense operators on a basic algebra is introduced. Since basic alge-
bras can serve as an axiomatization of a many-valued quantum logic (see e.g. Chajda et al.
in Algebra Univer. 60(1):63-90, 2009), these tense operators are considered to quantify time
dimension, i.e. one expresses the quantification “it is always going to be the case that” and
the other expresses “it has always been the case that”. We set up the axiomatization and basic
properties of tense operators on basic algebras and involve a certain construction of these
operators for left-monotonous basic algebras. Finally, we relate basic algebras with tense
operators with another quantum structures which are the so-called dynamic effect algebras.

Keywords Basic algebra - Tense operator - Left-monotonous basic algebra - Commutative
basic algebra - Effect algebra

Propositional logics usually do not incorporate the dimension of time. To obtain a tense
logic, we enrich a propositional logic by adding new unary operators (or connectives) which
are usually denoted by G, H, F and P. We can define F and P by means of G and H
as follows: F(x) = =G (—x) and P(x) = —H(—x). The semantical interpretation of these
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so-called tense operators is as follows. Consider a pair (7'; <) where T is a non-void set
and < is a partial order on 7. Let x € T and f(x) be a formula of our (given) propositional
logic. We say that G(f(¢)) is valid if for any s > ¢ the formula f(s) is valid. Analogously,
H(f(t)) is valid if f(s) is valid for each s <t. Hence, P(f(¢)) is valid if there exists s <
such that f(s) is valid and F(f(¢)) is valid if there exists s > ¢ such that f(s) is valid in
the given logic. Thus the unary operations G and H constitute an algebraic counterpart of
the tense operators “it is always going to be the case that” and “it has always been the case
that”.

It is worth saying that tense operators were firstly introduced for the classical propo-
sitional logic, see [6], as operators on the corresponding Boolean algebra satisfying the
axioms

Bl) G(H)=1, H)=1;
(B2) GxAy)=Gx)AG(y), HxAy)=Hx)ANH();
B3) x<GP(x), x<HF(x).

The axiom (B3) is equivalent (for Boolean algebras) to G(x) Vy =x Vv H(y).

The concept of basic algebra was introduced in [7] as a common generalization of an
MV-algebra (an algebraic counterpart of the L.ukasiewicz many-valued propositonal logic)
and an orthomodular lattice (an algebraic counterpart of the logic of quantum mechanics).
Recall that a basic algebra (see e.g. [7, 10]) is an algebra A = (A; &, —, 0) of type (2, 1, 0)
satisfying the following identities

(BAl) x&®0=x;

(BA2) ——x=ux (double negation);

(BA3) —(—x@y)®y=—-(—y®x)Px (Lukasiewicz axiom);
(BA4) —(—(-x@y)@y)®2)® (x&z)=—0.

In a basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0), we define the following term operations x — y =
—x@yandx Q@ y=—(—x D —y).

A basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) is called commutative if it satisfies the identity x ®y =
y @ x which is equivalentto x ® y =y © x, see e.g. [4] or [5].

Every basic algebra bears a natural order relation defined by x < y ifandonly if ~x®y =
1 (1 denotes —0). With respect to this order, (A; <) is a bounded lattice where 0 <x <1
for each x € A and the lattice operations V and A are defined by x Vy=—(—-x D y) Dy
and x A y = —(—x V —y). The following Correspondence Theorem is known (see e.g. [7],
Theorem 8.5.7).

Proposition (a) Let L= (L; V, A, (“)aecr, 0, 1) be a lattice with sectional antitone involu-
tions. Then the assigned algebra A(L) = (L; @, —,0), where
x®y=x"vy)Y and —-x=x°

is a basic algebra.
(b) Conversely, given a basic algebra A = (A; &, —, 0), we can assign a bounded lattice
with sectional antitone involutions L(A) = (A; V, A, (“)aea, 0, 1), where 1 = =0,

XVy==(-x®y) Dy, XAy==(=xV-y)

and for each a € A, the mapping x +— x* = —x @ a is an antitone involution on the principal
filter [a, 1], where the order is given by

x<y ifandonlyif —-x®dy=1.
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(c) The assignments are in a one-to-one correspondence, i.e. A(L(A)) = A and

L(A(L))=L.

