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Abstract

Square root is a useful tool to study the properties of (ordered) algebraic structures.
In this article, we are going to employ this tool to study hoop algebras. To do so, we
define square root and make the first attempt to explore the significance properties of
this concept in this setting. Then, due to the key role of square roots in obtaining
new hoop algebras, we apply them on the filters of hoop algebras, and show that the
formation of square roots on quotient structures of hoop algebras by their filters is
well-behaved. In addition, a new class of hoop algebras having square roots, so called
good hoop algebras, is introduced and its relationships with other classes of ordered
algebras such as Bollean algebras and Godel algebras are explored. Several examples
are provided as well. Ultimately, it is shown that the class of all bounded hoop algebras
with square roots is a variety.
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1 Introduction

Hoop algebras are naturally ordered commutative residuated integral monoids, introduced
by B. Bosbach [9, 10]. He showed that the resulting class of structures can be viewed as an
equational class, and that the class is congruence distributive and congruence permutable.
In a manuscript by J. R. Biichi and T. M. Owens ([11]) devoted to a study of Bosbach’s
algebras, written in the mid-seventies, the commutative members of this equational class
were given the name hoops. Over the past 50 years, many scientists and researchers have
studied the properties of these algebras and numerous articles have been published.
Among the researchers who have done research in this field so far, the following authors
can be mentioned. Blok and Ferririm [5, 6], regarding on varieties and quasi-varieties of
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hoops and their reducts and the structure of hoop algebras, Cignoli and Torrens [14], re-
garding the free cancellative hoops, Berman and Blok [3], regarding the free Lukasiewicz and
hoop residuation algebras, Agliano, Ferririm and Montagna [1], regarding the basic hoops,
Esteva and et al. [10], regarding the hoops and fuzzy logic, Georgescu and et al. [17],
regarding the pseudo-hoops, Kondo [19], regarding some types of filters in hoops. In recent
years, multiple articles have been published on various topics related to hoop algebras, such
as different types of filters, various types of ideals, derivatives, (semi) topological hoops,
the relationship between hoop algebras and other logical algebras, and so on (see also [7]).
Square roots are valuable tools for algebraic structures with non-idempotent binary opera-
tions. They can provide us useful information about the elements and some properties of
these types of algebras, and they help us to build new operations from binary operations
according to our needs. For this reason, square roots have many applications in the theory
of semigroups, groups, and rings.

In [18], Hohle also attempted to explore the significance of square roots in the class of
residuated lattices; integral, commutative, residuated, /-monoids. He classified the class of
MYV-algebras with square root and presented a decomposition for each MV-algebra as a
direct product of a Boolean algebra and a strict M V-algebra. He also found the connection
between the concepts of divisibility and injectivity and strictness on complete M V-algebras.
His study showed that a complete M V-algebra with square roots is either a complete Boolean
algebra or a Boolean valued model of the real unit interval viewed as an M V-algebra or
a product of both. Ambrosio [2] continued to study square roots on MV-algebras. She
introduced the concept of 2-atomless MV-algebras and showed that strict MV-algebras
are equivalent to 2-atomless MV-algebras. Then she proved that each strict MV-algebra
contains a copy of the M V-algebra of all rational dyadic numbers. Finally, she investigated
the homomorphic image of MV-algebra with square roots. Bélohlavek studied the class of
all residuated lattices with square roots and showed that it is an equational class [1].

The main goals of this paper are to provide a study on hoop algebras with square roots
and present their main properties:

e Define square root on hoop algebras and review some examples,

e Studying properties of square roots on variant hoop algebras, such as bounded and
basic hoops, and hoops with double negation property (DNP, for short), and etc.

e Define n-th roots as extending square root and examine some of its properties,

e The application of square root on the filters of hoop algebras is investigated and under
some circumstances, a structural theorem regarding the effect of the square root on
quotient hoop algebras has been proved (see Theorem 4.5 below),

e Define good hoop algebra and explore some of its characteristics and then its rela-
tionships with Boolean algebras and Godel algebras have been investigated (see The-
orems 4.19 and 4.24),

e In the end it is shown that the class of all bounded hoop algebras with square roots is
a variety.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains basic definitions, properties, and results
about hoop algebras that will be used in the next sections. Section 3 while define square
root on hoop algebras, we study properties of square roots on very hoop algebras. In Section
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4, firstly applications of square root on the filters of hoop algebras are provided and then
we define the concept of a good hoop algebra and strict square root and classify the class of
some hoop algebras with square roots.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, while providing definitions and some properties of hoop algebras we collect
the prerequisites used for the rest of the paper.

Definition 2.1. [1, 19] A hoop algebra is an algebra H = (H; ®, —, 1) of type (2,2, 0) such
that

(H1) (H;®,1) is a commutative monoid,

(H2) z —> x =1,

(H )I®(I—>y)—y®(y—>:r)

(H4) (z0y) = z=2— (y — 2),
for every z,y,z € H.

Let H= (H;Oy,—u,1lyg) and G = (G; ©¢, —a, Lg) be two hoop algebras. We say that
G is a subalgebra of H, denoted by G < H, if G C H and every fundamental operation in
G is a restriction of the corresponding operation in H, meaning that 1 € G, ©®¢ = O |,
and —>G=—>H|G.

In a hoop algebra H = (H; ®g, —m, 1y), we define x < y if and only if z — y = 1. Tt
is easily seen that < defines a partial order relation on H (see also [1]). We define 2° = 1
and 2" = 2" ~! © 2 for every n € N. An element x € H is called idempotent if and only if
x®a = 2. The set of idempotent elements in H is denoted by Id(H). H is called idempotent
if each of its elements is idempotent. H is called bounded if it has a least element denoted
by 0. We define the unary operation “’ ” for every « € H as 2’ := x — 0. We also set
(') = 2”. An element x € H is called dense if and only if 2/ = 0. The set of all dense
elements in H is denoted by D(H). An element z € H is called regular if 2”7 = x. The set
of regular elements in H is denoted by reg(H). If for every z € H, 2 = x, then we say
that the bounded hoop algebra H has the “double negation property”, or simply (DN P).
Let H be a bounded hoop algebra. For every x € H with x # 1, the order of x, denoted by
ord(z), is the smallest n € N such that 2™ = 0, if such an n exists. In this case, x is called
a nilpotent element. The set of all nilpotent elements in H is denoted by N(H). If 2™ # 0
for every n, then we define ord(z) = oo. The order of H, denoted by ord(H), is defined as
ord(H) = sup{ord(z) : € H — {1}}.

We call a bounded hoop algebra local if ord(x) < oo or ord(z’) < oo for every z € H. A
bounded hoop algebra is called locally finite if the order of every x € H and z # 1, is finite.

Example 2.2. a) Let G = (G;+, —,0,A, V) be an Abelian [-group. Consider the positive
cone P(G) of G, defined by P(G) = {z € G : V0 = z}. It is clear that P(G) := (P(G);-, —
,1) is an algebra with the following operations:

roy=xz+y, r—=y:=Yy—2)V0, lpg) =0c

It can be easily checked that P(G) satisfies the conditions of Definition 2.1. Therefore, it is
a hoop algebra. Notice that the partial order on P(G) is the converse of the partial order
induced by G.
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b) Consider the free monoid generated by a single element a. Put C, = {1 = a°,a,a?,---}
and define the operations ® and — on C, for any n,m < w as follows:

n m n+m

a"-a™ =a max(m—n,0)

, a"—>ad"=a
It is evident that C, satisfies the conditions of Definition 2.1. Therefore, it is a hoop algebra.
For more information see [5].

¢) Let G = (G;+4,—,0,A,V) be an Abelian I-group, u € G be an arbitrary element with
u>0. Put [0,u] = {z € G:0 <z <u}. On the set [0, u], define the operations ® and —

for every x,y € [0,u] as follows:
rQy=(+y—u)V0, z—oy=Hy—z+u)Au

It is easy to see that I'(G,u) := ([0, u]; ®, —,u) satisfies the conditions of Definition 2.1.
Therefore, it is a bounded hoop algebra (see also [17]).
d) Let H ={0,a,b,c,d,1}. Define the operations ® and — on H as follows:

O|I0jalb|lc|d]|1l — | 0jla|blc|d]|1l
0fO0j0O]O0O|0O]0]O 0 111|111
allO0|b|b|d|0]a ald|1l]lalc|lc|l1
b{O0O|b|b|O0O|O0|Db b c|l|1l]c|c]|l1
cl|0]d|O0O]c|d]|c C bla|b|1l]a]|l
djjo|joflo|{d|0]|d dijlajl]a|1]|1]|1
1)a|blc|d|e]|f 1 Ola|blc|d]|1l

It can be easily checked that the introduced structure satisfies the conditions of Definition
2.1 Therefore, the algebra is a bounded hoop algebra.

