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ABsTRACT. The ternary extended contact relation was introduced in (Ivanova, 2020)
as a more expressive counterpart of the standard binary contact relation. The class
of Boolean algebras expanded with the relation was named Extended Contact Alge-
bras (ECAs). In this work, we take an algebraic perspective on ECAs, interpreting the
ternary relation as a form of entailment. We introduce Pseudo-Inference Algebras, purely
algebraic structures where the ternary relation is replaced by a monotone ternary op-
erator, capturing the logical character of extended contact. We show that the subclass
of relational Pseudo-Inference Algebras corresponds precisely to ECAs and generates a
subvariety of strict PSI-Algebras, which forms a discriminator variety. Furthermore, we
extend Stone duality to this ternary context, introducing descriptive PSI-frames and
establishing three interrelated dualities that differ in their morphisms while sharing the
same class of topological objects. The framework developed in the paper provides a uni-
fied relational semantics for Boolean algebras equipped with monotone ternary operators,
connecting spatial and logical notions within a categorical and topological setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The class of Extended Contact Algebras (ECAs, for short) was introduced by Ivanova
(2020). The idea was motivated by certain limitations related to the well-known Boolean
Contact Algebras (BCAs), i.e., Boolean algebras expanded with a binary relation C of con-
tact. BCAs were introduced in the early 2000s by Stell (2000) and Diintsch and Winter
(2004) as an algebraic tool for representing and studying the phenomenon of the nearness of
regions in space. From a certain point of view, they could be seen as an abstract approach
to proximity spaces in the sense of Thron (1973) (see, e.g., Diintsch and Vakarelov, 2007).

The idea of BCAs proved both fruitful and useful, giving insight into the algebraic aspects
of Region Connection Calculus and developing the so-called Region-based Theories of Space
(also known as mereotopologies) that had been investigated at least since the times of de
Laguna (1922) and Whitehead (1920; 1929). Among others, it turned out that BCAs have
a considerable expressive power that lets express various topological properties by means of
the contact relation. However, unsurprisingly, natural properties were discovered that could
not be grasped within the framework of contact relations. One of these was the property of
internal connectedness of regular closed subsets of topological spaces. Since the topological
property of connectedness of regions—particularly important for mereotopology (Pratt and
Schoop, 2000)—can be naturally expressed by means of the contact relation, it could be
expected that he similar situation holds for the property of internal connectedness. Contrary
to this, Tatyana Ivanova (2020) proved that the property cannot be formulated by means
of contact.! At the same time, she put forward the idea of a ternary relation of extended
contact, which strengthens the ordinary contact and allows for a definition of the internal
connectedness of regular closed sets.

This research was funded by (a) the National Science Center (Poland), grant num-
ber 2020/39/B/HS1/00216 and (b) the MOSAIC project (EU H2020-MSCA-RISE-2020 Project 101007627).
1See also (Gruszcezyniski and Menchon, 2025).
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Formally, an extended contact algebra is a structure of the form
(A7 \/, /\a ) 07 17 |_)7

where (4, V,A,—,0,1) is a non-degenerate Boolean algebra and I is a ternary relation on A
such that, for all a,b,d, e, f € R, the following conditions hold:

( ) If (a,b) F f, then (aVd,b)FdV f.

( ) If (a,b) F d, (a,b) e and (d,e) - f, then (a,b) - f.
(ExtCA2) If a < f, then (a,b) F f.

( ) If (a,b) - f, then a A D < f.

( ) If (a,b)  f, then (b,a) & f.

It is noteworthy that the relation - has a logical character (in a certain sense), since
it behaves analogously to a consequence relation, capturing a form of inference or entail-
ment between regions within the underlying Boolean framework. Moreover, this relational
perspective—and its generalization from (Vakarelov, 2017) in the form of sequent algebras—
offers a new perspective on the region-based approach to theories of space, establishing a
conceptual bridge between the spatial notion of nearness and the logical notion of entail-
ment.

In this paper, we adopt the entailment perspective as dominant and define and investigate
a class of Pseudo-Inference Algebras that can be viewed as purely algebraic counterparts
of Extended Contact Algebras introduced by Ivanova. Purely algebraic, since we replace
the ternary relation by a ternary operator which is (almost) a possibility operator, and we
translate the axioms for extended contact into constraints put upon the operator.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls the notion of Fztended Contact Algebra
and presents a simplified, yet equivalent, axiomatization of the system originally introduced
in (Ivanova, 2020). This formulation yields a more transparent algebraic characterization
of the associated operator while preserving the expressive power of the original relational
framework. Section 3 introduces the variety of Pseudo-Inference Algebras and establishes a
one-to-one correspondence between its subclass of relational algebras and the class of ECAs.
In Section 4 we investigate the class of relational PSI-algebras in detail, showing that it gen-
erates the subvariety of strict PSI-Algebras, defined by the additional equations (R1)—(R2)
and (S), and that this subvariety forms a discriminator variety. Finally, Section 5 develops
the topological counterpart of the theory by extending Stone duality to the ternary context.
We introduce the class of descriptive PSI-frames and establish three interrelated dualities
which share the same class of topological objects but differ in their morphisms, thereby pro-
viding a unified relational semantics for Boolean algebras endowed with a monotone ternary
operator. Throughout the paper, we assume the reader is familiar with standard notions
from category theory and universal algebra as presented in (Mac Lane, 1978) and (Burris
and Sankappanavar, 2011), respectively.

2. EXTENDED CONTACT ALGEBRAS

As we mentioned in the introduction, the first axiomatization of ECAs is due to Ivanova
(2020). In our approach, we will use a slightly simplified set of constraints that is equivalent
to the original one. Thanks to this, on the side of the operator associated with the relation,
we obtain a simpler and easier to handle set of algebraic postulates.

We will prove that an Extended Contact Algebra is equivalent to a structure of the form
(A,F), where A = (A, V,A,—,0,1) is a non-degenerate Boolean algebra (whose elements are
called regions) and | is a ternary relation on A such that, for all a,b,¢,d, f € A (< is the
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standard binary Boolean order relation):
(ECO) If (a,b) - f, then (aV d,b) F fVd.
(EC1) If (a,b) - d, (a,b) F e and (d,e) F f, then (a,b) - f.
(EC2) (a,b)FaVvf.
( ) If (a,a) - f, thena < f.
( ) If (a,b) - f, then (b,a) - f.
_|

The constraints can be interpreted as expressing elementary facts about entailment (in
the very special case when we have no more than two premises). To see this, let us interpret
the Boolean order x < y as x carries more information than or the same information as y.
According to (ECO), if a and b entail f, then we can weaken premises and the conclusion
simultaneously. (EC1) is an instance of the cut rule: if a and b entail both d and e, which
entail f, then we can eliminate d and e. According to (EC2) we can always weaken the

conclusion, and according to (EC3) the conclusion never carries more information than the
premise. Finally, (EC4) says that the order of premises is not relevant for the entailment.

Proposition 2.1. If (EC1) and (EC2) hold in a structure (A,}), we have that
(2.1) If (a,b) Fc and ¢ < f, then (a,b) F f.

Proof. Indeed, suppose that (a,b) F ¢ and ¢ < f. By (EC2) we have that (¢,c) F ¢V f, so
(¢,c) F f. By (EC1) it must be the case that (a,b) - f. O

Propositions 2.2 and 2.4 below show that our set of axioms is equivalent to the one
originally introduced in (Ivanova, 2020).
Proposition 2.2. The aziom (EC2) is equivalent to (ExtCA2).

Proof. 1t is clear that (ExtCA2) entails (EC2). For the other direction, if a < f, then we
have that a V f = f. But by (EC2) it must be the case that (a,b) FaV f, so (a,b) F f. O

Since by (ExtCA2) we have that a < f entails that (a,a) - f, then we can strengthen
(EC3) to full equivalence

(2.2) (a,a) - f i a<f.
Proposition 2.3. If (EC1), (EC2) and (EC4) hold in a structure (A,F), it is the case that
(2.3) If (a,b) b c and f < a, then (f,b) F c.

Proof. Suppose that (a,b) ¢ and f < a. Thus, by (EC2) we obtain that (f,b) - a and by
(EC2) and (EC4) that (f,b) - b. From these, by (EC1), it follows that (f,b) I c. O

Proposition 2.4. Modulo remaining axzioms, (EC3) is equivalent to (ExtCA3).

