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STABILIZER IN RESIDUATED LATTICES

A. Borumand Saeid!, N. Mohtashamnia?

In this paper we introduce the notion of (right and left) stabilizer in resid-
uated lattices, we state and prove some theorems which determine the relationship
between this notion and all types of filters in residuated lattices. After that we
construct quotient of residuated lattices via stabilizer and study its properties.

Keywords: Residuated lattices, (Implicative, Positive implicative, Fantastic, Boolean,
Obstinate) Filter, Godel algebra, MV -algebra, (right and left) stabilizer.

1. Introduction

A commutative integral residuated bounded lattice is an algebraic structure
(A, A, V,*%,—,0,1) such that (A,A,V,0,1) is a bounded lattice, (A,*,1) is a com-
mutative monoid and, for all a,b,c € A,

a<b—cifand only if axb <ec.
Commutative integral residuated bounded lattices have been studied extensively
and include important classes of algebras such as BL-algebras, introduced by Héajek
as the algebraic counterpart of Basic Logic [8], and MV-algebras, the algebraic
setting for Lukasiewicz propositional logic (we refer to the monograph [5] for a
detailed treatment of MV-algebras). In Y. Zhu et al(2009) introduced the notion of
implicative(Boolean) filter and fantastic filter of residuated lattice.

Now, in this note we introduce the notions of (left, right) stabilizer of X and
(left, right) stabilizer of X with respect to Y, for subsets X and Y of A. We show
that right stabilizer of X is a filter but is not true for left and also right stabilizer
of X with respect to Y is a filter. Then we study some properties of them.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. [15] An algebra (A, A, V,*,—,0,1) of type < 2,2,2,2,0,0 >
is called residuated lattice if satisfies:

(LRy) (A,A,V,0,1) is a bounded lattice,

(LR3) (A, *,1) is a commutative monoid,

(LR3) * and — form an adjoint pair i.e, ¢ < a — b if and only if a x ¢ < b, for
all a,b,c € A.
A residuated lattice, A is called a Godel algebra if 22 = x o =z, for all z € A
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and residuated lattice, A is called an MV-algebra if =(—xz) = x or equivalently
(x—=y)—y=(y—z)—az foralzyec A where ~z =z — 0.
Lemma 2.2. [8] In each residuated lattice A, the following relations hold for
all z,y,2z € A:
)z (z—y) <y,
r < (y = (2 xy)),
r<y iff z —>y=1,
= (y—=2)=y— (zr— 2),
fx<y,theny »z2<zr—zand z—>zx<z—>y,
y<(y—z) =z,
y—ox<(z—-y) —(z—>x),
r—=y<(y—z)—(r—z2),

Jloz=x,z<y—z,xxy<zAvy,
) x % —x =0,
)xxy=0iff 2 < -y and z <y implies —y < -z,
Jr =y <(xxz)— (yx*2),
)xx(y —2z) <y— (zx2),
) (y—=2)x(z—=y) <(z—2),
Jr<-—x,-1=0,-0=1, -z =-x, <>z
) ~( 5 y) =~ =y,
) x =z (- — ),
) if ==z < -z — z, then -—x =z,
)=y =y = -x=-m2 = oy = (T *y),
JaVy=|[z—=y) =y Ally—2z) >z,
Jx—wy=y—zcz=1lifze=y,z—>1=1,0—-2=1,
)T =y < (wk2) = (y*2),
) (aVb) —z=(a—z)N(b— ),
)(x*xy) > z=2— (y — 2).
For any residuated lattice A, B(A) denotes the Boolean algebra of all comple-
mented elements in L(A) (hence B(A) = B(L(A))).

Proposition 2.3. [14] For e € A, the following are equivalent:
(i) e € B(A),
(ii) exe = e and e = =—e,
(iii) exe = e and —e — e = ¢,
(iv) eV —e =1,
(v (e—>x)%e—e for every x € A.

