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SUBLATTICES OF LATTICES OF ORDER-CONVEX SETS, I
THE MAIN REPRESENTATION THEOREM

MARINA SEMENOVA AND FRIEDRICH WEHRUNG

ABSTRACT. For a partially ordered set P, we denote by Co(P) the lattice of
order-convex subsets of P. We find three new lattice identities, (S), (U), and
(B), such that the following result holds.

Theorem. Let L be a lattice. Then L embeds into some lattice of the form
Co(P) iff L satisfies (S), (U), and (B).

Furthermore, if L has an embedding into some Co(P), then it has such
an embedding that preserves the existing bounds. If L is finite, then one can
take P finite, with

|P| < 2] 3(L)[* = 5| J(L)| + 4,
where J(L) denotes the set of all join-irreducible elements of L.

On the other hand, the partially ordered set P can be chosen in such a way
that there are no infinite bounded chains in P and the undirected graph of the
predecessor relation of P is a tree.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a partially ordered set (from now on poset) (P,<), a subset X of P is
order-convez, if x < z <9y and {z,y} € X implies that z € X, for all z, y,
z € P. The set Co(P) of all order-convex subsets of P forms a lattice under inclu-
sion. This lattice is algebraic, atomistic, and join-semidistributive (see Section B for
the definitions), thus it is a special example of a convex geometry, see P. H. Edel-
man [B], P. H. Edelman and R. Jamison [@], or K. V. Adaricheva, V. A. Gorbunov,
and V.I. Tumanov [Z]. Furthermore, it is ‘biatomic’ and satisfies the nonexistence
of so-called ‘zigzags’ of odd length on its atoms. Is is proved in G. Birkhoff and
M. K. Bennett [3] that these conditions characterize the lattices of the form Co(P).

One of the open problems of [2] is the characterization of all sublattices of the
lattices of the form Co(P).

Problem 3 of [2] for Co(P). Describe the subclass of those lattices that are
embeddable into finite lattices of the form Co(P).
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In the present paper, we solve completely this problem, not only in the finite case
but also for arbitrary lattices. Our main result (Theorem [B.7]) is that a lattice L can
be embedded into some lattice of the form Co(P) iff L satisfies three completely
new identities, that we denote by (S), (U), and (B). Furthermore, P can be taken
either finite in case L is finite, or tree-like (see Theorem [L7).

This result is quite surprising, as it yields the unexpected consequence (see Corol-
lary E9) that the class of all lattices that can be embedded into some Co(P) is
a wvariety, thus it is closed under homomorphic images. However, while it is fairly
easy (though not completely trivial) to verify directly that the class is closed under
reduced products and substructures (thus it is a quasivariety), we do not know any
direct proof that it is closed under homomorphic images.

One of the difficulties of the present work is to guess, for a given L, which
poset P will solve the embedding problem for L (i.e., L embeds into Co(P)). The
first natural guess, that consists of using for P the set of all join-irreducible elements
of L, fails, as illustrated by the two examples of Section B We shall construct P
via sequences of join-irreducible elements of L. In fact, we are able to embed L into
Co(P) for two different sorts of posets P:

(1) P is finite in case L is finite; this is the construction of Section G
(2) P is tree-like (as defined in SectionPl); this is the construction of Section [

The two requirements (1) and (2) above can be simultaneously satisfied in case L
has no D-cycle, see Theorem [[77(iii). However, the finite lattice L of Example
can be embedded into some finite Co(Q), but into no Co(R), where R is a finite
tree-like poset, see Corollary [LAL It is used to produce, in Section [, a quasi-
identity that holds in all Co(R), where R is finite and tree-like (or even what we
call ‘crown-free’), but not in all finite Co(P).

We conclude the paper by a list of open problems.

2. BASIC CONCEPTS
A lattice L is join-semidistributive, if it satisfies the axiom
xVy=zVz=zVy=zV(yAz), for all z, y, z € L. (SDv)

We denote by J(L) the set of join-irreducible elements of L. We say that L is
finitely spatial (vesp., spatial) if every element of L is a join of join-irreducible
(resp., completely join-irreducible) elements of L.

We say that L is lower continuous, if the equality

a\//\X:/\(a\/X)

holds, for all @ € L and all downward directed X C L such that A X exists (where
aVX ={aVva|xeX}). It is well known that every dually algebraic lattice is
lower continuous—see Lemma 2.3 in P. Crawley and R. P. Dilworth H, and spatial
(thus finitely spatial)—see Theorem 1.4.22 in G. Gierz et al. [9] or Lemma 1.3.2 in
V. A. Gorbunov [I0].

For every element x in a lattice L, we put

le={yel|ly<z}; te={yelly>az}

If a, b, ¢ € L such that a < bV ¢, we say that the (formal) inequality a < bV ¢ is
a nontrivial join-cover, if a £ b,c. We say that it is minimal in b, if a £ 2 V ¢, for
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all x < b, and we say that it is a minimal nontrivial join-cover, if it is a nontrivial
join-cover and it is minimal in both b and c.

The join-dependency relation D = Dy, (see R. Freese, J. Jezek, and J.B. Na-
tion [7]) is defined on the join-irreducible elements of L by putting

p D q, if p# q and 3z such that p < ¢ V z holds and is minimal in q.

It is important to observe that p D ¢ implies that p £ ¢, for all p, ¢ € J(L).

For a poset P endowed with a partial ordering <, we shall denote by < the
corresponding strict ordering. The set of all order-convex subsets of P forms a
lattice under inclusion, that we shall denote by Co(P). The meet in Co(P) is the
intersection, while the join is given by

XVY =XUYU| J{z€P|3z,y) € (X xY)U(Y x X) such that = < z < y},

for all X, Y € Co(P). Let us denote by < the predecessor relation of P. We say
that a path of P is a finite sequence d = (xq,...,2,—1) of distinct elements of P
such that either z; < ;41 or ;41 < z;, for all ¢ with 0 <i < n—2;ifn > 0, we say
that d is a path from zg to x,,—1. We say that the path d is oriented, if z; < z;41,
for all 4 with 0 <4 < n — 2. We say that P is tree-like, if the following properties
hold:

(i) for all @ <Q b in P, there are n < w and zg, ..., ©, € P such that
a=x9<x1 < <T, =b
(ii) for all a, b € P, there exists at most one path from a to b.

3. DUALLY 2-DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES

For a positive integer n, the identity of m-distributivity is introduced in A.P.
Huhn [T2]. In this paper we shall only need the dual of 2-distributivity, which is
the following identity:

aN(xVyVz)=(aA(@Vy)VieA(@xVz)Vian(yVz)).

We omit the easy proof of the following lemma, that expresses how dual 2-distributivity
can be read on the join-irreducible elements.

Lemma 3.1. Let L be a dually 2-distributive lattice. For all p € J(L) and all a, b,
ceL,ifp<aVvbVec, then eitherp<aVborp<aVcorp<bVec.

We observe that for finitely spatial L, the converse of Lemma Bl holds.
The following lemma will be used repeatedly throughout the paper.

Lemma 3.2. Let L be a dually 2-distributive, complete, lower continuous lattice.
Let p € J(L) and let a, b € L such that p < aV b and p £ a,b. Then the following
assertions hold:

(i) There are minimal x < a and y < b such that p <z Vy.
(ii)) Any minimal x < a and y < b such that p < x V y are join-irreducible.

Proof. (i) Let X C la and Y C |b be chains such that p < z V y, for all (z,y) €
X x Y. It follows from the lower continuity of L that p < (AX)V (AY). The
conclusion of (i) follows from a simple application of Zorn’s Lemma.

(ii) From p ¢ a,b it follows that both z and y are nonzero. Suppose that
T = xg V x1 for some zp, 1 < x. It follows from the minimality assumption on x
that p £ 2o Vy and p £ 21 Vy, whence, by LemmaBIl p < 2o V1, thus p <z < a,
a contradiction. Hence z is join-irreducible. O
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For p, a, b € J(L), we say that (a,b) is a conjugate pair with respect to p, if
p % a,b and a and b are minimal such that p < a V b; we say then that b is a
conjugate of a with respect to p. Observe that the latter relation is symmetric in a
and b, and that it implies that p D a and p D b.

Notation 3.3. For a lattice L and p € J(L), we put
p]? ={z €J(L)|[pDa}.

Corollary 3.4. Let L be a dually 2-distributive, complete, lower continuous lattice,
and let p € J(L). Then every a € [p|P has a conjugate with respect to p.

Proof. By the definition of join-dependency, there exists ¢ € L such that p < a Ve
and p j{ z Ve, for all z < a. By Lemma B2 there are ¢’ < a and b < ¢ minimal
such that p < a’ vV b, and both a’ and b are join-irreducible. It follows that a’ = a,
whence b is a conjugate of a with respect to p. O

4. STIRLITZ, UDAV, AND BOND

4.1. The Stirlitz identity (S) and the axiom (S;). Let (S) be the following
identity:

a/\(b'\/c)z(a/\b')\/\/(a/\(bi\/c)/\((b'/\(a\/bi))\/c)),
<2

where we put b =b A (bo V by).
Lemma 4.1. The Stirlitz identity (S) holds in Co(P), for any poset (P, <).

Proof. Let A, B, By, By, C € Co(P) and a € AN (B’ Vv C), where we put B’ =
BN (BpV Bi). Denote by D the right hand side of the Stirlitz identity calculated
with these parameters. If a € B’ thena € ANB’ C D. Ifa € C thena € ANC C D.

Suppose that a ¢ B'UC. There exist b € B” and ¢ € C such that, say, b < a < c.
Since b € ByV By, there arei < 2 and b’ € B; such that ¥’ < b, hence a € AN(B;VC).
Furthermore, b€ B'N(AV B;), thusa € (B'N(AV B;))VC,s0a€ D. O

Lemma 4.2. The Stirlitz identity (S) implies dual 2-distributivity.

Proof. Take by =x, b1 =y,b=xVy, and c = z. O

Let (SD?) be the following identity:
xVyAz)=xzV(yA(xV(zA(zVy)))). (SD?)

It is well known that (SD?) implies join-semidistributivity (that is, the axiom
(SDv)), see, for example, P. Jipsen and H. Rose [I3, page 81].

Lemma 4.3. The Stirlitz identity (S) implies (SD?).