Proof. One direction is immediate. For the other, assume that (EC3) obtains and that
(a,b) F f. Using (2.3) and (EC4) we conclude that (a Ab,a Ab) F f, and so a Ab < f, by
the assumption. O

The extended contact is a more expressive counterpart of the standard binary contact
relation C. The latter can be defined by means of F as follows

aCbhb — (a,b)¥0

but F cannot be captured in the standard language of Boolean Contact Algebras (see Ivanova,
2020, Propositions 2.1 and 3.1). Similarly, as in the case of the contact relation, the standard
interpretation of extended contact is topological, that is for a topological space (X, 1), any
subalgebra S of the Boolean algebra RC(7) of regular closed subsets of X with the ternary
relation . given by

(A,B)F.C +— ANBCC



4 EXTENDED CONTACT ALGEBRAS: ALGEBRAIC ANALYSIS AND DUALITY THEORY

is an extended contact algebra. The operation N on the right side of the equivalence is the
usual set-theoretical intersection, that, in general, is different from the meet operation of
RC(7), which for any A, B is given by AAB := ClInt(ANDB), the closure of the interior of the
intersection. Ivanova (2020, Theorem 6.4) proves that every extended contact algebra can
be embedded into the regular closed algebra of a compact, Ty, semi-regular space. Different,
so-called relational, representations of (finite) ECAs can be found in (Balbiani and Ivanova,
2021).

Proposition 2.5 (Balbiani and Ivanova, 2021, Proposition 3). Let (A,F) be an extended
contact algebra. For all a,b,d,e € A, the following conditions hold:

(2.4) (0,1) F a.

(2.5) If (a,b) F ¢ and (z,b) F ¢, then (a V x,b) F c.
(2.6) If (a,b) F ¢ and d < a, then (d,b) F c.

(2.7) If (a,b) ¢ and ¢ < d, then (a,b) F d.

We conclude this section by presenting some properties of the characteristic function of +.
In a sense that will be made explicit in the following section, this result reveals the algebraic
behavior that underlies ECAs.

Lemma 2.6. Let (A F) be an extended contact algebra and let us write xi for the charac-
teristic function of . Then, for every a,b,c,xz € A the following hold:

(2.8) x+-(0,b,¢) = x1-(a,0,¢) = x-(a,b,1) =1,
(2.9) x-(aVx,b,c)=x-(a,b,¢c) A x-(z,b,c),
(2.10) x+(a,bVz,c) =x-(a,b,c) A x(a,z,c),
(2.11) x-(a,b,e Ax) < x-(a,b,¢) Ax-(a,b,2).

Proof. (2.8) Since 0 < ¢, then, by (EC2), (0,b) I ¢, so x~(0,b,¢) = 1. Similarly, by (EC2)
and (EC4), we obtain that x(a,0,¢) = 1. Finally, because a < 1, from (EC2) again we
obtain (a,b) F 1, and thus x-(a,b,1) = 1.

(2.9) For the left-to-right direction, let xi(a V z,b,¢) = 1. Thus, (a V z,b) I ¢, and
from this by (2.6) applied twice we obtain that (a,b) F ¢ and (z,b) F ¢. In consequence,
x-(a,b,¢) =1 and x(z,b,¢) = 1. Thus, x(a V x,b,¢) < xi-(a,b,¢) A x-(x,b, ¢).

For the right-to-left direction, suppose that x(a,b,¢) = x(x,b,¢) = 1. Then (a,b) - ¢
and (z,b) F ¢. (2.5) implies that (a V z,b) F ¢, so x-(a V z,b,¢) = 1. Therefore x(a, b, c) A
X+ (z,b,¢) < x-(aV z,b,¢). Joining both directions, we obtain the equality.

(2.10) Observe that (EC4) implies that for every a,b,c € A, xr(a,b,c) = x~(b,a,c).
Then, by (2.9) we obtain

X-(a, bV z,¢) =x-(bVx,a,c)
= xr(b,a,c) A x-(z,a,c)
= xr(a,b,c) A x-(a, z,c).
(2.11) Suppose that x(a,b,c Az) =1, ie., (a,b) F ¢ Ax. By (2.7) we obtain (a,b) F ¢
and (a,b) F z. Therefore, xi-(a,b,c) A xi-(a,b,x) = 1. Thus, x(a,b,c A z) < xr(a,b,c) A

X+ (Cl, b7 $) .
This concludes the proof. O

3. PSEUDO-INFERENCE ALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce the variety of Pseudo-Inference Algebras and show that there
is a one-to-one correspondence between its subclass, consisting of the so-called relational
algebras, and the class of ECAs.
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Definition 3.1. A Boolean algebra with a ternary weakly normal monotonic operator
(3BAMO for short), is a pair (A,¢) where A = (4,V,A,—,0,1) is a Boolean algebra,
and ¢ is a ternary operator on A such that for every a,b,c,x € A the following hold:

(MO1) 0(0,b,¢) = 0(a,0,c) = O(a,b,0) =0,
(MO2) OlaVz,b,c)=0(a,b,c) vV O(x,b,c),
(MO3) O(a,bV x,c) = O(a,b,e) vV O(a,z, ),
(MO4) O(a,b,¢) vV O(a,b,z) < O(a,b,cVa).

_|

As we see, ¢ behaves like the standard modal possibility operator in the first two coor-
dinates, but is only monotonic in the third coordinate. Any 3BAMO is a special case of
a Boolean algebra with n-ary monotonic operator (a BAMO) introduced in (Celani, 2009,
Definition 1).

Example 3.2. The following is an example of a 3BAMO defined on the four-element
Boolean algebra {0,a,b,1}, with b = —a. We only exhibit the values of the operation ¢
that are different from zero. In all other cases, O(x,y, z) = 0.

0(1,1,1) = 1, O(1,1,a) =a, O(1,1,b) =1,
0(1,a,1) =1, O(1,a,a)=a, O(1,b,1)=1,
O(1,b,0) =1, O(a,1,1)=1, O(a,1,a) = a,
O(a,a,1) =1, Ola,a,a) =a, O(b1,1) =1,
O(b,1,0) =1, O(b,b,1) =1, O(b,b,b) = 1.
Note that O(a,a,a) VvV O(a,a,b) < O(a,a,1). =

To obtain the variety of Pseudo-Inference Algebras we extend the 3BAMO axioms with
additional postulates corresponding to axioms (EC0)—(EC4).

Definition 3.3. A 3BAMO (A, Q) is called a Pseudo-Inference Algebra (PSI-Algebra for
short), if for every a,b,c¢,d, f € B, the following conditions hold:

(PI1) Oa, b, f) < O(a,b,~d) V O(a,b,—e) VvV O(d,e, f),
(P12) O(a,b,ma) =0,

(P13) anf<Oaaf),

(PI4) Ofa, b, f) < O(b,a, f).

_|

The proof of the following result is a straightforward consequence of (MO3) and (MO4).
The details are left to the reader.

Proposition 3.4. (PI2) is equivalent to the equation

(3.1) O(a,1,—a) =0

and to each of the two quasi-equations below

(3.2) aNf=0= O(a,b, f)=0,
(3.3) aNf=0=90(al,f)=0.

Example 3.5. Every Boolean algebra can be turned into a PSI-Algebra by defining
Ola,b,c) =anbAc.
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Indeed, it is not hard to see that distributivity guarantees that (MO1)-(MO4) hold. To
verify (PI1), we need to check that the following inequality

(3.4) aNOANfF<(aANbDA-d)V(aNbA=e)V (dAeA f)
holds for every a,b,d,e, f € B. We start by noticing that

(1) aAb<(aAb)V[dAeA fl= A,

(2) f<fv-(dAe)=B.

Since B=fV-a(dAe)=(dANeA f)V—(dAe), it is easy to see that

ANB [([anb)V(dAeNHIA[fV-(dAe)
= (aAbA-d)V(aAbA-e)V (dAeAf),

and so (1) and (2) together yield (3.4), as claimed. Moreover, since a A f = O(a,a, f),
condition (PI3) holds. It is routine to check that (PI2) and (PI4) obtain, too. o

Furthermore, if we order the ternary operators on a Boolean algebra in the pointwise
manner, the operator defined in Example 3.5 is the smallest one that turns a Boolean
algebra into a PSI-Algebra. This fact can be made precise with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let (A, ) be any PSI-Algebra. Then, for all a,b, f € A, we have
aNbA f<O(a,d, f).
Proof. By (PI3), (MO2), and (MO3), we obtain
aNbAf<Oanband, f) <O(anbb, f)<O(a,b, f),

as claimed. 0

Remark 3.7. Not every 3BBAMO is a PSI-Algebra. To see this, consider the 3BAMO
introduced in Example 3.2. Observe that

0(1,a,1) =1 and ¢O(l,a,a)=a and O(1,a,—a)=0=0(—a,a,l).

Hence,
0(1,a,1) > O(1,a,a) vV O(1,a,-a) V O(—a,a,l),
which shows that condition (PI1) fails. =

Definition 3.8. A PSI-Algebra (A, ) is said to be relational, if for every a,b,c € A,
O(a,b,c) € {0,1}.
_|

It is clear that both classes of 3BBAMOs and Pseudo-Inference Algebras, respectively, form
varieties.