Definition 2.4. [14] A filter of a residuated lattice A is a nonempty subset
F of A such that for all a,b € A, we have:

(1) a,b € F implies axb € F,
(2) a € Fand a <bimply b € F.

An alternative definition for a filter F' of a residuated lattice A is the following:

(1)1 e F,

(2) for all x and y in A: if z,x -y € F, theny € F.
The set of all filters of A is denoted by F.
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Definition 2.5. [14] A proper filter M of a residuated lattice A is called
maximal (or ultrafilter) if it is not properly contained in any other proper filter of
A.

Definition 2.6. [14] Let A be a residuated lattice and F' be a filter of A. F
is called a prime filter if # Vy € F implies x € F' or y € F.

Let A be a residuated lattice and F be a filter of A. F is a prime filter iff (v — y) € F
or (y—»x) € F, forall z,y € A.
Theorem 2.7. [14] Let F' be a filter of a residuated lattice A. Define:

r=py iff t>yelF and y—ze€F.

Then =p is a congruence relation on A.

The set of all congruence classes is denoted by A/F, i.e., A/F = {[z]|z € A},
where [z] = {y € Alz =F y}.

Defines o, —, M, on A/F, as follows:

[z] o [y] = [z *y],
[z] = [y] = [z — ],
[z] N [y] = [z Ay,
[z U] = [z vy,

Therefore (A/F,M,L,e,—,[1],][0]) is a residuated lattice which is called quotient
residuated lattice with respect to F.

Definition 2.8. [2] A nonempty subset F' of A is called:

A Boolean filter of A if F' is a filter of A and z V (—z) € F,

An implicative filter of Aif 1 € Fandz — (y — 2) € F and z — y € F imply
that x > z € F,

A positive implicative filter of A if 1 € F and z — ((y — 2) = y) € F and
x € F imply y € F,

A fantastic filter of A if 1 € F and 2z - (y = x) € F and z € F imply
(w—y)—y) s zeF,

An obstinate filter of A if and only if be a proper filter and z,y ¢ F imply
r—y€Fandy—>zel,

for all x,y,z € A.

3. Stabilizer in residuated lattice

From now on (A, A,V,*,—,0,1) or simply A is a residuated lattice unless
otherwise specified.
Definition 3.1. Let X,Y are non-empty subset of A. We define:

Xp={a€A:a—zx=2VreX}
X;i={acA:x—>a=aVreX}

X5 and X7 are called right and left stabilizer of A and denote stabilizer of X by
X*=X;rNXJ.
We define stabilizer of X with respect to Y or (X,Y)* = (X,Y); N (X,Y)] where:

(X, Y)pr={acA:(a—zx)—>zecY,Vre X},
(X,)Y);={ac€A:(xr »a) vacY,Vxe X}
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Example 3.2. Let A = {0,a,b,¢,1}, where 0 < a < b < ¢ < 1. Define on A
the following operations:

QSR O] %
olololololo
SERSEESRESRE=IES
SHESHES RN el P
(SN ESN ESH RS Ran) oY
O[S R| DO —
=0 | e OJ/
olo|o|o| o
ISEES RN N Nl N
SRS RN T
SN R RS
[ e e M M) Y

Then (A, A, V,*,—,0,1) is a residuated lattice. Then {b}; ={r € Az —
b=10b} ={l,c} and {b}] ={zr € A:b— x =z} = {1,0}. Therefore {b}* = {1}.
The other side we have ({a},{b}); = {r € A: (x = a) = a = b} = {b} and
({a},{b})] ={r € A: (a = ) = = = b} = {b}. Hence ({a},{b})" = {b}.

Proposition 3.3. Let A be a residuated lattice and X,Y C A. Then:

(1) If X C Y, then Y* C X*

(2) A* = {1} and {1}* =

(3) X*={{a} :2 € X}

(4) If h: A — A be a homomorphism and a € A, then h({a}*) C {h(a)}*.