Let us note that if a basic algebra A is commutative then the assigned lattice £(A) is
distributive (see [7], Theorem 8.5.9).

The propositional logic corresponding to a commutative basic algebra was already de-
scribed (see [3]). Our aim is to introduce tense operators G, H, F, P on any basic algebra
in a way which corresponds to that for MV-algebras in [11]. The interpretation can be as
follows. Let A = (A; &, —, 0) be a given basic algebra and (T'; <) a non-empty poset. Let
AT denotes the set of all the functions f : T — A. For f, g € AT we define the operations &
and — componentwise and denote by 0 the constant function f with f(z) =0foranyreT.
Of course, A(T) = (AT; @, —, 0) is a basic algebra again which is in fact a direct power of
A. Now, we can define for any formula @ of the (first order) language of basic algebras that

G(P(r)) isvalidif o&(s) isvalidforall s>1¢

H(®(t)) isvalidif &(s) isvalidforall s <t
P(®(¢)) isvalidif there existsan s <t suchthat &(s) is valid
F(®(¢r)) isvalidif there existsan s >t suchthat ®(s) is valid

We can formalize this as follows. Assume for a moment that £(A) is a complete lattice.
Define G, H, P, F as unary operators: AT — AT such that

G(@(x) =\l x <y},
H@@) = \{®();y<x)

and
P(®(x)) = —~H(—P(x)),
F(®(x)) = =G (—P(x)).

One can check several interesting properties of these tense operators G, H, P, F which are
explicitly captured in the following definition.

Definition 1 Let A = (A; &, —, 0) be a basic algebra, let G, H be unary operations on A
satisfying

O =1, HOH=1

@ Gx—=y)=Gx)—>G(y), Hx—y)=Hx) — H(y):;
B GOBGHN=Gux®y), Hx)®H()=<HXx®Yy);
@ Guany)=G)AG(y), HxAy)=Hx)AH(y);
(3) x=GP(x), x<HF(x),

where x — y stands for y @ —x and P(x) = —H(—x), F(x) = =G (—x). Then the alge-
bra (A, G, H) = (A; ®,—,0, G, H) will be called a tense basic algebra and G, H will be
called tense operators.

Remark One can easily check that if a basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) is a Boolean algebra
(where @ is equal to Vv, — is the complementation) then the tense operators G, H on A
satisfy axioms (B1), (B2), (B3) and thus our concept is sound. Moreover, if A is an MV-
algebra then G, H satisfy axioms (A0)—(A3) and (A5) for tense operators on MV-algebras
as introduced in [11].
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We are ready to list elementary properties of tense basic algebras:

Lemma 1 Let (A, G, H) be a tense basic algebra an x,y € A. Then

(@ G(0)<G(x)and H(0) < H(x);

(b)  x <yimplies G(x) < G(y) and H(x) < H(y);
(¢c) PGx)<xand FH(x) <x;

() x <y implies P(x) < P(y), F(x) < F(y).

Proof (a) Since 0 - x=1and, by (1),G(1)=1=H(1),weget 1l =G(1) =G0 — x) <
G(0) - G(x) thus G(0) - G(x) = 1 which implies G (0) < G(x). Analogously the second
inequality can be shown.

) Ifx<ythenx > y=1thus 1 =G(l) =Gx — y) < G(x) —> G(y) whence
G(x) < G(y), analogously for H.

(c) By (5) we have —x < HF (—x) = H(—G(x)) and hence PG(x) = —~H(—-G(x)) <=x,
similarly FH (x) < x.

(d) Clearly x <y implies —y < —x. Applying (b) we have H (—y) < H(—x) and, conse-
quently, P(x) = —(H(—x)) < —(H(—y)) = P(y). Analogously, the second inequality can
be shown. O

Example 1 There are two extreme examples of tense operators on a basic algebra A =
(A;®,—,0):

Define G = H such that G(1) =1 and G(x) = 0 for x # 1. One can easily check that
(A, G, H) is a tense basic algebra.

Another example of tense operators are identical mappings, i.e. G(x) = x = H (x) for all
x €A.