Let H and G be two bounded hoop algebras. A map f : H — G is called a hoop
homomorphism if for every xz,y € H, f(0) = 0, f(1) = 1, and f(z ©y) = f(x) ® f(y),
f(x = y) = f(x) = f(y). Then one can prove that it is order preserving. In addition, if f is
one to one then, it is an order embedding. Indeed, for z,y € H we have z <y iff t -y =1

iff flo —y)=f(1)=1iff f(z) = f(y) =1iff f(2) < fy).

Proposition 2.3. If (H;®Ou,—u,1ly) and (G;0a, —a, la) are two hoop algebras, then
(H x G;0npxa, —~Hxc, (Lo, 1g)) becomes a hoop algebra with the following operations:

(@1, 22) Orxa (Y1,Y2) = (21 O Y1, 22 O¢ Y2),
($1,~’C2) —HXG (yl,yz) = (1171 —H Y1, T2 @G yz)

for every x1,y1 € H and x2,y2 € G.
Proof. 1t is straightforward to verify that the conditions of Definition 2.1 hold. O

Theorem 2.4. ([9, 10]) Let (H;®,—,1) be a hoop algebra. Then for every x,y,z,a € H
we have:

(i) (H;<) is a A-semilattice with x Ny =z @ (x — y),

(i) @y < zifand only if x <y — z,
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(xv) x <y impliesy — z <z — 2.
Proposition 2.5. [7, 17] Let H be a hoop algebra. For every xz,y € H, we define
avy=(x—=y) =2y Ay —az) =)

Then, for every x,y € H, the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) The operation V is associative.
(i) zV(yAz)<(zVy)A(zV2) foral z,y,z€ H.
(ii) <y implies £V z < yV z for all x,y,z € H.
(iv) The operation \V is a join operation on H.

Definition 2.6. [7, Definition 2.7] A hoop algebra H is called V-hoop if V is a join operation
on H.

Proposition 2.7. (see [17, Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 2.9]) Let H be a hoop algebra, and
let v,y,z € H and I be an arbitrary set. If there exist arbitrary joins then
(i) (zVy) = z=(x—=2)A\(y — 2),
(il) 2 © (Vier ¥i) = Vier(@ © 9i),
(i) 2 A (Vier vi) = Vier(@ A i)
Proposition 2.8. [17, Proposition 2.15] Let H be a V-hoop algebra and z,y, z,t € H. Then:
() IfevVy=1,thenzOy=2aAy.
(i) feVvy=1and x < z,y <t, then zVvVt=1.
(i) If e Vy =1, then ™ V y™ = 1 for every n € N.

Proposition 2.9. [9, 10] Let H be a bounded hoop algebra. Then for every x,y € H, we
have:
W<z, oo =0,2"=2"12<z—y,
(i) If x <y, theny' <a’,
(i) z =2y =y =2’ =(z0y),
(iv) x @y =0 if and only if v <y
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Lemma 2.10. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra. Then z'" © y" < (x ® y)”, for every
z,y € H.

Proof. Let z,y € H. By Proposition 2.9(1), z ®y < (z ® y)”. Now according to Theo-
rem 2.4(ii), x <y — (z ©y)”. Therefore, by items (i) and (iii) of Proposition 2.9,

r<y—=@oy)" =@Eoy) =y =@oy) =y =y" = (xoy”

Now, in view of Theorem 2.4(ii), z ® ¢y’ < (z ® y)”. In a similar way we obtain 2’/ ® 3" <
(zoy)" O

Proposition 2.11. [17] Let H be a bounded hoop algebra. Then H has (DN P) if and only
if (x —>y)—>y=(y—x) >z, for every x,y € H.

Remark 2.12. Let H be a bounded V-hoop algebra with (DNP). Then, according to
Definition 2.6 and Proposition 2.11, we have x Vy = (x = y) >y = (y — x) — x.

Proposition 2.13. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra with (DN P). Then for every x,y € H,
)z —y=y —a,
i)z —=y=(x0y)—0,
(iii) If H is a V-hoop algebra, then x — (x ©y) =2’ Vy,
(iv) If H is a V-hoop algebra, then (x Ay) — 0=2a'Vy .

Proof. (i) We have ¢/ — 2’ =y’ — (x = 0) = (y ©®2) = 0 = (v ® )’ Therefore, according
to Proposition 2.9(iii), ¥’ — 2’ = (¥ 0 x) =z =y =z — y.
(ii) By Proposition 2.9(iii), it is easily proven.
(iii) According to the Remark 2.12 and item (i), we have:
PVy=(y—a)—a

=(y—(r—=0) = (z—0)

=((z®y)—=0)— (z—=0)
= (rOy)

(iv) According to Proposition 2.7(i), we have:

(@' vy) = (2" vy) =0
=@ = 0)A (Y —0)
=(z—=0)—=0)A((y—0)—0)
— :L.// /\y//
=TANy
Therefore, 2’ Vy' = (z A y)'. O

Definition 2.14. [, Definition 1.12] A Wajsberg hoop is a hoop algebra that satisfies the
following condition of antipode (T):

(T) (x—y) —-y=(@y—2a)—z, VeyeH

Any hoop which satisfies (T) is in fact a lattice, and the operation V for every x,y € H is
equal toxzVy = (z = y) = y.
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Corollary 2.15. Every bounded hoop algebra with (DN P), is a Wajsberg hoop and con-
versely.

Proof. Tt is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.11 and Definition 2.14. O

Definition 2.16. [6] Let H be a hoop algebra. A subset F of H is called a filter of H if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(F1) 1€ F,

(F2) Oy € F forall z,y € F,

(F3)ifz <yand z € F, then y € F for all z,y € H.

Let H be a hoop algebra and () # X C H. The intersection of all filters of H containing
X is denoted by (X) or F,(X) and is equal to:

<X>={a€H:3n€N,x1,x2,---,anX, x1®$2®---®xn§a}
z{aeH:EnEN,xl,xg,---,anX,xl—>(x2—>(---—>(xn—>a)---))=1}.

In particular, for each member x € H we have:
(xy ={a€e H:IneNz"<a}={a€eH:IneNz" —a=1}

A filter F of H is called proper if F' # H. It is clear that H and {1} are trivial filters of H.
It can be seen that if H is a bounded hoop algebra, then a filter is proper if and only if it
does not contain 0. We denote the set of all filters of the hoop algebra H by F(H).
Recall [19] that given a filter F' of a hoop algebra H, one can define a congruence = on
H by
r=py<=x—y and y—zx € F.

We will denote the class of an element 2 € H by % or just by [z]. Since the class of all
hoops forms a variety, any quotient structure

H

x

of H by = is also a hoop by the following definition:

r oy TOY x Y T =y 1
— O == = = == d 1:=—
F°F~F FF F oM F
for all &,% € % In the hoop algebra (%;@,—), 1r), we also have % < % if and only if

x—y€PF.

Definition 2.17. [7] Let H be a V-hoop algebra. A proper filter P of H is prime if for
every x,y € H, zVy € P implies z € P or y € P. A proper filter M of the hoop algebra H
is called a mazimal filter if it is not properly contained in any other filter.

Let L be a lattice with 0 and 1. For a € L, we say b € L is a complement of a if aVb =1
and a A b= 0. If a has a unique complement, we denote this complement by a*. The set of
all complemented elements in H is denoted by B(H) and is called the Boolean center of H.

Lemma 2.18. [20, Lemma 1.13] Let H be a bounded hoop algebra, x € B(H), and x* be
the complement of x. Then, ' = x* and z" = x.
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Lemma 2.19. [20, Proposition 1.17] Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and x € B(H). In
this case, the following statements hold:

(i) 22 =2 and 2" = x,

(i) 22 =2 and 2’ — x = =,

(iii) For alla € H, (v — a) = = = x,
(iv) 2’ Az = 0.

Corollary 2.20. For any bounded hoop algebra H, B(H) = Id(H) Nreg(H).

Definition 2.21. [17] We call a hoop algebra H cancellative if the monoid (H;®,1) is
cancellative.
Proposition 2.22. [17, Proposition 4.1] A hoop algebra H is cancellative if and only if the

following identity holds:
€ y—=(zoy) =2

Proposition 2.23. [17, Proposition 4.2] Let H be a cancellative hoop algebra. Then, for
any x,y,z € H:

()2 a2=(:09) - @oy),

(i) 2Oy < zOy if and only if x < z.

Definition 2.24. [17] We call a hoop algebra H basic if the following condition holds for
every z,y,z € H:

Lemma 2.25. [17] Assume H is a basic hoop algebra. Then, for every x,y,z € H:
() (2= 9)V (y = 2) = 1,

(
(iii) (xVy) = z=(x = 2) A (y — 2),
(iv) 20 (YA A2)=(z0y)A(z0O2),
V) (z—=y) = y—z)=y— =

Proposition 2.26. Let H be a basic hoop algebra. If H = Id(H), Then x ® (y © z) <
(xANy)© (x Az) for any z,y,z € H.

