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NEW FAMILIES OF FINITE COHERENT ORTHOALGEBRAS
WITHOUT BIVALUATIONS

ARTUR E. RUUGE AND FREDDY VAN OYSTAEYEN

ABSTRACT. In the present paper we study the following problem: how to con-
struct a coherent orthoalgebra which has only a finite number of elements, but at
the same time does not admit a bivaluation (i.e. a morphism with a codomain
being an orthoalgebra with just two elements). This problem is important in
the perspective of Bell-Kochen-Specker theory, since one can associate such an or-
thoalgebra to every saturated non-colorable finite configuration of projective lines.
The first result obtained in this paper provides a general method for constructing
finite orthoalgebras. This method is then applied to obtain a new infinite family of
finite coherent orthoalgebras that do not admit bivaluations. The corresponding
proof is combinatorial and yields a description of the groups of symmetries for
these orthoalgebras.

I. INTRODUCTION

George W. Mackey formulated in his book [7] the axiomatics of non-relativistic
quantum mechanics based on the notion of an orthomodular poset. That is just a
partially ordered set equipped with an involution, such that certain axioms hold.
These axioms are chosen such that the elements of this poset may be identified with
binary observables of a quantum system. Compared to the traditional axiomatics
in terms of linear operators on Hilbert spaces [9], this system focuses on the logical
aspects of quantum theory. In fact, the Hilbert space is introduced only at the final
stage in a completely ad hoc manner.

In alternative terminology, an orthomodular poset is called a coherent orthoalge-
bra, and an orthoalgebra is a particular case of an effect algebra. Let us provide
some motivation for the introduction of these notions. Consider a Hilbert space H
over C, and denote by L(H) a collection of closed linear manifolds in it. For every
U € L(H), we have an orthogonal projector 7y on U, which represents an observ-
able with two possible values, 0 and 1. Two observables represented by 7y and
Ty, U, Uy € L(H), are compatible iff their commutator [y, 7y, ] = 0. The first step
towards the notion of an effect algebra is based on the following remark. The men-
tioned commutator vanishes iff H splits into an orthogonal sum H = Z®V eV eW,
such that Z @&V = U and Z & V; = U;. The idea is to reformulate everything in
terms of orthogonal decomposition.

Consider - @ - as a partially defined binary operation on L(H) with domain of
definition consisting of all pairs (U, U,;) such that U; € U*. Note that U; C Ut
is equivalent to U C Ujt. Consider L(H) as a partially ordered set with respect to
inclusion C. Then the map U ~ U+ is an involution on L(#), since U+t = U and

for all U and U; we have U C U; & U+ D Ui. Note, that it is possible to express
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the partial order C in terms of the - & - operation: U C Uy iff AV : V & U = Uj.
The involution (-)* : L(H) — L(H), admits a similar characterization. For every
U, there exists a unique Uy, such that U; @ U = H; this U, is precisely U~.

Take any U,U; € L(H). If the corresponding two observables are compatible,
then the following formulae are valid:

inf{U,U,} ® U+ = U, @ sup{U, U, }*,

1
inf{U,U,} @ Uj- = U @ sup{U, U, }*. M

Moreover, it is not difficult to prove that 7y and 7y, are compatible exactly when
these two equalities (I]) are valid. Which properties of - @ - are actually needed in
this proof? It turns out that it is convenient to capture these properties within the
notion of an effect algebra.

Let S be aset,and R C S xS —arelationon S. Let -@-: R— S, (z,y) — z®y,
be a map. Let 0 and 1 be two elements in S, such that 1 # 0. The algebraic
structure (S,@®,0,1) is called an effect algebra if for all z,y,z € S the following
conditions are satisfied:

1) if z @ y is defined, then y @ z is defined and y ® x = = B y;

2) if (x@y) Dz is defined, then 2@ (y@®z) is defined and B (yDz) = (xDy) D z;
3) 2®0 = x;

4)ifxrdy=x® 2z then y = z;

5) there exists 2* € S, such that 2* &z = 1.

6) if z @ 1 is defined, then z = 0;

Note that for each z, the element z* is uniquely defined. Hence, to every effect
algebra X = (5,®,0,1) one associates a map (-)* : S — S, x — z*. The set S is
termed the ground set of X.

An effect algebra is called an orthoalgebra, if for any element = of the ground set,
such that x @ z is defined, we have x = 0. Note that this property together with
the first five axioms, implies the sixth axiom. An othoalgebra is called coherent if
for all x, y, and z in the ground set, such that * ® y, y ® z, and z @ x are defined,
the © @ y @ z is defined.

The basic example of an effect algebra is, of course, the following: S = L(H),
@ — the orthogonal sum defined for all (U, U;) such that U; C UL, 0 = 63 — the
trivial subspace of H, and 1 = H. Denote this effect algebra by LL(#). In fact, it
is a coherent orthoalgebra. Just as for IL(?), one can define for every effect algebra
X =(5,®,0,1) a partial order < on the ground set S (termed the standard partial
order): Yo,y € S : z < y < Jr; : x11 @ x = y. The map (-)* is an involution
with respect to <. It is possible to imitate the notion of compatibility on any
effect algebra as follows: call two elements U, Uy € S compatible, if the set {U,U;}
has infimum and supremum (with respect to the standard partial order), and the
formulae of the form (d) (with L replaced by *) are valid. Such a definition of
compatibility, is additionally justified by the following fact: for any compatible U
and Uq, there exists a decomposition of 1 of the form 1 =2Z®V & V; & W, such
that Z@V =U and Z &V, = U;.

Since the notion of a coherent orthoalgebra captures up to certain extent the
essential properties of L(#), it presents special interest to investigate the case when
the ground set is finite. By that one may try to imitate quantum mechanics on a
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finite set. The latter is not only conceptually interesting, but also can be important
for the computational methods. Of course, it is necessary to have a “complicated
enough” example for this case.

It is natural to introduce a category of effect algebras & with morphisms f :
(S,®,0,1) — (S',@&',0,1') being the maps f : S — S such that f(0) = 0,
f(1)=1",and f(z@y) = f(x) @' f(y), whenever @y is defined. The composition
of morphisms is defined by the composition of the corresponding maps. Consider the
most simple effect algebra that can be — the effect algebra with only two elements
— 0 and 1. This is an initial object in the category of effect algebras. There is only
one way to define @ in this case: 00 :=0,09p1 =1®00:=1,and 1P 1 —
undefined. Denote this object by B and call it the minimal Boolean effect algebra.
The other example of an effect algebra that has been described above is L(#). Call
it the Hilbert effect algebra. Is it possible to have an arrow from L(#H) to B in the
category £7 The answer is well known from functional analysis (Gleason’s theorem)
and is negative. At the same time there is another important example of an effect
algebra (S, ®,0,1), for which such an arrow exists. Let S = F, where F is some
o-algebra of subsets of a set (2. Define U & Uy as U U U; for all disjoint U,U; € F.
Put 0 = 0 and 1 = Q. This defines an effect algebra, denoted by W(F) and called
Kolmogorov effect algebra. Any W(F) admits a morphism f to B: one may fix any
w € Q and for each U € F put f(U) = 1if U > w, and 0 — otherwise.

The Kolmogorov and Hilbert effect algebras, W(F) and LL(H), are different, and
this is clear if one looks at all morphisms ending in the minimal Boolean effect
algebra B. This motivates the following mathematical problem. For any X € &, let
us call an arrow f: X — B (if it exists) a bivaluation. Denote by for the forgetful
functor from & to the category of sets, for : &€ — Sets. One is required to find in
& such objects X, which do not admit a bivaluation, but have a finite ground set
for(X). In the present paper an infinite family of such objects is constructed.

Let us make several bibliographical remarks to conclude the introduction. The
analysis of logical foundations of quantum mechanics has been initiated in the fa-
mous paper by G. Birkhoff and J. von Neumann [I]. The new wave of interest to this
subject is motivated by the recent developments in quantum computing technology.
For an up to date discussion of effect algebras, orthoalgebras, and similar structures,
one should refer to the monograph [2]. The terms ‘effect algebra’ and ‘orthoalgebra’
were suggested in [3] and [4], respectively. The importance of orthoalgebras is also
clear in the perspective of the consistent histories approach to quantum theory [5].

The results obtained in the present paper are related to the results of [10], [11],
and may be viewed as their generalization. The orthoalgebras described below yield
a family of ‘indeterministic objects’ in the terminology of [10]. Every saturated (in
the sense of [I1]) Kochen-Specker-type configuration of projective lines naturally
yields a finite orthoalgebra not admitting a bivaluation.

II. GENERAL CONSTRUCTION

How to construct a finite orthoalgebra, which will look “similar” to the Hilbert
orthoalgebra? The starting point can be the following. Consider a Hilbert space
H over C of finite dimension d. Let P(H) denote the set of projective lines in
H. Consider the set P, (P(H)) consisting of all subsets U C P(H) satisfying the
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condition VI,l; € U : l; #1 =1 L [;. Note, that the empty set and any subset with
only one element, belong to P, (P(H)). There is a natural equivalence relation ~ on
this set: U ~ U; :< spanlU; = spanU (the span of the empty set is 63 by definition).
It is clear, that the set L(#H) := P, (P(H))/ ~ is in natural bijection with L(H).
Hence, the structure of orthoalgebra on L(H) induces a structure of orthoalgebra
on L(H). For [U], [Uy] € L(H) ([-] denotes the equivalence class with respect to ~),
the value of [U] @ [U;] is defined iff UNU; =0 and UUU; € P, (P(H)), and it is
equal to [U U U).

This leads to the first (naive) idea of how to construct examples of finite orthoal-
gebras. Take a finite set A equipped with some relation T" C A x A, which is thought
to imitate the orthogonality relation L. In analogy with £(#), consider the set

Pr(A)={UCA|VI,LlLLeU:l; #1= (1) € T},

and try to find an equivalence relation ~ on it, such that the formula [U] & [U;] :=
[U U U] yields the structure of an orthoalgebra. It is necessary to describe this
equivalence relation in terms of 7. After that one faces the difficulty to find some
reasonable conditions on 7', entailing the axioms of an effect algebra.

It turns out that there is a better idea. For any B C A, denote

B ={le AV, € A:l, € B= (I,]) € T}.
Consider a map 7 : Pr(A) — P(A), U — UT, and look at the image of this map,
PT(A) :=Im(Pr(A) 53U —» U"). (2)
Take it as a ground set for the future orthoalgebra. Note, that if one specializes A
to P(H), and T to the orthogonality relation L, then for U,U; € Pr(A) one has

7(U) = 7(Uy), whenever spanlU; = spanU. It is natural to try to define the @
operation by the formula
QdQr:=(QuUQ)™, (3)

for all Q, Q; € PT(A), such that Q; C Q. Of course, it is necessary to impose some
conditions on 7', which ensure that @ is well-defined, since the right-hand side is not
a priori in PT(A). The axioms of an orthoalgebra will induce the other conditions
onT.

First, since T is supposed to imitate the orthogonality relation L, one needs to
require for all [,l; € A, Iy # [, the following:

(I,h) e T < (I1,]) € T, (4)
(L,0) ¢T. (5)

Impose one more condition:
VM € Max(Pr(A); C)VB c M : B = (M\B)"", (6)

where Max(—) means taking the set of all maximal subsets of the partially ordered
set. Note that this condition is valid for the case A = P(H) and T'=1. Let us say
that T is saturated if it satisfies (@).

Theorem 1. Let A be a finite non-empty set and T — a relation on A. Let PT(A)
be defined by ). If T satisfies the three conditions (), (), (@), then

1) A and 0 belong to PT(A);

2) @ is well-defined by the formula ([3);
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3) (PT(A),®,0, A) is a coherent orthoalgebra.

Proof. 1) Since () € Pr(A), and 07 = A, one has A € PT(A). Now, take any
M € Max(Pr(A); C), put B = M, and apply the third condition on 7" above. This
yields: MT = (M\M)T" = §TT = AT. If AT is not empty, then one can take any
I € AT and applying the definition of ()T claim, that (I,1) € T. But this contradicts
the first condition on T' above. Hence, AT = (). Therefore, ) = MT € PT(A).

2) Take any Q,Q; € Pr(A), such that Q; C QT. It is necessary to show that
(Q U Q)™ € PT(A). Invoking the main condition on T, represent @ and @,
in the form Q = U7 = (M\U)™?, and Q, = Ul = (M,\U)™T, where U,U; €
Pr(A), M, M, € Max(Pr(A);C), and M D U, M; D U;. Since Q; C QT, for
any [ € (M\U)™ and any I; € (M;\U,)TT, one has (I,1;) € T. Note, that due to
the symmetry of T, for all B C A there is an inclusion BT" O B. Indeed, take
any Ao € B. In order to show, that Ay € B'?, one must show that ¥\, € BT :
(A1, Ao) € T. But the definition of BT implies that: YA € BVA; € BT : (\,\) €
T. Since T is symmetric, the order of appearance of A and Ay in (A, A\y) € T is
unimportant, and one obtains B C BTT. Now, return to () and @;. One has:
Q=U"=(M\U)" and Q, = U] = (M;\U,)™™. Take any [ € M\U, and any
I, € Mi\U;. Since M\U C (M\U)™™, and M,\U; C (M;\U;)™™", the elements [ and
I, are in @ and Q; respectively. From @, C QT one obtains (,1;) € T. Therefore,
(M\U) U (M;\U,) € Pr(A). Now note, that for any B, By C A, the definition of
()T, without any assumptions on T, implies (B U B;)T = BT N BI. This together
with the main condition, yields:

QU™ =(Q"TNQRN)" = (U™ nUTMT =
= ((M\U)T N (M1\U1)T)T = (M\U) U (M1\U1))TT

Before proceeding further, let us prove two simple auxiliary facts. Recall, that
A0 € PT(A), and we have: )7 = A, AT = (). Therefore 077 = ), ATT A. Let us
show that for any Qo € PT(A), the element Q! € PT(A), and QT = Q. Indeed,
take any @y and represent it in the form Qy = U{, Uo € Pr(A). For any My D Uy,
My € Max(Pr(A); C), the main condition implies: = UIT = (My\Up)T. Since
My\Uy € Pr(A), one has QI € PT(A). Now, for Q , we have QT = (UépT) =
(M\Up)H)T = (Mo\Up)™" = UI = Qo (we have used the main condition once
more).