In the following we present non-trivial tense operators on a basic algebra:

Example 2 Let A={o,p,q,r,s,t,v,w, j} and A= (A; @, —, 0) be a basic algebra whose
operations are defined as follows:

x|opqrstv
w

t s r q

B
S

69|0 P q r s t voow
o|lo p ¢q s t|lv w j
plp q9 q|s t tjw j ]
919 q qft t t]j j ]
r|lr s tl|s w jlv w J
s | s t ot |lw j ojlw j o
tlr ot g g d
vi|iv w jlv w jlv w J
w Jodlw o Jjojjw o joj
JVJ J JlJ J J|lJ J J

Define the operators G, H by the table
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Then (A; G, H) is a commutative tense basic algebra.

To prove our first result, we need to check several important properties of basic algebras.
A basic algebra A is called a chain basic algebra if the assigned lattice £(A) is a chain.
A basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) is called left-monotonous if x <y implieszOx <zQOy
(which is equivalent to x <y implies z ®x <z @ y) for every x, y, z € A. Let us note that
the right-monotonicity x <y = x ©z < y © z holds in every basic algebra and hence every
commutative basic algebra is left-monotonous. However, there exist basic algebras which
are not chain basic algebras and which are not left-monotonous (and hence not commuta-
tive), see e.g. [7], Example 8.5.2. If the assigned lattice £(A) of A is complete, we speak
about a complete basic algebra.

Lemma?2 Let A= (A; @, —,0) be a complete left-monotonous basic algebra and a;, b; € 1
foriel. Then

D) Nai = bisiely< Naisiely— N\bisiell;
(i) Nasielt® N\biiel} < Na;®bi;iel};
(iii) If A is, moreover, a chain basic algebra and fulfils the identity x & N\{y;;i € I} =
N @ yi; i €I}, then

Na@aziell=Nasiell® Naiel).
Proof (i) By [2] (Lemma 2), every basic algebra is a left residuated groupoid, i.e.
x<y—z ifandonlyif xOy<z.
Hence, our identity (i) is equivalent to
Nai = biienno Nasieny < Nbiiel). (i)

Since A is left-monotonous and (x = y) Ox =y ®—x) Ox =—(=(y ®—x)Pd —x) =
—(—yV —x)=—(—x V-y)=x Ay, we infer

/\{ai—>bi§i€1}®/\{ai§iGI}S(aiﬁbi)@aiZai/\biSbi

for each i € I which yields (i’) immediately.

(ii) It follows directly by the monotonicity of &.

(iii) Suppose now that A is a chain basic algebra. Then a; < a; or a; > a; for every
i,jel,ie.

ai®a;>a;®a; or a;baj=a;dDa;.

This implies A{a; @aj;i,jel}> Alai ® a;;i € I}. In every basic algebra, we have
Noiiellox= Ay oxiel
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(see e.g. [1]). Hence, applying the identity x & A{yi;i € I} = A{x ® y;;i € I}, we obtain
Na®ajiijely=Nasiell® Naiel).
Together, we conclude
Nai@aziely< Nazielle Nasiell.
In account of (ii), we obtain (iii). O

Adapting the terminology of [11], a frame is a couple (7, R), where T is a non-void
set and R is a binary relation on 7', i.e. R € T x T. In what follows, we assume that R is
non-empty. Let A = (A; @, —, 0) be a basic algebra. By A7 is meant the direct power of A,
i.e. the base set of A7 is the set of all functions from T to A and the operations &, — are
defined pointwise.

Theorem 1 Let A= (A; ®, —, 0) be a complete left-monotonous basic algebra and (T, R)
a frame with R reflexive. Define the operators G*, H* on AT as follows:

G*(p)(x) = Alp(y); xRy}
H*(p)(x) = A{p(»); yRx}.

Then G*, H* are tense operators on AT such that G*(0) =0 and H*(0) =0.

Proof 1t is easy to see that G*, H* satisfy condition (1) of Definition 1.
To prove (2) for G*, we need to show

AN xRy} - Afa(): xRy} = \{p(») > q(); xRy}

which follows by (i) of Lemma 2. Analogously, the inequality for H* can be shown.