Our aim now is to extract the algebraic features of ECAs. As shown in Lemma 2.6, the
characteristic function of the extended contact relation - behaves similarly to the ternary
operation ¢ of 3BAMOs. Below, we make this connection precise and we show how Pseudo-
Inference Algebras can serve as algebraic models for Extended Contact Algebras. The guid-
ing idea is to bring to light, by means of the characteristic function of -, the behavior of
a suitable operator that captures the essential features of the extended contact in purely
algebraic terms. We emphasize that this approach extends the ideas developed in (Celani
and Jansana, 2022), (Bezhanishvili et al., 2016), and (Bezhanishvili et al., 2019) for subor-
dination algebras.

Given an ECA (A, ), we define the ternary operator O : A3 — A associated with - by

(df Or) Or(a,b,¢) = —x+(a,b, ).
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Also, for a relational Pseudo-Inference Algebra (A, () we define a ternary relation by means
of the operator in the following way

(df ko) (a,b) Fo ¢ — —0(a,b,—c)=1.

Lemma 3.9. The following hold:
(1) If (A, 1) is an extended contact algebra, then (A, Q) is a relational Pseudo-Inference
Algebra, and ¢, = F.
(2) If (A, Q) is a relational Pseudo-Inference Algebra, then (A,F¢) is an extended con-
tact algebra, and Qr, = 0.

Proof. (1) Let (A,F) be an extended contact algebra. From (df ;) and Lemma 2.6, it is
easily seen that (A, Q1) is a 3BBAMO such that ¢r-[A3] = {0, 1}. Now we prove the conditions
(PI1)—(P14).

(PI1) Fix arbitrary a,b, f,d and e from A. If ¢y (a,b, f) = 1, then, by (df ¢y ), we have
(a,b) ¥ —f. Thus, from (EC1) we obtain that (a,b) ¥ d or (a,b) ¥ e or (d,e) ¥ —f. Again by
(df Or-), it must be the case that either O (a,b, —d) = 1 or Or(a,b,—e) =1 or O (d, e, f) = 1.
From the latter it is clear that (PI1) holds. Further, it is also true that if Oy (a,b, f) = 0,
then (PI1) also holds.

(PI2) From (EC2) and (df Or) it follows that O (a,b, —a) = 0, as required.

(PI3) Let Or(a,a, f) = 0, that is (a,a) - —f. By (EC3) we obtain that a < —f, i.e.,
a A f =0, as required.

(PI4) is an immediate consequence of (EC4).

The equality o, = F is a straightforward consequence of the definitions (df ¢r) and
(df o).

(2) Let (A, ) be a relational Pseudo-Inference Algebra. We are going to show that the
conditions (EC1)-(EC4) hold for k.

(ECO) If (a,b) k¢ f, then (df ) entails that O(a,b, ~f) = 0. Notice that, in order to
prove our claim it is enough to show that {(aV d,b, —~(fVd)) = 0. By (PI2) and Proposition
3.4, it is the case that O(d, b, =(f Vd)) = 0. So, since by assumption ¢ preserves joins in the
first coordinate and it is monotone in the third one, we have

OlaV d,b,~(f vd) = 0(a,b,~(f Vd)VO(d b ~(fVd))
= 0(a,b,~(f vd)) < O(a,b,~f) =0.
(EC1) Suppose that (a,b) F¢ d, (a,b) Fo e and (d,e) ¢ f. Then, by (df¢) we have
that
<>(a/7 ba _‘d) = <>(Cl, ba _‘d) = <>(d7 €, _‘f) =0.
Since by (PI1) it is the case that ¢(a,b, —f) < O(a, b, ~d)VO(a,b, —e)VO(d, e, —f), we obtain
O(a,b,—~f) = 0. Therefore, again by (df -4 ), we conclude that (a,b) ¢ f, as required.
(EC2) By (PI2) and monotonicity we have that ¢(a,b, ~aA—f) = 0, so (a,b) - =(—an—f),
and by de Morgan law we obtain (a,b) F¢ a V f.
(EC3) Suppose (a,a) k¢ f. Thus O(a,a,—f) = 0, and by (PI3) we obtain that aA—f = 0.
It follows that a < f.
(EC4) follows from (PI4) in a straightforward way.
The equality Or, = ¢ is a straightforward consequence of the definitions (df ¢+) and
(df ko). O
As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.9 we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.10. Relational Pseudo-Inference Algebras and Extended Contact Algebras
are in one-to-one correspondence.

Corollary 3.11. Let A be a Boolean algebra. The posets EC(A) of Extended Contact
Algebras on A ordered by inclusion, and RPSI(A) of relational PSI-Algebras on A ordered
pointwise, are dually isomorphic.
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Proof. Straightforward from Proposition 3.10, (df O1) and (df ). O

Remark 3.12. Every Boolean algebra A can be naturally turned into a relational PSI-
Algebra. Indeed, if we define

(a,b)Fc > aANbA—-c=0,

then it is immediate that (A,F) is an ECA. Moreover, by (ExtCA3), the relation F is the
largest extended contact relation on A. By Lemma 3.9, (A, {r) is a relational PSI-Algebra,
and by Corollary 3.11, it is the smallest relational PSI-Algebra on A.

4. RELATIONAL PSI-ALGEBRAS

In this section we show that the class of relational PSI-Algebras generates the subvari-
ety of strict PSI-Algebras, namely those PSI-Algebras that satisfy the following additional
equations:

(R1) O(z,y,a) A —=O(x,y,b) < O(1,1,a A —b),
(R2) Oz, a,y) A —=0(z,b,y) < O(1,a A—b, 1),
(S) O(a, b, ¢) < pu(0(a, b, c)),

where p(z) = =0(1,1,72) A=0(1, =z, 1). Moreover, we show that this subvariety is, in fact,
a discriminator variety.

Lemma 4.1. In every relational PSI-Algebra, (R1), (R2) and (S) hold.

Proof. Tt is immediate that every relational PSI-Algebra satisfies (S).

(R1) Suppose that ¢(z,y,a) A =O(z,y,b) = 1. Then, O(x,y,a) = 1 and O(z,y,b) = 0.
It follows that a A =b > 0. Indeed, if a A =b = 0, then a < b, and by (MO4) we obtain
1=90(x,y,a) < O(x,y,b) = 0, a contradiction. By (PI3), we have 0 < aA—b < O(1, 1, aA—Dd),
which implies that ¢(1,1,a A =b) = 1, as required.

(R2) Suppose that O(z,a,y) A =O(xz,b,y) = 1. Then, O(x,a,y) = 1 and O(z,b,y) = 0.
By the same reasoning as before, it follows that a A =b > 0. By (PI3) and (MO2), we have
0<aA-b<O(an-ban—b1)<O(1,aA b, 1), which leads to O(1,a A —b,1) = 1.

This concludes the proof. O

Let (A, Q) be a PSI-Algebra. A filter F' of A is said to be closed if

Oz, z2,23) = O(y1,y2,y3) € F

whenever x; — y; € F for every 1 < ¢ < 3. In (Celani, 2009) it was proved that the
congruences of 3BAMOs correspond to the closed filters of A. Therefore, the congruences
of PSI-Algebras are in one-to-one correspondence with their closed filters.

Lemma 4.2. Let (A, Q) be a PSI-Algebra, and let F be a filter of A. Then, F is closed if
and only if, for every x,y € A the following conditions hold:

(Su) Ifa — b € F then O(x,y,a) = O(x,y,b) € F.
(Mid) Ifa — b € F then O(z,a,y) = O(x,b,y) € F.

Proof. Let us assume that F is closed. If a - b€ F,sincex -z =y —>y=1¢€F,
then it is immediate that both (Su) and (Mid) hold. For the converse, let us assume that
F satisfy both (Su) and (Mid) and suppose that for all 1 < ¢ <3, a; — b; € F. By (Mid)
Olag,a1,a3) = Olaz,bi,a3) € F and (a) O(by,az,a3) — O(b1,b2,a3) € F. Observe that
(PI4) implies that ((as,a1,a3) = O(a1,az2,a3) and O(ag, by, a3) = O(b1,az2,a3), so we get
(b) O(a1,a2,a3) — O(b1,a2,a3) € F. Furthermore, by (Su), we obtain (c) ¢(b1,b2,a3) —
O(by,b2,b3) € F. Thus, from (a) and (b), we get that

[0(a1, a2, a3) = O(b1,az,a3)] A [O(b1, a2, a3) = O(b1,ba,a3)] € F.
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Since in every Boolean algebra the identity (p — ¢) A (¢ — r) < p — r holds, then it is the
case that (a1, az,as) — O(b1,b2,a3) € F. Thus by (c)
[O(a1, a2, a3) = O(b1, ba, as)] A [O(b1, b, az) = O(b1,ba, b3)] € F,
and consequently ¢ (aq,as,a3) — O(b1,ba,bs) € F, which proves that F is closed, as desired.
U
For the following result, we define p°(x) := z and p!+'(z) = pu(u'(x)), for every I > 1.