Specializing Qo € PT(A) to ((M\U) u (M \U))T = (M\U)T n (M \U)T =
U nul™ = Ut uult = (Q U @1)T, we obtain PT(A) 3 QF = (QU Q)7 i.e.
@ is well defined.

3) Let us start with the axioms of an effect algebra. Consider the first axiom.
Take any Q, Q; € PT(A) such that Q; C Q. The latter inclusion means, that for
any [ € QQ and any [; € @, the pair (l,ll) € T. Since T is symmetric, (I1,1) € T.
Hence, Q1 C Q7 is equivalent to Q C QT i.e. Q@ Q) is defined iff Q; B Q is defined.
We have: Q@ Q= (QUQ)"™ = (Q1U Q)TT Q14 Q.

Next, let us verify the second axiom. Take any @, @1, Q> € PT(A), and assume
that (Q ® Q1) & Q2 is defined. We have

Q®Q)®Q:=((QUQN)TUR) T = (QUE)™ NQY)" =
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— (QURNTNRD) = (Q"NQRTNQED) = (QUQ UQR,)™

Hence, if we can prove that Q @ (Q1 @ Q)2) is defined as well, then Q @ (Q1 ® Q2) =

(Q1® Q) ®Q = (Ql U@ U Q)TT, and then the second axiom is established.
So, we assume Q; C QT and Qo C (Q ® Q1)T, and need to verify two inclusions:
Q> C QT and Q C (Q; ® Q2)T. Recall that whenever Q & Q; is defined, we know
that (QUQ1)" € PT(A). Derive: Q2 C (Q®Q1)T = ((QUQ)™)T =(QUE)T =
QTNQT. In particular QT NQT c QT and therefore Q, C QT i.e. the first inclusion
is valid, i.e. Q; @ Q5 is defined. Note, that we also have Q, C QT or, what is the
same, Q C QL. Now, invoke the assumption Q; C QT, or, equivalently, Q C Q7.
Combining this with the previous fact, we obtain Q@ C QT N QT = (Q, U Q)T =
(Q1 U Qo)™ = (Q, ® Q2)T. Hence, the second inclusion is valid and by that the
second axiom is established.

Consider the third axiom. The candidate for 0 is (). For any Q € PT(A), Q®0
is defined, since ) € QT. We have Q ®0 = (QUD)*T = QTT = Q. The third axiom
is estabhshed

Before considering the fourth axiom, let us prove another general auxiliary fact.
We know, that any Q € PT(A) can be represented in the form Q = VT, where
V € Pr(A) (take U € Pr(A) and M € Max(Pr(A);C) such that M D U, and
put V.= M\U). The element Q7 is in PT(A) as well. Hence, QT = WTT for
some W € Pr(A). Claim, that VUW € Max(Pr(A); C). Indeed, since Q7 = Q,
we have, in particular, Q@ C (QT)T, and so Q ® QT is defined. Next, Q ® QT =
(VITy wIDIT = (yTTT qwiThHT = (vInWhH)T = (VuW)TT. If VU W is
not maximal, then there exists [p € (V U W)T. At the same time, (V U W)T =
(VUW)TTT = Q& QT)" = (QUQT)TTT = (QNQT)T". But QN Q" =0, due to
the first condition on 7. Therefore, we continue: (Q N QT)TT = P77 = (). Hence, I,
cannot exist, and V U W is maximal Note that we also have (Q ® QT)T =0, and
as a corollary Qe =QaoQh)T =0T = A

Now for the fourth axiom, take any Q, Ql, Q2 € PT(A), and assume that Q®Q; =
Q ® Q2. It is necessary to show, that ()1 = Q2. Represent ), ()1, and ()5 in the
form Q = VT Q, = VT, and Qo = VT, where V,V;, Vs € Pr(A). Denote
Qo= QD Q1 = Q D Qy, and write it in the form Qy = U], where Uy € Pr(A).
Hence, QI = UIT. We claim that both (V U V;) U Uy and (V U V,) U Uy are in
Max(Pr(A); C). Since V. C VIT = Q c QFf = VT = V' due to the first
condition, the sets V' and Vj are disjoint. Similarly, V NV, = 0. We also have
QO — Q D Ql — (VTT VTT)TT (VTTT N VTTT) — (VT N ‘/IT)T — (V L] ‘/I)TT’
and QI = UI'T. Since Qo ® Q¥ is defined, we similarly conclude that V LIV} and U
are disjoint. Moreover, we already know, that in this case (V LV;) U Uy is maximal.
Similarly, (V U V) U Uy is maximal. Applying the main condition, one obtains:
VIT = (VUUy)T = ViIT ie. Q@ = Q. Hence the fourth axiom is established.

Consider the fifth axiom. The candidate for 1 is A. It is easy to guess, that for
Q € PT(A) it is necessary to put Q* := Q. We already know, that QT @& Q = A,
and since A plays the role of 1, we obtain Q*@®@Q = 1. The fifth axiom is established.

Finally, it remains to consider the sixth axiom. Note, that since 1 = A, 0 = 0,
and A is not empty, one has 1 # 0. Take any Q € PT(A), and assume that Q & 1
is defined. This implies, that Q C 17 = AT = (. Hence, Q = 0, i.e. @ = 0. The
last axiom is established, and we have an effect algebra.
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It is not difficult to verify, that in fact this effect algebra is an orthoalgebra, and,
moreover, a coherent orthoalgebra. Indeed, if we take any Q € PT(A), and assume,
that Q®Q is defined, then this implies Q C Q7. Hence, Q = QNQT. But QNQT =0
due to the first condition. Therefore @ = 0 (0 := (}), i.e. our effect algebra is an
orthoalgebra. Now, consider @, Q1, Q2 € PT(A), and assume, that Q®Q1, Q1 ® Qo,
and Q, ® Q are defined. We have Q C QT, and Q C QI. Hence, Q c QT n Q7.
Apply the (1) operation: QT > (QT N QLT = (Q, U Q)T = Q1 ® Q. Therefore
Q @ (Q1 & Q) is defined. The orthoalgebra is coherent. O

III. THE GROUP OF SYMMETRY

We have just three conditions on T" C A x A, which, when valid, allow to construct
a coherent orthoalgebra. The first two are very simple, but the verification of the
third one (the main condition), may be non-trivial. The main problem is, that there
can be many elements in Max(Pr(A); C). First, it is necessary to characterize them
all, and then, for every M € Max(Pr(A); C) and every B C M verify the property
BT = (M\B)™™. A straightforward computation can become very complicated.

The general approach to deal with this problem is to find some group of symmetry
of A. Look at all bijections 3 : A = A, which respect the T relation on A, i.e.
Vi,ly € A: (l;,l) € T = (B(l1),5(1)) € T. Denote the group of all such bijections
as Bijp(A). Every 8 € Bijp(A) induces a bijective map from Max(Pr(A); C) to
itself. Suppose, we are able to describe some subgroup G C Bij,(A), such that its
natural action on Max(Pr(A); C) has “large” orbits. Since it suffices to pick from
each orbit just one representative, and verify the main condition on 7" only for these,
the verification of the main condition becomes more feasible.

Let us now describe A, T', and G for the examples given below. Note, that these
constructions clarify the combinatorics of the formulae present in [I1]. Let V be
a finite set, such that N := #V is divisible by 4. Our construction will involve
two collections of parameters with values in Z/2. The first collection is indexed by
U € P(V) and the corresponding parameters are denoted as by € Z/2. The second
collection is indexed by U, U; € P(V), U # Uy, and the parameters are denoted by
cuu,- It is assumed that ¢y, = ¢y, . Look at all maps V' — Z/2, and for every
U € P(V) denote

Ly(U) == {¢:V = Z/2| Y o(v) =bu}, (7)

veV
where the index b in the notation L,(-) stands for b := {by}y. Put

A= || L) (8)
UeP(V)

Denote by ¢, : Ly(U) — Ay, U € P(V), the canonical injections. Now define some
relation 7, on Ay, making use of the second collection of parameters ¢ := {cy v, fv.v, -

For any U,U; € P(V), U # Uy, and any ¢, ¢’ € L(U) and ¢; € L(U;), put
(i(0),ip(@)) €T. & ¢+,
(0, 01) €T & Z (0(2) + ¢1(2)) # cuuns (9)

seUAU,
where A denotes the symmetric difference of two subsets.
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We are going to apply with respect to (A, T.) the general construction of the
previous section, i.e. substitute A = Ay, T'= T,, and try to adjust the parameters
by and cyy, in order to satisfy the three conditions. The main result of the present
paper can now be outlined as follows: if the number of points N in V is divisible
by 4, then it is possible to choose the parameters by and cyp, in such a way,
that the assumptions of the proposition above are satisfied. Hence a new family
of orthoalgebras is constructed. Moreover, it is possible to choose cyy, and by in
such a way, that the corresponding orthoalgebras do not admit bivaluations. It is
interesting to stress the observed periodicity by 4. Without 4|, the construction
does not work.

Let us describe the group G. Note, that the set of functions from V' to Z/2 may be
viewed as a N-dimensional vector space over a field with two elements [F5. Denote
this vector space by FY. The number of elements in F} is 2. The sum of two
vectors corresponds to a symmetric difference of two subsets. Look at the group of
all automorphisms of this vector space, i.e. the general linear group GL(N,Fy) of
N x N matrices with coefficients in Fy. Let us describe a system of generators of this
group (not a minimal one). For every S € P(V), define a map Ts : P(V) — P(V),

To(U) = {U— Tf #(UNS) Ts even, (10)
UAS if #(UNYS) is odd,
where U varies over P(V). Note, that these maps in case N = 4 have been in-
troduced in [I1]. Hence, in order to compute Ts(U), one needs to look at S NU.
Observe, that SNTs(U) = SNU. This implies, that T2 = id. In particular, Ty is a
bijection. Moreover, for all S, U, U; € P(V'), we have

Ts(UAUy) = Ts(U)ATs(Uy).
In order to prove the latter formula, note, that
#(SN(UAUY)) =#(SNU)+#(SNUL) —2#4(SNUNTL).
Therefore #4(S N (UAU;)) (#2 denotes the cardinality of a set viewed in Z/2)

is determined by #2(S NU) and #2(S NU;y). Hence the Tg correspond to linear

bijective maps of FY', i.e. T corresponds to an element T's € GL(N,F,). The range
of possible values of S — the set P(V) — may be identified with FY. We denote
by |S) an element of Fy corresponding to S. Note, that there exists a formula

Ts|U) = |Ts(U)), where U, S € P(V).

Proposition 1. Let Ts, |S) € FY, be the set of reflections defined by the formula
([@0). Then {Ts}s generates the whole group GL(N,Fy).

Proof. For particular N small enough it is easy to verify the statement on com-
puter in GAP. Let us provide a proof for all N. Note, that Ty = Ty, = id. Take any
SeP(V),S#0,V, and select w € S := V\S. There is a useful formula:

{0}, ifv#w,
Ts Tsugun T, =< 11
(Ts Tougu Ts) ({0 {57 L (1)
It allows to prove (by induction) that the standard basis in F) transforms into any
other basis by a sequence of Ts. Hence, the group is indeed GL(N,TFy). O
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Note, that the fact that fg are reflections, and the fact that they generate the
whole general linear group, is obtained without using the assumption 4|N.

We shall describe some bijections A, — A,, which respect the relation 7T, C
Ap X Ap. The group G will be generated by these bijections. Before considering the
general case, first look at the case where all the parameters by and ¢y, are put to
0 € Z/2. Write Ay and T} in this case instead of A, and T, respectively. For every
S € P(V), define the maps s : Maps(V,Z/2) — Maps(V,Z/2) by the formulae:

(), ifvels,
9“@“”‘{mm+z;@@wm A, (12)

where ¢ : V — Z/2, S := V\S. The latter can be expressed more compactly by
0s(p)(v) = X .cry(qoy) P(2). A straightforward computation shows, that

0z = id,
and that for any S,U € P(V), and any ¢ : V — Z/2, the following formula is valid:

D Os(p)v) =) ¢(v). (13)
veTs(U) velU

This implies for any U, S € P(V), that ¢ € Ly(U) yields 0s(¢) € Lo(Ts(U)). It
means that there exist induced maps

‘95,U : Lo(U) — Lo(Ts(U))
For every S € P(V), the collection {8s v}, U € P(V), defines a bijective map
é\g : A(] :> Ao,

(recall, Ay = Uyepo)Lo(U)). The bijectivity follows from 6% = id. Of course,
5% = id itself as well. Invoking that for any S, U, U; € P(V'), we have Ts(UAU;) =
Ts(U)ATs(Uy), it is not difficult to verify that all 53 respect the relation Ty C
Agp x Ay, or, equivalently, the relation (Ay x Ag)\7p. Consider U,U; € P(V) and
¢ € Lo(U), ¢1 € Lo(Uy), such that (ig;(¢), i, (1)) & To (ify and g, denote the
canonical injections into Ag). If Uy = U, then the fact mentioned is implied by the
bijectivity of fg. If U # Uy, then we have >vevau, (#() + ¢1(v)) = 0. There-

fore, >~ erswarn) (0s()(v) + Os(¢1)(v)) = 0. Since Ts(UAU,) = Ts(U)ATs(Uy),
the pair of elements in Ay that correspond to 0s(¢) € Lo(Ts(U)) and Og(py) €
Lo(Ts(Uy)), is in relation (Ao x Ag)\7p.