To prove (3), we apply (ii) of Lemma 2 in the same way. For (4) we use the definition of
the infimum in a complete lattice.

It remains to prove (5). As R is reflexive, we compute for any x, y € A with xRy

(=H*(=p)(») == \{=p@: 2Ry} = \/{p(2); 2Ry} = p(x).
thus
G*(~H*(=p)(x) = \((=H*(=p))(»): xRy} = p(x).

Since 0(x) = 0 for each x € T, it is evident that A{O(y); xRy} =0 = A{0(y); yRx} and
hence G*(0) =0 = H*(0). O

Let A= (A; ®,—,0) be a basic algebra and (T, R) a frame with reflexive relation R.
The tense operators G*, H* defined in Theorem 1 will be called natural tense operators
on A”. One can mention that natural tense operators satisfy G(0) =0 = H (0).

It is known (see e.g. [6] or [11]) that if (A, G, H) is a tense Boolean algebra then there
exists a frame (7', R) such that (A, G, H) can be isomorphically embedded into a tense
Boolean algebra (T, G*, H*), where L is a two-element Boolean algebra. An analogous
result for MV-algebras (where £ should be an MV-chain) is not known. Let us remark that if
A= LT, where L is a chain basic algebra and (A, G, H) is a tense basic algebra then there
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(L 1) =J

q=(0,1) (L,0)=wv

(0,0) =0

Fig. 1 The induced lattice of A from Example 3

need not exist a binary relation R on T such that (A, G, H) is isomorphic to (LT, G*, H*),
see the following

Example 3 Let A be the basic algebra of Example 2 and let G, H be defined as follows:

r N t v w

x|lo p ¢ J |
H(x)=G(x)|00qooqv v j|

Then A is the direct product of two copies of a 3-element chain basic algebra £ where
0 <a <1, seeFig. 1.

Let H; = G be defined on L as follows: G, (1) =1, G (a) = G (0) =0. Then clearly
G, Hy are tense operators on £ and hence G = G x G, H = H; x H, are tense operators
on A= L x L as well. It is an exercise to check that there does not exist a binary relation on
T = {1, 2} such that G and H are natural tense operators with respect to the frame (7, R).

On the other hand, if G, H are tense operators defined on .4 as given in Example 2 then
they are natural and induced by the frame (7', <) where T = {1, 2} and < is the natural order
on the set {1, 2}.

By (5) and (c) of Lemma 1 it follows, that P, G as well as F, H form a Galois connection
on A, i.e.

x<Gy) iff P(x)<y
and
X <H() iff F(x)<y.

Consequently, we have
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Theorem 2 Let A= (A; @, —,0) be a basic algebra and G, H its tense operators. Then G
and H preserve arbitrary infima, whenever they exist.

Theorem 3 If (A, G, H) is a tense basic algebra then it satisfies

Gx)OG(HY) =G(xOy) and Hx)OH(y)<H(xOY).

Proof According to the left-residuation property we have x <y — (x © y), thus by (b) of
Lemma 1 and (2) of Definition 1 we obtain

GXx)=G(y— x0y)=G(y)—>GxOYy).

Finally, applying left residuation property once more we conclude G(x) ©G(y) < G(x O y).
Analogously the inequality for the tense operator H can be shown. ]

Corollary 1 If (A, G, H) is a tense basic algebra then

Fx@y)<Fx)®F(y) and P(x®y)<Px)® P(y).

Proof By Theorem 3 we have G(—x) © G(—y) < G(—x ®—y) thus F(x®y) = —-G(—(x D
M) =-G(x © —y) < =(G(—x) © G(—y)) = =G(—x) & ~G(—y) = F(x) @ F(y) and
analogously for P. O

By the proposition, to every basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) there is assigned a lattice
L(A) = (A; V, A, (Daea, 0, 1) with sectional antitone involutions and, conversely, to every
lattice £ = (L; V, A, (“)acr, 0, 1) with sectional antitone involutions there is assigned a ba-
sic algebra A(L) = (L; &, —, 0). There is a natural question under which conditions given
on tense operators G and H on L£(A) the resulting algebra will be a tense basic algebra.