Proposition 4.3. Let (A, ) be a PSI-Algebra and let S C A. The following hold:
(1) u(0) = 0.
(2) w(x) <z for all x € A.
(8) u(z) =1 if and only if z = 1.
(4) 1 is a monotone operator.
(5) unti(x) < p™(x), for every n > 0.
Proof. (1) From (PI3), 1 = {(1,1,1), thus p(0) = =0(1,1,1) = 0.
(2) From (PI3), =z < O(1,1,-xz), so pu(z) < -0(1,1,~z) < .
(3) By definition of u, we obtain u(1) = =0(1,1,0) A=O(1,0, 1), so from (MO1), it follows
that p(1) = 1. On the other hand, suppose that p(z) = 1. Then, by (2), 1 = u(z) < z and
it follows that z = 1.

(4) If x <y, then -~y < —x. From the monotonicity of { on each coordinate, it follows that
=0(1,—z,1) < =01, —wy,1) and =O(1, 1, —x) < =0(1,1,-y). Therefore, we may conclude
that u(z) < u(y).

(5) We proceed by induction on I. From (2), u(z) < z = p°(z). Suppose that u(x)kt <
p(x)*. Then, from (4), p**2(x) = p(p*+1(z)) < p(p*(z)) = 1 (z). Hence (5) holds, as
claimed. ]

Definition 4.4. Let (A, ) be a PSI-Algebra. A filter F' of A is said to be modal if it is
closed under pu. -

Lemma 4.5. Let (A, Q) be a PSI-Algebra. Then, every closed filter of A is modal.

Proof. Let a € F, then —a — 0 € F. By Lemma 4.2, F satisfy both (Su) and (Mid), so
O(1,1,-a) = O(1,1,0) € F and O(1, —a, 1) — O(1,0,1) € F so, by (MO1), =0(1, 1, ~a) € F
and =0(1,-a,1) € F. Since F is a filter, the latter yields that u(a) € F, as desired. O

Lemma 4.6. Let (A,Q) be a PSI-Algebra satisfying (R1) and (R2). Then, every modal
filter is closed.

Proof. Let F be a modal filter of A. By Lemma 4.2, in order to prove our claim it is enough
to show that F satisfies both (Su) and (Mid). To do so, suppose that a — b € F. Since F
is modal, we have that u(a — b) € F. From (R1) it follows that

O(z,y,a) A =0(z,y,b) < O(1,1,a A —b)
and thus
(1) p(a —b) < =0(1,1,-(a = b)) = =0(1,1,a A —b) < O(x,y,a) = O(,y,b).
In a similar fashion, from (R2), we obtain
(2) pla = b) < =0(1,~(a = b),1) = =0(1,a A =b,1) < O(z,a,y) = O(x,b,y).
Therefore, both (Su) and (Mid) hold for F, as required. O
If A is a Boolean algebra, and = € A, then the set
[) ={a€ A: x <a}

is the smallest filter of A containing x.
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Theorem 4.7. A PSI-Algebra (A, ) is relational if and only if it is simple and satisfies
(R1), (R2), and (S).

Proof. If (A, Q) is relational, then the equations hold by Lemma 4.1. It remains to show
that (A, Q) is simple. To do so, we need to prove that the only modal filters of A are {1}
and A. Suppose that a modal filter F' is such that F' # {1}. Then, there exists a € F
such that a # 1. By the assumption, p(a) € {0,1} and by Proposition 4.3(3), it follows
that u(a) # 1. Therefore, p(a) = 0 € F and we obtain F' = A. Hence, (A, Q) is simple, as
claimed.

For the converse implication, let (A, ) be a simple PSI-Algebra satisfying (R1), (R2),
and (S). To show that (A, ) is relational, pick a, b, ¢ € A and consider the element ¢(a, b, c).
By hypothesis and by the simplicity of (A, ), the only modal filters of A are {1} and A.
Moreover, from (S) and Lemma 4.3, it follows that ¢(a,b,c) = u(Q(a,b,¢)) and by mono-
tonicity of u, we obtain that [O(a,b,c)) is a modal filter. So, it is either {1} or A. In the
first case, [0(a,b,c¢)) = {1}, hence O(a,b,c) = 1. In the second case, [O(a,b,c)) = A, which
occurs exactly when O(a, b, c) is the least element 0. Therefore, for all a,b,c € A, we have
O(a,b,c) € {0,1}. In consequence, (A, Q) is relational, as desired. O

Lemma 4.8. Let (A, Q) be a PSI-Algebra satisfying (S). Then, for alla € A
—u(a) = p(—p(a)).
Moreover, u!(—u(a)) = —u(a) for every I > 0.
Proof. Tt is immediate from the definition of u, that O(1,-a,1),0(1,1,-a) < —u(a). So,
Proposition 4.3 and (S) yield
() = O(1,=a, 1) v O(1, 1,7a) < j(O(1,~a, 1)) V (01, 1, ~a)) < p(~pa(a)) < ~yu(a)

as claimed. For the remaining part, observe that

1 (—p(a)) = p(p(-p(a)) = p(-p(a)) = —p(a).

The result follows by a straightforward induction on I. O

Definition 4.9. We say that a PSI-Algebra is strict if (R1), (R2), and (S) hold. We will
write SPSZ to denote the variety of strict PSI-Algebras. -

We recall that in every Boolean algebra A there is a one-to-one correspondence between
congruences and filters. Explicitly, if 6 is a congruence of A, then

Fp={acA:(a,1) €0}
is a filter of A; conversely, if F'is a filter of A, then
0p = {(a,b) € A2 :aNf=0bA f for some f € F}

is a congruence such that
Op, =0 and F = Fy,.

Theorem 4.10. The variety SPSZ is a semisimple variety whose simple members are
precisely the relational PSI-Algebras.

Proof. 1t follows immediately from Theorem 4.7 that the simple members of SPSZ are
precisely the relational PSI-Algebras. Hence, to prove our claim, it suffices to show that the
variety generated by RPST is exactly SPSZ. To this end, it is enough to show that every
subdirectly irreducible algebra in the variety is simple.

Suppose that (A, ¢) is subdirectly irreducible. Then there exists the smallest non-identity
congruence 6. Consequently, Fy is a non-trivial (i.e., Fp # {1}) modal filter, which is minimal
among the non-trivial modal filters of A. Thus, there exists a € Fy such that a # 1. From
Proposition 4.3, it follows that p(a) # 1, and therefore —p(a) # 0. By Lemma 4.8 and the
monotonicity of p, we have that [-u(a)) is a proper modal filter. Hence, either Fyp C [—u(a))

or [=p(a)) = {1}.
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In the first case, since Fy is modal and a € Fy, it follows that p(a) € Fy C [-u(a)). Then
—p(a) < p(a), and we obtain u(a) = 1, a contradiction in light of Proposition 4.3(3), since
a # 1. Therefore [-u(a)) = {1}, which implies u(a) = 0. Again, since Fy is modal and
a € Fy, it follows that 0 € Fy, and thus Fy = A. Hence (A, 0) is simple, and by Theorem 4.7,
(A, Q) is a relational PSI-Algebra. This concludes the proof. O

Let K be a class of algebras. A ternary term t(z,y, 2z) is called a discriminator term for
the class K if, in every algebra A € K, it satisfies

a, ifa#b,
t(a,b,c) = { ?

c, ifa=ya,

for all a,b,c € A. The variety generated by K is then called a discriminator variety.

In particular, if every B € K has a Boolean reduct (B,V,A,—,0,1), it is well known
that this is equivalent to the existence of a unary term d(z)—called a unary discriminator
term—which satisfies, in every member of K, the following conditions:

0, ifa=0,
d(a) =
1, ifa#0.

It is worth noticing that if we consider the symmetric difference
+y=(xA-y)V(zAy),
then, in such a case, the terms d and t are in fact interdefinable
d(z) = —t(0,2,1) and t(z,y,2) = (zAd(z+y))V (zA~d(x+7y)).
Theorem 4.11. The variety SPSZ is a discriminator variety.