Now let us generalize the construction of the maps 55. We have the collections
of parameters b = {by }v, and ¢ = {cyy, }uv,. For every U,S € P(V), we need to
describe some maps Ly(U) — Ly(Ts(U)). In the case considered above, these were
the maps fgy. For every fixed S, the whole collection {0sy}y stemmed just from
one “global” function fg. Now, let us not assume this property. Take an arbitrary
collection of Z/2-valued parameters {asy(v)}spo, S,U € P(V), v € V, and try to

define some maps 959“2] : Ly(U) — Ly(Ts(U)) by the formula

6. (2)(v) == Bs(9)(v) + ag(v), (14)
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where ¢ € Ly(U), v € V. The case considered above corresponds to all agy(v) = 0.
It is necessary to ensure, that Q(Sa()](cp)(v) € Ly(Ts(U)). This yields a condition on
as,u(v):

S 050 (0)(v) = brow),

where ¢ € L,(U). Expanding the definitions of L,(U) and 9(;2], one reduces this
equality just to 0 = byy ), if #(SNU) is even, and to by + >, cgag as,u (V) = bryw),
if #(SNU) is odd. Both cases are captured by one formula:

Z as,u(v) = bryw) + bu, (15)
UGTs(U)

where S and U vary over P(V'). Assume, that this condition is satisfied. Hence, we
have well-defined maps 9;“2] : Ly(U) — Ly(Ts(U)). Since fg are bijections, so are
Héf% For every fixed S € P(V), the collection {eéa[)j}U defines a bijective map

é\éa) . Ab :> Ab.

Impose a requirement, that ééa) respects the relation T, C A, x A,. This yields

another condition on the parameters ag s (v). Take any U,U; € P(V). Since é}“) is
bijective, the requirement is satisfied if Uy = U. Let Uy # U. Take any ¢ € Ly(U),
¢1 € Ly(Ur), and assume that > _;ap, (#(v) + ¢1(v)) = cup,. This should imply

ZveTS(U)ATS(Ul)(Héfzj(go)(v) —I—Héff[)h(cpl)(v)) = cryu),Ts(uy)- Taking into account, that

Ts(U)ATs(Uy) = Ts(UAU,), expanding the definitions (I4) of G(Sagj and Hgfz]l, and
taking into account the mentioned formula (I3)) for fg, one reduces this requirement
to the form

> (asw®) +ase (v) = cow, + Crsw) T (16)
veTs(UAUY)

where S, U, and U; vary over P(V), and U; # U.

We have an overdetermined system of linear equations (7)), (I0), with respect to
the indeterminates agy(v) € Z/2. The quantities by and ¢y, are parameters. It is
necessary to solve this system of equations, and then obtain a condition of solvability
in terms of by and cy . After that by and ¢y, become indeterminates themselves,
and one needs to find at least some solutions of the solvability equations. Assume all
this is accomplished. Then we obtain a collection of bijective maps géa) A, S Ay,
which respect the relation 7,. They generate some group G, C Bijy, (Ap). In what
follows, it is this group that will be used to establish the main condition on T,
that allows to construct the orthoalgebra. Moreover, that parameters by and cyp,
can be chosen in such a way, that the corresponding orthoalgebra does not admit a
bivaluation (this is the easy part).

IV. THE SOLUTIONS

Let us rewrite the equation ([I€]) as follows. This equation contains a sum over v €
Ts(UAU;). This is the same as the sum over v € Tg(U)ATs(U;). Since the terms
in this sum are Z/2-valued, it can be split as > 7 )+ 2 peryy)- Perform this
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action upon the equation (Id), and then use twice the equations (3] corresponding
to Uy = U and Uy = U;. It is convenient to denote

(5)

Cuu, = G, + by + by, + CTs(U),Ts(Uh) T st(U) + st(U1)’
b%}? = on + st(UO)'

The system of equations (I3]), (1)), is equivalent to:

Z as,u(v) + Z as.o, (v) :Cgfs,ghv (17)

v€Ts(U1) veTs(U)

> asu(v) = b - (18)
v€Ts (Vo)
Let us express all ag g(v) with #Q > 2 via the indeterminates of the form ag -} (v).

Let Q € P(V) be any subset such that #Q > 2, and u € S and w € S be any points.
Look at the equation (I7). Put U = @ and U; = {w}. This allows to find ago(w):

aso(w) = Z as {wy(v) + Cg,?{w}v w e S.

veTs(Q)
Next, put U = Q and U; = {u}. Since Ts({u}) = {u} U S, the resulting expression
on the left-hand side will contain a sum of agg(v) over v € {u} U S. For all values
of v, except v = u, we already can express agg(v). Hence, it is possible to find

CLS,Q(U):
asg(u) = Z aso(w') + Z as quy (V) + céi){u}, ues.
w'eS veTs (QA{u})

Now consider the case where the sets Uy, U, and Uy, are singletons. Let u,u; € S
and w,w; € S be any points. The equations (I8) corresponding to Uy = {w} and
Uy = {u}, respectively, yield:

as,{wy(w) =0,
S
ag7{u}(u) = bF{u% + Z ag{u}(w’).
w'eS
For the c-equations, it is necessary to consider the following three cases: 1) U = {w},
Uy ={wi}; 2) U =A{u}, Uy = {w}; 3) U= {u}, Uy = {u}. They yield:
as, fwy (W1) + as w3 (w) =0,
S
as {u} (w) + ag7{w}(u) = CF{u%,{ul} + Z ag7{w}(w'),
w'eS
S
aS,{u}(ul) + aS,{m}(u) = CF{H;{M} + Z <a'5,{u} ('LU,) + a’S,{m}(w/)) :
w'eS
For every fixed S € P(V), one may view the latter five equalities as a system
of linear equations with respect to ag .1 (v) € Z/2, v,z € V. It is not difficult to

verify, that the corresponding homogeneous system of equations has many solutions.
Redenote the indeterminates in this system as ag.1(v), v,z € V. Denote (V) :=
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{U C V|#U = 2}. Write vz instead of {v, z} for the elements of £(V'). Take any
function p : E(V) — Z/2, and denote

XP() = Y plvz),
z€Q\{v}

where @@ € P(V ), v € V. It is not difficult to verify in a straightforward manner,
that oy (v) = xu Ts({=}) (v) defines a solution of the homogeneous system. We just
remark, that y=*'"Y(v) = plow) for w € 5, \EEW Y (0) = p(w) + Y weg (ow')
for uw € S, and it is convenient to accept a formal agreement p(vv) = 0 in order to
perform this computation.

We need a solution of the non-homogeneous system. Let u,u; € S and w,w; € S
be any points. Put

0, if w < wq,
_ S .
a57{w}(w1) = %w)} (w1} if w; < W,
b{w}, if wp = Ww;
0, if u < uy,
_ s .
as uy(ur) = Cf{u),{m}’ if uy < u,
b(S; if u; = u;
{u} 1 )
T (%) (5) (S) )
as,{w)(u) = b{w} T gy T Z Cla) fu)
w'eS,
w'<w
s fuy(w) := 0.

A straightforward computation shows that ag (.} (v) = @s .} (v) is a solution. More-
over, any other solution ag .}(v) = @g .3 (v) can be represented in the form:

s, 12 (v) = T,y () + x5~ (v),

for some i : (V) — Z/2. For any u,u € S, u # uy, and w,w; € S, w # wy, the
values of zi(ww,), p(uuy), and ji(uw) are given by the formulae

-~ s fwy(wn), ifw <w,
R
as fwy(w), if wy < w;

R g {uy(u1), if u < uq,
p(uuy) =< N N .
ag7{ul}(u) + Zw’é? a57{u}(w ), if uqg < U,

and

f(uw) = Gg gy (w Z as, fuwry (W Z s, fuw} (W

w'eS, w'es,

w’-<w w’>w
The verification is straightforward. Therefore, any solution of the homogeneous
system is of the form ag .1 (v) = XZS({Z})(U), i — some function. One can now take a
solution for ag ¢.}(v), and compute the rest of of the ag g(v) according to the formulae
derived above. Note, that the transformation o) (v) = xu S({z})(v) — apy(v) =

e D () 4y T3 (1) induces the transformation of ag o (v) of the form: agq(v) —
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as,o(v) + Xu Is (Q)( ), i.e. there is a gauge symmetry group of transformations for the
system of equations for agg(v).
We have the expressions for all agg(v), but we did not use all the equations of

the system. Take any S € P(V), and any Q,Q; € P(V), @1 # Q. Substituting
these expressions into the equations, one obtains the conditions:

ot + D oty T e =

21€Q1 2€Q
Z Z as,{zy (v +Z Z as, 3 (v1),
21€Q1 veTs(Q) 2€Q v1€T5(Q1)
and
b+ o =D, D s
2€Q 2€Q veTs(Q)

Denote the right-hand sides of these equalities by X,(S,Q, Q1) and Y,(5,Q,Q1),
respectively. Note, that these two quantities are invariant under the gauge trans-
formation ag 1 (v) — as3(v) + Xu TsUD (1), (4 — any function). It remains to
substitute ag (.} (v) = @g -} (v) and compute the corresponding Xz and Yz.

In order to compute Yz it is necessary to consider two cases: #(Q N.S) is even,
and #(Q N S) is odd. The computation in the first case is a little bit easier, but it
turns out, that in both cases the result is the same:

Ya(5.Q.00) =3 8+ 3 8 .

z€Q z,2'€Q,
2=z

The value of the sum on the right-hand side does not depend on <, due to the
symmetry c%f ()]1 = cg )7U, which is implied by the assumption cyy, = cy, v-

In order to compute X5(S, @, 1), it is necessary to investigate the following three
cases: 1) both #(QNS) and #(Q1NS) are even; 2) #(QN.S) is odd, and #(Q1N.S)
is even; 3) both #(Q N S) and #(Q1 N S) are odd. In all three cases, one obtains

the same expression:

Xa(5,Q.Q) = > I

2€Q,z1€Q1,
z#21

Therefore, we obtain the following conditions:

s)  _
Comt D ot T e T D =0 (19)

z1€Q1 Z€Q z€Q, z1€Q1,
zF#z1

and )

Dot D Al =00+ o0 (20)

z€Q 2,2/ €Q), zeQ

z-<z’

Recall that S, @, and Q; vary over P(V), Q1 # Q. By definition, we put formally
(Q = 0. Note, that if #@Q = 1, then the second condition (20) turns into an

1dent1ty Slmllarly, if at least one of the sets () or (J; has cardinality 1, then the
first condition (I9)) trivializes as well. These two conditions are the conditions of
the solvability of the system of equations for {asy(v)}sv.s-
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V. PERIODICITY BY FOUR

Is it possible to satisfy the obtained solvability conditions (20), (I9)7? We shall
not try to describe all the solutions, but construct some. The crucial assumption is
the following. Let us search for ¢y, and by in the form

cuu, = c(#4(UAUY)),
bU = b(#4U)> (21)

where U, U; € P(V), Uy # U, #4(-) denotes the cardinality of the subset viewed
in Z/4, and ¢(-) : Z/4 — Z/2 and b(-) : Z/4 — 7Z/2 are unknown functions. A
not quite trivial property of the solvability system of equations (I9), (20), is that it
admits such an anzats if the number of points N in V is divisible by 4.

Take any S, and look at the quantity bgi, z € V. Observe, that since by =
b(#4U), its value depends only on whether z € S or z ¢ S. In other words, one may

take any uo € S and wy € S, and claim that bgi = bgi}, if z € S, and bgi = bf{i)o},
if z € S. Similar statements may be made about the quantities of the form c(QS){Zl}7

S (S)
Ly and ey ry

Choose any S, and @), Q)1 such that Q)1 # Q. Look at the set S. It gets partitioned
into four subsets:

S=ENERNAHUESNENER)UISNRNEQ)U(SNQNE,).
In each of the subsets, if non-empty, choose a point (it doesn’t matter which one):
HESNQRNQ,EESNONQLEESNQRNQ,, and & € SNQ N Q,. Denote
the cardinalities of these four subsets by mg, mi, ms, and mg, respectively. Next,
perform a similar process with respect to S, i.e. choose arbitrary four points 1o, 71,
1o, and 73, such that 7y € SNQNQ, m € SNQNQy, 72 € SNQNQ,, and
ns € SNQNQ,. (If a set is empty, the corresponding point will not be needed).
Denote the cardinalities of these subsets as ng, n1, ns, and ns, respectively. Note,
that ) N = 0, if both z and z; are in S, or both are in S. With this remark, the

{z}h{=
solvability equation (I9) after the described anzats, acquires the form:

(S) () (S) () ()
oan T (Mo c ey + 710 €0 oy + M1 Q1) T 11 CG 1))+
() () () (S)
+ [mo CQh{EO} + N0 CQl,{ﬁo} +ms CQh{Ez} + 12 CQl,{m}] +
+ {mony + ngmy + mong + nomy + mang +ny mQ}CgL{na} = 0.