Proof. Let L be a lattice satisfying (S), let z, y, z € L. Set yo = yA(xV (2A(zVy))).
Seta=by=y,b=2z,¢c=by =z, and ' =bA(byVb1) =2zA(zVy). Then the
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following inequalities hold:
Yo =y A (x\/ (z/\(x\/y)))
=aA ((b/\ (bo V b1)) \/c)

S(a/\b’)\/\/(a/\(bi\/c)/\((b’/\(a\/bi))\/c))

:(y/\z)\/(y/\x)\/(y/\((z/\y)\/x))

:(y/\z)\/(y/\(a:\/(y/\z)))

:y/\(az\/(y/\z))
<aV(yAz).

This implies that « V yo < 2V (y A z). Since the converse inequality holds in any
lattice, the conclusion follows. (|

We now introduce a lattice-theoretical axiom, the join-irreducible interpretation
of (S), that we will denote by (S;).

For all a, b, by, b1, c € J(L), the i_nequalities a< bVe,b<byVby,
and a # b imply that either a < bV ¢ for some b < bor b <aVb;
and a < b; V ¢ for some ¢ < 2.

Throughout the paper we shall make repeated use of the item (i) of the following
statement. Item (ii) provides a convenient algorithm for verifying whether a finite
lattice satisfies (S).

Proposition 4.4. Let L be a lattice. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) If L satisfies (S), then L satisfies (S;).
(ii) If L is complete, lower continuous, finitely spatial, dually 2-distributive,
and satisfies (S;), then L satisfies (S).

Proof. (i) Let a < bVe, b<byVby,and a # b for some a, b, by, by, ¢ € J(L). Then
the element b’ of the Stirlitz identity is & = b A (bo V b1) = b; observe also that
a A (bV c¢) = a. Therefore, applying (S) yields

a=aAl (b Ve)

=(aAb)V \/(a/\(bch)/\ ((b'/\(a\/bi))\/c))
i<2
=(aAb)V \/(a/\(bi\/c)/\ ((b/\(avbi))vC)).
<2
Since a is join-irreducible, either a < bora < (b; Ve) A ((bA (aVb;)) V ¢) for some
i <2 Ifa<bthen a <aVecwith a <b (because a # b). Suppose that a £ b.
Then a < (b; Ve) A((bA (aVb;))Ve) <b;Vefor somei <2 If b£ aVb;, then
a<bVcforb=>bA (aVb)<b.

(ii) Put &' = bA (boVb1), and let d denote the right hand side of the identity (S).
Since d < a A (V' V ¢), we must prove the converse inequality only. Let a; € J(L)
with a; <aA (b Ve). Thena; <aanda; <b Ve Ifa;p <V, thena; <aAd <d.
If a1 <e¢, then a; <aANc<d.
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Suppose now that a; £ V', c. Then, by using Lemma B2 we obtain that there
are minimal b} < b and ¢; < ¢ such that the following inequality holds,

a; < bll V ey (41)

and both b} and ¢; are join-irreducible. From a; £ V' it follows that a; £ b}.
If b} < b; for some i < 2, then the inequalities ¥} < ¥’ Ab; < V' A (a V b;) and
ar <V Vel < (U A(aVb;))Vehold; but in this case, we also have a; < a A (b; V),
whence a; < d. Suppose that b} £ bg, b1. Then, by Lemma B2 there are join-irre-
ducible elements d; < b;, i < 2, such that the following inequality

by <doVd (42)
holds. It follows from @), @2), a1 £ b}, the minimality of b} in @), and (S;)

that there exists i < 2 such that b} < ay Vd; and a3 < d; V ¢;. Then the following
inequalities hold:

a; <aA(diVer) AN Ve) <an(biVe)A((B AaVb))Ve) <d.
In every case, a; < d. Since L is finitely spatial, it follows that a A (b’ V) < d. O

4.2. The Bond identity (B) and the axiom (B;). Let (B) be the following
identity:

x A (ag Vai) A (bgVby) :\/((x/\ai/\(bo\/bl)) % (x/\bi/\(ao\/al)))
i<2
V \/ (!E A\ (ao V al) A\ (bo V bl) A\ (ao V bz) A\ (al V bl—i))'
<2
Lemma 4.5. The Bond identity (B) holds in Co(P), for any poset (P, ).

Proof. Let X, Ay, A1, By, By be elements of Co(P). Denote by C the right hand
side of the Bond identity formed from these elements. Let z € X N (Ag V A1) N
(BoV By), we prove that € C. The conclusion is obvious if x € AgUA; UByU By,
so suppose that x ¢ Ay U A1 U BgU By. Since z € (Ag V A1) \ (Ag U Ay), there are
ap € Ap and a; € A; such that, say, ap < & < ay. Since z € (By V By) \ (Bo U By),
there are by € By and by € By such that either by <1 x <1 by or by < x <1 bg. In the
first case, x belongs to X N(AgV A1)N(BoV B1)N(AgV B1)N(A1V By), thus to C.
In the second case, = belongs to X N (AgV A1) N (ByV B1)N(AgV By) N (A1 V By),
thus again to C. O

We now introduce a lattice-theoretical axiom, the join-irreducible interpretation
of (B), that we will denote by (B;).
For all x, ag, a1, bo, by € J(L), the inequalities x < ag Va1, by V by
imply that either x < a; or x < b; for some i < 2 or = < ag V by,
a1 Vbyorx<agVby, aVbg.
Throughout the paper we shall make repeated use of the item (i) of the following
statement. Item (ii) provides a convenient algorithm for verifying whether a finite
lattice satisfies (B).

Proposition 4.6. Let L be a lattice. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) If L satisfies (B), then L satisfies (B;).
(ii) If L is complete, lower continuous, finitely spatial, dually 2-distributive,
and satisfies (Bj), then L satisfies (B).
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Proof. Ttem (i) is easy to prove by using the (B) identity and the join-irreducibility
of .

(ii) Let u (resp., v) denote the left (resp., right) hand side of the identity (B).
It is obvious that v < u. Since L is finitely spatial, in order to prove that u < v
it is sufficient to prove that for all p € J(L) such that p < u, the inequality p < v
holds. This is obvious if either p < a; or p < b; for some ¢ < 2, so suppose that
p £ a;,b;, for all i < 2. Then, by Lemma B2 there exist zo, 1, yo, y1 € J(L) such
that x; < a; and y; < b;, for all ¢ < 2, while p < x¢ V 21, yo V y1. By assumption,
we obtain that one of the following assertions holds:

P S (IO V yo) A (Il V yl) S (ao \Y bo) A\ (CLl V bl);
p < (,TO \/yl) A\ ($1 \/yo) < (ao \/bl) A\ (al \/bo).

In any case, p < v, which completes the proof. O

4.3. The Udav identity (U) and the axiom (Uj). Let (U) be the following
identity:

x A (xo V) Az Va)A(zg V)
=(@AzoA(x1Va))V(@Azs Az Va))V(zAzeA(xgV x)).

Lemma 4.7. The Udav identity (U) holds in Co(P), for any poset (P, <).

Proof. Let X, Xy, X1, X2 be elements of Co(P). Denote by U (resp., V) the left
hand side (resp., right hand side) of the Udav identity formed from these elements.
It is clear that U contains V. Conversely, let € U, we prove that = belongs
to V. This is clear if z € Xo U X3 U X5, so suppose that z ¢ Xo U X7 U Xo.
Since z € (Xo V X1) \ (Xo U X31), there are zp € Xy and 1 € X; such that, say,
xo <z < zp. Since z € (X1V X2)\ (X1UXy), there are 2} € X7 and z3 € X3 such
that either zf <@ <1 @3 or x2 <z < x}. But since x <z € X; and = ¢ X, the
first possibility is ruled out, whence z2 <z < z}. Since x € (X V X2) \ (Xo U X2),
there are z(, € Xy and x5, € X5 such that either zj < x < x4 or 25 <z < z(. The
first possibility is ruled out by zo < 2 and x ¢ X», while the second possibility is
ruled out by zo <« and « ¢ Xy. In any case, we obtain a contradiction. O

As we already did for (S) and (B), we now introduce a lattice-theoretical axiom,
the join-irreducible interpretation of (U), that we will denote by (Uj).
For all z, zg, x1, o € J(L), the inequalities x < zoVa1,x0Vae, T1VIs
imply that either x < xg or z < z1 or x < xo.
Throughout the paper we shall make repeated use of the item (i) of the following

statement. Item (ii) provides a convenient algorithm for verifying whether a finite
lattice satisfies (U).

Proposition 4.8. Let L be a lattice. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) If L satisfies (U), then L satisfies (U;).
(ii) If L is complete, lower continuous, finitely spatial, dually 2-distributive,
and satisfies both (B;) and (Uj), then L satisfies both (B) and (U).

Proof. Ttem (i) is easy to prove by using the (U) identity and the join-irreducibility
of x.
(ii) We have already seen in Proposition B0l that L satisfies (B).
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Let u (resp., v) be the left hand side (resp., right hand side) of the identity (U).
It is clear that v < u. Let p € J(L) such that p < u, we prove that p < v. This
is obvious if p < x; for some ¢ < 3, so suppose that p & z;, for all 4 < 3. Then,
by using Lemma B2, we obtain that there are join-irreducible elements p;, p; < z;
(i < 3) of L such that the following inequalities hold:

P <poVp1, Py VP2, poV P (4.3)
Since p £ x1 and L satisfies (Bj), it follows from the first two inequalities of (E3)
that p < po V pi,p1 V po. Similarly, from p £ zo, the last two inequalities of [E3),
and (Bj;), we obtain the inequalities p < p} V ps, pj V p2, and from the first and the
last inequality of @), together with p £ zo and (Bj), we obtain the inequalities
p <poV ph,py V p1. In particular, we have obtained the inequalities

P <poV PPy VphpoV ph,
whence, by the assumption (U;), p < x; for some ¢ < 3, a contradiction. ]

5. FIRST STEPS TOGETHER OF THE IDENTITIES (S), (U), AND (B)

5.1. Udav-Bond partitions. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following
partition result of the sets [p]” (see Notation B).

Proposition 5.1. Let L be a complete, lower continuous, dually 2-distributive
lattice that satisfies (U) and (B). Then for every p € J(L), there are subsets A
and B of [p|P that satisfy the following properties:
(i) p]P =AUB and ANB = @.
(ii) For allz, y € [p)P, p<azVy iff (z,y) € (Ax B)U (B x A).
Moreover, the set {A, B} is uniquely determined by these properties.