Proof. According to Theorem 2.4(iii), we have z A (y ©® z) <z Ayand 2 A (y © z) <z A z.
By multiplying two inequality we have (z A (y ©2)) @ (z A (y©®2)) < (zAy)© (x Az). On
the other hand, by Lemma 2.25(iv), we have

(EAN(y©2)0@A(yoz) =20 (@AYo)A[(yo2)o (@AYo =)
=@or)ANzoOWo))A(yo2)02) A (Y0 2)O (yO 2))
=zAN (20 Yo2)A (Yo =2)

—20(yo2)
Therefore, the assertion is concluded. O
Proposition 2.27. [17, Proposition 4.9] Any Wagjsberg hoop is a basic hoop.

Corollary 2.28. Every bounded hoop algebra with (DN P) is basic hoop.

Proof. By using Corollary 2.15 and Proposition 2.27, the result follows. O
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Remark 2.29. It is substantial to mention that, in view of Proposition 2.27 and Corollary
2.28, the propositions which hold for basic hoop algebras also valid for Wajsberg hoops and
bounded hoops with (DN P).

Definition 2.30. [20, Definition 1.1] A residuated lattice is an algebra L = (L; A, V,®, —
,0,1) of type (2,2,2,2,0,0) equipped with an order (<) satisfying the following:

(RL1) (L;A,V,0,1) is a bounded lattice,
(RL2) (L;®,1) is a commutative ordered monoid,
(RL3) ® and — form an adjoint pair, i.e., z ®y < z if and only if z < y — 2.

Definition 2.31. [18] Let L = (L; A, V,®, —,0, 1) be a residuated lattice. We call L divisible
ifeAy=20(x—y) for every z,y € L.

Proposition 2.32. [6] Let H be a diwvisible residuated lattice. Then H is a bounded hoop
which is a V-semilattice.

3 Hoop algebras and square roots

In 1995, Hohle [18] defined the square root as a unary operation on an I-groupoid, which is
commutative, residuated, and integral, and investigated properties in this type of algebras.
He then studied the influence of the square root on MV-algebras and ultimately proposed
a new classification for these algebras based on the square root. In 1999, Ambrosio [2]
presented other properties for strict MV-algebras. In 2015, Chen and Dudek [13] studied
the representation and properties of square roots in pseudo-MV-algebras. Finally, in 2023,
A. Dvurecenskij and Zahiri [15] presented representations and other properties of the square
root on pseudo-MV-algebras. This section introduces the definitions of the square root and
the n-th root in hoop algebras, and provides properties of these operations.

Definition 3.1. [18] Let H be a hoop algebra. A mapping s : H — H is called a square
root on H if it satisfies the following conditions:

(S1) For every xz € H, s(z) ® s(x) = =,

(S2) For all z,y € H, if y ©y < z, then y < s(x).

Example 3.2. a) Let I = [0, 1] be the unit closed interval of real numbers, and let a € I.
Let G, = {a’ : t € Q" U {0}} where a® = 1. We define the multiplication of two elements
as a' ® a® = a'** and the operation — is given by a! — a® = a™®*~t0) Tt can be easily
verified that (G4; ®,—,1) is a hoop algebra. We define the unary operation s : G, — G,
by s(a™) = a2~ , for every a= . We check the conditions of Definition 3.1. We have:

=5
olE
;e

m
-a2zn = q

HH

s(am)®sla™)=a

Thus, condition (S1) holds. Additionally,
adoa <av =d**<av =a <a¥ =adl gs(a%).

Therefore, condition (S2) is also satisfied. Hence, the operation s is a square root on G,,.
b) Let I = [0, 1] be the unit closed interval of real numbers. We define the operations ® and
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— on [ as follows. For any x,y € I,

@y =min(z,y) and x—y= {1 %f:vgy.
y ifx>y

The structure Goa := (I;®,—,1) defined with these operations is a hoop algebra. This
algebraic structure is known as the Godel algebra (see [20, 12]).

In Goa, we define the unary operation s : I — I as s(x) = « for every x € I. It is
evident that the conditions of Definition 3.1 hold. Therefore, s is a square root on Goa.
¢) Let I = [0, 1] be the unit closed interval of real numbers. We define the operations ® and
— on [ as follows. For any x,y € I,

1 ifx<y

rTOYyY=x- and z —y= .
4 4 4 {% ifx>y

The structure Pra := (I;®, —, 1) defined with these operations is a hoop algebra (see [20),
12]). This algebraic structure is known as the product algebra.
In the algebra Pra, we define the unary operation s : I — I as

s(x) =z, Yz el

In this case, we have s(z) ® s(z) = /x - /x = z. Thus, the condition (S1) of Definition 3.1
is satisfied. Also,
yoy<z=y’<z=y<Vr=y<s).

Therefore, condition (S2) is also met. Hence, the operation s is a square root on Pra.
d) Let (B;V,A,,0,1) be a Boolean algebra. We define the following operations on B:

rOy=zAy, T—oy=12Vy

for all ,y € B. Then, (B;®,—,0,1) is a bounded hoop algebra. In B, we define the unary
operation s : B — B as s(z) = x for all x € B. In this case, we have s(z)® s(z) = z Az = .
Also,yoy<z=yAy<z=y<x=y<s(z). Therefore, s is a square root on B.

Theorem 3.3. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then for
every x € H

(i) « < s(xz). In particular, if H is bounded and s(x) =0, then x = 0.
(i) s(1)=1.
(iii) z = s(x) © (s(x) — ).

Proof. (i) By Theorem 2.4, for every € H, we have x = s(z) ® s(z) < s(x).

(ii) By Theorem 2.4(vii), and item (i), it is clear.

(iii) By (i), for every « € H, we have x — s(z) = 1. Then, by condition H3 of Definition 2.1,
we get © = s(z) © (s(x) — z). O

Proposition 3.4. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then,
for every x € H, 2% = x if and only if s(x) = x.

10
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Proof. Assume x? = z for every z € H. In this case, z = s(z) ® s(z) = s(x). Conversely,
2

assume s(x) = z for every x € H. Therefore, z = s(z) © s(x) =z O x = z°.
|

Theorem 3.5. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then the
square oot is unique.

Proof. Assume s : H — H and r : H — H are two square roots on H. According to
Definition 3.1, for every x € H, we have s(z) ® s(z) < z = s(x) < r(z). Similarly,
r(z) < s(x). Therefore, r(z) = s(z). O

Theorem 3.6. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then the
square oot is one to one.

Proof. Let x,y € H be such that s(z) = s(y). Then, we have s(x) ® s(x) = s(y) ® s(y) and
SO x =y. O

Corollary 3.7. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then, for
every x € H, x =1 if and only if s(x) = 1.

Proof. If © = 1, then by Theorem 3.3, s(x) = 1. Conversely, if s(z) = 1, then by Theo-
rem 3.3(ii), s(z) = s(1). Therefore, by Theorem 3.6, x = 1. O

Proposition 3.8. Let H and G be two hoop algebras. Suppose s1 : H — H and s2 : G — G
are square roots on H and G, respectively. Then, the function s : H x G — H x G defined
by s(x,y) = (s1(x), s2(y)) is a square root on H x G.

Proof. We examine the validity of conditions of Definition 3.1. For every 1 € H and x5 € G,
by Proposition 2.3, we have

s(w1,72) © s(71,72) = (51(21), 82(72)) © (51(71), 82(72))
= (s1(21) © s1(1), s2(22) © 82(72))

= (71, 72)

Thus, condition S1 holds. To prove condition S2, suppose y; € H and ys € G such that
(y1,92) © (y1,92) < (21,22). Therefore, we have y1 ® y1 < 21 and y2 © y2 < x9. Since s;
and sy are the square roots on H and G respectively, we have y; < s1(z1) and ya < s2(z2).
Then, (y1,y2) < (s1(x1), s2(2z2)). Hence, condition S2 is also satisfied. O

Lemma 3.9. Let H be a hoop algebra and a € Id(H). We define Hla] = {x € H : a < x}.
Then, Hla] is a subalgebra and a filter of H.

Proof. We let the operations ® and — on H[a] to be the same as the operations ® and —
in H. It is clear that 1 € Hla]. Let 2,y € Hla]. Then, due to a < z and a < y, and by
Theorem 2.4(xiii), we have a = a ® a < x ©@y. Thus, x ©y € Hla]. Therefore, H[a] is
closed under multiplication. Also, according to items (v) and (xiv) of Theorem 2.4, we have
a <z —a<z—y. Hence, Hla] is a subalgebra of H.