Note, that the values of m; and n; (i = 0,1,2,3) depend on the sets S, @, and Q.
Of course, 3> (m; +n;) = N. Note, that it suffices to know only the images of m;
and n; (i =0,1,2,3) in Z/2.

The solvability condition (20) is reduced in a similar way. This time we do not
need the set ;. Take any S and @, choose any points ( € QN S, w € QN S, and
then any (' € QN S, (' # ¢, and w' € QN S, W # w, (if some of these points cannot
be chosen, they are not needed). Denote k := #(Q N S) and | := #(Q N S). The
condition reduces to the form:

k(k—1) (s I(l—1) (g
oty T Ty Gy T T g Gy T
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(5) EEEAC)) (5) (5)
+hlcgy oy =00 + kb +1005.

Note, that each time, when the corresponding points cannot be chosen, the term
that contains this point contains a factor equal to zero. The values of k and [ depend
on the sets S and ). Note that it suffices to know only the image of [ in Z/2, and
the image of k in Z/4 (not Z/2)!

It remains to perform the mentioned anzats in these equations and simplify them.
It is convenient to use the following formulae:

#,(UAUY) = #4U + #,Uy — 244,(U N 1Y),
Vi€ Z/4: i =0= 2i =0,
VieZ/4:[ils=1= 2 =2,

where [i]y denotes the canonical image of ¢ in Z/2, U and U, are any subsets of V.
We shall also need the assumption that the number N of points in V' is divisible by
4. In this case, for all U € P(V), the following formula is valid:

iy, —
First look at the equation (0). Recall, that ¢ € SNQ, and w € SN Q. We have:
by = b(#4Q) + b(#4Ts(Q)),
B3 = b(#4{C}) + b(#Ts({C}) = b(1) + b(—#4S + 1),
bio) = b#{w}) + b(#Ts({w))) = 0.
Similar computations yield:
ey = b5+ b + c#aQ — 1) + c(FTs(QA{CH),
(#4Q — 1) + c(#4Ts(QA{w})),
) =0
{¢H{¢} ’
0y = b1 + b= 08 + 1) +¢(2) + c(—#45),

©
Cloyfwy = 0

We need to compute #,75(Q), #4Ts(QA{C}), and #,Ts(QA{w}). Put:
s:=H#4S, q:=#4Q, t:=#4(QNS).
If #(Q NS) is even, (i.e. t =0,2), then
#4T5(Q) = g,
#4Ts(QA{C}) = —s —q— 1,
#1Ts5(QA{w}) =q— 1.
If #(Q NS)is odd, (i.e. t =1,3), then
#415(Q) = —s —q+2,
#4Ts(QA{(}) = ¢ -1,
#4Ts(QMw}) = —s —q— L.

() R () (9)
€O} = bQ + b{w} +c



16 A. E. RUUGE AND F. VAN OYSTAEYEN

Hence, it suffices to know the values of thee parameters s,q,t € Z/4 in order to
compute the left and right-hand expressions of the equation (20)). (Of course, [k]; =
t, and [l]y = ¢ —t.) It turns out (this can be easily verified on a computer in Maple,
or by a straightforward computation), that for each of the 43 possible variants of
(s,q,t), the reduced equation acquires only one of the following types: either it
becomes an identity 0 = 0, or one of the two equations

c(0) + ¢(2) = b(0) + b(2),

(1) + (3) = b(1) + b(3), (22)

or their sum Y27 (c(i) + b(i)) = 0. One may assign arbitrary values, say to all ¢(i)
and to b(0), b(1), and then determine b(2) and b(3).

The equations (I9) are reduced in a similar way, and in the final stage it is best to
compute in Maple Let us describe all the preparatory work. Look at cQ Q We have
C(QS)Ql = b +c(#4(QAQ1))+c(#4T5(QAQ1)). In particular, it is necessary to
know #2SH(QAQ1) Since #SN(QAQ1) = #(SNQ)+#(SNQ1) —2#(SNQNQ1),

and the latter term is even, one has

#25 N (QAQ1) = #2(S N Q) + #2(S N Q1).

Denote

s:=#45, q:=#4Q, q = #1Qn,
t:=#4(5NQ), t1:=#(5NQn),
pi=#4(QNQ1), ri=#(SNQNQ).

With this notation, #25 N (QAQ:) = [t + t1]2. Therefore #4(QAQ1) = ¢+ ¢1 — 2p,
and

q+aq —2p, if [t +t1]s = 0,
Ts(QAQr) =
#4Ts(QAQ) {_s_(q+q1_2p)+2, if [t + 1] = 1.

Taking into account these formulae, one can reduce Cg)Ql to the following form. If

[t]o = 0 and [t1]2 = 0, then C(Qi)Ql = 0. If [t] = 1 and [t1]o = 0, then C(Qi)Ql = b(q) +
b(—q—s+2t)+c(q+q1—2p)+c(—s—(q+q1—2p)+2). Similarly, if [t]s = 0 and [t1]2 = 1,
then c§y, = b(q1) +b(—q1 —s+2t1) +c(q+q —2p) +c(—s—(g+q —2p) +2). Finally,
if [t]; = 1 and [t1]o = 1, then C(qi)Ql =b(q) +b(—q—s5+2t) +b(q1) +b(—q1 — s+ 2t1).
The other computations are easier.

If #(Q NS) is even, i.e. t = 0,2, then

ey = b)) +b(=s+ 1) +clg— 1) +e(—s — q+2t — 1),

9
€0, {noy = 0

ey = b)) +b(=s+ 1) +clg+ 1) +e(—s — g+ 2t + 1),
9
Q. tmy = 0-

Ift=1,3, then
Coteny = 0(@) +b(=s — g +20) + b(1) +b(—s + 1),
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C(Qi){no} =b(q) +b(—=s—q+2t)+c(g—1)+c(—s—q+2t+1),
(QS){&} b(q) +b(—s — q+2t) + b(1) 4+ b(—s + 1),
Cotmy = (@) +b(=s — g+ 2t) + c(q+ 1) + e(—s — g + 2t — 1).

There are similar expressions corresponding to Q1. If #(Q1NS) is even, i.e. t; = 0,2,
then

S
221)7{50} b(1) +b(—=s+1) +clqn — 1) +c(=s —q +2t; — 1),

©)
€01 fnoy = 0
2251)7{52} b(1) +b(—s+1)+c(qgr+1)+c(—s —q + 2t + 1),
s _
o imy = 0-

Ift; = 1,3, then

(
CQiie}y =

(S)
Qi no} = ( ) +

=b(q1) +b(—s — q1 + 2t1) + b(1) + b(—s + 1),
b(—s —q +2t) + (g — 1) + c(—s — g + 2t + 1),
b(q1) +b(—s — g1 + 2t1) + b(1) + b(—s + 1),
b(—s —q +2t1) + el + 1) +e(—s — q + 2t — 1).

Ql,{§2

}
(S) _
Ql {772} b(q1>

Finally, ! {53}7 (15} reduces to the form:

s
oy fmy = D(1) +b(=s5 + 1) +¢(2) + ().
For the cardinalities mg, my, mo, and ms, we have:
[m0]4:r, [m1]4:t1—r, [m2]4:t—7", [m3]4:s—t—t1+7‘,

where [-]4 denotes the canonical image of an integer number in Z/4. Similarly, for
the cardinalities ng, ni, no, and ng, we have:

ola=p—r, [mla=(@—t)—(p-7), [Ma=(—1t)—(p—r1),
nala=(=s) —(¢g—t) — (@ —t1) + (p—1).

Therefore it remains to investigate what happens to the equation (I9) as the pa-
rameters s, q, qi, t, t1, p, and r, vary over Z/4. There are finitely many options,
and the corresponding computation is easily implemented in Maple. In fact, it is
possible to perform it manually, if one uses some symmetry of the equation (I9).
The result is similar to the case of the equation (20)), i.e. every variant reduces to
a linear combination of the simple equalities (22)) mentioned above. It means, that
we have established the fact that the solvability system of equations (I9)), (20), has
solutions, and we have identified at least some of them (21).

VI. THE ORBITS

We are able to construct the group G, in two steps. First, verify the main condition
on T, for some of the elements of Max(Pr,(A,), C), and then compute the orbits of
these elements under the action of G,. One needs enough such elements, so that the
orbits cover the whole set Max(Pr,(Ap), C). The proof is essentially combinatorial.
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Recall, that for every U,S € P(V) we have defined the maps 65 : Ly(U) —
Ly(Ts(U)):
05 ()W) = Y wl2) +a5(v),
2€Ts({v})
where ¢ € Ly(U), v € V. There is also a collection of maps I : Ly(U) = Ly(U),

U € P(V), corresponding to the gauge transformation with function u : E(V) —
Z,/2, defined by the formula

I (9)(v) = p(v) + x5, (v),
where ¢ € Ly(U), v € V, and x{/(-) is as in the previous section.
Look at the diagram (in Sets):

U

Ly(U) —> Ly(Ts(U)

v J/IZS @
v oU

Ly(U) — Ly(Ts(U))
It turns out, that for every U, S € P(V) and every u : E(V) — Z/2, there exists
a unique v : (V) — Z/2, rendering this diagram commutative. Denote this v by
Ts(p). We have

70 o 65 o 1%,
where

Ts(p)(vor) = p(vvr) + Z p(zvr) + Z p(vz1),
z€Ts({v}) z1€Ts({v1})

for vv, varying over (V).

Now select some sets in Max(Pr.(Ap), C), and verify the main condition for them.
The most simple case is M = {il;(¢)}per,@)- It is almost obvious, that M €
Max(Pr,(Ap), C). Choose any point in V' and denote it by e, e € V. Put U = {e}.
Take any B C M, and write it as B = {z’?e}(a)}geg, S — some subset of Ly({e}).
For C':= M\ B we have C' = {z’?e}(a)}gegr, where S" = Ly({e})\S. It is necessary to
show, that if [ € BT and I; € C”¢, then (I,1,) € T.. We have: BT = C' LU (B*\(C)
and CTe = BU (C*\B). If € C or l; € B, then the requirement is satisfied. The
non-trivial case is [ € BTe\C and [; € CT<\ B. Assume, that such [ and [, exist, and
let I = i%(p), ¢ € Ly(U), and l; =i}, (p1), ¢1 € Ly(U1). Note, that U, Uy # {e}.
Invoking the explicit description (@) of the relation 7., we conclude, that such [ and
[, exist iff

INEZR2VoeS > o(v) =)
ve{e}AU
N €ezZ2VoeS Y a(v)=N.
ve{e}AU;
There exist two possibilities: 1) U = U;; 2) U # U;. Consider the possibility
U = U;. In this case one must have

S={oeLyfe})] D olv)=A}

ve{e}AU
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since otherwise S’ cannot satisfy the condition above. The parameter \' corre-
sponding to S’ is, of course, N = 1+ \. For | = i%(yp), using the description of
T., we obtain: p(e) = A+ b(#U) + c(#({e}AU)) + 1. Similarly, for {; we have:
p1(e) = N +b(#U1) + c(#({e}AUr)) + 1 = 1 + ¢(e). Hence, ¢1(-) # ¢(-), and
(I,11) € T.. Now look at the possibility U; # U. This implies that the sets {e}AU
and {e}AU; are also different. Hence, there exists a point z, belonging to one of
these sets, and not belonging to the other. Without loss of generality, let z € {e} AU,
and z € {e}AU. First, assume, that it is possible to choose them so that z # e. In
this case, take any o such that 37 1ap, 0(v) =1+ X. Look at > i iapo(v).
If it is equal to A, then modify the value of o(-) in the point z by adding 1. This
does not change the sum with Uy, and we obtain 3 caapyo(v) =1+ A This o
belongs neither to S, nor to S’. But this is a contradiction, since S and S’ partition
the set Ly({e}) of all possible o. Therefore, the pair (/,1;) cannot exist. It remains
to consider the case when the only option for z is 2z = e. We have: U # e and
Uy = {e}UU. Then the parameters A and X associated to S and S’ may be written
as A =b(1) + >,y 0(v), 0 —any element of S, and X' = 3" _,0'(v), o' — any ele-
ment of S’. Since S and S’ partition L({e}), S” has to coincide with the set of all o’
such that ) ., 0'(v) = X (otherwise it is impossible to define A for S). Therefore,
for every o € S we have ), o(v) = 14+ X, and one obtains A = b(1)+1+ ). Since
| = i%(yp) is in relation T, with every i{.y(0), invoking the definition of L(U) and
the description of T, it follows that: ¢(e)+b(#4U)+ X = c(#4U + 1)+ 1. Similarly,
for ¢1 € L({e}AU), we arrive at: ¢1(e) +b(#4U + 1)+ [L+ A +b(1)] = c(#4U) + 1.
Hence,

p(e) +@1(e) =1+ b(1) + b(#4U) + b(#4U + 1) + c(#4U) + c(#4U + 1).