The set {A, B} will be called the Udav-Bond partition (of [p]?) associated with p.
We observe that every conjugate with respect to p of an element of A (resp., B)
belongs to B (resp., A).

Proof. 1f [p]P = @ the result is obvious, so suppose that [p|” # @. By Lemma 2
there are a, b € [p|” minimal such that p < a VvV b. We define A and B by the
formulas

A={zep”|p<avb}, B={yepp”p<avy}

Let z € [p]P. By Corollary B4 x has a conjugate with respect to p, denote it by .
By Lemma BZ(ii), y is join-irreducible, thus y € [p|P. By applying (B;) to the
inequalities p < a V b,z V y, we obtain that either p < aVax, bVyorp <aVy,
bV x, thus either p < aVzx or p < bV ax. If both inequalities hold simultaneously,
then, since p < a V b and by (Uj), we obtain that p lies below either a or b or z, a
contradiction. Hence we have established (i).

Let x, y € [p|P, we shall establish in which case the inequality p < z V y
holds. Suppose first that z € A and y € B. By applying (B;) to the inequalities
p < bVuzx,aVy, we obtain that either p <z Vy or p < bVy. In the second case,
y € B, but y € A, a contradiction by item (i); hence p < z V y.

Now suppose that z, y € A. If p < xVy, then, by applying (Uj) to the inequalities
p<xVy,bVx bVy, weobtain that p lies below either x or y or b, a contradiction.
Hence p £ x V y. The conclusion is the same for (z,y) € B x B. This concludes
the proof of item (ii).

Finally, the uniqueness of {4, B} follows easily from items (i) and (ii). O
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5.2. Choosing orientation with Stirlitz. In this subsection we shall investigate
further the configuration on which (S;) is based. The following lemma suggests an
‘orientation’ of the join-irreducible elements in such a configuration. More specifi-
cally, we are trying to embed the given lattice into Co(P), for some poset (P, <).
Attempting to define P as J(L), this would suggest to order the elements a, b, b,
and by by ¢ < a < band b;_; < b < b;. Although the elements of P will be defined
via finite sequences of elements of J(L), rather than just elements of J(L), this idea
will be crucial in the construction of Section [1

Lemma 5.2. Let L be a lattice satisfying (S;) and (Uj). Let a, b, by, b1, ¢ € J(L)
such that a # b and satisfying the inequalities a < bV ¢ with b minimal such, and
b<bgVb withbd ﬁ bo, b1. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) The inequalities b < a V b; and a < b; V ¢ together are equivalent to the
single inequality b < b; V ¢, for all i < 2.
(ii) There is exactly one i < 2 such that b < b; V c.

Proof. We first observe that b j{ ¢ (otherwise a < ¢). If b < aVb; and a < b; Ve,
then obviously b < b; V ¢. Suppose, conversely, that b < bg V c. If b < b1 V ¢, then,
by observing that b < by V by and applying (Uj), we obtain that either b < by or
b < by or b < e, a contradiction. Hence b £ by V ¢, the uniqueness statement of (ii)
follows. Furthermore, by (S;), there exists ¢ < 2 such that b < aVb; and a < b; Ve,
whence b < b; V ¢, thus ¢ = 0. Therefore, b < aV by and a < by V c. O

Next, for a conjugate pair (b,d’) of elements of J(L) with respect to some ele-
ment a of J(L), we define

Clb,b']={z € J(L)|bDxand b < b Vx}. (5.1)

Notation 5.3. Let SUB denote the class of all lattices that satisfy the identities
(S), (U), and (B).

Hence SUB is a variety of lattices. It is finitely based, that is, it is defined by
finitely many equations.

Lemma 5.4. Let L be a complete, lower continuous, finitely spatial lattice in SUB.
Let a, b € J(L) such that a D'b. Then the equality C[b,bg] = C[b,b1] holds, for all
conjugates by and by of b with respect to a.

Proof. We prove, for example, that C[b, bo| is contained in C[b, b1]. Let x € C[b, b
(so b < by V z), and suppose that z ¢ C[b,b1] (so b £ by V z). By Corollary Bl
x has a conjugate, say, y, with respect to b. Since both relations a < bV b; and
b < z Vy are minimal nontrivial join-covers, it follows from Lemma that either
b<b;Vzxorb<b Vy, but the first possibility does not hold. Hence the following
inequalities hold:

b<byVab VyxVy. (5.2)

Furthermore, by the uniqueness statement of Lemma B2 b £ by V y. Thus, by
(Bj) and the first two inequalities in (B2) (observe that b £ bo, b1, z,y), we obtain
that b S bo \/bl. Hence a S b\/bo S bo \/bl, whence a S b\/bo,b\/bl,bo\/bl, a
contradiction by (Uj). O

For all a, b € J(L) such that a D b, there exists, by Corollary B4l a conjugate b’
of b with respect to a. By Lemma B4, for fixed a, the value of C[b;¥’] does not
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depend of ¥'. This entitles us to define
C(a,b) = C[b, V'], for any conjugate b’ of b with respect to a. (5.3)

Lemma 5.5. Let a, b € J(L) such that a Db. Then the set {C(a,b), [b]” \ C(a,b)}
is the Udav-Bond partition of [b]P associated with b.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that the assertions (i) and (ii) of Proposition EJl are sat-
isfied by the set {C(a,b), [b]P \ C(a,b)}. We first observe the following immediate
consequence of Lemma

Claim. For any z € [b]P and any conjugate x' of x, x ¢ C(a,b) iff ' € C(a,b).

From now on we fix a conjugate b’ of b with respect to a. Let x, y € [b]”, let 2’
(resp., ¥') be a conjugate of z (resp., y) with respect to b.

Suppose first that € C(a,b) and y ¢ C(a,b), we prove that b < xVy. It follows
from the Claim above that y' € C(a,b), whence the inequalities b < bV z, b V ¢/
hold, hence, by (U;j), b £ zVy'. But b <z Va',yVy', thus, since b £ z,2/,y,y
and by (B;), the inequality b < = V y holds.

Suppose next that z, y € C(a,b). Since b < b’V z,b' Vy, the inequality b < xVy
would yield, by (Uj), a contradiction; whence b £ z V y.

Suppose, finally, that x, y ¢ C(a,b). Thus, by the Claim, y" € C(a,b), whence,
by the above, b <z Vy',y Vy', whence, by (Uj), b £ zV y. O

5.3. Stirlitz tracks. Throughout this subsection, we shall fix a lattice L satisfying
the identities (S), (U), and (B). By Lemma L2 L is dually 2-distributive as well.
Furthermore, it follows from Propositions EE4L EE6 and that L satisfies (S;),
(Uj), and (By).

Definition 5.6. For a natural number n, a Stirlitz track of length n is a pair
o= {(a; |0<i<mn),{a;]|1<i<n)), where the elements a; for 0 < i < n and a
for 1 <4 < n are join-irreducible and the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) the inequality a; < a;41V aj,; holds, for all i € {0,...,n — 1}, and it is a
minimal nontrivial join-cover;
(ii) the inequality a; < a; V a;41 holds, for all ¢ € {1,...,n —1}.

We shall call ag the base of o. Observe that a; D a;y1, for all i € {0,...,n — 1}.

Observe that if o is a Stirlitz track as above, then, by Lemma B2 the following

inequalities also hold:
ai+1 < a; V aiq2;
ai < ajyq Vaire,

for alli € {0,...,n — 2}.

The main property that we will need about Stirlitz tracks is the following.
Lemma 5.7. For a positive integer n, let 0 = ({(a; | 0 <i<n),(a} | 1 <i<mn))
be a Stirlitz track of length n. Then the inequalities a; < ag V a, and a; < aj V ay,

hold, for all i € {0,...,n}. Furthermore, 0 < k < 1 < n implies that a £ a;; in
particular, the elements a;, for 0 < i < n, are distinct.

Proof. We argue by induction on n. The result is trivial for n = 1, and it follows
from E4) and (B3) for n = 2. Suppose that the result holds for n > 2, and let
o={a;|0<i<n+41),{a;|1<i<n+1))bea Stirlitz track of length n+1. We
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observe that o, = ((a; |0 <i < n),(a} | 1 <i<mn))is a Stirlitz track of length n,
whence, by the induction hypothesis, the following inequalities hold:

an_1 < agV ay, (5.6)
ap—1 < aj Va,. (5.7)

We first prove that a,—1 < ag V ap41. Indeed, suppose that this does not hold.
Hence, a fortiori an,—1 £ ag, an+1. Hence, by applying (B;) to &) (for i =n —1)
and (B0 and observing that a,_1 f an,a,, we obtain that a,—1 < an V ant1.
Therefore, an—1 < an V Gnt1,an V a,,al, V any1, a contradiction by (Uj). Hence,
indeed, a,—1 < ag V apy1. Consequently, by B, an < an—1Vant1 < agV apy1.
Hence, for ¢ € {0,...,n}, it follows from the induction hypothesis (applied to o)
that a; <agVa, <agVapt.

The proof of the inequalities a; < a)} Van41, for i € {0,...,n}, is similar, with ag
replaced by @} and (B8) replaced by ([B).

Finally, let 0 < k <l < n, and suppose that a; < a;. By applying the previous
result to the Stirlitz track ((ax1i | 0 <i <1 —k),(a},; | 1 <i<1—k)), we obtain
that aj—1 < a; Va; = a;, a contradiction. Hence aj, £ a;, in particular, a # a;. O

Lemma 5.8. For positive integers m, n > 0, let
o=ai|0<i<m) (| 1<i<m)), 7= |0<j<n),(j|1<j<n)

be Stirlitz tracks with the same base p = ag = by and p < a1 V bi. Then a;,b; <
A V by, for alli € {0,...,m} and j € {0,...,n}.

Proof. Suppose first that the inequality p < aq V b} holds. Then p < ay V b,b] V
b1,b1 V a1, a contradiction by (Uj). Hence p £ a1 V b}, thus, by applying (Bj;) to
the inequalities p < ay V af, by V b}, we obtain that p < aj V b’

Furthermore, from Lemma B it follows that a; < pV ag,, for alli € {0,...,m},
and b; < pV by, for all j € {0,...,n}, thus it suffices to prove that p < ay, V by.
Again, from LemmaBit follows that p < af Van,, b)Vb,. Suppose that p £ a,, Vb,.
Then p £ a}, am, b}, by, thus, by (Bj), p < a} V b,. Furthermore, we have seen that
p < by Vb, and p < a} vb;. Hence, by (Uj), p lies below either a} or b} or by, a
contradiction. O

6. THE SMALL POSET ASSOCIATED WITH A LATTICE IN SUB

Everywhere in this section before Theorem B, we shall fix a complete, lower
continuous, finitely spatial lattice L in SUB. For every element p € J(L), we denote
by {A,, B,} the Udav-Bond partition of [p]? associated with p (see Subsection EI).
We let + and — be distinct symbols, and we put R = Ry U R_ U R, where Ry,
R_, and R4 are the sets defined as follows.