Proof.(1) Let a € Y* =Y;iNY/. Then a - 2 = x and z — a = q, for all
x €Y. Since X CY, we have a - = x and x — a = a for all z € X, that is
a€ X*.

(2) Let a € A*, hence a - b="band b — a = a, for all b € A. If we suppose
b= a, then 1 = a — a = a. Therefore a = 1 and A* C {1}.

On the other hand we can say 1 - b=band b — 1 =1, for all b € A. Then
1 € A*. Therefore A* = {1}. Let a € A, we can say a € {1}*, since 1 - a =a
and a - 1 =1. Then A C {1}*. On the other hand we have {1}* C A. Therefore
[} =4

(3)a € X* if and only if @ — = = 2 and  — a = q, for all x € X if and only
if a € {x}*, for all z € X.

(4) Let a € A, h: A — A be a homomorphlsm and y € h({a}*
exists © € {a}* such that y = h(z). Hence x — a = a and a — z
h is a homomorphism we get h(x) — h(a) = h(a) and h(a) — h(z) =
y = h(z) € {h(a)}*.0

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a residuated lattice and X C A. Then X} is a filter
of A.
Proof. Since 1 — z = z, for all x € X, we have 1 € X3. Now let a,a — b € X},
then @ - x =z and (e — b) - x =z, for all z € X and so by Lemma 2.2 we get:

b—-2z<(a—b = (a—>2)=a—((a—>b - 2z)=a—2x=uzand
r<b—x Then b— x =z, for all x € X.OO

The following example we show that not every X7 is a filter of A and we will
check the relationship between (X7)} , X7 and (X3)5 , X5-

Example 3.5. Let A ={0,a,b,c,1}. Define on A the following operations:

). Then there
= z and since
h(z), that is
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x| 0] al | ¢| 1 =10l a|l b| c| 1
0Oj0l0j0|0O]0O O [1]1]1]1]1
al0|alalala a |b|1]b|1]1
blO0O|la|b|b]|b b lala|1l|1]|1
c|0|la|bl|lc]|c c |0]la|b|1]|1
1/0la|blc|1 1 10lal|bl|lc]|1

Easily we can check that (A,A,V,*,—,0,1) is a residuated lattice. Then {b}; =
{r e A:b— z=2x} = {a,1}, but {a,1} is not a filter because a < ¢ and a € {b}}
but ¢ &€ {b};.
Now, if X = {b}, then we see {b}; # ({b}})] and {b}}, # ({b}})} since
{04 = {a, 1} and ({31505, = 16,1} and {b]3 = {a, 1} and ({})5 = {eb. 1)
Also, in the following example we show that X7 is not a filter whenever X is

a filter of A.
Example 3.6. Let A ={0,a,b,c,1}. Define on A the following operations:

=IO || x| =S O»L

al b| c| 1
1111
1111
al|l]|1]1
al|b|1]1
al|b|c]|1
al bl c| 1
010|010
a|0|al|a
O|b|b|b
al|lb|lc|c
al|b|c]|1

olo|o|olo|o|olola |~ o

Then we can see that A is a residuated lattice. It is clear that F' = {1,c} is a filter
of A, but F} = {1,a,b} is not a filter of A.

Corollary 3.7. Let A be a residuated lattice and X C A. Then A/X} =
{[b] :be A} where | ={a€ A:(a—b)*x(b—a) > z=2xVre X}

Theorem 3.8. Let F' and G be filters of residuated lattice A. Then (F,G)%
is a filter of A.

Proof. Let F' and G be filter of residuated lattice A. Then 1 € (F, G)%, since
(1 5z) > x=1€G, for all x € F and if there exist a,b € A such that a < b and
a € (F,G)}, we will have (a - ) -z € G and (a = 2) = 2 < (b — x) — x, for
all z € F. Hence (b — x) = x € G, for all x € F. Then (F,G)% is a filter of A.0J

In Example 3.5, we can see F' = {1,a,c} and G = {1} are filters of A, but
(F,G); ={ye A: (x - y) >y e G Ve e F} ={1,b} is not a filter of A.