Theorem 4 Let (A, G, H) be a tense basic algebra and L(A) = (A; V, A, (“)acr,0, 1) the
assigned lattice with sectional antitone involutions. Then G and H satisfy the following
conditions

G((x Vv y)) = (Gx) v G(y)e
H((x v y)") < (Hx) v HyN"
(=G@) VG < G((—x Vv y))
(=Hx) v Hy)"™ < H((=x V y)")

(L1)

L2

If L=(L;V,N,(“acr,0,1) is a lattice with sectional antitone involutions and G, H :
L — L are mappings satisfying (1), (4), (5), (L1) and (L2) then the assigned algebra A =
(A; @, —, 0) endowed by the operators G, H is a tense basic algebra.

Proof Since (x Vy)Y =x — yand (—x Vy)Y =x @y, itis easy to verify (L1) and (L2) for
any tense basic algebra (A, G, H). Also conversely, if (1), (4), (5) (L1) and (L2) are satisfied
then it is straightforward to verify (2) and (3) of Definition 1. O

Definition 2 A tense basic algebra (A, G, H) is called a strict tense basic algebra if it
satisfies

1°) GWO)y=0, H(0)=0;
2°) Gxex)=Gx)DdG(x), Hxdx)=H(x)® H(x).
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Lemma3 Let C = (C; ®, —, 0) be a complete commutative chain basic algebra and (T, R)
a frame. Let G*, H* be the natural tense operators on CT. Then (CT, G, H) is a strict tense
basic algebra.

Proof Since C is commutative, it satisfies the identity x & A{y;;i € [} = A{x ® yi;i € I}.
Consequently, applying (iii) of Lemma 2, G*, H* fulfil (2°). Clearly, every natural tense
operators satisfy G*(0) = 0= H*(0). O

Let A= (A; ®, —,0) be a basic algebra and G, H tense operators on A. Let T # J be a
set. Consider the operators GT and HT on the direct power AT defined by GT(f):=Go f
and HT(f):= H o f for all f € A”. Itis evident that GT, HT are again tense operators
on AT. However the converse does not hold in general.

Moreover, we can show that the construction of operators G*, H* in Theorem 1 is possi-
ble only under the assumption that A is left-monotonous.

Example 4 Consider the four-element basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) where A = {0, a, b, 1}
and the operations are determined by the tables

®|0 a b 1]
OOabl X Oa 1
ala 1 b 1
blb a 1 1 x| 1 a 0
11 1 1 1

Let (T, R) be a frame such that 7 = {1, 2, 3} and let R denote the natural order on T, i.e.
1 <2 <3.Then G* and H* are determined by the table:

x G*(x) H*(x)

(000) (000) (000)
(00a)  (00a) (000)
(00b) (00b) (000)
(001) (001) (000)
(0a0)  (000) (000)
(Oaa) (Oaa) (000)
(Oab)  (00b) (000)
(0al)  (Oal) (000)
(060) (000) (000)
(0ba)  (00a) (000)
(0bb)  (0bb) (000)
0b1) (0b1) (000)
(010) (000) (000)
(Ola) (Oaa) (000)
(01b) (0bb) (000)
011) (011) (000)
(@00)  (000) (a00)
(a0a) (00a) (a00)
(aOb)  (00b) (a00)
(@a01)  (001) (a00)
(aa0)  (000) (aa0)
(aaa) (aaa) (aaa)

x G*(x) H*(x) x G*(x) H*(x)

(aab)  (00b) (aa0) (bb1)  (bb1) (bbb)
(aal)  (aal) (aaa) (b10)  (000) (bD0)
(ab0)  (000) (a00) (bla)  (Oaa) (bb0)
(aba)  (00a) (a00) (b1b)  (bbb) (bbb)
(abb)  (0bb) (a00) (b11)  (b11) (bbb)
(abl)  (0b1) (a00) (100)  (000) (100)
(al0)  (000) (aa0) (10a)  (00a) (100)
(ala)  (aaa) (aaa) (10b) (00b) (100)
(alb)  (Obb) (aa0) (101)  (00l) (100)
(all)  (all) (aaa) (1a0)  (000) (1a0)
(b00) (000) (b00) (laa)  (aaa) (laa)
(b0a)  (00a) (b00) (lab)  (00D) (1a0)
(bOb)  (00b) (b00) (lal)  (aal) (laa)
(b01)  (001) (b00) (160)  (000) (160)
(ba0)  (000) (b00) (1ba)  (00a) (160)
(baa)  (Oaa) (b00) (1bb)  (bbb) (1bb)
(bab)  (00b) (b00) (1b1)  (bb1) (1bb)
(bal)  (Oal) (b00) (110)  (000) (110)
(bb0)  (000) (bb0) (1la)  (aaa) (11a)
(bba)  (00a) (bb0) (11b)  (bbb) (11b)
(bbb)  (bbb) (bbb) 11 11 (111)