On the other hand, the requirement (if;(¢),}; (1)) implies, that p(e) + ¢1(e) =
1 + ¢(1). Therefore, one obtains a condition

b(1) + c(1) + b(#4U) + c(#4U) + b(F#4U + 1) + c(#4U + 1) = 0.
Since this has to be valid for generic U, we obtain:
b(0) +¢(0) =0, b(2)+¢(2) =0,

b(1) + c(1) + b(3) + ¢(3) = 0. (23)

The latter is the equation we already have, and the first two imply the other equation,
but are not equivalent to it. Hence, under these conditions, the main property of 7.
for the set M = {z’?e}(a)}aeLb({e}) is established.

Let us consider some other subsets M € Max(Pr,(Ap), C). There exists a natural
map 7 : Ay, — P(V), % (¢) — U. Forevery B C Ay, call the set {n(l) };c5 the shadow
of B. Take any non-empty subset {2 C V. Under some additional assumptions on
b(-) and ¢(-), it will be shown that there exist sets M € Max(Pr,(A;), C) of the form

M= || (@)}

U€Poaa ()

where Qu are some subsets of L,(U), and

Poaa(Q) :={U C Q| #U is odd}.
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Similarly, one may introduce the set Peyen(£2) consisting of all subsets of 2 of even
cardinality. We will impose such conditions of b(-) and ¢(+), that the following
statement will be true: if B C A, has a shadow which contains a subset being an
element of Peyen(€2), then it does not belong to Pr, (Ay).

More precisely, take any 2 C V, such that #€ is even. Assume that b(-) and
c(-) satisfy the conditions (23)). Is it possible to have a set B € Pr,(A;) consisting
of #Q + 1 elements, such that #£) of them are of the form i?v}(av), o, € Ly({v}),
v € Q, and and the other element is of the form (), ¢ € Ly(Q)? Denote £(Q) :=
{U C Q|#U = 2}. Assume that i?v}(av), o, € Ly({v}), v € Q, are pairwise in
relation T,. For z # v we have: 0,(v) + 0,(2) = 1+ ¢(2). Choose and fix any order
< on V and associate to this collection of elements a function 7 : £(Q) — Z/2,
T(zw) := 0,(z), v < z. Hence, for any vv; € £(2),

oo (1)) = T(vvy), if v < vy,
e T(vvy) + 14+ ¢(2), if v > vy.

Now investigate what this means for ¢. For every v € €1, the definition of T, yields:

S (0uz) + 9(2) = e(#42 — 1) + 1.

ze{v}AQ
The fact )., ©(2) = b(#42) yields:

) = > u(2) + b(#4Q) + c(F#4Q - 1) + 1,
zeQ\{v}
where v € ). Apply summation over v € ) and invoke once more the mentioned
fact to obtain:
m(m —

2
where m := #,4€. If this were true for generic €2, one would have the following
four equalities corresponding to m = 0, 1,2, 3 respectively: b(0) = 0, ¢(0) + 1 = 0,
(c(2)+1)+b(2) =0, and (¢(2)+1)+c(2)+1 = 0. The latter is just an identity. The
third one is not valid, since we already have a condition b(2) + ¢(2) = 0. Moreover,
since b(0) + ¢(0) = 0, either the first or the second equality is not valid as well. Put
b(0) = ¢(0) = 1. Hence, m cannot be 0 or 2, i.e. #£ cannot be even. We have

b(0) =1, ¢(0)=1,
b(2) + ¢(2) =0, (24)
b(1) + c(1) +b(3) + ¢(3) = 0.

It is impossible to have a collection consisting of elements of A, of the form i’ (o,),
v € Q, and i (p), if #Q is even. In case #( is odd, the values of ¢(-) are determined
by the function 7 : £(Q) — Z/2, associated to g,(-), v € . The values on the points
of V\€ can be chosen arbitrary.

Now suppose one has a collection of elements Iy, lo, ..., [, € A, which are pairwise
in relation T,. Denote U; := n(l;), i = 1,2,...,m, where n : A, — P(V) is the
natural map mentioned above. Some of these sets may have cardinality 1, and some
may contain more points. Denote by € the union of all U; such that #U; = 1.
Note, that it is possible that € is empty. There exists a bijection A, — A, which

D (c(2) +1) +m[b(m) + c(m — 1) + 1] = b(m).
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respects the relation T,, which transforms this collection into a collection with the
following property: every U; is a subset of ). Indeed, we have constructed the

maps 5@?’. These maps respect the relation T, on A,. If [ € A, satisfies n(l) = U,

then " = A(Sa)(l) satisfies n(I') = Ts(U). Let ly,1ls,...,l, € Ay be as above. Denote
Ui =n(l;), i=1,2,...,n, and construct the corresponding 2. If there exists U;,,
which is not a subset of 2, then one can take a point vy € Up\Q2. Look at the
composition TUZ-O o Ty, Ufuo} © TUio' This map transfers U;, into a one-point set {vg},
and at the same time leaves all the one point-sets {v}, v € ), fixed. Therefore, if
one applies a composition é%“_) oé’Ua_) o oéla_)

ig igU{vo} Uiy
number of points in €2 by 1. Proceeding this way we arrive at the situation where
all U; are subsets of the corresponding ). Of course, in this case, all U; will have
odd cardinalities. Note, that the cardinality of €2 need not be odd.

Take any [y,ls,...,1,, such that n(l;) = {e;}, i = 1,2,...,n, ¢, € V some
points, such that e; # e; for i # j. Assume that (I;,;) € T, i # j. Hence
Q = {e1,ey,...,e,}. Take any U C € and try to construct [ € A, of the form
I =1i%(p), ¢ € Ly(U), such that for all 4, (I,1;) € T,. The cardinality #U needs
to be odd. Let U = {e;}ier, where I C {1,2,...,n}, #I is odd. The elements
lp, Kk =1,2,...,n, are of the form [, = i?ek}(ak), the oy element of Ly({ex}). The

requirement that (I;,1) € T, for every i € I, yields:
plei) = Y oiler) +b(#al) + c(#al — 1) + 1.
vel\{i}

Similarly, the requirement that for every ¢ € {1,2,...,n}\/, the pair (I,,{) € T,
yields:

to each Iy, s, ..., 1,, one increases the

pleg) = oqle) +b(1) + b(#al) + c(#a] +1) + 1.
il

Therefore, the values of ¢(+) on the points of {2 are determined, and on the points
of V\Q remain arbitrary. Now take any W C Q, W # U, #W is odd. Let W =
{e;}jes, J C{1,2,...,n}. There exists I’ € Ay of the form I = i%,(v), ¥ € Ly(W),
which is in relation T, with every ly,ls,...,[,. The values of the function ¢ (-) on
the points of €2 are given by formulae similar to the ones above, and on V'\{2 can be
assigned in an arbitrary way. Is it possible to have (I’,1) € T.7 It turns out, that [ and
[" are always in T,. Note, that the condition for (/,1") € T, involves only the values of
©(+) and 9 (+) in the points of Q (more precisely, only in e,, s € IAJ). For these values
one has the corresponding expressions via oy(-), k = 1,2,...,n. Substitute them
into the mentioned condition and take into account, that oy (ep ) +ow (ex) = ¢(2)+1.
After simplification, the expression reduces to:

#UAT)(#(IAT) — 1)
2

(c(2) +1) + c(#(IAT)) + 1+

+#(I VD) {e(#ad = 1) + c(#aT + 1) }+
+#(IND{e(Fad — 1) + c(#al + 1) }+

+ #(TAT)[b(1) + b(#4D) + b(#4J)] = 0.

In order to compute the value of the left-hand side it suffices to know #41, #4.J,
and #4(I N J). Recall, that #1 and #.J are odd. Hence, it remains to run through
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all the 2 x 2 x 4 = 16 (in fact, even 8, due to the symmetry with respect to
permutation of [ and J) possibilities and look at what happens to the equation
above. A straightforward (Maple) computation shows that each time one obtains
either an identity 0 = 0, or an equality ¢(0) = 1. The latter is already present in the
list of assumptions (24]) concerning b(-) and ¢(-) above. Therefore, indeed (I,1') € T..

Associate to the set [y, 1y, ..., [, the function 7 : £(Q) — Z/2 as explained above.
One may write all formulae in terms of this function. Construct from it a function
7:Q xQ — Z/2 of two arguments,

T(vv1), if v < vy,
T(v,v1) :== < b(1), if v =y, (25)
T(vvy) +¢(2) +1, ifv > .
Note, that for v # vy, one has 7(v,v1) = 7T(v1,v) + ¢(2) + 1. Next, construct a
function 7 : Poaa(2) x Q — Z/2, as follows. Put 7({v},v) :=7(v,v) = b(1), and for
U # {v} put

F(U,0) =Y 7(v, 2) + b(#aU) + b(1) + c(#4(UA{v})) + 1. (26)

zeU
It is convenient to rewrite the formulae obtained above using this notation. For
l; = z’?ei}(ai), i=1,2,...,n, we have:
Vz e Q:oi(2) =7({ei}, 2).

For an element [ of the form | = i (y), p € Ly(U), U C Q, #U is odd, which is in
relation T, with every [;, we have:

Vz e Q:p(z) =7(U,z2).

The values of o;(w) and p(w) in w € V\§2 remain arbitrary.
Now, take any non-empty 2 C V', and take any function 7 : £(2) — Z/2. Define
7 corresponding to 7 by the formulae (25]), (26]). For every U € Poqq(£2), denote

Qu ={p e Ly(U)|Vz€Q:¢(z)=7(U,2)}. (27)

Note, that every ¢ € Qu should satisfy > ., 7(U,2) = b(#4U). This yields the
following condition:
U#HU -1
w (c(2) = 1) + #Uc(#4U — 1) =1 = 0.
The value of the left-hand side is determined by #4U. Since #U is odd, it is
necessary to consider just two cases: #,U = 1 and #,U = 3. In the first case one
obtains ¢(0) = 1, i.e. the condition we already have above, and the second case
reduces to 0 = 0.
Consider now the following set (for some 2 and 7):

M= || {it)}eean (28)

U€Poaa ()

The elements of M are pairwise in relation T.. The cardinality of €2 is n, and the
cardinality of V' is N. On the points of V\Q a function ¢ € @Qu may take any
value. In total there are 2V~" possibilities for that. The number of all subsets of
Q2 is 2", and among them the number of those with odd cardinality is 2"~!. Hence
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#M = 2771 x 2V=n = 9N=1 " This number coincides with #L,(1W) for every non-
empty W C V. It is not difficult to show that M € Max(Pr.(Ap), C). Indeed, if
Q) = V, then it is impossible to have an element of the form 7% (¢)) which is in relation
T, with every element of M, since if #W is odd, then such element is already in M,
and the case #W being even is excluded due to conditions above. Consider a proper
non-empty (2. For same reasons, W cannot be a subset of {2. Hence, there exists

a point w € W\Q. Consider #' := Q(Wa) o Q(Wa)u () © Q(Wa). Apply &' to every element
of M and to i% (¢). The set M will still be of the form as above, but, perhaps,
corresponding to a different 7, and the image of i%, (1) after § is projected by the
natural map n : A, — P(V) into the point {w}. Therefore, it suffices to consider
just the case W = {w}. Take any z € Q and look at {i?z}(gp)}@eQ{z}. As ¢ varies
over (.}, its value in w sweeps up the whole Z/2. Therefore, it is impossible to
satisfy (i?z}(ap), i?w}(@b)) € T, simultaneously for all ¢. Hence, M is maximal.

Choose and fix any B C M. One has:
B = |_| {i?J(QP)}sDESUv (29)
U€PoaalS))

where Sy C Qu are subsets, (some of Sy, or even all, may be empty). Take any
i (v), W € P(V), ¢ € Ly(W), and look at what the condition i%, (1)) € BT means.
It is necessary to consider different possibilities for W. Start with the case where
W is a subset of €, and the number of elements in it is even. For any U € Pyqq(€2)
and any ¢ € Sy, one must have > A (¥(2) +¢(2)) = c(F4(UAW)) + 1. This is
equivalent to:

D w(z) =) @(2) + b(FHW) + b(#4U) + c(#4(UAW)) + 1.

Since W C €, the values of ¢(z) are known: ¢(z) = 7(U, z). Therefore, in the case
W € Peven(£2), the requirement 74, (v)) € BT is rewritten as follows:

(5 () e B™) = N (SU —Dor Y w(z)= Y FU.2)+

U€Ppqa () zeU zeW
FHHIV) + b(#U) + c(#4(UAW)) + 1), (30)

There is a similar expression in case W € Pyqq(€2), but special care is needed for
the variant U = W

(W) eB™) = (weSw)&k A (Su=0or > w()=

U€Poaa(), zeU
U#AW
= N F (U, 2) + b(FW) + b(#U) + c(#(UAW)) + 1). (31)

zeW

Finally, there is a more complicated case, when W contains a part outside (2, i.e.
W NQ #(. In this case we have to deal with the sum > .ew ©(2), but only part
of p(z) are known, i.e. those that correspond to z € W N ), can be expressed as
7(U, z). Instead of the equality above, we obtain:
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() eB™) = N (Su=0or 3 ) =

U€Poqa(2) zeU
Z (U, 2) + Z (any ¢ € Sy)(2)+
2€EWNN 2EWNQ

FH(#W) + b(#aU) + c(#(UAW)) + 1) (32)

The sum on the right-hand side containing ¢ should not depend on the choice of
¢ € Sy, so we have a condition on Sy ensuring the existence of i%, (1)) € BT with
such W.