Considering the conditions F1 and F2 of Definition 2.16 from the above explanations,
and with the fulfillment of condition F3, H{a] is a filter of H. O

Theorem 3.10. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then, for
every x,y € H:

11
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s(z) < s(z™ 1) — s(x

"),
If 2 <y, then s([z,y]) € [s(x), s(y)]-

Proof. (i) We have s(x)®s(z) = x <y, so by the condition (S2) of Definition 3.1, s(x) < s(y).
(ii) We have x © z < x ® z, therefore by the condition (S52) of Definition 3.1, < s(z ©® ) =
s(x?) and by (i), s(2?) < s(z). Moreover, by (S1), s(z ® z) ® s(x © z) —x@:v-s(:v)@
s(z) @ s(z) © s(x).

(iii) Using part (i) and the compatibility of the partial order with multiplication, we have
zAy=s(xAy)Os(xzAy) <sx)osy).

(iv) The proof is straightforward.

(v) We have (s(z) © 5(1)) ® (5(z) © 5(3)) = (5(2) @ 5(2)) © (s(y) @ 5(3)) = 7@ . Then, by
the condition (S2) of Definition 3.1, s(z) ® s(y)

(vi) We have

for every n € N.

IN
»
8
O}

NS

20O (s(z) = 5(y) © (s(x) = s(y)) = s(z) © s(x) © (s(x) = s(y)) © (s(z) = 5(y))
= 5(2) O (s(2) Ns(y) © (s(x) = 5(y))
) © (s(x) = s(y))

Therefore, by Theorem 2.4(ii), (s(xz) — s(y)) ® (s(z) — s(y)) < 2 — y. From Definition
3.1, we get s(z) — s(y) < s(x — y). On the other hand, by the part (v), we have

s(z) O s(z = y) <s(x O (z = y)) =s(zAy) <s(y)

Therefore, according to Theorem 2.4(ii), s(x — y) < s(x) — s(y). Hence, s(z — y) =
(vii) According to Theorem 3.3(i), # < s(x). Also, by part (ii), < s(z?). Therefore,
2? < s(x) ® s(2?). Furthermore, we have s(2?) < s(x). Therefore,

s(x) © s(2?) < 5(2) © s(2) =

12
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(viii) Suppose y < s(z). We have y ©®y < s(x) ® s(z) = z. Therefore, the assertion follows
by induction.

(ix) According to Lemma 3.9, the proof is easily done.

(x) We have 2" = 2"~ 1 © 2. By part (v), s(z™) > s(2" 1) ® s(z). Therefore, using Theorem
2.4(ii), s(z) < s(z" 1) — s(a™).

(xi) The proof is straightforward according to part (i). O

Corollary 3.11. Let H be a hoop algebra, x € H and n € N. Then
(i) s(@)? = s(2)>" = ",
(i1) s(z)™ < s(x™).

Proposition 3.12. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. For
every x,y € H one has

() Ifz = s(z) and y = s(y), then s(z) ® s(y) = s(z @ y).
(i) Ifr @y =z Ay, then s(x) ® s(y) = s(z ©y).
(ili) If s(z) © s(y) = s(x ©y), then s(x Ay) = s(x) A s(y).
(iv) If s(z) © s(y) = s(z ®y), then x = s(x?). In particular, s(0) = 0.

Proof. (i) The proof is straightforward by Proposition 3.4.
(ii) By Theorem 3.10(v), we know that

s(x) ©s(y) < s(x ©y). (3.1)

On the other hand, by part (i) of the same Theorem, we have s(z®y) < s(z) and s(x O y) <
s(y). Therefore, s(x ®y) < s(x) As(y). According to the assumption of the proposition, we
have s(z) A s(y) = s(z) ® s(y). Then,

s(x ©y) < s(x) © s(y). (3.2)

Thus, from (3.1) and (3.2), we get the result.
(i) According to Theorem 2.4(i), we know x Ay = z ® (¥ — y). Now, according to the
hypothesis of Proposition and Theorem 3.10(vi), we have

s(xny) = s(o(@—y)
= s(z)©sx—y)
= s(2) O (s(z) = s(y))
= s(z) As(y)
(iv) Suppose s(z) © s(y) = s(xr ©® y) and = y. In this case, we have z = s(x) ® s(x) =

s(zx ® z) = s(x?). Also, we have 0 = 5(0) ® s(0) = s(0 ® 0) = s(0), since, according to
Theorem 2.4(iii), 0 ® 0 = 0. O

13
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Example 3.13. a) In Example 3.2(a), we have s(a™ ) = a?». Now, if z = a™ and y = av,
then

s(z) ©s(y) = s(a”)©s(ar)

Therefore, the relation s(z) ® s(y) = s(z © y) holds for every =,y € G,.
b) In the Godel hoop Goa, in Example 3.2(b), let s : I — I be the identity function. Then
clearly the relation s(z) ® s(y) = s(x © y) holds for every z,y € I.

Similarly, this holds also for Examples 3.2(c) and 3.2(d).

Theorem 3.14. Let H be a basic hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H.
Then, for every xz,y € H:

(1) s(zAy) = s(z) As(y),
(i) Ify < s(x) © s(y), then y < x.

Proof. (i) By Theorem 3.10(iv), we have s(z Ay) < s(z) A s(y). On the other hand, based
on Lemma 2.25(iv),

(s(x) As(y) © (s(z) As(y)) = (s(x) @ s(z)) A (s(x) @ s(y) A (s(y) © s(z)) A (s(y) ©s(y))
<z Ay

Therefore, according to the condition (S2) in Definition 3.1, we have s(x) A s(y) < s(z Ay).
Thus, the equality s(z A y) = s(x) A s(y) holds.
(ii) Let x,y € H such that y < s(x) ® s(y). Then, we have

y = yA(s(2) ©s(y)
= (5(y) @ s(y) A (s(x) © s(y))

|

VA

<
~— ~—
© ©

\
w

IAIA

I
8

O

Theorem 3.15. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H.
Then, for every x,y € H:

14
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® s
') © s(x) < s(0),
"<

S(I//)

(xiv) s(z ®y) < ((s(z) ® s(y)) — s(0)) — s(0). In particular, if x € reg(H), then s(z?) =

(xv) s(0) < s(0).

Proof. (i) For every z € H, we have 0 < z. Therefore, by Theorem 3.10(i) and Theo-
rem 2.4(xiii), we have s(0) < s(x) = s(z) ® s(0) < s(z) © s(z) = =.

(ii) Suppose x € I(H) is such that < $(0). Then z =2 © z < s(0) © s(0) = 0.

(iil) By items (i) and (iii) of Theorem 2.4, we have (x Az') ® (x Az’) < x® 2’ = 0. Therefore,
according to condition (S2) in Definition 3.1, x A 2’ < $(0).

(iv) Using Theorem 2.4(xi), we get:

s(z) = s(0) < (s(0) = 0) = (s(x) = 0)
s(0)" — (s(x) — 0)

Now, by Theorem 2.4(xv), we have (s(0)" — (s(z) — 0)) = s(y) < (s(z) = s(0)) = s(y).
On the other hand, by Theorem 3.10(vi), we have:

s(@’ = y) = s(@’) = s(y) = (s(x) = 5(0)) = s(y)-
Thus, we conclude (s(0)" — (s(x) — 0)) — s(y) < s(2’ — y). Now, using proposition 2.9(iii),
the result is obtained.

(v) Using Theorem 3.10(i,vi) and Theorem 2.4(ii), we have:

2 < s(x') =s(x — 0) = s(x) = s(0) = s(z) <2’ — 5(0).

15
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(vi) Since 0 < z for every z € H, we have s(0) < s(z). Now, we have s(0) ©® s(z) <
s(x) ® s(x) = z. Therefore, by Theorem 2.4(ii), s(z) < s(0) —
(vii) By Theorem 2.4(xx) and Theorem 3.10(vi):

s(z') @ s(0) =

(viii) Using Theorem 3.10(vi), we have

s(z') © s(x) = s(x) © (s(x) = 5(0)) = 5(0) © (s(0) = s(x)) < 5(0).