One can easily see that e.g.

G*((aaa)) ® G*((aba)) = (aaa) ® (00a) = (aal)
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but
G*((aaa)) ® (aba)) = G*(1b1) = (bb1).

Since the elements (aal) and (bb1) are incomparable, axiom (3) of Definition 1 is violated.
Of course, the algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) is not left-monotonous since e.g. 0 <abut bH 0=
bfa=b®a.

When ({1, 2, 3}, <) is a frame then clearly G*(p)(3) can be considered as a true value of
a given proposition in the future of p and H*(p)(1) as the same in the past.
This can be shown in the following

Example 5 Let A= (A; @, —,0) be a basic algebra where A = {0, a, 1} is a chain the oper-
ations of which are given by the following tables:

~::o€9
—Q OO
_—a N
HHHH

®[0 a 1]
‘ x|0a

Since A is left-monotonous, our construction of G*, H* gives tense operators on 4.
Let T =1{1, 2, 3} and R be the natural order 1 <2 <3 on T. Then G*, H* are as follows

X G*(x) H*(x) x G*(x) H*(x) x G*(x) H*(x)

(000) (000)  (000) (a00) (000)  (a00) (100) (000)  (100)
(00a) (00a) (000) (aOa) (00a) (a00) (10a) (00a)  (100)
(001) (001)  (000) (a01) (001)  (a0O) (101) (0OO1)  (100)
(0a0) (000)  (000) (aa0) (000)  (aa0®) (1a0) (000) (1a0)
(Oaa) (Oaa) (000) (aaa) (aaa) (aaa) (laa) (aaa) (laa)
(Oal) (Oal) (000) (aal) (aal) (aaa) (al) (aal) (laa)
(010)  (000)  (000)  (alO) (000)  (aaO) (110) (000) (110)
(0la) (Oaa) (000) (ala) (aaa) (aaa) (1la) (aaa) (1la)
(011) (011) (000) (all) (all) (aaa) (111) (111) (111)

One can easily see that for each element x € AT we have H*(x)(1) = x(1) and
G*(x)(3) = x(3) and hence the operators H* or G* describe the past or the future state of
the proposition x. Moreover, it is evident that neither H* nor G* can be expressed compo-
nentwise, i.e. as H* = H, x H, x H3, G* = G| x G, x G5 for some tense operators G;, H;
on A (i =1,2,3) since e.g. for i =2 we would have G,(a) = G*(aa0)(2) = (000)(2) =
but G,(a) = G*(aal)(2) = (aal)(2) = a, a contradiction.

The concept of tense operators was already introduced for lattice effect algebras by
the second and fourth author in [9]. Let us recall that an effect algebra is a system
€ =(E;+,0,1) where + is a partial binary operation on E, 0 and 1 are distinguished
elements of E and £ satisfies the axioms

(E1) x + y is defined if and only if y 4 x is defined and then x + y =y + x.
(E2) x + (¥ + z) is defined if and only if (x + y) + z is defined and then x + (y 4+ z) =
x+y) +z.
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(E3) For each x € E there exists a unique element y € E such that x + y = 1; this element
y is called the supplement of x and it is denoted by x’.
(E4) If x + 1 is defined then x = 0.

Let us recall that on every effect algebra £ the induced order is defined by

x<y if z+x=y forsomezekE.

It can be shown that x + y is defined iff x < y’.

If (E; <) is a lattice, £ is called a lattice effect algebra.