Ro={(p) | p€J(L)},
Ry = {{a,b,+) | a,b € J(L

), a Db},
- ={{a,b,—) | a,be J(L)
)

, a Db}.
We define a map e: R — J(L) by putting e((p)) = p, for all p € J(L), while
e({a,b,4+)) = e({a,b,—)) =0, for all a, b € J(L) with a D b.
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Let < be the binary relation on R that consists of the following pairs:

(p,a,—) < (p) < (p,b,+) whenever a € A, and b € B, (6.1)

(b,c,—) < (a,b,+) < (b,d,+) and (6.2)
(b,d, =) < {a,b,—) < (b,c,+), whenever c € [b]” \ C(a,b) and d € C(a,b).

(6.3)

Lemma 6.1. Let e € {+,—}, let n < w, and let ag, ..., an, bo, ..., by € J(L)

such that a; D b;, for all i € {0,...,n} and {ag,bo,e) < -+ < {an,bn,e). Then
exactly one of the following cases occurs:

(i) € = 4 and, putting an+1 = by, the equality a;+1 = b; holds, for all i €

{0,...,n}, while there are join-irreducible elements ay, ..., aj ., of L
such that ({a; |0 <i<n+1),{(a; |1<i<n+1)) is a Stirlitz track.

(ii) € = — and, putting a_; = bg, the equality a;—1 = b; holds, for all i €
{0,...,n}, while there are join-irreducible elements a’ 1, ..., al,_, of L

such that ({(an—; |0 <i<mn+1),{a,_,|1<i<n+1))isa Stirlitz track.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ = 4 (the proof for ¢ = — is similar). We argue by induction
on n. If n =0, then, from the assumption that ag D by and by using Corollary B4l
we obtain a conjugate a) of by with respect to ag, and ({ag,a1), (a})) is obviously
a Stirlitz track.

Suppose that n > 0. From the assumption that (a,—1,bp—1,+) < {an,bn, +) and
the definition of <, we obtain that a,, = b,_1. Furthermore, from the induction
hypothesis it follows that there exists a Stirlitz track of the form

({(ai |0 <i<n), (a;|1<i<n)).
Put anq1 = bn, and let aj,; be a conjugate of a,41 with respect to a,. Using
again the assumption that (a,—1,bn—1,+) < {(an,bn,+), we obtain the inequality

an < al, V apy1. Therefore, ((a; |0 <i<n+1),(a;|1<i<n+1))is a Stirlitz
track. 0

Let < denote the reflexive and transitive closure of <.

Lemma 6.2. The relation < is a partial ordering on R, and < s the predecessor
relation of <.

Proof. We need to prove that for any n > 0, if r¢g < --- < 7, in R, then ¢ # 7.
We have three cases to consider.

Case 1. 79 € Ry. In this case, r; = (a;,b;,+) € R4, for all i € {1,...,n}. By
Lemma BTl if we put an41 = by, then a;41 = b;, for all i € {0,...,n}, and there
are join-irreducible elements a’, ..., a;,,; of L such that

{a; |0<i<n+1){a|1<i<n+1))
is a Stirlitz track. In particular, by Lemma B ag # an, whence rg # 7.

Case 2. rg € Ryp. Then r; € Ry, for alli € {1,...,n}, thus ro # r,.

Case 3. 1o € R_. If r,, ¢ R_, then ry # r,. Suppose that r, € R_. Then r; =
(a;,b;,—) belongs to R_, for all i € {0,...,n}. By Lemma Gl if we put a_; = by,
then a;—1 = b;, for all i € {0,...,n}, and there are join-irreducible elements a’ {,

..y al,_y of Lsuch that ((ap—; |0<i<n+1),{(al,_,|1<i<n+1))isa Stirlitz
track. In particular, by Lemma B ag # a,, whence g # . O
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Definition 6.3.
(i) Two finite sequences r = (rg,...,7,—1) and s = (Sg,...,Sp—1) of same
length of R are isotype, if either e(r;) = e(s;), for all i € {0,...,n — 1}, or
e(r;) = e(sp—1-;), for all : € {0,...,n — 1}.
(ii) An oriented path (see Section ) r = (rg,...,r,—1) of elements of R is
— positive (resp., negative), if there are elements a;, b; (for 0 < i < n)
of J(L) such that r; = (a;,b;, +) (resp., r; = {a;,b;,—)), for all i €
{0,...,n—1}.
— reduced, if either it is positive or is has the form
<’U,0, ey Ug—1, <p>7 Vo, .- 7Ul—1>7
where p € J(L), (ug, . ..,ux—1) is negative, and (vo,...,v—1) is posi-
tive.
Lemma 6.4. Every oriented path of R is isotype to a reduced oriented path.

Proof. Let r be an oriented path of R, we prove that r is isotype to a reduced
oriented path. If r is either positive or reduced there is nothing to do. Suppose
that r is neither positive nor reduced. Then r has the form

<<ak—17ak7 _>7 ey <a/07 ai, _>7 <b07 b17 +>7 ey <bl—17 blu +>>
for some integers k > 0 and [ > 0. If [ = 0, then r is isotype to the positive path
<<a07 ai, +>7 ceey <ak—l7 A, +>>

Suppose now that I > 0. Since {(ag, a1, —) < (bg, b1, +), two cases can occur.

Case 1. ap = by and a1 ¢ C(bg,b1) (see [EF)). Observe that (ag,a1,—) < {(ao) if
a1 € Ay, while (ag) < {ag,a1,+) if a1 € By, (see @1)). In the first case,
it follows from Lemma B3 (applied to C(ag,a1)) that the sequence

((ak—1,aK, =), ..., {ao, a1, =), (ao), (b1, b2, +), ..., (bi—1, b1, +))

is an oriented path, isotype to r. Similarly, in the second case, the oriented
path

<<bl—17 bl7 _>7 ) <b17 b27 _>7 <a/0>7 <a/07 a1, +>7 SR <ak—17ak7 +>>
is isotype to r.

Case 2. a1 = by and by ¢ C(ag,a1) (see [@3F)). Observe that (bg) < (bo,b1,+) if
b1 € By, while (bg,b1,—) < (bo) if b1 € Ap, (see [@I)). In the first case,
the oriented path

<<a’k*17 Ak, _>7 ) <a‘15 a2, _>5 <b0>5 <b07 bla +>a cety <bl*17 blv +>>
is isotype to r. Similarly, in the second case, the oriented path
((br—1, b1, =)5 - 5 (bos b1, =), (bo), (a1, az, +), . . ., {ak—1, ak, +))
is isotype to r.
This concludes the proof. (I

We define a map ¢ from L into the powerset of R as follows:
pl@)={reR|e(r) <z}, forall z € L. (6.4)
Lemma 6.5. The set p(x) belongs to Co(R, <), for allx € L.
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that if rg < --- < r, in R such that e(ro), e(r,) < z,
the relation e(ry) < z holds whenever 0 < k < n. By Lemma B4 it is sufficient
to consider the case where the oriented path r = (rg,...,r,) is reduced. If it is
positive, then, by Lemma [E] there exists a Stirlitz track of the form

((a; [0<i<n+1),{a, [1<i<n+1))

for join-irreducible elements a;, a} of L with r; = {(a;, a;41,+), for all i € {0,...,n}.
But then, by Lemma 7 applied to the Stirlitz track

(a1 10 < i <), (ahyy | 1< i< m)),

e(ry) = agt1 < a1V ap41 < x. Suppose from now on that r is not positive. Then
three cases can occur.

Case 1. r = ({(ao), {ag,a1,+),...,{an-1,an,+)) for some ag, ..., a, € J(L). It
follows from Lemma that there exists a Stirlitz track of the form

({ai [0 < i <n),{a; |1 <i<n)),

hence, by Lemma B e(ry) = ar, < ap V a, < 2.

Case 2. r = {{ap_1,an,—),--.,{ag,a1,—),{ag)) for some ag, ..., a, € J(L). The
argument is similar to the one for Case 1.

Case 3. r = <<an/,1, A, —>, R <CL0, ai, —>, <a0>, <b0, by, —|—>, R <bn//,1, bnrry —|—>> for
some positive integers n’ and n” and join-irreducible ag = bg, a1, ...,
anry b1, ...y bpr. From (ap,a1,—) < (ag) < (bg,b1,+) it follows that
agp = by < a1 Vbr. From Lemma G111t follows that there are Stirlitz tracks
of the form

o= {a; |0<i<n) {a|1<i<n)),
T={(bj [0<j<n"), (b |1<5<n")),

with the same base ag = by < a1 V by. Since e(ry) has either the form a;,
where 0 < i < n/, or bj, where 0 < j < n”, it follows from Lemma b that
e(ry) < ap Vb <.

This concludes the proof. (I
Lemma 6.6. The map ¢ is a (0, 1)-lattice embedding from L into Co(R).

Proof. Tt is obvious that ¢ is a (A, 0, 1)-homomorphism. Let x, y € L such that
x £ y. Since L is finitely spatial, there exists p € J(L) such that p < z and p £ y.
Hence, (p) € o(z) \ ¢(y), so p(z) £ ¢(y). Therefore, ¢ is a (A, 0, 1)-embedding.

Now let z, y € L and let r € p(z V y), we prove that r € p(z) V ¢(y). The
conclusion is trivial if » € ¢(z) U ¢(y), so suppose that r ¢ ¢(z) U p(y). We need
to consider two cases:

Case 1. 7 = (p), for some p € J(L). So p < zVy while p £ z,y. By Lemma B2
there are minimal v < x and v < gy such that p < u V v, hence v and v are join-ir-
reducible and they do not belong to the same side of the Udav-Bond partition of
[p]P associated with p (see Proposition Bl). Hence, by the definition of <, either
<pau7_> = <p> = <p,v,—|—> or <pvvv_> = <p> = <p7ua +> Since <p5u75> € <P(33) and
(p,v,e) € p(y), for all € € {+, —}, it follows from this that (p) € o(z) V ¢(y).