(ix) According to Theorem 3.3(i), for every x € H, 2’ < s(z’). Now, by Proposition 2.9(ii),
we get s(a’) <" < s(z').
(x) By part (iii), for every x € H, x A 2’ < s(0). So, s(0) is an upper bound for the set
{z ANz’ 2 € H}. Also, since s(0) ® s(0) = 0, by part (vi), we have s(0) < (s(0))’. Hence,
s(0) = s(0) A (s(0)) € {a A2’ : x € H}. Therefore, s(0) = max{z Az’ : z € H}.
(xi) The proof is straightforward.
(xii) We know that 0 < s(0). Therefore, by Theorem 2.4(xiv) and Theorem 3.10(vi), for
every € H, we have s(z) — 0 < s(z) — s(0) and so s(z)" < s(a’).
(xiil) Let @ € reg(H). Then 2’ = . According to Proposition 2.9(i), we know s(z) < s(z)”.
Now by Lemma 2.10, we have s(z)"” ©®s(z)"” < (s(z)®s(x))” = 2" = x. Therefore, according
to the condition (S2) of Definition 3.1, s(x )" < s(z). Therefore, the results follows.
(xiv) We have

s(xoy) <s((zoy)")
(zoy)—0)—=0)
(x ©y) = 0) = s(0)

z = (y — 0)) — s(0)
xz) = s(y — 0)) — s(0)

z) = (s(y) — s(0))) — s(0)
= ((s(z) © s(y)) = s(0)) — s(0).

(xv) Using Definition 3.1 and Theorem 2.4(ii), the result is obtained. O

|
w

I
VAl

Corollary 3.16. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root in H.
Then x € N(H) if and only if s(x) € N(H) for every x € H.

Proof. Assume x € N(H), so there exists an n € N such that 2™ = 0. On the other hand,
since s(z)? = x, we have (s(x)?)" = 0. Therefore, s(z) € N(H). Conversely, suppose
s(x) € N(H). Thus, there exists an n € N such that s(z)” = 0. Now, by Theorem 3.3(i),
we have 2™ = 0. Hence, € N(H). O

Corollary 3.17. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) H is locally finite,
(ii) For every x € H, if x # 1, then ord(s(z)) < co.

16
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Proof. (i)=-(ii) is clear.
(ii) = (i). Let z € H and x # 1. Since ord(s(z)) < oo by Corollary 3.16, ord(x) < co. O

Proposition 3.18. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root in H.
Then for every x € H, v € D(H) if and only if s(x) € D(H).

Proof. Assume x € D(H), so ' = 0. By Theorem 3.3(i) and Proposition 2.9(ii), we have
s(xz) < a'. Therefore, s(z) € D(H). Conversely, suppose s(x) € D(H). Thus, s(z)" = 0.
Now, according to condition (H4) of Definition 2.1, we have:

Therefore, z € D(H). O

Theorem 3.19. Let H be a bounded \V-hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root in H.
Then for every x,y € H:

(i) 2V s(0) < s(a?). If v = 22, then z V s(0) = s(a?),

(i) (s(2) v 5(0)2 =z,

(iil) s(x)Vs(y) < s(xVy). If H is basic, then s(x) V s(y) = s(z V y),

(iv) IfxVy =1, then s(a™) V s(y") = s(z)" V s(y)" = 1, for every n € N.

Proof. (i) By Theorems 3.3(i) and 3.10(ii), the proof is straightforward.
(ii) We know that s(z) V s(0) = s(x). Therefore, we have

(s(2) v 5(0)) @ (s(z) V 5(0)) = 5(x) © s(z) =

(iil) Since x < zVy, by Theorem 3.10(i), we have s(x) < s(zVy). Similarly, s(y) < s(xVy).
Thus, it follows that s(z) V s(y) < s(z Vy). If moreover H is basic, then using Theorems
3.10(iv,vi) and 3.14(i), we have:

(x = y) = y) Ay = z) = )

xr—=y) =2y As((y = x) =)

= y) = s(y) A(sly = z) = s(z))

s(x) = s(y)) = s(y)) A ((s(y) = s(x)) = s(x))

s(xVy) = s

(iv) Since 2" < s(z™) and 2™ < s(z)™ for every x € H, by Proposition 2.8(iii), 1 = 2™ Vy"
s(z™) Vv s(y™) and 1 = 2™ vV y" < s(z)™ V s(y)™. Thus, the equality holds.

CIIA
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Proposition 3.20. Let H be a basic hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H.
For every x € H:

(i) If s(x) is A-irreducible, then x is A-irreducible.
(ii) If s is onto, then the converse of (i) is also true.
(i) If H is a V-hoop algebra and s(x) is V-irreducible, then x is \/-irreducible.

Proof. (i) Assume that s(z) is A-irreducible. Let a,b € H such that x = a A b. Then, by
Theorem 3.14(i), we have s(x) = s(a A b) = s(a) A s(b). Since s(z) is irreducible, we have
s(z) = s(a) or s(x) = s(b). Now, by Theorem 3.6, we conclude that x = a or x = b.

(ii) Let « is A-irreducible and a,b € H such that s(z) = a A b. Since s is onto, there are
u,v € H such that s(u) = a and s(v) = b. As H is basic we have s(x) = s(u)As(v) = s(uAv).
Now according to 3.6, = u A v. Since x is A—-irreducible, hence £ = u or x = b. Therefore
s(z) = s(u) = a or s(x) = s(v) = b and the result follows.

(iil) The proof is similar to (i). O

Remark 3.21. It is worth mentioning that if in the above proposition H is not basic, but
s has the property that s(z ®y) = s(x) ® s(y), for all z,y € H, then the proposition is true,
as well. This is achieved by Proposition 3.12(iii).

Theorem 3.22. Let H be a bounded V-hoop algebra with (DNP) and s : H — H be a
square root on H. Then for every x,y € H:

(i

rOy) = (s(z) ®s(y)) Vs(0). In particular, =V s(0) = s(z?).

(iv

(v

(vi

)
ii)
iii)
)
) s(x) Vs(y) = s(xVy),

) Ifx <y, then s([z,y]) = [s(x), s(y)]. In particular, s(H) = [s(0),s(1)].

Proof. (i) The proof is straightforward.
(ii) By Theorem 3.10(vi), for all z,y € H we have

szoy) = s((zoy)”)
= s(((zoy)—=0)—0)
= s((x—=(y—=0)—=0)
= (s(z) = (s(y) — 5(0))) = s(0)
= ((s(z) ©@s(y)) = s(0)) — s(0)

By property (DN P), we have ((s(x) @ s(y)) — s(0)) — s
s(x@y) = (s(x) ©®s(y)) V s(0). Now we have s(z ® z) = ( ©)

(iii) Using (ii), and Theorem 3.15(vi) we have s((s(0) — 0) ® (s(0) — 0)
0) v s(0) = s(0) — 0.

(iv) By Theorem 3.15(ix), the proof is straightforward.

18
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(v) By Corollary 2.28 and Theorem 3.19(iv), the proof is straightforward.

(vi) Suppose z < y. By Theorem 3.10(xi), we have s([z,y]) C [s(z), s(y)]. Let z € H such
that s(z) < z < s(y). By part (i), z = s(z ® z) since s(0) < s(z) < z. Now we have
x=s(z)0s(x) <z0z<s(y) ®s(y) =y. Therefore, z = s(z ® z) € s([x,y]). O

Definition 3.23. Let H be a hoop algebra and n € N. We say that H has an n-th root if
there exists a unary operation r, : H — H satisfying the following properties:

(NS1) For every x € H, r,(z)" = .

(NS2) For every z,y € H, if y" < z, then y < r, ().

For the first root, we have r1(xz) = z, and for the square root, ro(z) = s(x). Therefore,
ro(x) ©® ra(z) = s(x) © s(x) = a.
Theorem 3.24. Let H be a hoop algebra, and v, : H — H and r,,, : H — H be the n-th
and m-th roots in H for n,m € N. Then for every x,y € H, the following properties hold:
(i) = <rn(2),
(i <y, then ro(z) < ro(y),

(iii

(iv

(vii

)
) 1If
)

)
(v) T
i)

)
iif)

(ix) If m < n, then rom(x)™ < ry(z)™,
(x) g[a]e Id(H), then the operation vy, : Hla) — Hla] induced by r,, is an n-th root on

Proof. (i) By the condition (NS1) of Definition 3.23, we have r,(x)" = z. Therefore,
x < rp(x).

(ii) According to the condition (NS2) of Definition 3.23, since r, ()" = x < y, we have
rn(z) < rn(y).

(iii) Using 2" = 2 @ ¢ @ --- @  and the condition (NS2) of Definition 3.23, we have
x < rp(z™).

(iv) The proof follows easily from (i).

(v) We have:

(rn(@) ©rn(y)" = (ra(z) ©1u(y) © (re(z) ©1ra(y) © -+ O (ro(z) © 10 (y))
= (ra(2) @ Ora(z) O (raly) © - Ora(y)) =2 O y.

n—times n—times
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Therefore, by (NS2) of Definition 3.23, 7, (z) ® 7, (y) < rn(z © y).
(vi) We have:

Therefore, by Theorem 2.4(ii), (r,(z) — r,(y))" < 2 — y. In other words, by (NS2) of
Definition 3.23, r,(z) = m(y) < rn(z — y). Moreover, by (v), we have r,(x) ® r,(z —
Y) <1z O (x = y)) = ra(xr Ay) < ro(y). Therefore, by Theorem 2.4(ii), r,(z — y) <
rn(x) = rp(y). Hence, r(x — y) = rp(z) = 10 (y).