Proof. By Theorem 4.10, to prove our claim it is enough to show that RPSZ is a class with a
discriminator term. To do so, we consider d(z) := —u(—z) about which we will show that it is
indeed a unary discriminator term. Let (A, ¢) be a relational PSI-Algebra. By Proposition
4.3, it is immediately seen that d(0) = 0. So let us assume that a # 0. If d(a) # 1, it must
be that d(a) = 0, so ¢(1,a,1) = ¢(1,1,a) = 0. By (PI3), we get a = a A1 < O(1,1,a),
which is a contradiction. Therefore, d(a) = 1 and consequently d is a unary discriminator
term for RPSZ, as desired. O

A variety V is said to have the congruence extension property (abbreviated as CEP) if,
for every subalgebra A of an algebra B € V and for each congruence § on A, there exists
a congruence § on B such that § = § N A2. Moreover, V is said to have definable principal
congruences (DPC) if there exists a formula {(z,y, u,v) in the first-order language of V such
that, for every algebra A € V and all a,b,¢,d € A,

(c.d) € Cg™(a,b) <= Al=(a,b,cd],

where Cg®(a,b) denotes the smallest congruence on A containing (a,b). If the formula
¢(x,y,u,v) can be expressed as a finite conjunction of equations, then V is said to have
equationally definable principal congruences (EDPC). Finally, a variety V is called arith-
metical if, for every algebra A € V), the congruence lattice of A is both distributive and
permutable; equivalently, V is arithmetical if it is both congruence distributive and congru-
ence permutable.

We conclude this section with some immediate consequences of Theorem 4.11.

Corollary 4.12. The following hold:

(1) SPSZT has CEP.
(2) SPSZ has EDPC.
(8) SPST is arithmetical.
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5. TOPOLOGICAL DUALITIES

In this section, we establish the topological framework underlying the representation
of 3BBAMOs. We begin by fixing the notation and basic constructions that will be used
throughout the rest of the paper. Our aim is to introduce the class of descriptive PSI-frames,
which provides the relational counterpart of Boolean algebras endowed with a monotone
ternary operator. The general strategy follows the classical Stone duality between Boolean
algebras and Boolean spaces, while extending it to accommodate ternary operations by
means of relational structures of the form (X, 7, R), where R connects points of the space
with triples of closed subsets. This approach applies and generalizes the ideas developed in
(Celani, 2009), adapting the duality techniques presented there to the context of ternary
modal operations.

As will be shown below, this framework gives rise to three closely related dualities that
share the same class of topological objects but differ in their morphisms. Each duality corre-
sponds to a distinct algebraic level: the first captures the purely descriptive correspondence
between 3-BAMOs and PSI-frames, the second refines this connection through morphisms
that preserve the modal structure, and the third establishes a categorical equivalence be-
tween the algebraic and relational semantics of the associated logical systems.

We begin by fixing the notation that will be used throughout the rest of the paper. Let
(X, 7) be a Boolean space. We denote by €' (X) the collection of all closed subsets of (X, 1),
and by €y(X) the family €(X) — {0}. For Y = (Y1,Y2,Ys) and Z = (Zy, Z5, Z3) in €(X)3,
we write Y C Z to indicate that they are comparable with respect to the product order
on €(X)3, that is, ¥; C Z; for all 1 < i < 3. Moreover, we write ¥ N Z # () whenever
there exists some 1 < 4 < 3 such that Y; N Z; # (). Finally, for Y = (Y1,Y,Ys), we define
its complement as Y°© = (Y8, Y5, YS). We also denote by €0(X) the family of all clopen
subsets of (X, 7).

For U € €0(X)? we define

LU = {?G%O(X)?) ‘ ?ﬂﬁ#@}
Remark 5.1. Let U,V € €6(X)3. For

UUV = (U UVy, UpUVa, UsUV), and UNV = (U NV, UyNVa, Us N V3)
the following properties hold:

(1) Lz =0,
(2) Ly = G(X),
(3) Lgyp = Lg ULy,

For R C X x 6,(X)?, by means of L, we define the following sets:
Or(U)={xeX: Rx)nLE #0}, DOp(l):={zeX: R)C Lz}

Definition 5.2. A descriptive PSI-frame (a PSI-frame, for short) is a structure (X, 7, R)
such that (X, 7) is a Boolean space and R C X x %,(X)? satisfies the following conditions:

(DF1)

For every U € €0(X)?, we have Op(U) € €0(X).
(DF2)

For each z € X, R(z) = ﬂ {L[j : 2 €0g(U) and U € ‘Kﬁ(X)g’}.
(DF3)

For every Y € R(x), there exist y; € ¥ and ys € Y3 such that ({1}, {y2},Y3) € R(z).
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Proposition 5.3. Let (X, 7, R) be a PSI-frame. Then, for all x € X, R(x) is monotone
with respect to the pointwise order on 6o(X)3. Moreover,

Or(0) = R7(0),
Jor every U € €0(X)3.

Proof. Suppose that Y C Z in %y(X)?, and assume that ¥ € R(z). We proceed by con-
tradiction assuming that Z ¢ R(z). Then, by (DF2), there exists V € €€(X)? such that
R(z) € Ly and 7 ¢ L;. By the definition of Ly, this implies ZNV =0. Since Y C Z, we
also have Y NV = (), which means Y ¢ L. This contradicts the assumption R(z) C Ly,

because Y € R(x). Therefore, Z € R(z), as required.
For the second part, observe that the monotonicity of R(x) with respect to componentwise
inclusion of triples of closed sets implies that

Or(U) = {x € X : there exists ¥ € R(z) with Y C U} = R~'(U). O
Corollary 5.4. If (X, 7, R) is a PSI-frame, then (¢0(X),0r) is a 3BAMO.

Proof. Tt is readily seen that (€0(X),0r) satisfies (MO1). To verify that (MO2) and
(MO3) hold, observe that Proposition 5.3 reduces the task to showing that, for all clopen
sets Uy, Us, Us, V of (X, 7), the following hold:
(1) Ril(Ul U‘/, Us, Ug) - .Ril(U'l7 UQ, U3) @] .Ril(‘/7 UQ, Ud),
(2) R_l(le7 Uy, UV, U3) - R_I(Ul, Us, Ug) U R_l(Ul, V, U3)
We prove (1); the argument for (2) is analogous. Let x € R~ (U UV, Uy, Us). By (DF3),
there exist y € Uy UV and yo € Us such that ({y}, {y=},Us) € R(x). Then either:

(a) y € Uy, in which case {y} C U; and {y2} C Us. Hence, by Proposition 5.3, we obtain
(Ul, Us, Ug) S R(a:), S0 T € R_l(Ul, Us, Ug) - R_l(Ul, Us, U3) U R_l(‘/, Us, Ug);

(b) y € V, and the same reasoning yields z € R™*(V,Us,U3) C R~ (Uy,Us,U3) U
R™Y(V, Uy, Us).

Thus (1) follows, and the proof is complete. a
Let A be a Boolean algebra and let §: A — P(Ul(A)) be the Stone mapping
B(a) ={U € Ul(A) : a € U}.

It is well known that the lattice of filters of A and the lattice of closed subsets of its
dual Stone space Ul(A) are dually isomorphic. Such an isomorphism is established by the
following assignments:

Fi(A) —7 5 Z(UI(A)) Z(UI(A)) — S Fi(A)
F—{UecUl(A): FCU} Y——{acA:Y CfB(a)}.

In what follows, we write Yz and Fy to denote ¢(F') and ¢(Y'), respectively.

This dual correspondence allows us to define, for any 3BAMO 2 = (A, ), a ternary
relation Ry C Ul(A) x 45(UL(A))? as follows:
(df Re) (U,Y) € Ry <= Fy, x Fy, x Fy, CO7'[U].

The next result shows that the relation R defined above faithfully represents the alge-

braic behavior of the operator ¢ in the Stone space of A.

Proposition 5.5. Let (A,)) be a 3-BAMO and let a,b,c € A. Define O(x,y,2) =
=0 (—x, vy, —z). Then, the following hold:

(1) Or,(B(a),B(b),B(c)) = B(O(a,b,c));
(2) Or,(B(a), B(b), B(c)) = B(O(a, b, ¢));
(3) Or, (B(a), B(b), B(c)) = Or, (B(—a), B(=b), B(—c))°.
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Proof. (1) This follows directly from (df R¢). The proof is analogous the proof of (Celani,
2009, Theorem 5).

(2) Let U € Og, (B(a), B(b), B(c)) and assume that U ¢ 3(C(a,b,c)). Then
O(—a, b, —c) € U.
Since ¢ is increasing in all coordinates, we have
[~a) x [=b) X [=¢) = Fy(may X Fa(-p) X Fa(-e) € 071 [U],
so (B(—a), B(—b), B(—c)) € Ry(U). By assumption, this yields

(B(=a), B(=b), B(=c)) N (B(a), B(b), B(c)) # 0,

which is absurd. Hence O, (8(a), 8(b), B(c)) € B(O(a, b, c)).