Case 2. r = {(a,b,+) for some a, b € J(L) such that a Db. So b < z V y while
b £ x,y. By Lemma B2 there are minimal v < z and v < y such that b < u Vv,
hence v and v are join-irreducible and they do not belong to the same side of
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the Udav-Bond partition of [b]P associated with b (see Proposition B-I]). Hence, it
follows from Lemma B3 that either u ¢ C(a,b) and v € C(a,b) or u € C(a,b) and
v ¢ C(a,b). In the first case,

<b7 u’ _> { <a7 b’ +> < <b7 ’U7 +>7
while in the second case,
<b7 v, _> = <a7 ba +> = <ba U, +>

Since (b,u,e) € p(x) and (b,v,e) € p(y), for all € € {+,—}, it follows from this
that r € o(x) V p(y).

Case 3. r = (a,b, —) for some a, b € J(L) such that a D b. The proof is similar to
the proof of Case 2. (|

We can now formulate the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 6.7. Let L be a lattice. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) L embeds into a lattice of the form Co(P), for some poset P;
(ii) L satisfies the identities (S), (U), and (B) (i.e., it belongs to the class
SUB);
(iii) L has a lattice embedding into a lattice of the form Co(R), for some
poset R, that preserves the existing bounds. Furthermore, if L is finite,
then R is finite, with

|R| < 2|J(L)* = 5] J(L)] + 4.

Proof. (1)=(ii) follows immediately from Lemmas Bl EEX and B2

(il)=-(iii) Denote by Fil L the lattice of all dual ideals (= filters) of L, ordered
by reverse inclusion; if L has no unit element, then we allow the empty set in
Fil L, otherwise we require filters to be nonempty. This way, Fil L is complete and
the canonical lattice embedding x +— Tz from L into Fil L preserves the existing
bounds. It is well known that Fil L is a dually algebraic lattice that extends L
and that satisfies the same identities as L (see, for example, G. Grétzer [L1]), in
particular, it belongs to SUB. Furthermore, Fil L is dually algebraic, thus lower
continuous and spatial, thus it is a fortiori finitely spatial. We consider the poset
(R, <) constructed above from Fil L. By Lemmas and 28, the canonical map ¢
defines a (0, 1)-embedding from Fil L into Co(R).

(iii)=(i) is trivial.

In case L is finite, put n = | J(L)|, we verify that |R| < 2n? — 5n+4 for the poset
(R, <) constructed above, in the case where n > 2 (for n < 1 then one can take
for P a singleton). Indeed, it follows from the join-semidistributivity of L (that
itself follows from Lemma E3) that L has at least two D-maximal ( = join-prime)
elements, hence the number of pairs (a,b) of elements of J(L) such that a D b is at
most (n — 1)(n — 2), whence

IR <2(n—1)(n—2) +n=2n>—5n+4. O
Remark 6.8. The upper bound 2| J(L)|?> — 5| J(L)| + 4 of Theorem BE(iii), obtained

for the particular poset R constructed above, is reached for L defined as the lattice
of all order-convex subsets of a finite chain.

Corollary 6.9. The class of all lattices that can be embedded into some Co(P)
coincides with SUB; it is a finitely based variety. In particular, it is closed under
homomorphic images.
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Of course, we proved more, for example, the class of all lattices that can be
embedded into some finite Co(P) forms a pseudovariety (see [I0]), thus it is closed
under homomorphic images.

7. THE TREE-LIKE POSET ASSOCIATED WITH A LATTICE IN SUB

Everywhere in this section before Theorem [, we shall fix a complete, lower
continuous, finitely spatial lattice L in SUB. The goal of the present section is to
define a tree-like poset I" and a lattice embedding from L into Co(T") that preserves
the existing bounds, see Theorem [[74

The idea to use D-increasing finite sequences of join-irreducible elements is in-
troduced in K. V. Adaricheva [, where it is proved that every finite lattice without
D-cycle can be embedded into the lattice of subsemilattices of some finite meet-
semilattice; see also [2.

We denote by T' the set of all finite, nonempty sequences a = («(0),...,a(n))
of elements of J(L) such that «(i) D a(i + 1), for all i < n. We put |a| = n (the
length of ), and we extend this definition by putting |@| = —1. We further put
@ = (a(0),...,a(n—1)) (the truncation of o) and e(c) = a(n) (the extremity of ).
If & = B3, we say that (3 is a one-step extension of a. Furthermore, for all n > 0,
we put

Iy={ael]||al <n}, and E,=T,\T,_1 for n > 0.

For a € T'\ T'g, we say that a conjugate of « is an element 8 of " such that @ =
and e(a) and e(B) are conjugate with respect to e(@). It follows from Corollary B2l
that every element of '\ T'g has a conjugate. Furthermore, for o, 8 € T', we write
a ~ B, if either « = B or B =@.

For all n > 0, we define inductively a binary relation <,, on I';,, together with
subsets A, and B, of [e(a)]? for a € T,,_;.

The induction hypothesis to be satisfied consists of the following two assertions:

(S1) =<, is acyclic.

(S2) For all o, B € T, a ~ B iff either a <,, 8 or 8 <, .

For n =0, let <,, be empty.

The case n = 1 is the only place where we have some freedom in the choice of <,,.
We suppose that we have already used this freedom for the construction of the poset
(R, Q) of Section | that is, for each p € J(L), let A,, B, such that {4,, B,} is the
Udav-Bond partition of [p]? associated with p (see Subsection Bl), and we let R
be the poset associated with this choice that we constructed in Section Bl Then we
put A,y = Ap and B,y = By, and we define

<1=A{{{p,a), () | p € I(L), a € Ay} U{{{p), (p,0)) | p € (L), b€ By}

It is obvious that < satisfies both (S1) and (52).

Now suppose having defined <, for n > 1, that satisfies both (S1) and (S2).
For all a € E,,, we define subsets A, and B, of [e(a)]? as follows:

Case 1. @ <, a. Then we put A, = [e(a)]P\C(e(@), e(a)) and B, = C(e(@), e(a)).
Case 2. a <, @. Then we put A, = C(e(a),e(a)) and B, = [e(a)]P\C(e(@), e(a)).
Then we define <, 1 as
<nr1==n U{{a"™{(x),a) | a € B, and x € A, }U{{a,a"(y)) | « € E,, and y G(Ba)}7
7.1
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where («, 8) — o™ denotes concatenation of finite sequences.
Lemma 7.1. The relation <,11 satisfies both (S1) and (S2).

Proof. Tt is obvious that <41 satisfies (S2). Now let us prove (S1), and suppose
that <,41 has a cycle, say, ap <n+1 @1 <p41 -+ <n+1 @k = g, where k > 2. We
pick k& minimal with this property. As A, N B, = @, for all a, we cannot have
k=2 as well, so k > 3.

By the induction hypothesis, one of the elements of the cycle belongs to E, 11,
without loss of generality we may assume that it is the case for ag. Hence, by
[CT), oy = ag belongs to I'y,. Let I be the smallest element of {1,...,k — 1} such
that a;41 ¢ Ty, (it exists since o = a9 ¢ T'y,). Suppose that | < k — 1. By
(S2) for <p41, 42 = @31 = «u, a contradiction by the minimality of k. Hence
l =k — 1, which means that a1, ..., ax—1 € I';,. Hence, since k — 1 > 2, we obtain
that ay <, -+ < ag—1 = o is a <,-cycle, a contradiction. O

Lemma [Tl completes the definition of <,,, for all n > 0. We define < as the
union over all n < w of <,. Hence < is an acyclic binary relation on I' such that
a ~ [ iff either a < S or f < a, for all a, § € T'. Since < is acyclic, the reflexive
and transitive closure < of < is a partial ordering on I', for which < is exactly
the predecessor relation. For the sake of clarity, we rewrite below the inductive
definition of < and the sets A, and B, for o € T'.

(a) For |a| =0, A, and B, are chosen such that {A,, By} is the Udav-Bond
partition of [e(a)]P associated with e(a).
(b) Suppose that |a| > 1. Then we define A, and B, by

[ (el@)P\ Cle(@), (@), Clef@) e(@) it a,
(4a; Ba) {(C(e(a), e(a)), [e(a)]P \ Cle(@), e(a))) if a <a.

(¢) a < f implies that a ~ .
(d) a™(z) < aiff x € Ay and o < o™ (x) iff x € By, for all & € T and all
z € [e(a)]P.
By LemmalEH the set {A,, B, } is the Udav-Bond partition of [e(a)]” associated
with «, for all « € I'. Therefore, by Proposition Bl and the definition of <, we
obtain immediately the following consequence.

Corollary 7.2. For all o € T and all z, y € [e(a)]?, e(a) < z V y iff either
a"(x) <a<a"(y) ora{y) <a<a"(z).

For a, f € T', we denote by « *  the largest common initial segment of o and 5.
Observe that a3 belongs to T'U{@} and that a* 8 = S*xa. Put m = |a] — |a*f|
and n = |B] — |a * 8]. We let P(a, ) be the finite sequence (o, V1,- -, Ym+n);
where the v;, for 0 < i < m + n, are defined by v = a, vi+1 = T, for all i < m,
Ym4n = B, and Ymin—j—1 = Ymin—j, for all j < n. Hence the ~;-s first decrease
from v9 = «a to v, = a* 8 by successive truncations, then they increase again from
Ym t0 Ym+n = B by successive one-step extensions.

For o, 8 € T, we observe that a path (see Section B) from « to § is a finite
sequence ¢ = (Y0,71,---,7k) of distinct elements of T" such that v = a, v = 3,
and ~y; ~ y;+1, for all ¢ < k.

Proposition 7.3. For all o, p € T, there exists at most one path from « to B, and
then this path is P(«, 5). Furthermore, such a path ezists iff a(0) = 5(0).
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Hence, by using the terminology of Section B the poset (I', <) is tree-like.

Proof. Put againm = |a|—|axf| and n = |8]—|ax8], and P(c, 8) = (70, - - -, Ym+n)-
Let d = (do, ..., d) (for k < w) be a path from « to 8. We begin with the following
essential observation.

Claim. The path d consists of a sequence of truncations followed by a sequence of
one-step extensions.