(vii) The proof is straightforward.

(viil) Let n,m € N. Based on (v), we have:

T ()™ =1n(2) O 1 (2) © - © Ty (x) < T (2™)

m—times
(ix) According to (NS1) of Definition 3.23 we have:

M=x=ry(2)" =r,(x) © - Orp(@) =r,(z)" "™ O ry(@)™ < r ()™

n—times
(x) The proof is straightforward. O

Example 3.25. a) Considering Example 3.2(a), in G, we define the unary operation r,, :
G, — G, as rn(a%) = awnv, forallav € G,. It is easily checked that the conditions of
Definition 3.23 hold. For instance, for condition (NS1), we have:

ele

rn(a )n = Tn(CL;)QTn(CL%)"'@"'@Tn(a%)

= gwtaettag
b) In accordance with Example 3.2(b), in Goa, we define the unary operation r,, : I — I as
rn(z) = x for every x € I. Then, r,, ia an n-th root on Goa.
¢) According to Example 3.2(c), in Pra, we define the unary operation r,, : I — I as
rn(z) = Yz for every & € I. It can be easily checked that the conditions of Definition 3.23
are satisfied. For instance, for condition (NS1), we have r,,(z)" = ({/x)" = z. It is evident
that the condition (NS2) also holds.

Proposition 3.26. Let H be a hoop algebra and r, : H — H be an n-th root on H for
n € N. The following statements hold:

(i) The n-th root is one to one.

(ii) (1) = 1.
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Proof. (i) Let r,, : H — H be an n-th root on H. For any z,y € H, if r,,(x) = r,(y), then
rn(x)™ =r,(y)" and so z = y.
(ii) By Theorem 3.24(i), the proof is straightforward. O

Theorem 3.27. Let H and G be two hoop algebras, and let f : H — G be an isomorphism.
Then, forn € N, if r,, : H — H is an n-th root on H, then G has an n-th root also.

Proof. Suppose a € G. Since f is an isomorphism, there exists a unique x € H such that
f(z) = a. We claim that s, : G — G defined by s, (a) = f(r,(x)) is an n-th root on G. As
f is an isomorphism, it is clear that s, is well-defined. Now for any a € GG, we have

sn(a) @ sn(a) ©...@sn(a) = f(ra(z)) © f(ra(z)) ©... O f(ra(z))
= flra(x) ©r(z) ©... O r,(x))
= f(z

On the other hand, for any a,b € G such that bO©b®...®b < a, there exist unique elements
x,y € H such that f(z) = a and f(y) = b. Therefore, f(y)® f(y)®...® f(y) < f(x). Since
f is an isomorphism, we have

fWofyo..of(y <fl@)=flyoyo...0y) < f(2)
yOye...0y<zx
:>y§7”n(517)

= b < sp(a).
O

Proposition 3.28. Let f: H — G be a monomorphism of hoop algebras, and for n € N,
let Ty, be an n-th root on H. Then, for each x € H, the map s, : im(f) — im(f) defined by

sn(f(x)) = f(ro(x)) is an n-th root on im(f).

Proof. Tt is clear that im(f) is a hoop subalgebra of G. Now, as H is isomorphic to im(f),
according to Theorem 3.27, s, : im(f) — im(f) is an n-th root on im(f). O

4 Applications of square roots in hoop algebras

In this section, a brief discussion on the application of the square root in hoop algebras will
be presented. Additionally, we will show that the class of all hoop algebras with square
roots is a variety.

Proposition 4.1. Let H be a hoop algebra, F a proper filter on H and s : H — H be a
square root on H. Then

(i) s(F) S F,

(i) If s(z) @ s(y) = s(x ©y), for all x,y € H, then s(F) = F.
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Proof. (i) Using condition F3 of Definition 2.16 and Theorem 3.3(i), the result is obtained.
(ii) Let € F. Then s(x) € s(F). By the assumption, we have z = s(z) © s(z) = s(z O z) €
s(F). Hence F C s(F). According to (i), we get the result. O

Proposition 4.2. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. If
s(x) ©s(y) = s(x ©y), for all z,y € H, then s(H) is a subalgebra of H.

Proof. Tt suffices to examine the conditions of Definition 2.16. We define the operations ®
and — on s(H) to be the same as the operations ® and — in H. It is evident that 1 € s(H).
Let z,y € H. It is clear that x @y € H. Also, s(x),s(y) € s(H). Now, by assumption
of the proposition, we have s(x) ® s(y) = s(x ©@y) € s(H). Therefore, s(x) © s(y) € s(H.
Furthermore, by Theorem 3.10(vi), s(z) — s(y) = s(z — y) € s(H). Thus, s(H) is a
subalgebra of H. O

Proposition 4.3. Let H be a hoop algebra, F a filter of H, and s : H — H is a square root
on H. If s(x) ® s(y) = s(x ©y), for every x,y € H, then s(F) is a filter of H and s(H).

Proof. We examine the conditions of Definition 2.16. Since 1 € F, we have s(1) =1 € s(F).
Therefore, the condition F'1 holds. Let s(z), s(y) € s(F). This implies z,y € F. Since F is a
filter, z©y € F, hence s(x©y) € s(F'). Now, according to the assumption, s(x)©s(y) € s(F).
Therefore, the condition F2 holds. Next, let s(z) € s(F) and y € H such that s(z) < y. By
Theorem 3.3(i), < y. Since F'is a filter, y € F, so s(y) € s(F). Therefore, the condition F3
holds. Hence, s(F') is a filter of H. It is also easy to check that s(F') is a filter of s(H). O

Proposition 4.4. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra, F' a filter of H, and s : H — H be a
5(z)
F

square root on H. Then the map sp : % — % defined by sp(%) = , for every x € H, is

a square oot on %

Proof. The proof is straightforward. It is enough to check the conditions of the Definition
3.1. For condition S1, for every x € H, according to Definition 2.16, we have %”f) ® % =

w = %. For condition S2, let z,y € H such that 4 © % < %. By the definition of

order on % onehasy? wx € F = s(y? - x) € F = s(y?) —» s(x) € F = —S(;“l:) < % =

4 < ng), and we are done. O

Theorem 4.5. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra, F a filter of H, and s : H — H be a
square root on H. If s(x) ® s(y) = s(x ©y), for every x,y € H, then

= (7) 37

Proof. By Proposition 4.2, s(H) is a subalgebra of H. Also according to Proposition 4.3,

s(F) is a filter of s(H) and then SS((;I; is a hoop algebra. In addition, by Proposition 4.4 we
know that s (%) is a subalgebra of the hoop algebra % Now, define the map

1o (7) -

by the rule f(s[z]) = [s(z)] for every s[z] € s(£). We show that f is an isomorphism.
Let z,y € H and s[z] = s[y]. According to Theorem 3.6, we have [x] = [y]. Therefore,
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x—y € Fandy— x € F. By Definition 2.16 and Proposition 4.1, we have s(x — y) € F
and s(y — x) € F. Now, by Theorem 3.10(vi), we conclude that s(z) — s(y) € F and
s(y) — s(x) € F. Thus, [s(z)] = [s(y)]. Thus f is well-defined. It is clear that f is onto.

To see it is one to one, let f(s[z]) = f(s[y]). Then S((;)) = j((;’,)) which is equivalent to
s(x) = s(y),s(y) — s(x) € s(F). Now we get © — y,y — x € F. So [z] = [y] and then
slz] = s[yl.

Furthermore, we have

f(sla] = sly]) = f(slz = yl)

= [s(z = y)]

= [s(2) = s(y)]

= [s(@)] = [s(y)]
= f(slz]) = f(sly));

S

and

fsla] © sly]) = (sl © y])
=[s(z0y)]

= [s(z) © s(y)]

= [s(»)] © [s(y)]

= [(slz]) © f(sly])-

Finally, f(s[1]) = [s(1)] = [1]. Therefore, f is an isomorphism. O

S

Theorem 4.6. Let H be a hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. Then

for every x € H.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3, we have x < s(z). Therefore, by Definition 2.16, s(z) € (z). Hence
(s(x)) C (x). On the other hand, we know that x = s(x)®s(z) € (s(x)). Then, (z) C (s(z )>
Therefore, (x) = (s(x)). Consequently, (z) = (s(z)) = (s(z)?) =--- .

Theorem 4.7. Let H be a bounded V-hoop algebra, and s : H — H be a square root on
H. If H is basic or s(x ®y) = s(z) ® s(y), for all z,y € H, then, a proper filter F of H is
prime if and only if for every x,y € H, s(x)V s(y) € F, implies that s(x) € F or s(y) € F.