Conversely, let U € B(0(a,b,c)) and suppose that ¥ € Ro(U). We show that ¥ €
L(3(a),86),8(c))- Indeed, our assumptions entail: (a) ¢(—a,—-b,—c) ¢ U, and (b) Fy, x
Fy, x Fy, C 071[U]. From (a) and (b) it follows that (—a,—b,—~c) ¢ Fy, x Fy, x Fy,,
and hence Vi ¢ S(a), Yo € B(b) and Y3 € B(c). Therefore, Y N (B(a), B(b), B(c)) # 0, so
Y e L((a),8(5),8(c))- We conclude that 3(0(a, b, c)) € Or, (B(a), B(b), B(c)), as required.

(3) The result follows from the following calculations:

Or, (B(a), B(b), B(c)) = B(D)(a, b, c)) by (2)
= B(0(—a, —b, —c))° by the definition of O
= Or, (B(=a), B(=b), B(-e))* by (1). O

The following result shows that the structure obtained by equipping the Stone space of
A with the relation R satisfies the conditions required for a PSI-frame.

Proposition 5.6. Let 2l = (A, ) be a 3-BAMO and let Ta be the Stone topology for Ul(A).
Then Uf(2() = (Ul(A), 7a, Ro) is a PSI-frame.

Proof. By Proposition 5.5(1), Og, is closed over clopen subsets of Ul(A). Let U € Ul(A).

In the following, we denote (8(a1),B(asz),B(as)) by B(d) and (8(—a1), B(—az), B(—as3)) by
B(—d). We only need to show that

D =({Lp@ : U € Or, (8(a@)), @€ A*} C Ro(U),

since the reverse inclusion always holds.

Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there exists Y € D such that ¥ ¢ Ro(U).
Then there exist elements a; € Fy,, for i = 1,2,3, such that ¢(d) ¢ U. Consequently,
Y N B(~a@) = 0, and since U is an ultrafilter, we have [J(~a@) € U. By Proposition 5.5(2), it
follows that Y ¢ Lg(-g), while U € Og, (B(—~a)). Therefore U ¢ D, which is a contradiction.
Hence D C R (U), as required.

Now, suppose that ¥ € Ro(U). Then Fy, x Fy, x Fy, C 0~'[U]. We will prove that
there exist V € Y7 and W € Y; such that ({V},{W},Ys) € Ro(U).

Let Fi(A) be the family of filters of A. Consider the family

Fi={F€Fi(A): Fy, CFand F x Fy, x Fy, C 0" '[U]}.

Clearly, F; # () because Fy, € F;. By Zorn’s lemma, there exists a maximal element V
in F;. Following Celani (2009), we will prove that V' € Ul(A). Let a € A and suppose
that a ¢ V. We will show that —a € V. Since V' ¢ Fg®(V U {a}), where Fg*(V U {a})
denotes the filter generated by V' U {a}, and V is maximal in F7, it follows that there exist
b e Fg®*(VU{a}), 21 € Fy,, y1 € Fy, such that O(b,z1,y1) ¢ U. We will show that
Fg®(V U{-a}) € Fi. Let ¢ € Fg®(V U {-a}), 25 € Fy, and y, € Fy,. Then, there exists



EXTENDED CONTACT ALGEBRAS: ALGEBRAIC ANALYSIS AND DUALITY THEORY 15

f1 € V such that f; A —a < c¢. From b € FgA(V U {a}), we obtain that there exists fo € V'
such that fo Aa <b. Then, O(f1 A f2, 1 Az, y1 Ay2) € U, and

OUfi A fasz1 Ao, y1 Ay2) = O(fi A fa AaV —a), z1 A xa, y1 Ayz)
=0((infaha)V (fi A fa A—a),x1 Ax2,y1 Ayz)
O(fi A fa Na, o1 Axg,y1 Ayz)
V O(fi A fa A=a,zy Ao, y1 Aya).

Thus, either O(f1 A fa Aa,x1 Axo,y1 Ay2) € U or O(f1 A fa A —a,x1 Axo,y1 Aye) € U.
In the first case, by monotonicity, it follows that ¢(b,z1,y1) € U, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, O(f1 A fo A —a,x1 A x2,y1 Aye) € U, and by monotonicity, ¢(c, z2,y2) € U.

Hence,

Fg®(V U {~a}) x Fy, x Fy, C 0*[U],
and by maximality of V', we conclude that —a € V.
Since V € Ul(A) and Fy, C V, we obtain V € Y7, and consequently ({V},Ya,Y3) €
Ry (U). Analogously, it can be proved that there exists W € Y3 such that (Y1, {W},Y3) €
Ry (U). Tt is easy to see that ({V},{W},Y3) € Ro(U), which concludes the proof. O

Having established the correspondence between 3-BAMOs and PSI-frames, we now in-
troduce a more specialized class of descriptive structures that will serve as the semantic
counterpart of PSI-Algebras.

The operators [z and Qg introduced above allow us to connect the relational structure
of a PSI-frame with algebraic structures of pseudo-inference type. Intuitively, PSI-spaces are
precisely those PSI-frames whose relational structure R ensures that the associated operators
on the clopen algebra €0 (X) satisfy the axioms of a 3BBAMO. This observation motivates
the following definition.

Definition 5.7. A pseudo-inference space (or simply PSI-space) is a PSI-frame (X, 7, R)
that satisfies the following four conditions:
(PIF1) R '(Y1,Ys,Y3) C R™Y(Y1,Ya, Z) U R™H(Y1, Yo, W) U R (cl(Z°), cl(W€), Y3),
(PIF2) ViNYs=0= R *Y,,Ys,Y3) =0,
(PIF3) YiNY, C RV, Y1, Ya),
(PIF4) R7Y(Y1,Y2,Y3) C R (Ya,Y1,Y3).

4

With this definition, and also with Corollary 5.4, we obtain a direct algebraic counterpart
of PSI-spaces:

Proposition 5.8. Let (X, 7, R) be a PSI-space. Then, the pair (¢0(X),Or) forms a PSI-
Algebra.

Moreover, this correspondence is tight: any 3SBAMO can be represented by a relational
structure that satisfies the open conditions of a PSI-space. In what follows, we make this
explicit by showing how the relational inverse R~! captures the axioms of the 3BAMO and,
conversely, how a 3BAMO induces a PSl-space structure on its ultrafilter space.

Lemma 5.9. If2 = (A, Q) is a SBAMO, then U satisfies (P11)% iff Uf(2) satisfies (PIF1).

Proof. Assume that (PIF1) holds in Uf(20). In particular, this entails that for all a, b, d, e, f €
A,
Ry (B(a), B(b), B(f)) € Ry (B(a), B(b), B(d)) U

Ry (B(a), B(b), B(e)) U Ry (B(—d), B(=e), B(f))-

2Each condition for pseudo-inference frames is formulated in an open form (without quantifiers). When
we write that a frame § satisfies an open condition we mean that § satisfies its universal closure.
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Since for every € A we have Cl(8(z)¢) = S(—z), by the properties of 8 and Proposi-
tion 5.5, we may conclude that (PI1) holds.

For the converse, assume that 2 satisfies (PI1). Fix closed non-empty sets of ultrafilters
Y1,Y5,Y5,Z, and W. Let U be an ultrafilter of A such that (a) U € Rgl(Yl,Yg,Yg), (b)U ¢
Ry (Y1,Y2,Z), and (c) U ¢ Ry (Y1, Y, W). We will show that U € R (CL(Z¢), CI(W©), Y3).

To this end, let p € Foyzey, ¢ € Foywey, and r € Fy,. By (b), there exist a € Fy,,
b € Fy,, and ¢ € Fz such that {(a,b,c) ¢ U. Similarly, by (c), there exist z € Fy,, y € Fy,,
and | € Fy such that O(x,y,l) ¢ U. Hence, letting s = a Ax and t = b Ay, by the
monotonicity of ¢ in each coordinate we obtain (d) =0(s,t,¢) A =0(s,t,1) € U.

Moreover, since 5(—p) C Z C B(c) and B(—q) C W C B(I) by assumption, it follows that
—-p < cand —¢ < I. Applying the monotonicity of { to (d), we get =0 (s, t, =p) A= (s, t,—q) €
U. Together with (a), this yields ¢(s,t,7) A =0(s, t,—p) A =O(s,t,—q) € U. Therefore, by
(PI1), we obtain (p, ¢,r) € U. This proves that U € Ry (ClL(Z¢), CI(W*),Y3), which in turn
entails that (PIF1) holds, as claimed. O

Lemma 5.10. If A is a SBAMO, then U satisfies (P12) iff Uf(A) satisfies (PIF2).

Proof. For the right-to-left direction, assume that Uf(2) satisfies (PIF2). Then since 8(a)N
B(—a) = 0, by (PIF2) and Proposition 5.5, Rgl(ﬁ(a)7ﬂ(b),ﬁ(—|a)) = B(0(a, b, —a)) = B(0).
Thus (PI2) obtains in 2.