By the following example we show that the condition F' and G be filters of A

in Theorem 3.8 is necessary.
Example 3.9. Let A ={0,a,b,1}. Define on A the following operation *, — :
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x| 0] al b] 1 — |1 0] al b| 1
0/]0l0]0]0O O |1]1]1]1
a|l0]0]|0]a a |b|1]1]1
bl10[O0O|alb b la|b|1]|1
1|/0]al|b]|1 1 {0]al|b]|1l

Easily we can check that (A, A, V,*,—,0,1) is a residuated lattice. Then in A,
{0} and {b, 1} are not filters and also ({0}, {b,1}); = {0,b,1} and ({b,1},{0}); =0
are not filters.
Theorem 3.10. Let A be a residuated lattice, F', G filters of A and X, Y,
X; and Y; for all 7 € I, subsets of A such that NM;c;X; # 0 and N;e;Y; # 0. Then
() EX,)Y);=Aor (X,)Y),=A,then X CY,
2)(FY),=FY),=Af FCY,
(3) (F.F) = A,
(4) X3 C (X, G)R(hence Xj C (X, X5)5) and X7 C (X,G);,
(5)If X; € X; and ¥; C Yj, then (X, Yi)% C (Xi,Yj)% and (X4, Vi)E C (Xi,Yj)i.
Hence (X7,Y4)* C (Xi,Yj)*,
(6) (X, {1}) = Xp and (X, {1})] = Xj. Hence (X, {1})* = X",
(7) ({11, G)y = A'and ({1}, G)} = A. Hence ({1},G)" = 4,
(8) (X,NY4)5 C N(X,Y4)5 and (X,NY4); € N(X,Y4);. Hence (X,NY4)* C
N(X,Y4)*,
If z € N{Y;}}, then x € {NY;}} and N{Y;}; C {NYi}},
) m(Xla Y;)*R = (ﬂXla m}/vl)*R’ for all i € Ia
) U(Xzay;)*R C (ﬂXla U}/Z)*R’ for all i € Ia
) (UXZ', U}/Z)*R - (ﬂXi, UY;)*R, for all i € I,
) Let a € Xj. Then a" € Xy, for all n € N,
) F # N{a}} and F' # N{a};, where a € F,
) FCU{a}p=Aand F CU{a}} = A, where a € F.

Proof. (1) Let (X,Y); = A. Since 0 € A we have 0 € (X,Y)} and so
=0 —=2) »zeVY, forallz € X, thatis X C Y. Let (X,Y)] = A and
€ XCA Thusz € (X,Y)] and (x = ) = « € Y. Therefore z € Y.

) Let FCY and a € A, x € F and F be a filter. Thus z € Y. Since z < (a —
— x, we get that (a - 2) =2 €Y. Thus a € (F,Y)}. Similarly a € (F,Y)}.
The converse is clear by (1).

(3) It is clear by (2), since F'is a filter and F' C F.

(4) Let a € Xj. Then ¢ — a = a, for all z € X. Since G is a filter (z = a) = a =
a—a=1¢G,that is a € (X,G)}. Similarly X7, C (X, G)j become apparent.

(5) Let € (X;,Y5)}. Then (¢ =)z — = € Y}, for all @ € X; and so (a —
z) - x €Y, for all z € X;. Hence a € (X;,Y;);. We can Similarly prove
(XJWYZ')E c (Xl’YJ)}(% Hence (Xj’Y;)* - (Xi7Yj)*7

(6) Let a € (X,{1})}. Then (x = a) = a € {1}, for all x € X, that is z = a < a.
Hence z — a = q, for all x € X and so a € X}. Hence (X, {1})] C X7.

Conversely, let a € X7. Then ¢ — a = a, for all z € X and so (z = a) = a =1, for
all z € X. Hence (X, {1})] € X}. We can Similarly prove (X, {1})}, = Xj. Hence
(X {1})" = X°.