Proof. Let us first assume that H is a basic hoop. If F is a prime filter, then clearly the
implication holds. Now, assume that F is a proper filter and z Vy € F. Then s(z Vy) € F.
Since H is basic, we have s(x) V s(y) € F. By the assumption, s(z) € F or s(y) € F.
Therefore, by the condition F2 in Definition 2.16, € F or y € F'. Thus, F' is prime.

Let us now assume that s(z ©® y) = s(z) ® s(y), for all x,y € H. According to Proposi-
tion 3.12(iii), the assertion follows. O

Proposition 4.8. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra, s : H — H a square root on H, and F
be a proper filter of H. Then, for everyn € N and x € H such that x < s(0) we have
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(i) s™(z) ¢ F with s™(x) = s(--- (s(x))).

n—times

Proof. (i) Let € H such that z < s(0), and suppose there exists n € N such that s(z)" € F.
Now, since F is a filter and s(z)" =z ® s(z)" "2 <0 s(0)" "2 =0, we have 0 € F', which
contradicts the properness of F. Hence, for every n € N and z € H such that = < s(0),
(ii) This is clear. O

Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H. For every
x € H, the set S, associated with x is defined by

S, = {s"(z) : n € N} = {z,s(2),s*(z),--- }.

Theorem 4.9. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on H.
Put S =J (0) Sz- Then, either P = H — S is a mazimal filter of H or (Py=H.

x<s

Proof. We distinguish two cases.
1) P is a filter of H. If P is not maximal, then there exist a proper filter F' of H such that
P C F and hence choose x € F'— P. As x € 5, there exist y € H and k € N such that
y < 5(0) and s*(y) = . Thus, we have z < s**1(0). By Theorem 4.6, we conclude that
there is a positive integer m for which ™ = 0, so 0 € (z) and then (x) = H. As z € F,
(x) C F. Therefore, F' = H, a contradiction. Therefor, P is a maximal filter and we are
done.
2) The subset P of H is not a filter of H. In this case, P # (P) and we replace the filter I,
as in (1), by (P) and repeat the proof of last part to obtain (P) = H, as required.

O

Let H and G be two hoop algebras, and f : H — G be a hoop homomorphism. Suppose
s:H— Handt: G — G are square roots on H and G, respectively. One has f(s(z)) ®
f(s(x)) = f(x), for every x € H. According to condition S2, it is clear that f(s(x)) <

t(f(@)).

Definition 4.10. With the above notations, we say that f preserves square roots if f(s(z)) =
t(f(x)), for every € H. This means that the diagram

HL)G
S
HT)G

is commutative.

Theorem 4.11. Let f : H — G be a hoop homomorphism and s : H - H andt: G — G
are square roots on H and G, respectively. The following statements are true.

(i) f preserves square roots if and only if the image of f, Im(f), is closed under t.

(ii) If f is an isomorphism, then t = foso f=1.
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(iil) If t(f(x)) is A-irreducible and f is a one to one which preserves square roots, then
s(x) is A-irreducible.

(iv) If H and G are two V-hoop algebras and t(f(x)) is V-irreducible and f is one to one
which preserves square roots, then s(x) is V-irreducible.

Let f preserves square roots. Then one has
(v) If s(z) € N(H), then t(f(z)) € N(G).

(vi) If s(z) € D(H), then t(f(z)) € D(G).

(vii) If s(z) € reg(H), then t(f(z)) € reg(G).

If f is a one to one, then the converse of items (v), (vi) and (vii) are true, as well.

Proof. The proof of (i) and (ii) are similar to the proof of [15, Theorem 3.14].

(iil) Suppose s(x) # 0 and a,b € H such that s(z) = aAb. Now we have t(f(z)) = f(s(z)) =
fland) = f(a) A f(b). Since t(f(x)) is A-irreducible, it follows that f(s(xz)) = f(a) or
f(s(x)) = f(b). Due to the one to one of f, we have either s(z) = a or s(z) = b. Therefore,
s(z) is also A-irreducible.

(iv) The proof is similar to (iii).

(v) We have the following implications

s(r) e N(H) = s(x)" =0= f(s(z)") = 0= t(f(x))" =0 = t(f(x)) € N(G).

(vi) and (vii) are straightforward. Moreover, if f is one to one, then it can be easily checked
that the converse of items (v), (vi) and (vii) hold. O

Corollary 4.12. Let H and G be two V-hoop algebras, and let f : H — G be a hoop
homomorphism. Suppose s : H — H and t : G — G are square roots on H and G,
respectively. If G is a basic hoop algebra and [ preserves square roots, then for every x,y €

H, f(s(x Ay)) = f(s(x) A f(s(y)) and f(s(xVy)) = f(s(x))V f(s(y)).
Proof. The result follows from the application of Theorems 3.14(i) and 3.19(iii). O

Definition 4.13. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. If s(0) = 0, then H is called good.

As shown in Proposition 3.12, if for all x,y € H, we have s(z ©® y) = s(z) © s(y), or
s(x?) = z, then H is good.

Corollary 4.14. Let H and G be two hoop algebras, and f: H — G be a hoop homomor-
phism. Suppose s : H — H and t: G — G are square roots on H and G, respectively. If H
is good and f be preserves square roots, then G is also good.

Example 4.15. All the hoop algebras defined in Examples 3.2, are good.

Example 4.16. a) Let I = [0,1] be the unit closed interval of real numbers and p € N.
Define the operations @ and — as a © b = (max(0,a? + bP — 1))%,a — b = min(1, (1 —
af + b”)%), for all a,b € I. Then, L, = (I;max, min,®, —,0,1) is a residuated Lattice,
which is called a Lukasiewicz generalized structure (see also [20, 12]). Assuming p = 1,
the resulting structure is called a Lukasiewicz algebra, which is a hoop algebra. In this
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Lukasiewicz algebra, we have a ©b = max(0,a+b—1),a — b = min(1,1 — a+b). Define the
unitary operation s : I — I by s(z) = xTH, for every x € I, it is clear that s(z) € I. Now,

s(x) © s(z) = max(0, s(z) + s(z) — 1)

=max(0,z) =z

Thus, the condition S1 in Definition 3.1 holds. It can easily be shown that the condition
S2 is also satisfied. For, suppose z,y € I such that y ©® y < x. In this case, we have
yOy =max(0,y+y—1) <z Ifyoy =0 <z, then according to Theorem 3.10(v),
s(y) ©s(y) < s(y©y) < s(x), implying y < s(z). fy©y=y+y—1<w, then2y—1<u,
hence y < £ = s(z). However, we have s(0) = 0.5. Therefore, the Lukasiewicz algebra is
not good. Finally, s(z) ® s(y) = s(z ® y) does not hold.

b) As shown in Example 2.2(c), I'(G, u) = ([0, u]; ®, —,u) is a bounded hoop algebra with
the operations z®Oy = (x+y—u)V0,z — y = (y—x+u) Au. Let G be a 2-divisible Abelian
group. In this algebra, we define the square root as follows:

xr+u

2

(G ,u) = T(G,u), s(z)=

for every x € I. It is clear that s(x) € I'(G,u). Now, we have s(z) © s(z) = (&% + 3% —

u) V0= (z+u—u)V0 =2z Thus, the condition S1 of Definition 3.1 holds. It can easily
be verified that the condition S2 is also satisfied. Also, s(0) = §. Therefore, I'(G, u) is not
good. Moreover, s(z) ® s(y) = s(z ® y) does not hold.

We call a bounded hoop algebra H is regular if for every z,y € H such that x # 0 and
y # 0, then z Ay # 0.

Theorem 4.17. Let H be a bounded and good hoop algebra. Then, for every x € H:
(i) xna’ =0,
(i) s(z) © s(z’) =0,
(iii) If, in addition, H satisfies (DN P), then x = s(x?),
(iv) @ € reg(H) if and only if s(x) € reg(H),
)

(v) If H is basic, then H 1is regular if and only if for every x,y € H, s(x) # 0 and s(y) # 0,
imply s(xz ANy) #£0.

(vi) s(z ©y) < (s(x) ®s(y))’. If H has (DNP), then s(z ©y) = s(z) ® s(y).

Proof. By Theorem 3.15(iii), the proofs of (i) and (ii) are straightforward.
(iii) According to Theorem 3.22(ii), the proof is straightforward.
(iv) Let us assume z € reg(H). By Theorem 3.10(vi), we have:

z) —0)—0
x) = s(0)) = s(0)
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Conversely, let’s assume s(z) € reg(H). By Theorem 3.10(vi), we have:

s(z) = s(z)”
=(s(z) - 0)—=0
= (s(x) = 5(0)) = 5(0) = s(z")

Now, by Theorem 3.6, we have x = a’’, hence z € reg(H).