For the left-to-right direction, suppose that 2 satisfies (PI2). We proceed by contra-
position. Let U be an ultrafilter in Rgl(Y1,}/é,Yé), that is, Fy, x Fy, x Fy, C 0~ '[U].
For any triple (a,b, f) from this product, we have {(a,b, f) # 0. Therefore, by (PI2) and
Proposition 3.4, for every pair of elements a € Fy, and f € Fy,, it follows that a A f # 0.

Consequently,

FY1\/FY3:FgA(FY1UFY3)7éA:F@a

where Fg? (Fy, UFy, ) denotes the filter of A generated by Fy, UFy,. By the standard duality
between closed subsets of the Stone space Ul(A) and the filters of A, it is well known that
Fy, V Fy, = Fy,ny,. Hence, we conclude that Y7 NY3 # 0, which shows that Uf(2) satisfies
(PIF2), as claimed. |

Remark 5.11. The condition (PIF2) cannot be replaced by the simpler condition
(5.1) R(Ys, Yo, CLYY)) = 0.
Indeed, although (5.1) implies (PI2), since one particular instance of (5.1) is

Ril(ﬂ(a)v Y27B(_'a)) = Q)a

(PI2) does not entail (5.1), in general. To see this, consider the PSI-Algebra (P(N), ¢) with
O(A,B,C) == ANBNC (cf. Example 3.5). Recall that Ult(P(N)) is homeomorphic to the
Stone-Cech compactification oN of N. Let

Y == oN — N,

which is neither empty nor clopen. We may think of Y as the set of all non-principal
ultrafilters of P(N). Let us compute the value of Rgl (Y, Ult(P(N)), CI(Y?)). Note that

Fy = {A CN: Ais cofinite} and  Fyipay) = Foivey = {N},
as C1(Y¢) = Ult(P(N)). So it follows that,
U € Ry (Y, Ult(P(N)),CI(Y®)) = Fy CU.

Thus U must contain every cofinite subset of N; equivalently, U is a non-principal ultrafilter.
Hence

Ry (Y, Ult(P(N)),CI(Y)) =Y #0,

and therefore (5.1) fails in this case. o
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Lemma 5.12. Let (A, Q) be a 3BBAMO. Then, for all closed sets X, Y of ultrafilters of A
and for any ultrafilter U, we have

Fx x Fx x Fy CO7YNU] if and only if O(a,a,b) € U for alla € Fx and b € Fy.

Proof. The implication from left to right is obvious. For the reverse one, take a,b € F'x and
¢ € Fy. Since F is a filter, we have that a Ab € Fx, and thus ¢0(a Ab,aAb,c) € U. As the
diamond is a monotonic operator and U is upward closed, we obtain that O(a,b,c) € U. O

Lemma 5.13. If 2 is a 3BAMO, then 2 satisfies (PI3) iff Uf(2A) satisfies (PIF3).

Proof. Firstly, let us assume (PIF3) for Uf(2(). Then, for every a,b, f € B, by properties of
B we have

Blan f) C RGN (B(a), Bla), B(f)) = Or, (B(a), B(a), B(S)) = B(O(aa, f)) -
Therefore, a A f < O(a,a, f).
Secondly, suppose that (PI3) obtains in . To derive (PIF3) for Uf(2), pick an arbitrary
U € Y1 NY; with the intention to show that R (U,Y7,Y7,Y3). To this end, let a € Fy, and
f € Fy,. By the choice of U, a A f is in U, so by (PI3) we have that {(a,a, f) € U. It
follows from Lemma 5.12 that Fy, x Fy, x Fy, C 07'[U], that is U € Rgl(Yl,Yl,Yg). O

Lemma 5.14. If A is a SBAMO, then U satisfies (P14) iff Uf(A) satisfies (PIF4).

Proof. Firstly, assume (PI4) for 2. Let (1) Ro (U, Y1, Y2, Ys) and take (b, a, f) € Fy, X Fy, X
Fy,. Thus (a,b, f) € Fy, x Fy, X Fy,, and by (f) we have that O(a,b, f) € U. Thus, since
U is upward closed, by (PI4) we obtain that ¢(b,a, f) € U. It follows that R (U, Y, Y1,Ys)
and in consequence Uf(2) satisfies (PI4).

If (PIF4) holds for Uf(2), then for any a,b, f € B we have that
Ry (B(a), (), B(F)) € Ry (B(b), Bla), B(f))

since each S(z) is clopen. Thus any ultrafilter that contains {(a,b, f) must also contain
O(b, a, f), which is enough to conclude that (PI4) holds for 2. O

Below we combine lemmas 5.9, 5.10, 5.13 and 5.14, in order to provide a characterization
of PSI-Algebras by means of PSI-frames.

Theorem 5.15. Let A = (A, Q) be a 3BBAMO, let Uf(A) = (Ul(A), 7a, Ro) be its associated
PSI-frame. Then, for everyi € {1,2,3,4}

A satisfies (PIi) iff Uf(A) satisfies (PIFq).
In consequence, A is a Pseudo-Inference Algebra iff Uf(U) is a PSI-space.

Up to this point, we have established the dual equivalence between PSI-Algebras and
PSI-spaces at the level of objects, showing how a 3BBAMO can be represented as a relational
PSI-space and vice versa. What remains in this section is to extend this correspondence to
morphisms: that is, to describe how homomorphisms between PSI-Algebras correspond to
certain maps between PSI-spaces. This analysis will enable us to define categories of PSI-
Algebras and PSI-spaces, whose objects and morphisms are aligned via duality, ultimately
leading to the equivalence of these categories.

Let (A, 0a) and (B, OB) be PSI-algebras. A Boolean homomorphism ~: A — B is called
a Pseudo-Inference semi-homomorphism (PSI semi-homomorphism) if, for all a,b,c € A,

h(OA(a’v b, C)) <0B (h(a)v h(b)’ h(c))
Dually, h is a Pseudo-Inference hemi-homomorphism (PSI hemi-homomorphism) if
OB(h(a), h(b), h(c)) < h(Oa(a,b,c)),
for all a,b,c € A. When equality holds,
h(Qala,b,c)) = OB (h(a), h(b), h(c)),

we say that h is a Pseudo-Inference homomorphism (PSI homomorphism).
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For a function f: X — Y and subsets Z C X, W C Y, we write f[Z] for the image of Z
and f~![W] for the preimage of W.

Lemma 5.16. Let (A,0a) and (B,0n) be two PSI-Algebras and let h: A — B be a
homomorphism of Boolean algebras. If we set f to denote the map h~': Ul(B) — Ul(A),
then the following hold:

(1) The following are equivalent:
(a) h is a PSI semi-homomorphism.
(b) For every a,b,c € A,
7[Ry (Bala), Ba(b), Ba(0)] € Ry (Bs(h(a)), Ba(h(b)), Ba(h(c))-
(¢) For every U € UI(B) and Z € 6y(Ul(A))?
(F(U),2) € Ron = 3V € Rop(U), fIV] C 7,
where f[V]:= (f[V1], f[Yal, f[Y3)).
(2) The following are equivalent:
(a) h is a PSI hemi-homomorphism.
(b) For every a,b,c € A,
Ry, (BB (h(a)), B (h()), Be(h(c) C f~ [R5, (Ba(a), Ba(b), Ba(c))].
(¢) For every U € U(B) and Y € %y(Ul(B))>
(va) € Rop = (f(U)’fD_;]) € Ry,
Proof. We start by recalling that, by the Stone duality, it is the case that
(5.2) F71Ba(a)] = B (h(a)),
for every a € A. Now we proceed with the proof.
(1): (a) & (b) This is immediate from (5.2), Proposition 5.5 and properties of Og.
(c) = (b) f U € f7'[Rg, (Bala), Ba(b), Ba(c))], then (f(U),(Ba(a), Ba(b).Balc)) €

RoA- By (c), there exists Y € R, (U) such that f[Y] C Z. Therefore,
(5.3) Fy, x Fy, x Fy, C 0g'[U]

and f[Y;] C Ba(a;), for every 1 < i < 3. In order to prove our claim, we need to show that

Fr1igaan) X Fr1(8a(an] X Fr-18a(as)) € 05 [U]-

To this end, let x1,22,23 € B be such that f=![Ba(a;))] C Be(xi), for every 1 < i <
3. Then, it follows that ¥; C f~!(Ba(a;)) C Be(x;). Thus from (5.3), we can con-
clude that Op(z,y,z) € U. Hence, because of the latter and (5.2), we can say that
U e R&i (Be(h(a)), B (R(D)), B (R(C))), as claimed.