(7) Let a € A. Since G is a filter, we have (1 - a) - a=1¢€ G, hencea € ({1},G)},
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and A = ({1},G)}. We have ({1},G)} = A. Therefore ({1},G)* = A.
(8) Let a € (X,NY;);. Then (x — a) = a € NY;, forallz € X. Hencez € N(X,Y;)}.
Hence (X,NY;)* CN(X,Y;)*.
(9) Let « € N{Y;}}; where i € I. Then = € {Y;}}, forall i € I, then x — y; = y;, for
all y; € Y;, hence x — t = t, for all ¢ € NY;. Therefore we conclude that = € {ﬂYi}}}.
(10) x € (X4, Y3)5, where i € T'iff v € (X;,Y5)5, foralli e I'iff (v = y) =y €Y},
forall y € X; and i € I iff (v — y) — y € NY;, for all y € NX; iff z € (NX;,NY)%.
(11) Let = € |J(X;,Yi)%- Then there exists ¢ € I such that x € (X;,Y;)5. Hence
there exists ¢ € I such that for all y € X, (x — y) — y € Y;. Therefore we have
(x = y) =y e Y], forall y € NX; and x € (NX;,UY;)y, for all i € I.
(12) Let y € (UX;,UY;)%. Then Vo € UX;, (y — ) — = € UY;. Hence Vo € NXj,
(y = z) =z € UY,.
(13) Let @ € Xj. Then a — z =z, for all z € A, hence a> > 2 =a — (a — z) =
a — x = . Therefore a®> € X%, since a®> — = = z. Now, let a" ! € Xp. Then
av ' s x =gz forallz € A hence a® - v =a — ("' - 2) =a = v = .
Therefore a € X. By induction we have o™ € X}, for all n € N.
(14) Let a € F'. Then a — a =1 # a, hence a ¢ {a}}. Therefore a ¢ N{a}}, where
a € F. On other hand if z € N{a}},, where a € F' and x € F, we can say * — a = a,
foralla € F. If x € F', we have a € I such that x = a. Hence 1 = x — a = a and
F # {1}, which is contradiction. We clearly prove F' # N{a}}, where a € F.
(15) Let F be a filter of A. U{a}}, = U{a}} = A, where a € F, since 1 € F and
l—sao=x2—1=1,foralzeA Then U{a}} =U{a}]; =A. O

Theorem 3.11. (1) Let X C A and 0 € Xj. Then Dy(X)={z € X : -z =
0} = X,
(2) D,(4) = ({0}, {113 = {0}
Proof. (1) Let X € Aand 0 € Xj. Then x — 0 = -z = 0, for all z € X. Hence
Dy(X) = X.

2)ze{0}pif v=2—=0=0if v € Dy(A) iff ~—2x=1iff (x -0)=0¢€
{1} iff = € ({0}, {1

In the following theorem we give relationship between stabilizer and Boolean
center

Theorem 3.12. (1) Let {—a}} € B(A). Then —a € {{—a}} }5,

Let {a}} € B(A). Then a € {~z:z € {a}}}],
X3 C B(X) iff X}, C X7 and X* = X5,
Let B(A) = {0,1}, {1} # X. Then X* = {1},
Let a € B(A), then —a € {—a}F.