(v) Let H be a basic hoop. The only if part is evident. To prove the if part, let z,y € H
be two non-zero elements. Since $(0) = 0 we have s(x) # 0 and s(y) # 0. As H is a basic
hope we get 0 # s(x) A s(y) = s(x Ay). Therefore, x Ay # 0.

(vi) Due to Theorems 3.15(xiv) and 3.22(ii), the proof is clear. O

Theorem 4.18. Let s: H — H be a square root on a bounded hoop algebra H. Then:
(i) If H =1d(H), then H is good.
(ii) If H satisfies (DN P) and is good, then H =1d(H).

Proof. (i) By Proposition 3.4, the proof is straightforward.

(ii) Let’s assume H is good and = € H. By Theorem 3.15(v) and (DNP), we obtain
s(z) <2’ — 0= (x - 0) - 0 = x. Therefore, for every x € H, s(x) = x. Thus, by
Proposition 3.4, we have H = I(H). O

Theorem 4.19. Let H be a bounded V-hoop algebra with (DNP) and s : H — H be a
square root on H. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) H is good,
(ii) H 1is a Boolean algebra.

Proof. According to [8, Theorem 3.13], the V-bounded hoop algebra (H;®,—,0,1) with
(DNP) is equivalent to the MV-algebra (H;®,0), where x @y = 2’ — y. Now, by [18,
Proposition 2.19], since H is equipped with a square root, H is a Boolean algebra if and
only if it is good. O

Remark 4.20. Let H be a bounded V-hoop algebra with (DN P) and s : H — H a square
root on H.

(i) If s(x) ©® s(y) = s(x © y) for every z,y € H, holds, then by Proposition 3.12(iv) and
Theorem 4.19, H is a Boolean algebra.

(ii) In light of Proposition 3.12, Theorem 4.17(iii) and Theorem 4.19, for allz € H, z = s(x?)
if and only if H is a Boolean algebra.

A hoop algebra H is said to satisfies the ascending chain condition (ACC) if for every
sequence
$1§x2§"'§$n§xn+1§"'

of elements in H, there is an integer k such that x; = x for all ¢ > k. H is said to satisfies
the descending chain condition (DCC) if for every sequence

12T 2" 2Ty 2 Tyl =0

of elements in H, there is an integer k£ such that x; = zy for all ¢ > k.
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Theorem 4.21. Let H be a finite bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. Then the following statements hold:

(i) The map s: H — H is onto.
(i) For every x € H, s(x) = x, and thus H is good.

Proof. (i) Tt is clear that s(H) C H. Moreover, since s is one to one and |s(H)|= |H|, we
have s(H) = H. Therefore, s : H — H is onto.

(i) Suppose x € H such that z < s(x). If s(x) = s(s(x)), then as s is one to one, z = s(x),
which is a contradiction. Thus, s(z) < s(s(z)) = s?(x). Similarly, s*(z) < s3(z). Hence, we
obtain an ascending sequence of elements in H as follows:

r < s(r) <s(z) <...

By the assumption of the finiteness of H, there exists n € N such that s"(z) = s"1(z) = .. ..
Therefore, by Theorem 3.6, we have 2 = s(z), which is a contradiction. Thus, for every
element in H, s(x) = . Therefore, H is good. O

Proposition 4.22. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. If H satisfies (ACC), then for every x € H, 2% = x.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.21(ii), for every = € H, we have s(z) = x. There-
fore, by Proposition 3.4, for every z € H, 2% = . O

Remark 4.23. Tt is know that idempotent hoops are the {A,—,1}-subreducts of Heyting
algebras (see [6, Example 1.11]). So if a hoop algebra H is finite or it satisfies (ACC), then
the operation ® coincides with the operation binary meet. In fact, for all z,y € H, we have
QY >r0(AYy) =20 (0 —y) =20 (x —y)=cAy. Theinequality z0Oy <z Ay
always is true.

Theorem 4.24. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H a square root on H. Let
H be finite or it satisfies (ACC). Then one has

(i) If H is V-hoop with (DN P), then H is a Bollean algebra.
(ii) If H is totally ordered, then H has the structure of Gédel algebra.

Proof. (i) If H is V-hoop with (DN P), then by using Theorem 4.21 and Proposition 4.22,
H is good, hence is a Bollean algebra according to Theorem 4.19.

(ii) Let H be totally ordered. Based on the assumption and Remark 4.23, we have z © y =
x Ay, forall z,y € H. If x <y, it is clear that x — y = 1. Let us now assume y < z. If
x <z — ythen we have y = x Ay = 2O (z — y) = 2 A(z — y) =  which is a contradiction.
Ife wy<zwehavey=zAy=20(x —y)=xA(x = y)=x — y. Thus the implication
is the Godel implication and H has the structure of Godel algebra. O

Proposition 4.25. Let H be a cancellative and bounded hoop algebra, and let s : H — H
be a square root on H. If H satisfies (DCC'), then H = {1}.
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Proof. Assume 1 # x € H such that x < s(z). According to Theorem 2.4(iii), we have the
following sequence:

< (s(2)? < (s(x)? =2 < s(x)

By assumption, there exists a natural number n such that s(z)"*! = s(x)" = .... Therefore,
by Proposition 2.23 and Theorem 3.6, we have s(z) = 1, which is a contradiction. Thus, for
every element x € H, we have s(x) = x. By Proposition 3.4, for every x € H, #? = x. Since
H is cancellative we get z = 1. O

Definition 4.26. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. If s(0) = s(0)’, then H is called strict.

Example 4.27. (a) In Example 4.16(a), we observed that in the Lukasiewicz algebra,
s(0) = 0.5. Therefore, the Lukasiewicz algebra is not good. Now, we have s(0) = s(0) —
0=0.5—=0=min(1l,1 —0.54+0) = 0.5 = 5(0). Therefore, Lukasiewicz algebra is strict.

(b) In Example 4.16(b), we observed that in the hoop algebra I'(G, u), s(0) = §. Therefore,
I'(G,u) is not good. Now, we have s(0)' =5(0) = 0=% - 0=(0—-5+u)Au=35Au=

5 = 5(0). Therefore, the hoop algebra I'(G, u) is strict.

Proposition 4.28. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. Assume H is good. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) H is strict,
(i) H = {1}.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Assume H is strict. Since H is good, 0 = s(0) = s(0)' =0 = 1.
(ii) = (i). This is obvious. O

Proposition 4.29. Let H be a bounded hoop algebra and s : H — H be a square root on
H. Assume that H is strict. Then for all x € H we have

(i) s(z)" < s(0),
(i) For every x € B(H), if s(0) < z, then x = 1.

Proof. (i) We have 0 < z, for every x € H. Therefore, s(0) < s(x). Thus, by Proposition
2.9(ii), s(z)" < s(0) = s(0).

(ii) Let x € B(H) and s(0) < z. By Proposition 2.9(ii), ' < s(0)) = s(0). Then, by
Lemma 2.19(i) and Theorem 2.4(xiii), we have 2/ = (2/)?> < s(0) ® s(0) = 0. Hence,
x =1 O

Proposition 4.30. Let H and G be two bounded hoop algebras, and f : H — G be a
hoop homomorphism. Suppose s : H — H and t : G — G are square roots on H and G,
respectively. If H is strict and f is a preserves square roots, then G is also strict.

Proof. We have £(0) = ¢(f(0)) = f(s(0)) = f(s(0)") = f(s(0))" = t(f(0))" = £(0)". O

In 2003, R. Belohlavek showed that the variety of all residuated lattices with square roots
is a variety. We demonstrate that the class of all bounded hoop algebras with square roots
is also a variety (see [4, Corollary 3(2)]).

Theorem 4.31. The class of all bounded hoop algebras with square roots is a variety.
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Proof. Let V be the variety of all bounded hoop algebras (H; ®, —,0,1) with square roots.
Also, let W be the variety of all hoop algebras (G;®,—,s,0,1) along with the following
conditions:

(sal) s(2) @ s(x) = 2,

(sa2) s((y©y) Vo) ANy =y,

(sq3) s(a’) = s(x) — s(0).

Assume H € V. Let s : H — H be a square root on H. We show that H € W. Since H
is a hoop algebra, conditions H1 to H4, and then (sql) and (sq3) hold for H. It suffices to
verify condition (sq2). By Theorems 3.19(iii) and 3.10(v), one has

s(lyoy)Ve)>s(yoy)Vs(x) > (s(y) ©s(y) Vs(z) >yVs(x) >y

Therefore, s((y ®y) V) Ay =y. Hence, H € W.

Conversely, assume G € W. Since G satisfies conditions H1 to H4, it is a hoop algebra.
We only need to check condition S2 from Definition 3.1. Suppose y ©®y < x. From condition
(sq2), we obtain y = s((y ®y) V) Ay = s(x) Ay. Thus, y < s(z). Therefore, s satisfies
condition S2, and hence G € V. Thus, V = W. O
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