First, consider in more detail the term ¢ & Sy, W € Poga(2) in the formula
@B1)). Since Sy C Qw, it splits into a disjunction (¥ € Qw\Sw) V (¥ &€ Qw).
The case that is described by the second term means that there exists a non-trivial
X : Q2 — Z/2, such that ¥(z) = 7(W, z) + x(2), z € Q. Since ¥ € Ly(W), x must
satisfy > ..y x(2) = 0. It is convenient to view x as an indicator function x; of
some non-empty subset Z € P(Q)* := P(Q)\{0}. Therefore, we have

(Y &€ Sw) = (¥ € Qw\Sw) V (¥ € Qw),
while

WgQw =\ |peQ =72 +xs(2)].

ZEP(Q)%,
#2(ZNW)=0

Note that the cardinality of Z need not be odd.
The expression for i, (1)) € BTe, W € Poqq(£2), reduces to:

(i) € B™) = W eQu\Sw) o\ {[p(ze0) =

ZeP(Q)X,
#o(ZNW)=0
—FW) + a2 & N (Su=0)} (33)
U€Poaa (),
#2(UNZ)=1

Note, that for the conjunction on the right-hand side of the formula one first obtains
the range of possible values of U in the form U € Pyqq(Q2), #2(UAW)N Z) = 1,
but since #5(Z NW) =0, one has #,(UAW)NZ) = #2(U N Z).

Now one needs to consider arbitrary %, (1)) € B’ and i, (¢1) € (M\B)™*, and
then verify that i}y, (¢1) is in relation T, with 4 (¢)). The formulae for 4%, (i)
are similar, except that it is necessary to replace all Sy with Qp\Sy. We have to
establish the following implication:

(i (¥) € BT) & (i, (vn) € (M\B)™) = (i (v), iy, (1)) € To. (34)

There are three possibilities for W and three possibilities for W; described above.
In total, due to the symmetry of T, this yields 3 4+ 3(3 — 1)/2 = 6 combinations.
Each needs to be investigated separately verifying whether a strengthening of the
conditions on b(-) and ¢(-) results. The result is the following.

Theorem 2. Assume that the number N of points in V is divisible by 4. Let
byc:Z/4 — Z/2 be two functions, such that b(0) = ¢(0) = 1, b(2) + ¢(2) = 0, and
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> i—13(0(0) + ¢(i)) = 0. Define the finite set A, and the relation T, on Ay by (8),
@) using ([21)). Then the relation T, is saturated.

Proof. The aim is to establish the implication (34]). The proof splits naturally
into six parts, corresponding to the six combinations mentioned above.

1) The case W, Wy € Poaa(£2). We have a formula (B1I) for W, and there exists
a similar formula for W; obtained after replacing Sy by Qu\Sy. If W = Wy,
then one needs to show that ¥(-) # 11(-). In this case, for some Z € P(Q)*,
P(z € Q) =7(W,2)+ xz(2), and for all U € Puqqa(£2) such that #(UAW) N Z) is
odd, Sy = 0. Similarly, for some Z; € P(Q)*, ¢1(z € Q) = T(W, 2) + xz (), and
for all Uy € Poga(§2) such that #(U1AW) N Zy) is odd, Qu,\Sy, = 0. If Z # 74,
then ¢(-) # ¢1(+), since xz(-) # xz (). Hence, the implication holds. If Z = Z;,
then for every of the mentioned U, we have Sy = () and Qy\Sy = ). Since Qy is not
empty, this possibility cannot occur. So the implication is established for W = Wj.
Now assume, that W # Wi. One needs to verify that > cyap, (¥(2) +¢1(2)) =
c(#4(WAW,)) + 1. Observe that from the definition of M, and the property that
relates Qu and T(U, 2), for any U, U; € Poqa(£2), we have

N (7 (U.2) +7(Uh,2)) = c(#a(UATY)) + 1.

zeUAU;

Hence, if ¢ € Qw\Sw C Qw and ¥y € Sy, C Qu,, the requirement is satisfied.
Now let ¥ € Qw, but 11 € Sy,. For ¢(:) we have a non-empty Z C €2, such that
P(z € Q) =7(W, 2)+ xz(2). Moreover, whenever U € Pyqqa(2) and #(UAW )N Z)
is odd, one has Sy = (). For ¢(-) we have ¢1(z € Q) = 7(W, z). Therefore, the
required equality holds iff Y aw, xz(2) = 0, ie. #(WAW;) N Z) is even. But
#((WAW;) N Z) cannot be odd, since then (specializing U to W) one obtains
Sw, = 0, i.e. ¥1(-) does not exist. Hence, in this case the implication is established.
The dual case, i.e. P € Quw\Sw and 1 € Qw,, is completely similar. It remains
to investigate the possibility ¢ € Qw and ¥, € Qw,. For some non-empty Z C €,
#(ZNW) even, one has (z € Q) = T(W, 2) + xz(z). Similarly, for some non-empty
Zy C Q, #(Z; N Wy) even, one has ¢y (z € Q) = 7(W1,2) + xz,(2). One needs an
equality > yvaw, (X2(2) +xz(2)) =0, ie. #(WAW)NZ) and #((WAW1)NZ))
are either both odd, or both even. To establish it, use the conjunctions over U and
U, present in the corresponding formulae. Note, that Z N Z; needs to be empty.
Indeed, otherwise one may take any v € Z N Z; and put U = U; = {v}. Since for
these U and Uy, #2(U N Z) = #2(U1 N Z1) = 1, we have Sy = 0 and Spyp = Qyuy,
this contradicts Q) # 0. Hence, ZN Z; = (). Moreover, Z and Z; should partition
(), since otherwise one can put U = U; = {v,v;,w}, where v € Z, vy € Z,
and w € Q\(Z U Z;). For these U and U, again have intersections with Z and Z,
respectively, of odd cardinalities, and one obtains a contradiction between Sty 4, w) =
0 and Sgye,w) = Quwwy Tesults. Now, we obtain: Y i aw, (Xz(2) + x2,(2)) =
ZZGWAW1 XQ(Z) = #g(WAWl) = #QW + #2W1. Since #QW = #2W1 = 1, this
sum vanishes. This completes the proof of the implication ([34]) for W, W} € Poaa(2).

2) Now consider the case where both W, W} € Peyen(£2). First look at the expres-
sion ([B0) corresponding to %, (1)) € BTe. We have a conjunction over U € Poqq(f2) in
the right-hand side. In particular, U can be equal to {v}, where v € W. Is it possible
to have Vv € W : Sg,y # 07 We claim that the answer is: no. Indeed, if Sy, is not
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empty, then we have 37 A (¥(2) +7({v}, 2)) = c(#4W —1) +1. Apply summa-
tion over v € W and infer that 7({v}, 2) = 7(v, 2) and T(v, 2) + T(z,w) = ¢(2) + 1.
This yields (#W —1)b(#4W) 4+ (#4W (#4W —1)/2)(c(2)+1) = 0. If #,W = 0, then
one obtains b(0) = 0, which is impossible, since we already have a condition b(0) = 1.
If #,W = 2, then b(2) + ¢(2) + 1 = 0, again contradicting the earlier assumption
b(2) +¢(2) = 0. Therefore, there always exists v € W, such that Sg,, = (. Similarly,
we may analyze the expression for iy, (¢,) € (M\B)™, and conclude that there
exists v; € Wy, such that Sg, .y = Wy,,y. Start with the case W, = W. Is it possible
to have ¢(-) = 11 (-)? Suppose that 1) and vy coincide. For every v € W, if Sy, # 0,
then we have (v) = >, T(v, 2) +0(F4W) +b(1)+-c(F# W —1)+1. If S{v} = (), then
Stvy 7# Qgvy, and this implies 1 (v) = >, oy T(v, 2) +0(F4W) +b(1) +c(#4 W —1)+1.
But ¢, (v) = 9 (v), so we have the same expression for ¢)(v) in all v € W. For the
same reasons as mentioned above, the condition ) i, ¥(b) = b(#4W) yields a con-
tradiction. Therefore, ¢(-) and () cannot be equal, and the implication of the
form (B4]) for W = W} is established. Now assume, that W} # W. It is necessary to
show, that Y.y aw, (V(2) + ¥1(2)) = c(#4(WAWY)) 4 1, whenever iy, (¢) € B
and i, (1) € (M\B)™ exist. Look at the expression [B0) for 9, (1)) € B'*. Spe-
cialize U to a one-point set U = {u}, u € Q. If S,3 # 0, then the value of 1 (u)
is known. How to find the values of ¢(-) in other points of 27 Actually, we do not
need to know the value of 1(z) for each z € 2, but just the sum Yy Ay, ¥(2).

Let us establish an auxiliary fact first. We have W € Peyen(2). Take any U €
Poaa(2). Then UAW is a subset of €, and, moreover, UAW € Pyqq(f2), since
#H.UAW = #,U + #,W. Suppose, that Sy # 0. Is it possible to have Syaw # 0
as well? Suppose, that it is. For U’,U” € P(V'), denote

9o o(U',U") = b(#4U") + b(#4U") + c(#4(U'AU")) + 1

One has:
D w(z) =) F(W2) + gho(UW),
zeU zeW
)Y w(z) =Y FUAW, 2) + g ([UAW, ).
zeU zeW

Sum the two equations and regroup the terms:

> [F(U ) + FUAW, )] = b W) + goc(U, W) + g5, (UAW, W),

Since T(U,v) = >,y T(v, 2)+95.(U, {v}), and, similarly, 7(UAW,v) = >~ __ ;o T (v, 2)+
gb.c(UAW, {v}), we obtain:

F(U,0) + F(UAW,v) = Y 7(v,2) + b(#aU) + b(#(UAW)) +

+c(#1(UA{v})) + c(#s(UAW A{v})).

It remains to sum over v € W, and reduce the sum with 7(v, z) on the right-hand
side, taking into account that 7(v,v) = b(1), and 7(v, 2) + 7(2,v) = ¢(2) + 1, z # v.
Since #W is even, expressing #(UAW ) in terms of #U, #W, and #(UNW), yields:
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W(Cm) +1) + t{eln — 1) + cln+m — 2t + 1)+
cn+1)+cln+m—2t—1)}+c(n)+cn+m—2t) =
= b(n) + b(m) + b(n +m — 2t),

where m := #,W, n := #,U, and t := #,(U N W). This equation should be valid
for generic W and U. The value of m can be 0 or 2, the value of n can be 1 or 3,
and the value of ¢ can be 0, 1, 2, or 3. In total this yields 2 x 2 x 4 = 16 variants.
A straightforward (Maple) computation shows, that each of the variants reduces
to one of the following four equations: either b(0) = 0, or 1 + b(2) + ¢(2) = 0, or
b(0) + >y 5(0(3) +¢(i)) = 0, or 1+ >, ,5(b(i) + c(i)) = 0. Each of the four
equations contradicts the already imposed assumptions on b(-) and ¢(-). Therefore,
the following fact is established (recall, that #W is even):

YU € Podd(Q) . (SU or SUAW) = @
In a similar way (recall, that #W; is also even), one obtains:

VU € Poaa(§2) : Su = Qu or Syaw, = Quaw,-

Since W # W, there exists e € WAW,. Take such e. Observe, that #({e}AW)
and #({e}AW;) are odd. Specializing U to {e}AW, one obtains two facts: 1)
Sieyaw = 0 or Sy = 0; 2) Spepaw = Qpeyaw or Siepawaw, = Qepawaw,. Sim-
ilarly, specializing U to {e}AW;, one obtains two more facts: 3) Saaw, = 0
or Siepawaw, = 0; 4) Sgpany, = Qreyaw, or Sy = Q. Look at the set
Siey. It is either empty, or non-empty. If Sip = ), then, due to the fourth fact,
Steraw, = Qgeyaw,. This, together with the third fact, implies Sy awaw, = 0.
From the second fact: Siaw = Qeaw. Now consider the second possibility,
Siey # 0. The first fact then implies Sieyaw = 0. Hence, due to the second fact,
Steyawaw, = Qejawaw,. From the third fact: Seyaw, = 0. Then the fourth fact
yields Step = Q3. Therefore, we have an alternative: either

Sty =0,  Staawaw, =0,
Siayaw = Qqeyaw,  Steyaw, = Qreyaw:,

or

Stey = Qey,  Sterawaw, = Qeyawaws
Styaw =0,  Sgeyaw, = 0.
In both cases there is a way to compute the sums )y aw, ¥(2) and 3y a, ¥1(2).
In the first case, the values of >° (A am, ¥1(2) and ¢1(e) are known. Their sum
yields D cypaw, ¥1(2). The sum 3 Ay, ¥(2) should be computed as the sum of
> eciepaw ¥(2) and 30 caaw, ¥(2). The second case is dual to the first one (the
roles of ¢ and v, have to be interchanged). So we always know >y A, (¥(2) +
11(2)). It remains to compute this value, and then, using the assumptions about

b(+) and c(-), verify that it reduces to c(#4(WAW;))+ 1. This is done by a straight-
forward computation. Consider, for example, the first option. One has:

> v(z) =) T{ AW, ) + goe({e}, W),

ze{e}AW veW
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> wz) =) F{e}AWL, 0) + g ({e} AW, W),

ze{e}AWy veW
This yields:

> w(2) =) F{e}AW,0) + F({e} AW, 0)] + (1) +

+ c(F#FAWAWY) — 1) + b(F#1({e}AW)) + b(F#4({e}AWY)).