— — — —

(2
(3
(4
(5

Proof. (1) Let € {—a}}. Then -z — 2 = x and by hypothesis wa — z = z.
Therefore ~a € {{—a}] }}-
(2) Let « € {a}}. Since {a}} C B(A), we can say -z — = = x and ~z — a = a.
Then a € {2 : z € {a}}}].
(3) Let a € Xj € B(X), then we have a - 2 = z and (a — x) — a = a, for all
r € X. Hence z — a = a, for all z € X, then a € X7 and X* = X},
Conversely, let a € X5, then a - x = z, for all z € X. Hence (a - z) 2 a=2 —
a = a, for all z € X thus a € B(X).
(4) By (3) we have Xj; C X* C {0,1}. X* is proper filter since {1} # X, then
X* ={1}. Hence X* = {1}. O
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Proposition 3.13. Let X C A and a,b € A. Then:
(1) a/ X5 =1/Xy iff a € X§, hence a/ X}, # 1/ X5, iff a & X3,
(2) a/X% = 0/X}, iff ~a € X5,
(3) If X%, is proper and a/ X, = 0/ X5, then a & X7,
(4) a/ X5 <b/Xp iff a — b e X5,
(5) 0 & (X, Xp)p iff (X, X%)% # XF, be a proper filter of A,
(6) a/X* € X}/ X* iff a € X7},
(7) (X/X")q = Xp/ X",
Proof. We only prove (5), (6) and (7) since the other cases are clear.
(5) Let 0 € (X, X})%- It is clear that (X, X})} is a proper filter of A, in contrary,
let (X,X%)5 = Xi. Then (X, X3)5/X5 is not a proper filter of A, thus there
exists a € (X, X})5 such that 0/ X3 = a/X5, by (2) we get that ~a € Xj. Since
X% C (X, X3)5, we have ~a € (X, Xj)5. Hence a* —~a =0 € (X, X})%, which is a
contradiction.
Conversely, let (X, X},)5 # X}, be proper filter of A. It is clear that 0 € (X, X})7.
(6) a/X* € X}/ X* iff there exists y € X}, such that a/X* = y/X* iff there exists
y € X such that (a = y) * (y = a) € X* C X}. By Lemma 2.2 (a = y) * (y —
a) < (y — a). Hence y — a € Xj,. Therefore a € X7,
(7) Let a € (X/X*)%. Then (a — z)/X* = z/X*, for all x/X* € X/X*, hence
Ve e X, (a—z)—=2eX*C Xy, then ((¢ - ) = 2) > =g, forall z € X, By
Lemma 2.2, a — « =z, for all z € X. Therefore a € X} and a/X* € X},/X*.
Conversely, let a/X* € X} /X*. Then a € X and by definition a — =z = =z,
for all x € X. Hence a/X* — z/X* = z/X*, for all z/X* € X/X*. Therefore
ac (X/X*)5 0O

Corollary 3.14. ({a"},{Uy}); ={y€ A:a" <y,3n > 1}

Proof. y € ({a"},{Uy}); iff ((a") —» y) = y =y iff In > 1 such that (a") -y =1
iff a™ <y, for some n > 1. O

Let 1 # a € Reg(A) ={a € A: —=—a = a}, then we can say a ¢ A* = {1}.

In the following example we show that a ¢ A* dose not imply a € Reg(A).
Example 3.15. Consider A in Example 3.5 It is clear that b ¢ A*, since b &€ A}
but =—b = b and b € Reg(A).

Theorem 3.16. Let X C A and z € X3. Then -~z € Xp,.

Proof. Let X C A and z € X}. By lemma 2.2 z < -z, then for all a € A,
-z —+a<x—a=aanda< -—x — a Henceforal a € A, -—x — a = a.
Therefore ——z € X5.0J

In the following example we show that the converse of above theorem is not
correct.

Example 3.17. Consider A in Example 3.2, it is clear that -—a =1 € {b}},
but a & {b}} = {1,b,c}.

Corollary 3.18. Let X C A and ——(——2z — x) = 1, for all z in residuated
lattice A ( Glivenko residuated lattice ). Then X3 C Dy(A).