Proof of Claim. Suppose that there exists an index i € {1,...,k — 1} such that §;
extends both §;_; and d;;1. Then §;_; = &; = d;11, which contradicts the fact that
all entries of d are distinct.

Hence, either d consists of a sequence of truncations, or there exists a least index
1 €{0,...,k— 1} such that é;41 is an extension of ¢;. If §,;; is not an extension
of ¢; for some i € {l,...,k — 1}, then, taking the least such i, we obtain that ¢;
extends both §;_; and d;11, a contradiction by the first paragraph of the present
proof. Hence ;11 is a one-step extension of ¢;, for all ¢ € {l,..., k —1}. O Claim.

Let I denote the least element of {0,...,k} such that I < k implies that d;41
extends d;. In particular, §; is a common initial segment of both « and 8, thus of
a * . Furthermore,

la] =1 =1do| =1 =[] < |axB] = |a| —m,
thus [ > m. Similarly,
18] = (k=1) =|&] < |axp| = [B] —n,

thus k£ — [ > n. In addition, both a* 8 and ¢, are initial segments of « of the same
length || — m, thus ax 8 = §,,. Similarly, both a* 8 and i, are initial segments
of B of the same length |3| — n, whence a * 8 = 6y_p,. Therefore, §,, = dg—n,
whence, since all entries of d are distinct, m = k —n, so k = m +n, whence l = m
since m <! < k —n. It follows then from the claim that d = P(«, 8).

Furthermore, from o ~ f it follows that «(0) = £(0), thus the same conclusion

follows from the assumption that there exists a path from « to 8. Conversely, if
a(0) = B(0), then « * S is nonempty, thus so are all entries of P(a, ). Hence

P(a, 8) is a path from « to £. O
Now we define a map w: I' — R by the following rule:
a if |a] =0,
m(a) =< (e(@),e(a),+) ifa<a, forall a €T

(e(@),e(a),—) fa=<a,
Lemma 7.4. o < B in T implies that w(a)) < w(B) in R, for all a, B € T. In

particular, T is order-preserving

Proof. We argue by induction on the least integer n such that o, § € T';,. We
need to consider first the case where p, a, b € J(L), a € A,, b € B, (so that
(p,a) < (p) < {p,b) in T), and prove that 7({p,a)) < 7({p)) < ©({p,b)) in R. But
by the definition of =, the following equalities hold,

7T(<p, a>) = <p7 a, _>7 7T(<p>) = <p>7 and 7T(<p, b>) = <p7 b, +>7

while, by the definition of < on R,
<paa7 _> = <p> < <pab7+>7
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which solves the case where n = 1.
The remaining case to consider is where o™ (z) < @ < o (y) in T, for |a| > 0.
Thus z € A, and y € B, whence

m(a™ () = (e(a),x, —),
m(a™(y)) = {e(a),y, +).
Suppose first that @ < a. Then
Ay = [e(@)]P\ Cle(@), e(a)) while By = Cle(@), e(a).
Furthermore, 7(a) = (e(@), e(a), +), while, by the definition of < on R,
(e(a), z, =) < (e(@), e(), +) < {e(),y,+),

in other words,
m(a™ () < 7m(a) < w(a™ (y)).
Suppose now that o < @. Then
Ay = C(e(@), e(a)) while B, = [e(a)]P \ Cle(@), e(a)).
Furthermore, 7(a) = {e(@), e(«), —), while, by the definition of < on R,
x

le(a),z, =) < (e(@),e(a), =) < (e(a),y,+),
in other words,
m(a(x)) < m(a) < m(a” (y)),

which completes the proof. ([
We observe the following immediate consequence of Lemma [

Corollary 7.5. One can define a zero-preserving complete meet homomorphism
7*: Co(R) — Co(T") by the rule

(X)) = 7 Y[X], for all X € Co(R).

We put ¢ = 7* o ¢, where ¢: L < Co(R) is the canonical map defined in
Section Bl Hence v is a zero-preserving meet homomorphism from L into Co(T").
For any = € L, the value ¢(x) is calculated by the same rule as ¢(z), see ([E4):

Y(x)={a el |e(a) <z}

Lemma 7.6. The map ¢ is a lattice embedding from L into Co(I"). Moreover, ¢
preserves the existing bounds.

Proof. The statement about preservation of bounds is obvious. We have already
seen (and it is obvious) that 1 is a meet homomorphism. Let x, y € L such that
x £ y. Since L is finitely spatial, there exists p € J(L) such that p < z and p £ y;
whence (p) € ¥(x) \ ¥(y). Hence ¢ is a meet embedding from L into Co(T").

Let z, y € L, let « € ¢(x V y), we prove that a € ¥(x) V ¢(y). This is obvious
if & € ¥(x) Ut(y), so suppose that a ¢ 1(x) U(y). Hence e(a) < z V y while
e(o) £ x,y, thus, by Lemma B2 there are minimal v < z and v < y such that
e(a) < u Vv, and both u and v belong to [e(a)]P. Therefore, by Corollary 2
either o™ (u) < a < a™(v) or @™ (v) < @ < &~ (u). In both cases, since o™ (u) €
P(z) and o™ (v) € ¥(y), we obtain that a € 1 (x) V (y). Therefore, 9 is a join
homomorphism. (I

Now we can state the main embedding theorem of the present section.
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Theorem 7.7. Let L be a lattice. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) there exists a poset P such that L embeds into Co(P);
(ii) L satisfies the identities (S), (U), and (B) (i.e., it belongs to the class
SUB);
(iii) there exists a tree-like (see Section B) posetT' such that L has an embedding
into Co(T") that preserves the existing bounds. Furthermore, if L is finite
without D-cycle, then T is finite.

Proof. (i)=(ii) has already been established, see Theorem B

(ii)=-(iii) As in the proof of Theorem B we denote by Fil L the lattice of all
filters of L, ordered by reverse inclusion; if L has no unit element, then we allow
the empty set in Fil L, otherwise we require filters to be nonempty. We consider
the poset I' constructed from Fil L as in Section [ By Lemma [8 L embeds into
Co(T"). The finiteness statement of (iii) is obvious.

(iii)=-(i) is trivial. O

Even in case L = Co(P), for a finite totally ordered set P, the poset I' con-
structed in Theorem [[7is not isomorphic to P as a rule. As it is constructed from
finite sequences of elements of P, it does not lend itself to easy graphic representa-
tion. However, many of its properties can be seen on the simpler poset represented
on Figure 5, which is tree-like.

As we shall see in Sections @ and [[M, the assumption in Theorem [CA(iii) that L
be without D-cycle cannot be removed.

8. NON-PRESERVATION OF ATOMS

The posets R and T' that we constructed in Sections [ and [ are defined via
sequences of join-irreducible elements of L. This is to be put in contrast with the
main result of O. Frink [8] (see also [I1]]), that embeds any complemented modular
lattice into a geometric lattice: namely, this construction preserves atoms. Hence
the question of the necessity of the complication of the present paper, that is, using
sequences of join-irreducible elements rather than just join-irreducible elements,
is natural. In the present section we study two examples that show that this
complication is, indeed, necessary.

Example 8.1. A finite, atomistic lattice in SUB without D-cycle that cannot be
embedded atom-preservingly into any Co(T).

Proof. Let P be the nine-element poset represented on the left hand side of Figure 1,
together with order-convex subsets Py, Py, Ps, Qq, Q1, Q2.

We let K be the set of all elements X of Co(P) such that p; € X < p, € X,
for all ¢ < 3. It is obvious that K is a meet-subsemilattice of Co(P) which con-
tains {&, P} U Q, where Q = {Py, P1, P2, Qo,Q1,Q2}. We prove that K is a join-
subsemilattice of Co(P). Indeed, for all i < 3, both p; and p) are either maximal
or minimal in P, hence, for all X, Y € Co(P), p; € X VY iff p, € X UY, and,
similarly, p, € X VY iff p, € X UY. Hence X, Y € K implies that X VY € K.

Therefore, K is a sublattice of Co(P). It follows immediately that the atoms
of K are the elements of €2, that K is atomistic, and the atoms of K satisfy the
following relations (see the right half of Figure 1):

Qo < PV Py Q1 < Py V Py Q2 < RV Py
Pofpl\/PQ; Plfpo\/PQ; PQ%PO\/P:[.
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Py P P
PO = {pO,pé)}a
Qo q1 ¢ Py ={p1,p\},
P2 = {pQ,pIQ}u

D1 D2 Po

Qo = {qo},
Ql = {ql}a
Q2 = {QQ}-

Py

Q2

Qo

FIGURE 1. The poset P and the geometry of K.
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Hence, the sequence PyPyP,PyP; is a zigzag of length 5 (in the sense of [B]). It
follows from this and the easy direction of the main theorem of [3] that K cannot
be embedded atom-preservingly into any Co(T).

O

By contrast, our second example is subdirectly irreducible, but it has D-cycles.
We shall see in a subsequent paper [I5] that the latter condition is unavoidable,
that is, any finite, subdirectly irreducible atomistic lattice without D-cycle that
can be embedded into some Co(P) can be embedded atom-preservingly into some

finite Co(P) without D-cycle.

Example 8.2. A finite, atomistic, subdirectly irreducible lattice in SUB that can-
not be embedded into Co(T), for any poset T, in an atom-preserving way.

Proof. Let @ be the 12-element poset represented on the left hand side of Figure 2,

together with order-convex subsets A, B, C, A’, B', C".

[ear, e

[":ll-"'i

FIGURE 2. The poset @ and the geometry of L.

i@y, @]}

ap, @)}
[ by, By |
[ 8, & ]
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o



22 M. SEMENOVA AND F. WEHRUNG

We let o be the anti-automorphism of @ defined by o(a;) = a1, o(a}) = a}_,,
o(b;)) =bi_i, o(b)) =b1_;, 0(c;) = c1—4, 0(c;) = ¢§_;, for all i < 2, and we let L be
the set of all elements X of Co(Q) such that 0 X = X. It is obvious that L is a meet-
subsemilattice of Co(Q) which contains {@, Q}USQ, where Q = {A, B,C, A’, B’,C"}.
We prove that L is a join-subsemilattice of Co(Q). Let X, Y € L, we prove that
XVY elL.

Since both af, and @} are either maximal or minimal in @, the equivalence a} €
X VY & a; € XUY holds, for all i < 2, whence aj; € X VY & aj € X VY.
Similarly, by e X VY &b e X VY and (g e X VY & ¢ € X VY.