Expanding the definitions of 7(:,-) in the square brackets, and then taking into
account that #W is even, we obtain:

YW@ =) D F(v,2)+b(#Ha({e}AW))+

zeW AW, veEW zeW AW,

+ b(#4({e}AWL)) + (1) + c(F#(WAW:) — 1)+
+ 3 [e(#a{ AW A{L}) + c(#a({e} AW A{v}))].

veW
A similar computation yields:

S @ =3 Y Ao +e#a{eAW))+

zeW AW, veWr ze W AW,

+ c(#a({eAWL)) + b(1) + b(#(WAWY) — 1)+
+ D [e#a{eIA{v}) + cFa({eF AW AW A{w}))].

veWy
Now, sum these equalities. On the right-hand side a sum of the form ) - wew AW, T 7(v, 2)
appears; it is easily computed using 7(v, v) = b(1), and for z # v, T(v, z) +7(z,0) =
¢(2)+1. Hence an expression for Yy Ay, (¥(2) +11(2)) in terms of b(-) and ¢(-) is
obtained. On the other hand, we have to verify that it is equal to c(#4(WAW;))+1
Denote m := #4W, mq := #,W1, and t := #4(WNW7). Equate the two expressions
mentioned and simplify the result taking into account, that #W and #W; are even.
It is necessary to consider the cases, e € W\W; and e € Wi \W, but in the end the
result is the same:
m -+ mp — 2t
— [c(2) + 1] + c(m) + c(m1) + c(m + 2) + c(my + 2)+
+ t{c(my) + c(my +2) +c(m+my —2t) + c(m +my — 2t + 2)}+
+b(m —1)+b(my +1)+b(1)+blm+mqg —2t — 1)+
+e(m—1)+cimi+1)+c(l)+e(m+my —2t—1) =
=c(m+my —2t) + 1.

It is straightforward to verify (best of all in Maple), that for all m, m; = 0,2 and
all t = 0,1,2,3, this equation reduces to one of the following: 1 + ¢(0) = 0, of
> im13(0(0) 4+ ¢(i)) = 0, or 1+ ¢(0) + 32, 5(b(7) + ¢(7)) = 0, or 0 = 0. Due to
the assumptions above, this always holds. Hence, it is established that if W, W; €
Peven(§2), then any i, (¢) € B is in relation T, with any 4, (1) € (M\B)™-.

3) Now consider the third possibility: let W and WW; both contain points outside
Q,ie. WNQ#£0, and Wy NQ # 0. Take any %, (¢) € B’ and %), (¢1) € (M\B)™-.
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Then we need to show, that ¢;(-) # (). There is an expression ([B32) for ¢ and
the expression for vy is similar. For every U € Poqq(f2), such that Sy # (), the
following quantity needs to be well defined: Ay := > _,ng¥(2), where ¢ is an
element of Sy. Similarly, if Sy # Qu, then the following quantity is well-defined:
py = Zzewmﬁ v1(2), where @ is an element of Qy\Sy. Let us start with the
case Wy = W. Note, that the set of values of > ;g ¢(2) as ¢ varies over the
entire Qu is Z/2. Therefore, if Sy # 0, and Sy # Qu, then one has puy = 1+ Ap.
Is it possible to have Sy = () or Sy = Qu at all? If Sy = (), then, in particular,
Sy # Qu, and, uy needs to be well-defined. At the same time, the corresponding
sum Zzewmﬁ 1 ranges over Z/2 as p; varies over Qp\Sy = Qu. Hence, uy is not
defined, and therefore, Sy cannot be empty. For similar reasons, Sy cannot be equal
to Qu. So, we have: YU € Pyqa(2) : Sy # 0, Qu. If Wi = W, we have to show, that
¥(+) # 1 (-). This follows from the fact, that Y, ¥(2)+> e T(U, 2)+ g5 (U, W)
should be equal to Ay and puy = 1 + Ay at the same time, a contradiction! Now
let W1 # W. One needs to compute the sum »_ -y, (¥(2) +1(2)). We can say
nothing about the values of ¥ (2) and 11(z) in the points z & €. Let us show, that
these values are not needed, i.e. we show, that WAW; C Q. The latter is equivalent
to the statement, that the sets K := W N Q and K; := W; N coincide. Indeed,
for every U € Poaa(2) the quantities \y = > ¢(2) and py = Y ¢1(2)
are defined (¢ € Sy, 1 € Qu\Sy). The definition 27) of Qy implies, that the
values of ¢ € @y in the points outside 2 are not restricted by any condition.
Hence, if K # K, there exists ¢ € Qu, such that > _.¢(2) = 1+ Ay and
> i, ¢(2) = 1+ py. But such ¢ € Sy, Qu\Sy, a contradiction! Hence, K = Kj,
and WAW; C Q. Since K = K, it follows that uy = 1+ Ay, U € Poaa(f2). Take
any u € €, and specialize U to {u}. This yields:

Ylu) = > F(@,0) + Aa + goe({u}, W),

veW NN
Yi(u) = Y F(@w) + (14 Xa) + gre({u}, W),
veW 1NN

Sum these two equalities, and then preform summation over v € WAW;. The
result should be c(#4(WAW7)) + 1. Note, that on the other hand, the terms with
7(u,v) on the right-hand side are of the form > uwewaw, T (U, v), and this sum can
be expressed in terms of b(-) and ¢(-) as above. Denote m := #,W, my 1= #,W7,
and t := #,(W NW;). After simplifications, the result can be written in the form:

q(q—1)
2

[c(2) + 1] + q(1 +b(1) + b(m) + b(m1))+
m —t){c(m — 1)+ c(my + 1) }+
+ (my —t){c(m+1)+c(mi — 1)} +c(q) + 1 =0,
where ¢ := m + my — 2t. The variables m, m;, and ¢, vary over Z/4. It remains
to verify (easiest in Maple) that for each of the possible 4 x 4 x 4 = 64 variants
this equality is true. Each time the left-hand side reduces to one of the following
variants: 14¢(0), 14+b(0), b(2)+¢(2), b(1)+b(3)+c(1)+¢(3), or a linear combination

of the mentioned ones. Hence, due to the imposed conditions, the equality is always
valid. This means, that (i, (v), iy, (¢1)) € T, in case W N Q # @ and W, N Q # 0.
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4) Now it is necessary to consider three mixed cases. Start with W € Peyen(£2)
and Wy € Poaa(). Assume, that il (¢) € B’ and iy, (v1) € (M\B)™. For
Y there are two possibilities. The first one is that ¢y € Sy, and hence ¥ (2) =
T(W1,z), z € Q. The other is that ¢;(-) in the points z € Q is of the form:
U1(z) = T(W1,2) + xz(2), where Z is some non-empty subset of €2, such that
#(Z NW) is even. In the latter case, for all U € Poqq(2) such that #(U N 2)
is odd, Sy = Qu. Concerning ¢ (-) one can say, that for all U € Pyqq(£2), either
Suy=0,0r> ;0(2) =3, T, 2) +gbc(U W). Consider the first possibility for
1. In particular this implies that Sy, # (. Hence the sum )y, 9(z) is known.
On the other hand, since 1; € Sy C Qw, one has 1,(z € Q) = 7(W1, z). From this
Deew, V(2) = D e U1(2) + goo(W, 1), ie. (i3 (1), iy, (¢1)) € T. follows. Now
consider the second possibility for ¢, (the one with Z). Observe, that #o(WAW,) =
HW + #.W = 1, ie. WAW, € Poga(2). Look at (WAW;) N Z. We have:
H(WAWL) N Z = #,(W N Z)A(Wy N Z)) = #o(W N Z). Therefore, if #(W N Z)
is odd, take U = WAW; and obtain Swaw, = Qwaw,. In particular, Sy aw, # 0,
leading to the expression for ), \y, ¥(2). The values of ¢,(2) are known at
all points 2 € €2, so there is no problem to compute ) _y Ay, ¥1(2). Taking into
account, that Y i aw, Xz(v) = #(WAW;) N Z) = 1, and then expressing 7 via
7 and g ., we obtain:

Yo W@+ =14+ > 7w+ > F(v,2)+

zeW AW, v,z€W v,2€Wq
S gy WA+ Y go{v}, Wh) + goo(WAW,, W),
veW veW AW,

On the other hand, this sum should be equal to c(#4(WAW})) + 1. Expressing the
sums with 7(v, z) in terms of b(-) and ¢(-), one obtains the following equality
—1 —1
(m + mOb(1) + (m(m2 ) ml(m21 )) [e(2) + 1]+
+ (m —t)e(q — 1) + te(g + 1) + m{b(1) + b(q) + 1}+
+ (m —t)e(mi + 1) + (mq — t)e(my — 1)+
+ q{b(1) + b(m1) + 1} + b(q) + b(m) + c(m1) + c(q) + 1 =0,

where m = #,W, my = #,W1, t == #4(WNW1), ¢ := m+my —2t. It is
necessary to verify that this equality is true for every m = 0,2, every m; = 1,3,
and t = 0,1,2,3. This is done by a straightforward computation (in Maple). In
each variant, the left-hand side reduces to a linear combination of the expressions
1+5(0), 1+¢(0), b(2) +¢(2), and >, 5(b(i) + ¢(i)). Due to the conditions on b(-)
and ¢(-) imposed above, the equality is always true, so one has (i, (¢), &%, (¢1)) € T,
for W € Peven(Q), Wy e Podd(Q).

5) Now consider the next case. Suppose that there exist iy, (¢) € B, i, (¢1) €
(M\B)®e, where Wy N Q # 0 and W € Peyen(2). Take any U € Poqq(£2). For ¢ we
have: Sy =0or Y, ,¥(2) =3 e T(U,v) +g.o(U, W). For ¢y we have: Sy = Qu
or ZzGU ¢1 (Z) = ZUEWN‘IQ ?(U7 U) + pu + gb,C(U7 Wl)7 where Hu = Zzerﬂﬁ 30(2)7
¢ being an element of Qy\Sy. Observe, that Sy cannot be empty, since either
Su = Qu, or puy is defined. Therefore, we always know the sum ) _,9(2). In
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particular, U can be of the form {w}, where w € W, then ¢(w) = >\, T(w,v) +
b(#4W) + b(1) + c(#4(WA{w})) + 1. Sum over all w € W, and use the fact that
#W is even. This yields > oy ¥(w) = >, ew T(w,v). On the other hand this
sum should be equal to b(#4W). Hence one derives: b(m) = (m(m—1)/2)[c(2) +1],
m = #,W. If m = 0, one obtains b(0) = 0, and if m = 2, one obtains b(2) = ¢(2)+1.
In both cases this contradicts the assumptions on b(-) and ¢(-). This means, that
the pair (if (1), i}, (¢1)) cannot exist.

6) It remains to investigate just the case where one of the sets W or W is an odd
subset of 2, and the other contains at least one point outside €2. Let W € Poqq(2),
and Wi N Q # 0. Suppose, that i, (1)) € BT and ¥, (1) € (M\B)™. First look
at the condition for ¢;. For any U € Pyqq(2), the set Sy cannot be empty, since
one has either Sy = Qu or the quantity uy = Y .y, g ©(2) needs to be defined
(p is an element of Qp\Sy; if ¢ varies over the entire @, the sum ranges over the
entire Z/2 and py is undefined). Now look at the condition for . First investigate
the possibility ¥(z) = T(W, 2) + xz(2), z € Q, for some non-empty Z C €2, with
#(ZNW) even. If #7 is odd, then take U = Z. This yields Sy = (), contradicting
the previous fact. If #7 is even, then since #W is odd, there always exist a point
e € W\Z. (this is implied by the facts that #W is odd and #(W N Z) is even,
and therefore #(W\Z) is odd). Put U = {e} LU Z. This yields Siy.z = 0, again
a contradiction. Hence the only possibility that remains for ¢ is ¥ € Quw\Sw.
For this case the values of ¥(:) are known in every point of ). Since such ) is
assumed to exist, Sy # Qw. Now, put U = W in the condition for ; (one can
do it since W € Poaa(€2)). This yields > .y ¥1(2) = D cwpnaT(Ws2) + o +
gpc(W,W7). But 7(W, 2) is just the value of ¢)(z). Recall, that the definition of
py contains an arbitrary function ¢ € Qu\Sy. Take ¢ = 1. In the result, one
obtains Y .y U1(2) = X .cp, U(2) + goe(W, Wh), ie. (ify (), iy, (¢1)) € T.. This
completes the proof that T, satisfies the main condition ([6l). Applying the described
construction to the set A, and relation 7,, one obtains a coherent orthoalgebra. [l

VII. ABSENSE OF BIVALUATIONS

Recall, that we have made the following assumptions in order to construct an
orthoalgebra: N is divisible by 4, 6(0) = 1, ¢(0) = 1, b(2) + ¢(2) = 0, and
> i—15(b(@) +c(i)) = 0. Let us show that such orthoalgebra cannot admit bivalua-
tions. Take N+1 elements of Max(Pr,(Ap), C): N elements B, := {i?v}(a)}geLb({v}),

v €V, and an element B := {i% () }rery(v)- Note, that B is transformed into B, if

one applies dﬁg)} 5(5 ) gf)% to each of its elements. Recall, that the ground set of our

orthoalgebra is P7*(A;). Every singleton {I}, where [ € (| ],y By) U B is in this
ground set, {I} € PTe(A;). For every v € V the sum @ep,{l} is defined and equals
Ay, i.e. the 1 of the orthoalgebra. Also, @, 5{/} = 1. Assume that there exists a
bivaluation f : X} . — B, where X} . denotes the constructed orthoalgebra. One has
the following equalities in B: @®ep, f({{}) =1, v €V, and ®,.5f({l}) = 1. Since ©
in B is defined just in three cases, 060, 160, and 06 1, one derives two statements:
)VYoeVIleB,: f(I)=1;2) 3 € B: f(I) = 1. Denote these uniquely defined
elements by [, € B,, v € V| and le LA?, respectively. Any pair (I,1"), I" # [, of these
elements cannot be in T,. Indeed, then [ & I’ would have been defined. Applying to
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it f, f()@ f(I') =1®1, follows a contradiction! Write I, = i?v}(av), oy € Ly({v}),

and | = (%), ® € Ly(V). The definition of T, yields, for any v,v; € V, v # vy,
that:

ou(v1) + 0y, (V) = ¢(2),

Z (7(2) + 0u(2)) = ¢(3).

zeV\{v}
Take the sum over v € V for the second equality. Using the definition of L,(V") one
obtains
(N —1)b(0) + Y (0.(v) + 0u(2)) = Ne(3),
z,veV,
z<v

where < is any order on V. Now, using the first equality, and then the fact that N
is divisible by 4, one arrives at b(0) = 0. This contradicts the assumption b(0) = 1.
Therefore, a bivaluation of X} . cannot exist.