Proof. Let z € Xj. By Theorem 3.16, ——z € X;. Then (-—2 — x) = 1, hence
——x = 1. Therefore -z = 0 and = € Dy(A). O

4. Relationship between the stabilizer and filters

Theorem 4.1. Let X C A and F be a filter of A such that F' C X and
a/F € X},/F. Then (a - z) = x € F, for all z € X.
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Proof. Let a/F € X}, /F. Then there exists b € X}, such that a/F = b/F.
Hence (b — a)*(a — b) € F' C X},. Since b — a € X} and b € X}, we have a € X},
Then a — = = z, for all x € X. Therefore (a - z) »z=1¢€ F. O

Theorem 4.2. Let X C A and X} be a fantastic filter of A, such that
(4, X7} # 0. Then (4, X})% € (4, Xp)j.

Proof. At first, we prove if F' be a fantastic filter of A and for all x,y € A,
(x = y) =y € F, wewil have (y - =) >z € F.

Let -z € F implies z € F and (x — y) » y € F, for all z,y € A. Take y =0,
therefore ==z = (x — 0) — 0 € F. Then we can say x € F. By Lemma 2.2, we
have x < (y — ) — x. Therefore (y — z) - x € F.

By hypothesis we know F' is a fantastic filter of A. Then 1 - (0 —» —z) =1 € F
implies (((mz —0) - 0) >z € F, for all z,y € A. Hence ~v -z € F. If ~x € F,
then x € F and therefore (y — z) - z € F.

Now, by hypothesis we know (A4, X},)5 # 0, then there exists a € (A4, X},)}. Hence
(a = x) = o € Xj, for all z € X. Therefore (x — a) = a € X}, since Xj is a
fantastic filter. Then a € (A4, X3)7 . O

Theorem 4.3. Let F,G be filters of A and F' be an obstinate filter of A.
Then (G, F')}, is an obstinate filter of A.

Proof. We know (G, F)} is a filter of A. If 2,y ¢ (G,F)} we can say
(x —wa) vagF,foralla € Gand (y —>b) - b¢gF,forall be G. By Lemma 2.2
we have £ < (r - a) > aand y < (y — b) — b, then z,y ¢ F. F is an obstinate
filter thus z wy€ Fandy - x € F. Thenz -y = ((r - y) > y) > y € F and
y—z=((y—x)—=z)—=zeclk, foral z e . Therefore (G, F)}, is an obstinate
filter, since z — y,y — = € (G, F)5. O

Theorem 4.4. Let F,G be filters of A and F' be a Boolean filter. Then
(G, F)% is a Boolean filter of A.

Proof. We have to prove xV—z € (G, F)}, for all x € A. Since F' is a Boolean
filter we have xV—z € F, for all x € A. On the other hand we have z < (z — a) — a
and -z < (-x — a) — a, for all a € G and we have;

xV x (x = a) »aV(-x—a)—a,
((x = a) A (—z —a)) = a,

= ((zV-z) —>a) s ackF

VANVAN

Therefore ~z VvV € (G,F)y, foralla c G. O

Theorem 4.5. Let X C A. Then Max(A/X*) ={N/X*: N € Max(A)}.

Proof. It is clear that F(A/X*) = {F/X* : F € F(A)}. Let N € F(4)
such that X* C N. Then N € Max(A) iff N # Aand N C F, ( N = F, since
N is maximal filter of A), for all FF € F(A)\{A4} iff N/X* = F/X*. Therefore
N/X* C F/X* (hence N/X* = F/X*) for all F/X* € F(A/X*\{A/X*}, iff
N/X* € Maz(A). O

Theorem 4.6. {z}7}, is a prime filter, for all € A.

Proof. Let a,b € A such that aVb € {z}};, and a,b € {z}};. Thena — z # x
and b — x # x, hence x < a — z and © < b — z. Since a V b € {z}}, then we get
that x = (aVb) -z = (b — x) A (a — x) < x, which is a contradiction. [
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5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced the notion of a (right and left) stabilizer and the

stabilizer of X with respect to Y in a residuated lattice. Moreover, we presented a
characterization and many important properties of the stabilizer and prove X7 is
filter of A, but X5 is not a filter of A. Finally, the relationship between the stabilizer
and filters (dense element, B(X)) in residuated lattices are studied.
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