Suppose now that ag € X VY, we prove that a; € X VY. If g € X UY this is
obvious, so suppose that ap ¢ X UY. Without loss of generality, there are x € X
and y € Y such that z < a9 < y, whence z € {b],b1,¢},c1} and y = aj. From
Y € L it follows that a} € Y, thus A’ C Y. Similarly, from X € L it follows that
either BC X orCCXorB CXor(C'CX.If BCX,then by € X, thus, since
ay < a; <bpand aj €Y, we obtain that a; € X VY. If B’ C X, then b, € X, thus,
since a] < a1 < b)) and a} € Y, we obtain again that a; € X VY. Similar results
hold for either C C X or C' C X. Therefore, ag € X VY implies that a; € X VY.
By symmetry, we obtain the converse. Similarly, bp € X VY < b; € X VY and
co € XVY & g € X VY. Therefore, X VY belongs to L, which completes the
proof that L is a sublattice of Co(Q).

It follows immediately that the atoms of L are the elements of 2, that L is
atomistic, and the atoms of L satisfy the following relations:

A, B<A VB, A< AV B; B<AvV B,
B,C <B'v(C, B<B'VC; C<Bv(C
AC<AVC: A< A VC; C<AvC.

Hence, L is subdirectly irreducible, with monolith (i.e., smallest nonzero congru-
ence) the smallest congruence ©(&, A) identifying @ and A, also equal to ©(&, B)
and to ©(@, C). Furthermore, the sequence A’B'C’A’B’ is a zigzag of length 5 (in
the sense of [3]). It follows from this and the easy direction of the main theorem
of [3] that L cannot be embedded atom-preservingly into any Co(T). O

9. CROWNS IN POSETS
We first recall the following classical definition.

Definition 9.1. For an integer n > 2, we denote by Z/nZ the set of integers
modulo n. The n-crown C,, is the poset with underlying set (Z/nZ) x {0,1} and
ordering defined by (¢,0), (i + 1,0) < (i,1), for all i € Z/nZ.

The crown C, is illustrated on Figure 3.

We shall mostly deal with sub-crowns of posets.

Definition 9.2. For n > 2 and a poset (T, <), a n-crown of T is a finite sequence
{{a;,b;) | i € Z/nZ) of elements of T x T such that there exists an order-embedding
f: Cn — T with f(i,0) = a; and f(i,1) = b;, for all i € Z/nZ.

We shall sometimes identify an integer modulo n with its unique representative
in {0,1,...,n— 1} and a n-crown ((a;, b;) | i € Z/nZ) with the finite sequence

({ao, bo), (@1,b1), ..., (@n—1,bn-1)).
The following lemma makes it possible to identify crowns within posets.



LATTICES OF ORDER-CONVEX SETS, I 23

L LY 1.1y (2.1 im—2 litn
ﬂ H W E =

rl

et
(el O €1, 0% (2100 in— 2 Uiin

FI1GURE 3. The crown C,.

Lemma 9.3. Let (T, <) be a poset, let n > 3, and let a;, b; (i € Z/nZ) be elements
of T. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) ((a;,b;) | i € Z/nZ) is a n-crown.
(ii) a; <b; iffi € {j,j+ 1}, for alli, j € Z/nZ.

Proof. (i)=-(ii) is trivial. Conversely, suppose (ii) satisfied, we prove that f: C,, — T
defined by f(i,0) = a; and f(i,1) = b;, for all i € Z/nZ, is an order-embedding.
We need to prove the following assertions:
(i) a; < a; implies that ¢ = j, for all ¢, j € Z/nZ. Indeed, if a; < a;, then
a; <bj,bj—1 (because a; <bj;,bj_1), thus, by assumption, i € {j,5 + 1} N
{4,5 — 1} ={j} (we use here the inequality n > 3), that is, i = j.
(ii) b; < b; implies that ¢ = j, for all 4, j € Z/nZ. The proof is similar to the
one of (i).
(iii) b; < a; occurs forno ¢, j € Z/nZ. Indeed, suppose that b; < a;. Then b; <
bi, bi—1 (because a; 4b;,b;—1), thus, by (ii), j =i = ¢ — 1, a contradiction.

This concludes the proof. ([

Definition 9.4. A poset T is crown-free, if it has no n-crown for any n > 3.

Strictly speaking, the 2-crown C5 is crown-free since we are requiring n > 3 in
the definition above. The motivation why we are putting this slight restriction on n
lies in the following observation. First, the poset of Figure 4(i) is tree-like, but it
contains the 2-crown represented on Figure 4(ii); observe also that the n-crown, for
any n > 2, is never tree-like.

On the other hand, we shall now prove the following result.

Proposition 9.5. Every tree-like poset is crown-free.

As witnessed by the square 22, the converse of Proposition FLH does not hold.
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(i) (i)
FIGURE 4. A tree-like poset which contains the crown Cs.

Proof. Let (T, <) be a tree-like poset. For x, y € T, we denote by d(z,y) the length
of the unique path from x to y if there is such a path, oo otherwise. Observe that
x <y implies that d(z,y) < oo (but the converse does not hold as a rule), and then
the unique path from z to y is oriented (see Section B).
For a n-crown v = ({(a;,b;) | i € Z/nZ) in T, we put
Uy) = dlai,b).
i€Z/nZ
Suppose that T has a n-crown, for some integer n > 3. We pick such a crown
v = {{a;,b;) | i € Z/nZ) with £(vy) minimum. For all i € Z/nZ, we let
a; = Tjo < Ty < -0 < Typ, = by,
Git1 = Yi0 <Y1 < < Yig = bi
be the paths from a; (resp., a;11) to b;, where < denotes the predecessor relation
of T.
Claim 1. {x;, |0<p<pi} N{yiq | 0<q¢<q} =92, foralli € Z/nZ.
Proof of Claim. Suppose, to the contrary, that z; , = y; 4 for some p € {0,...,p;—1}
and ¢ € {0,...,¢; —1}. We put b} = by, for all j # i in Z/nZ, while b; = x; ;. Since
a;, ai+1 < b}, the condition k € {l,1 + 1} implies that a; < b, for all k, | € Z/nZ.
Conversely, let k, | € Z/nZ such that ax, < b). From b; < b; it follows that ay < by,
whence k € {l,l +1}. By Lemma [I3 the family v = ({(ax,b},) | k € Z/nZ) is a
n-crown. However,
0') <L) = (pi = p) < L(v),
which contradicts the minimality of ¢(7). O Claim 1.

The proof of the following claim is symmetric.
Claim 2. {y; 4] 0<¢<ag}N{xiy1, |0<p<pis1} =9, for alli € Z/nZ.

We define a walk of T to be a finite sequence ¢ = (cg,c1,- -+ , ) of elements
of T such that either ¢; < ¢;41 or ¢;41 < ¢, for all i < m, we say then that c is a
walk from cg to ¢,,,. Hence, a nonempty path of T is a walk with all distinct entries.

Now we let d be the finite sequence defined by

d=(0k |0<k<po)” (Wo.g0-1 | 0<1<qo) (T |0<k<p1)” -
o A<xn—1,k | 0 S k S pn—l>'

It is obvious that d is a walk from xo9 = ap to Tp—1,p,_, = bp—1. We shall now
prove that d is a path.
Suppose, indeed, that d is not a path. Then one of the following cases occurs.
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Case 1. There are distinct i, j € Z/nZ, together with k € {0,...,p;} and [ €
{0,...,p;}, such that z;, = x;;. Then a; 9 z; = z;; < bj, thus
i€{j,j+1}, while a; Qx;; =z < b;, thus j € {i,i+ 1}. Since n > 3,
we obtain that ¢ = j, a contradiction.

Case 2. There are distinct i, j € (Z/nZ)\{n — 1}, together with k € {1,...,¢;—1}
and [ € {1,...,¢; — 1}, such that y; x = y;;. Then a;4+1 <y r =y, < by,
thus 7 € {j,j—l}, while ajr1 < Yj = Yik 9 b;, thus j € {i,i— 1},
whence, since n > 3, ¢ = j, a contradiction.

Case 3. Therearei € Z/nZ and j € (Z/nZ)\{n — 1}, together with k € {0,...,p;}
and [ € {1,...,¢; — 1}, such that z; 1, = y;,;. Then from Claim [lit follows
that ¢ # j, while from Claim B it follows that i # j + 1. On the other
hand, a; <z, = y;; < bj, thus ¢ € {j,j + 1}, a contradiction.

Therefore, we have proved that d is, indeed, a path from ag to b,_1. However,
the finite sequence
d' = Un-11]10<1<gnn)

is a path from y,—1,0 = a, = ao (the indices are modulo n) to yp—1,4, ; = bn—1,

thus, by the uniqueness of the path from ag to b,_1, d = d’. Thus every entry z

of d satisfies that < b,_1, in particular, by = g, J b1, & contradiction since

n # 1. O

10. A QUASI-IDENTITY FOR Co(T'), FOR FINITE AND CROWN-FREE T’

Let (6) be the following lattice-theoretical quasi-identity:
a<(@VO)AN(@Ve) &b B Va)AW Ve)&e<(dVa)A(d V) &
& (@ Na)vVI'AD)V (I Ae)V(aAb)V(aAe)V (bAe)<a AV A

= a<d.
It is inspired by Example (see Corollary [[ILH). The main result of Section [[M is
the following.
Theorem 10.1. Let (T, Q) be a finite crown-free poset. Then Co(T) satisfies ().

Let us begin with an arbitrary (not necessarily finite, not necessarily crown-free)
poset (T, <) and convex subsets A, B, C, A', B’, C' of T that satisfy the premise
of (9), that is,

ACA vV B; ACAVC

BC B VA4 BC B v,

C CC'V A CcccC'vVB;
AnNA CBNnC; BnNnB CcA'NnC cnC' CcAnB;
ANBC A NB, BnCcCB NnC'; AnccA ncC.

We shall put A= A\ A, B=B\ B, and C = C\ C'. Observe that
AN(BUC)=BN(AUC)=CN(AUB) =g,
ANB=AnC=BnC=w.

We shall later perform a construction whose key argument is provided by the fol-
lowing lemma.
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Lemma 10.2. Let a € A and let o/ € A’ with a < a'. Then there exists (b, V') €
B x B’ such that b’ < b < a.