VIII. ISOMORPHIC ORTHOALGEBRAS

There are several options for the choice of b(-) and ¢(-) satisfying the conditions of
the theorem. Let us derive a sufficient condition for two orthoalgebras of the form
Xp,. to be isomorphic. Select any (b, c) satisfying the conditions of the theorem,
and any (V,c’) satisfying the same conditions. Construct Ay, := | ;cpiq) Lo(U)
and Ay = UUGP(Q) Ly (U), and define the relations 7. and T. on A, and Ay,
respectively. Denote by ¥ : Ly(U) — Ay and ¥ : Ly(U) — Ay the canonical
injections. Suppose that there exists a bijective map ¢ : A, — Ay, such that (1,0 €
T, implies (¢(1),#(l;)) € T.. Then this map induces a bijection P7¢(A,) = PT (Ay),
which establishes an isomorphism of the orthoalgebras X . and Xy . Let us try to
construct such a map and investigate what kind of relations between b, ¢, ¥/, and ¢/,
emerge.

The map ¢t is defined by a collection of bijections {tv}vepy, where ty @ Ly(U) 5
Ly (U). Let us search for ty in the form:

tu (1) (v) = ¥(v) + au(v),
where ag(v) are some Z/2-valued parameters, U € P(V), v € V. Denote
by = b(#4U) + V' (#aU),
v, = c(#4(UADY)) + (#4(UAY)) +by + by

The requirement that ) ., ¥(v) = b(#4U) = > oy tu () (v) = V' (#4U), yields for
every U € P(V) an equation on ag(-):

Z aU(v) = ZU.

Similarly, for every U, U; € P(V'), U # Uy, the requirement that for any ¢ € Ly(U),

Y1 € Lo(Uh), Dpevan, W) +1(v) = c(#(UAUL)) +1 = 3 cpap, (tu()(v) +
tu(1)(v)) = d(#4(UAUY)) + 1, yields an equation:

Z O4U(Ul) + Z ar, (U) = EU,U1-

v1€U; velU
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These equations are similar to the equations (I7), (I8]), for asy(v) derived above. It
is not difficult to solve them. First consider the case: #U = 1 and #U; = 1. From
this it follows, that ay,(2) is a solution of the corresponding system iff it is of the

form oy (2) = ozg;)}(z), where
v(zv), if z<w
ag})}(z) = ¢ by, if z=w
v(2v) + ¢y gy, i 2 -0,
where v : £(V) — Z/2 is an arbitrary function, and < is some chosen and fixed order
on V. The other ag(v), #Q > 2, may be found from the specialization U = {v},
U; = @, in the equation with ¢y p,. This yields ag(v) = o) (v), where

o) (V) =y + D o) (2).
z€Q

Now consider the equations with EU, corresponding to U = @Q, #Q > 2, and the
equations with ¢y, corresponding to U = @), Uy = @, with #Q, #0, > 2. This
leads to the following solvability conditions:

Cooit Y Tran T D Cager + Y Cepgey =0, (35)

2€Q z21€Q1 2€Q,
21€Q1
D Cwat Y it =bo+ Y b (36)
vEQ v,ZEQ, vEQR

Note that if one formally takes ) or ()1 of cardinality 1, the corresponding equality
trivializes. Note also that this system of equations becomes the system of equations

(1), @0y, for cg )Ql and bg ) investigated above, if one formally replaces co.0, With

CS: )Qv and EQ with bg ). From the definition of EU, it is clear that its value is

determined by #4U, i.e. by = B(#4U), where § : Z/4 — 7Z/2 is some function.
Similarly, ¢y, can be written as ¢y p, = Y(#4(UAUL)) + B(#4U) + S(#4U1 ), where
v : Z/4 — 7Z/2 is some function. It is necessary to substitute these expressions into
the solvability conditions (B3]), (B6), above. The values of the resulting expressions
are determined by m := #,Q, my := #4Q1, and t := #4(Q N Q). Analyzing the
4 x 4 x 4 = 64 corresponding variants, we should discover which assumptions on
B(-) and 7(-) emerge. The equation with four ¢ yields:

{v(m +my —2t) + B(m) + B(m1) }+
+ (m — t)y(my + 1) + ty(my) + m[B(1) + B(my) |+
+ (my — t)y(m 4 1) + ty(m) +mq [B(1) + B(m)]+

n (t(t . D 4 (= )t + (ma — )t + (m — £)(ms — t))V(Q) = 0.

The equation with b yields

m(m — 1)

m{y(m —1) + 5(1) + B(m)} + ——

7(2) = B(m) +mp(1).
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A straightforward (Maple) computation shows, that all these equalities hold iff

7(0) =0, ~(2)=0, ~(1)+~(3)=0,
B(0) =0, B(2)=0, B(1)+B(3)=0.

Recall that O/'(i) = b(i)+ (i), (i) = c(i)+~(i), i € Z/4. Hence, if the additions 3(-)
and ~y(+) satisfy these conditions, the corresponding orthoalgebras are isomorphic.

IX. THE PROJECTIVE LINES

Let N = 4. Put b(0) = ¢(0) = 1 and the other b(i) = ¢(i) = 0,1 = 1,2,3. We
have the set A, and the relation T, C A, x A,. Let us write just A and T in this
case. Let us show how (only in this particular case) the main condition on 7" may
be established in a different way (not combinatorial, but geometric).

Take a Hilbert space H of finite dimension d = 2V¥~! = 8 over C. Consider P(H)
equipped with the orthogonality relation 1. Suppose, that there exists an injective
map p: A — P(H), such that Vo, 2z, € A: (z,21) € T < p(r) L p(zy). Then the
main property for 7' can be easily established. Indeed, take any M € Max(Pr(A), C
), and then any B C M. The map p sends M into a set of d pairwise orthogonal
projective lines. An element x € A falls into BT iff it’s image u(z) is orthogonal to
every 4i(y), y € B. The latter is equivalent to p(z) € (span{u(y)|y € B})l =: P,.
Similarly, = € A falls into (M\B)" iff u(z) € (span{u(y) |y € ]\4\3})L =: P5. Since
w(y), y € M, are pairwise orthogonal and the span over them is the whole space
‘H, the subspaces P; and P, have trivial intersection and are mutually orthogonal.
For any x; € B and any x5 € M\B, we have u(x;) € Py and p(xs) € P,. Hence
p(za) L p(xy), and this is equivalent to (xy,z2) € T. So the main property of T is
established.

In case N = 4 the map p mentioned can be constructed. This fact relies on the
results of [I1]. Put H = (C?*)®3. Take any orthonormal basis {¢,}s in C? indexed
by o € Z/2. Define a map v : (Z/2)*> — R as follows: u(1,1) := —1 and u(7,j) := 1
for (i, ) # (1,1). Construct another orthonormal basis {tg}gez/2 in C? by defining
Vg = (1/v/2) >, u(a, B)¢a. Recall that A = Uverqy L(U), where L(U) consists of
all functions ¢ : V' — Z/2, such that ) __,; ¢(z) = b(#4U). Note that since we have
b(0) = 1, the set L() is empty. Hence the latter disjoint union can be viewed as
being taken over U € P(V)* := P(V)\{0}. Denote by iy : L(U) — A the canonical
injections. The elements p(iy(¢)) € P(H), U € P(V)*, ¢ € L(U), are defined as
follows. In [L1] there were defined 120 projective lines in H denoted by Wo, XU*,
Py, and F, where v,w € V, w # v, and the indices o, 5, p and 7 vary over the sets
S, Kuw, R, and A, respectively, defined as follows:

S, = Maps({{v, 2} | = € V\{v}} = Z/2),
Koy := Maps({{v, w}} U (V\{v,w}) = Z/2),
R, := Maps({{z,w} | z,w € V\{v}, z #w} — Z/2),
A= {m € Maps(V — Z/2) | ZW(Z) =1}.

zeV
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The corresponding formulae for the projective lines are given in terms of ¢,, 93,
and u(a, B) (a, B € Z/2), and discussed in more detail in that paper. Note that the
index sets S,, Ky, R, and A, all have cardinality 2% = 8.

Let us establish bijections c, : L({v}) = Sy, Bow : L{v,w}) = Kuw, Yo -
L(V\{v}) = Ry, and X : L(V) = A. For v € V and ¢ € L({v}), put:

ay(@)(vz) == ¢(z), z€ V\{v}.
For v,w € V, w # v, and ¢ € L({v,w}), put

Pouw (@) (vw) = ¢(v) = d(w),
Bow(@)(2) == (1), Bou(@)(t) := ¢(2),

where z and ¢ are the two different elements of V\{v,w}. (Note, that ¢(v) = ¢(w),
since b(2) = 0.) For every v € V and ¢ € L(V\{v}), put

V(@) (V\{v, 2}) :=1+¢(v) + 6(2), z€ V\{v}.

Finally, for every ¢ € L(V), put
AMp)(v) =14 ¢(v), vel.

The collection of bijections a,,, Byw, Vv, and A, define an injective map p : A —
P(H) by the formulae i{v} ((]51) — \Ifgu ($1)? i{v w} (¢2) — Xg:;(@)’ iV\{v} ((]53) — (I)f;v(%),
and iy (¢o) — Fx(g), Where ¢1 € L({v}), ¢ € L({v,w}), ¢35 € L(V\{v}), and
¢o € L(V). It is straightforward to verify that it transforms a pair (iy(¢), iw (¢)) €
T (p € LWU), ¢ € LW), UW € P(V)*), into a pair of orthogonal projective
lines. Note, that the only facts needed in order to prove this, are the following
four properties of u(-,-): 1) u(a, 8) = u(B,); 2) u(a, B+ ) = ule, B)u(a,7y); 3)
> penyr Wa, B)u(B, o) = 204,4; 4) u(a, 1+ a) = 1. Therefore T' satisfies the main
condition.

Let us mention, how to obtain in principle the formulae for the projective lines
(for N = 4). The result will be just the 120 projective lines constructed in [I1]. The
configuration of these lines is saturated (i.e. every subset of pairwise orthogonal lines
is contained in a set of eight pairwise orthogonal lines) and has a Kochen-Specker-
type property [6]. More precisely, this set contains a subset of 40 = 5 x 8 projective
lines, which are implicitly present in the no-hidden-variables argument due to D.
Mermin []. Denote the lines as I, U € P(V)*, ¢ € L(U). It is convenient to view
the set of four points V' as a disjoint union of the ground set of Z/3 and a singleton

{*}, where x is a formal symbol. Write Z/3 additively, and denote its elements as
0, 1, and 2. For £ € L({x}), put

l{* =C ® S%u

1€Z/3

where the upper indices denote the ordering of the factors in the tensor product.
Let {¢a}o and {¢5}5 be the orthonormal bases in C? as above. For k € Z/3 and
¢ € L({k}), put

k+j

W =c{fme @ Vet
JE@/A\E)
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For any U € P(V), #U > 2, one can search for the projective line corresponding to
n € L(U) in the form

2

b= > B Q) P

§eL({*}) i€Z/3
where B[(£) € C are some coefficients. The conditions

S (0(2) +£(2)) = cFH(UA{LY) +1 =18 LY,

zeUA{v}

where v varies over V', and & varies over L({v}), yield (for every U and n) a system of
equations on { By (£)}¢. This system is homogeneous and linear, but overdetermined.
Nevertheless, it turns out that it has non-trivial solutions. Moreover, for every
U € P(V), the obtained projective lines {I!'},crw) are pairwise orthogonal, and
for every U, Uy € P(V), if U # Uy, then IJ # IU, where n € L(U), m € L(Uy).

m
A straightforward computation shows, that the orthogonality relation between the

lines corresponding to different U, U; € P(V')*, U # Uy, is described by the formula
LIS e T (n() +n() = c(#(QAQ)) + 1,

2€QAQ1

where n € L(U), n1 € L(Uy). It remains to define the injection u : A — P(H) by
the formula: p(iy(¢)) =1, U € P(V)*, ¢ € L(U).

The present work has been supported by the Liegrits programme of the European
Science Foundation.
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