The following concept was introduced in [9]. Let £ = (E; +,0, 1) be a lattice effect
algebra. A triple (£; G, H) is called a dynamic effect algebra if G, H are mappings of E
into itself such that

(T1) G()=1=H().

(T2) Gx AY)=G(x) AG(y), H(x Ny) = H(x) A H(y).

(T3) If x 4+ y is defined then G (x)+ G(y) and H (x)+ H(y) are defined and G (x) + G (y) <
Gx+y), Hx)+ H(y) <H(x +Y).

(T4) G(x") =G(x), Hx") < H(x)".

(T5) x <GP(x),x <HF(x) where P(x)=H(x') and F(x) =G(x’)'.

Here G(x)’ or H(x)' is an abbreviation for (G(x))" or (H(x))’, respectively.

These G, H are called tense operators of £.

Since every lattice effect algebra can be converted into a total algebra which is a basic
algebra, see [8], we are interested in the question how the tense operators of these algebras
are related.

A basic algebra A = (A; @, —, 0) satisfying the quasiidentity

x<=-y and xPy<—-z = xBEPY=xDYy)Dz
is called an effect basic algebra [8]. We define 1 = —0 and
x+y=x®y ifx=<-y

and otherwise x 4 y is not defined. Then £(A) = (A; +, 0, 1) is a lattice effect algebra called
the lattice effect algebra induced by A.
Also conversely, for a lattice effect algebra £ = (E; +, 0, 1) we can define —x = x’ and

x®y=@AY)+y.

Then @ is a total operation on E and A(E) = (E; @, —, 0) is an effect basic algebra called
the effect basic algebra corresponding to £. For details of these constructions, the reader
is referred to [8]. Now we can answer our question as follows.

Lemma4 Let A= (A; @, —,0) be an effect basic algebra and G, H tense operators on A.
Let E(A) be the induced effect algebra. If G(0) = 0= H(0) then (£(A); G, H) is a dynamic
effect algebra.

Proof Assume G(0) =0 = H(0). Itis evident that G, H satisfy axioms (T1), (T2) and (T5).
We are going to verify (T4). We have

GxN)=Gx)=Gx—>0)<Gx)—> G0)=G(x)—>0=Gx)

and, analogously, H (x") < H(x)'.
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To prove (T3), assume x + y is defined, i.e. x < y’. Then x + y = x @ y and by (3) of
Definition 1, G(x) ® G(y) < G(x & y) = G(x + y). It suffices to show that G(x) + G(y)
is defined. Since G is monotone by (b) of Lemma 1, applying (T4) we conclude G(x) <
G(¥") < G(y)'. This proves that G(x) & G(y) is defined. The second part of (T3) can be
verified in a similar way.

Thus G, H are tense operators on E(A). O

To show the converse, we have to introduce the following inequalities:

(G AGCN+GCG(H) =G AY)+ ) = (G AGKY))+G(y)

(HE)AHGY)+ H) < H(& Ay) 4 ) < (H& AHO)) + HG). &

Theorem 5 Let (£; G, H) be a dynamic effect algebra and A(E) the corresponding effect
basic algebra. Then G, H are tense operators on A(E) if and only if condition (L3) holds
in(€;G, H).

Proof Assume (L3) holds in (£; G, H). Then forx ® y = (x A y’) + y and —x = x" we have
x—=>y=-x®y=(x"AYy)+yand, due to (L3), we compute

GG =G)AG)+CGMN =G((xAY)+y)=Cx DY)
Glx—y)=G((xX'AY)+y) = (GX) AG(H)) +G(y) =G(x) = G(y)
and, analogously, we obtain H(x) ® H(y) < Hx ® y) and H(x — y) < H(x) — H(y)
proving axioms (2) and (3) of Definition 1. The other axioms are evident and hence G, H
are tense operators on the basic algebra A(FE).

Conversely, assume that (£; G, H) is a dynamic effect algebra and that G, H are simul-
taneously tense operators on the corresponding effect basic algebra A(E). Then

G AY)+ =G —>y) =Gx) = G =(Gx)AGH)+G(y)

and

(GENAGC+GMN =GN D®CH) =G dy)=G((x'AY)+).
Analogously we can prove (L3) for the operator H. a
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