Proof. Observe first that a € A C A’V B. Since a ¢ A’ U B, there exists (@', b) €
A’ x B such that either @ <ta <t bor b < a < @. In the first case, @ < a < a’,
thus, by the convexity of A’, a € A’, a contradiction; whence b < a. If b € B, then
be BNB C A, but b<ta<ad, thus a € A, a contradiction; whence b € B. If
there exists z € A with x < b, then, since b < a, we obtain that be ANB C A’ a
contradiction again. But b€ B C AV B’ and b ¢ B’, thus there exists b’ € B’ such
that b’ <1 b. O

In particular, we observe the following corollary.

Corollary 10.3. The sets /Al, E, and C are either simultaneously empty or simul-
taneously nonempty.

Proof. If A is nonempty, we pick a € A. So a € A’V B while a ¢ A’U B, thus there
s (¢/,b) € A’ x B such that either b < a < a’ or ¢’ < a < b. In the first case, we
apply Lemma 2 to deduce that B # &. In the second case, we apply the dual of
Lemma to reach the same conclusion. O

Now we suppose that A s nonempty, and we pick ag € A. As in the proof
of Corollary I3 there exists aj € A’ such that either ag < af, or af, < ap; by
replacing < with its dual if needed, we may assume without loss of generality that
ap < ay.

By Lemma [ there are (b, b)) € B x B’ and (c1,¢;) € C x €' such that
by < bo < ag and ¢; < ¢1 < ag. By applying the dual of Lemma to ¢} < e,
we obtain (b1, b}) € B x B’ such that ¢; < by < b}. By applying Lemma [0 to
by <1 b}, we obtain (az,al) € A x A’ such that a, <1 az < by. By applying in the
same fashion Lemma [P and its dual, we obtain (cs, ) € C'xC”, (bs,by) € Bx B/,
and (ag,a%) € A x A’ such that as <1 ¢y < ch, b <1 by < cg, and bg < ag < ab.

Now we observe that by <1 by < ap < af, and by <1 bg < a3 < af, that is, we can
start the process again. Arguing by induction, we obtain elements {(a;, a) € Ax A
for i # 1 (mod 3), elements (b;,b}) € B x B’ for i # 2 (mod 3), and elements
(ciych) € C x C' for i # 0 (mod 3) such that the following relations hold, for all
1 < w:

5 <V bz < ag; < ag; (10.1)
Caip1 < €341 < bgipr < by q; (10.2)
a/31'+2 < agit+2 < C3iy2 < C/3i+2- (10.3)

This can be illustrated by Figure 5.
Now we define subsets of T as follows:
O = {a3i | 1< w} U{bgH_l | 1< w} @] {C3i+2 | 1< w};
Q" = {a3i+2 | 1< w} U {bgl | 1< UJ} U {C3i+1 | 1< w};
Q=0TuQ .
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FIGURE 5. A pattern in T'.

Since /Al, B , and C are mutually disjoint and their union contains €2, we can define
a map x: 2 — 3 by the rule

0 A
x(x) =41 E), for all z € Q.
2 C

Lemma 10.4. For all (z,y) € Q= x QF, x(z) = x(y) implies that x 4 y. In
particular, Q- N QT = @.

Proof. We need to prove that for all natural numbers ¢ and j, the following inequal-
ities hold:
® a3ip2 f azj. Otherwise, by (L)) and (L), a3;,, < aziy2 < aj;, thus
az;r2 € A’, a contradiction.
e b3; f bzjp1. Otherwise, by ([T and [L2), b5, < bz < by, ,, thus
bs; € B’, a contradiction.
 c3iy1 f czjro. Otherwise, by ([[M2) and (M3, ¢4,y < czit1 < Chy0,
thus ¢3;,11 € C’, a contradiction.

This concludes the proof. ([l

For an integer m > 2, we define a m-pre-crown to be a finite sequence ({(z;, ;) |
i € Z/mZ) of elements of Q= x QF such that the following conditions hold, for all
i€ Z/mZ:

(C1) @, i1 < s

(C2) x(w:) # x(wit1) and x(y;) # x(yi41) if 0 #m — 1.

If m = 2, then, by (C1), zo,z1 < yo,y1. Furthermore, by (C2), x(zo) # x(z1),
thus it follows from g, z1 < yo and Lemma [ that x(yo) is the unique element
of 3\ {x(z0),x(z1)}. The same holds for x(y1), whence x(yo) = x(y1), which
contradicts (C2). Therefore, if there exists a m-pre-crown, then m > 3.

We can now prove the main lemma of this section.

Lemma 10.5. Suppose that T is crown-free. Then there are no pre-crowns in T.

Proof. Otherwise, let m be the least positive integer such that there exists a m-pre-
crown, and let ¢ = ((x;,y;) | ¢ € Z/mZ) be such a pre-crown. As observed before,
m > 3. By assumption on 7T, in order to get a contradiction, it suffices to prove
that ¢ is a crown of T. By (C1) and Lemma I3 it suffices to prove that for all 4,
j € Z/mZ such that i ¢ {j,j + 1}, the inequality x; < y; does not hold. Suppose
otherwise; by Lemma [ x; < y;. Two cases can occur.
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Case 1. i < j. Then the finite sequence

(@i, yi), (i1, Yig1), - - -5 (@5, 95))

is a (j — i+ 1)-pre-crown (see Figure 6(i)), with 1 < j—14i <m —1. By
the minimality assumption on m, this cannot happen unless ¢ = 0 and

Jj=m

i

Iy

FIGURE 6. Shorter pre-crowns.

Case 2. j < i. Then the finite sequence

isa (i

<<:Eia y’i71>a cety
— j)-pre-crown (see Figure 6(ii)), with 2 <4 — j < m, which contra-

<117j+2, yj+1>, <117j+1,yj>>

dicts again the minimality of m.

Hence ¢ is a m-crown of T, a contradiction.

— 1, in which case i = j + 1 (modulo m as usual), a contradiction.

i i+l Hi=Z

O

Now we have all the necessary tools to conclude the proof of Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem [IIL1l. Suppose that T is finite and crown-free. There are i < j
such that bs; = b3;. Then the finite sequence

((b3s, asi), (C3i41, b3i1)s - - -,

(azj—1,c35-1))

is a (35 — 3i)-pre-crown in T (see Figure 7), a contradiction.

Hence we have proved that A= @, that is, A C A'.

fies (0).

as;i  bsiy1 c3it2 €351

b3; = b3; C3i+1 G3i+2 asj—1

FIGURE 7. A pre-crown in T

Therefore, Co(T) satis-

O
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Corollary 10.6. Let Q be the finite poset and L the finite lattice of Example B2
Then, although L embeds into Co(Q), there is no finite, tree-like poset R such
that L embeds into Co(R).

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition [@H that R is crown-free, thus, by Theorem 1],
Co(R) satisfies (f). On the other hand, the lattice L of Example does not
satisfy (6) (consider the atoms A, B, C, A’, B’, C’ of L), therefore it cannot be
embedded into Co(R). O

On the other hand, it follows from Theorem [7(iii) that if a finite lattice L
without D-cycle embeds into some Co(P), then it embeds into Co(R) for some
finite, tree-like poset R. In the presence of D-cycles anything can happen, for
example, take L = Co(4), the lattice of all order-convex subsets of a four-element
chain; it embeds into Co(4) for the finite, tree-like poset 4, however it has D-cycles.

11. FINITE GENERATION AND WORD PROBLEM IN SUB

For a lattice term s(xj,...,Xy), a poset P, and convex subsets Xi, ..., X,
of P, we denote by s¥(Xy,...,X,) the evaluation of the term s(xi,...,x,) at
(X1,...,Xyn) in the lattice Co(P).

The present section rests on the following lemma. Its proof is an easy induction
argument on the length of s, that we leave to the reader.

Lemma 11.1. Let n be a positive integer, let s(x1, ..., %) be a lattice term, and let
X1, ..., X, be convex subsets of a poset P. Then s¥'(X1,...,X,,) is the directed
union of all subsets of the form s®(X1NQ,..., X, NQ), for Q C P finite.

As immediate corollaries, we get the following.

Corollary 11.2. Let P be a poset. Any lattice-theoretical identity valid in all
Co(Q), for Q a finite subset of P, is also valid in Co(P).

Corollary 11.3. A lattice-theoretical identity is valid in SUB iff it holds in Co(P)
for every finite poset P.

Consequently, the variety SUB is generated by its finite members. By using the
results of J. C. C. McKinsey [T4], we obtain the following consequence.

Corollary 11.4. The word problem in the variety SUB is decidable.

This means that it is decidable whether a given lattice identity s(xi,...,Xm) =
t(x1,...,%n) holds in all lattices of the form Co(P). A closer look at the proof of
Lemma [Tl shows that it is sufficient to verify whether the given identity holds
in all Co(P) for |P| < n, where n is the supremum of the lengths of the terms s
and t.

12. OPEN PROBLEMS

We know that the class SUB is generated, as a variety, by its finite members
(see Corollary [[T3). We also know that any finite lattice in SUB can be embedded
into some finite Co(P) (see Theorem [B.7)). Nevertheless we do not know whether
the latter generate the whole quasivariety.

Problem 1. Is the class SUB generated, as a quasivariety, by its finite members?
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Equivalently, does there exist a lattice quasi-identity that holds in all finite
Co(P)-s but not in all Co(P)-s?

Problem 2. Is the universal theory of all lattices of the form Co(P) decidable?
A positive answer to Problem [l would yield a positive answer to Problem

Problem 3. Is the class C of all lattices that can be embedded into a product of
the form [];.; Co(C;), where the C; are chains, a variety?

Problem Bl is solved by the authors in [T6].

Problem 4. Can the embedding problem of a lattice in SUB into some Co(P) be
solved by a functor (that, say, sends any L to some Co(P))? Can such a functor
be idempotent?

Our next problem has a more computational nature.

Problem 5. For each positive integer n, denote by £(n) the least positive integer
such that every finite lattice L in SUB with n join-irreducible elements embeds into
some Co(P), where |P| < &(n). Compute £(n), for all n > 0. Does £(n) = O(n)
as n goes to infinity?

For a sublattice K of a finite lattice L, the inequality |J(K)| < |J(L)| holds,
see [1, Lemma 2]. In particular, if a finite lattice L embeds into Co(P) for some
finite poset P, then | J(L)| < |P|. By combining this with the result of Theorem £,
we obtain the inequalities

n§§(n)§2n2—5n+4.
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