—

(b) = (c). Let us assume that (f(U),Z) € R, . Observe that by (a) and the monotonic-
ity of R&L we have that

I RoA(2)] € Ry (Be(h(ar)). B (h(az). B (h(as))
for every a; € Fy,. Thus, since U € f~1[Ry A (Z)] by assumption, from the latter we obtain

(5:4) OB(BB(h(a1)), BB(h(az2)), Be(h(a3))) € U.
Let T; be the filter generated by h[Fz,]. It is immediate from (5.4) and the monotonicity of
<>B that
T, x Ty x T3 C Qél[U]
Consequently, if we take Y; := Y7, , it is readily seen that ¥ € Ry, (U) and f[Y] C Z. This
concludes the proof.
(2): (a) & (b). This is straightforward from (5.2), Proposition 5.5 and properties of Sg.
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(¢) = (b). Let us assume that U € Rgé(BB(h(a)),5B(h(b)),53(h(c))). By (c) we
have that f(U) € Rgé(f[,@B(h(a))},f[ﬁB(h(b))],f[ﬁB(h(c))]). Finally, from (5.2) and the
monotonicity of Rgé, we can conclude that f(U) € Rgi (Ba(a), Ba(b), Ba(c)). Hence, (b)
holds.

(b) = (c). Suppose that (U,Y) € Ry,. Then, by the monotonicity of R‘; it is the case
that (k) U € Ryl (BB(b1), Be(b2), BB(b3)), for every by, by, bs € B, such that Y; C Be(b;).
In order to prove our claim, let a;,as,a3 € A such that F[Y;] C Ba(a;). Then, by (5.2), it
follows that Y; C Bg(h(as)). So, from (b) and (k) we can conclude that (f(U), f[Y]) € Rea,
as required. 0

Let (X1,71, R1) and (Xa, 72, Ry) be two PSI-spaces, and let f: X; — X5 be a function.
Consider the following conditions:
(Spl) For any U € €0(Xz), we have f~{U] € €0(X3).
(Sp2) If (z,Y) € Ry, then (f(z), f[Y]) € Ry, where

flZ)={f(z):2€Z} and [[Y]=(f[V1], f[Ya], f[Y3]).
(Sp3) If (f(x), Z) € Ry, then there exists Y e %o(X1)3 such that Y € R;(z) and f[?] cZ.

Definition 5.17. Let f: X; — X3 be a function between the PSI-spaces (X7, 71, R1) and
(X2, 72, Ry). Then, we say that f is a semi-PSI map if (Sp1) and (Sp2) hold. Further, f is
a hemi-PSI map if (Spl) and (Sp3) hold. Finally, we say that f is a PST map if it is both a
semi-PSI map and a hemi-PSI map. -

The identity function on a PSI-space acts as a semi-PSI (hemi-PSI or PSI) map, and when
two semi-PSI (hemi-PST or PSI) maps are composed functionally, the result is also a semi-PSI
(hemi-PSI or PSI) map. This structure gives rise to three categories: the category PSlspy,
which consists of PSI-spaces and semi-PSI maps, the category PSlsp;, which consists of PSI-
spaces and hemi-PSI maps, and PSlsp, which consists of PSI-spaces and PSI maps. Similarly,
the standard composition of two semi-homomorphisms (hemi-homomorphisms or homomor-
phisms) results in another semi-homomorphism (hemi-homomorphism or homomorphism),
the identity function on a PSI-Algebra is itself a semi-homomorphism (hemi-homomorphism
or homomorphism). Consequently, PSI-Algebras and their semi-homomorphisms form a con-
crete category, denoted as PSlg. Likewise, the category with PSI-Algebras as objects and
hemi-homomorphisms as arrows is denoted by PSly, and the category with PSI-Algebras as
objects and homomorphisms as arrows is denoted by PSls.

The following result is immediate, so we omit its proof.

Proposition 5.18. Isomorphisms on the category PSlg, PSly and PSly corresponds precisely
with bijective semi-homomorphisms, bijective hemi-homomorphisms and bijective homomor-
phisms, respectively.

In light of Definition 5.17, the following result is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.16.

Lemma 5.19. Let (A,0a) and (B,0B) be two PSI-Algebras and let h: A — B be a
homomorphism of Boolean algebras. Let us consider the map h=1: Ul(B) — Ul(A). Then,
the following holds:

(1) h is a PSI semi-homomorphism if and only if h=' is a semi-PSI map.

(2) h is a PSI hemi-homomorphism if and only if h=1 is a hemi-PSI map.

(3) h is a PSI homomorphism if and only if h=* is a PSI map.

An adaptation of (Celani, 2009, Theorem 18) produces the following

Lemma 5.20. Let f: X1 — X, be a mapping between the ps-spaces (X1,71,R1) and
(X2, 72, Re). Consider the function f*: €0(Xy) — €0(X1) defined by f*(U) = f~[U].
Then, the following hold:

(1) f is a semi-PSI map if and only if f* is a PSI semi-homomorphism.
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(2) f is a hemi-PSI map if and only if f* is a PSI hemi-homomorphism.
(8) f is a PSI map if and only if f* is a PSI homomorphism.

Let j € {0,1,2}. By Theorem 5.15 and Lemma 5.19, we are able to define functors
G, : PSI;°? — PSISp;
as follows
(B, 0) = (UL(B), 78, Ro),
h— h™h
Analogously, by Proposition 5.8 and Lemma 5.20 the assignments

(X,7,R) = (€6(X),0r),
feft

also define functors
Hj: PSISp; — PSI;’p.
Therefore, by standard results of Stone duality, together with Lemmas 5.19 and 5.20, it
follows that the functors G; and H; with j € {0,1,2} yield an equivalence of categories.

Theorem 5.21. The categories PSly, PSly and PSly are dually equivalent to PSISp,, PSISp,
and PSISp,, respectively.

Theorem 5.21 establishes the dual equivalences between the algebraic and the topological
sides of the theory of PSI-Algebras. In view of this correspondence, we can now focus on the
case of Extended Contact Algebras. The next remark shows how these algebras naturally
fit into the general framework of PSI-Algebras and PSI-spaces, thus allowing us to interpret
the extended contact relation as a particular instance of the relational operator ¢. This
observation motivates the introduction of a special class of PSI-spaces, namely those for
which the relational component exhibits a form of totality, as defined below.

Remark 5.22. Let (B,F) be an ECA and let (B,{1) be its associated relational PSI-
Algebra. if Y € %, (UL(B)), it is clear that R~(Y) € {UI(B),0}. Moreover, by Theorem
5.21 it is also the case that (B, Q) is isomorphic to (%ﬁ(Ul(B)), OROF)' =

Definition 5.23. We say that a PSl-space (X,R) is total if for every ¥ € %,(X)3, the
following condition holds

(T) If there exists € X such that (z, Z) € R, then, (y, Z) € R for every y € X.
Equivalently, (T) says that R~1(Z) = {X, 0}, for every Z € €o(X)3. =

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.15, 5.8, Proposition 5.5 and Definition 5.23
we get:
Proposition 5.24. The following hold:
(1) (B,F) is an ECA iff (UI(B), Ry, ) is a total PSI-space.
(2) (X, 7, R) is a total PSI-space if and only if (¢ 0(X),Or) is a relational PSI-Algebra.

Let (A,Fa) and (B, Fg) be two ECAs. We say that a homomorphism of Boolean algebras
h: A — B is a reflecting ECA-morphism if for every a,b,c € A:

(h(a),h(b)) FB h(c) = (a,b)Fa c.
On the other hand, if
(a,b) Fa ¢ = (h(a),h(b)) kB h(c)

holds, then we say that h is a preserving ECA-morphism. Furthermore, if h is both reflecting
and preserving ECA-morphism, then we say that h is a similarity ECA-morphism.
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Proposition 5.25. Let (A1,F1) and (Az,F2) be two ECAs and let (A;, Or,) be its associated
relational PSI-Algebras, with i € {0,1}. If h: A1 — As is a Boolean homomorphism, then
the following hold:

(1) h is a reflecting ECA-morphism iff h is a PSI semi-homomorphism.
(2) his a preserving ECA-morphism iff h is a PSI hemi-homomorphism.
(3) h is a similarity ECA-morphism iff h is a PSI homomorphism.

We write ECy, EC; and EC, for the categories whose objects are ECAs and whose mor-
phisms are respectively, reflecting ECA-morphism, preserving ECA-morphism and similarity
ECA-morphism. In addition, we denote by tPSISp,, tPSISp; and tPSISp, the full subcate-
gories of PSISp,, PSISp,; and PSISp, whose objects are total PSI-spaces.

We are now in a position to formulate one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 5.26. The categories ECy, ECy and ECy are dually equivalent to tPSISp,, tPSISp,
and tPSISp,, respectively.
Proof. Let j € {0,1} and consider the assignments

Lj : ECJOP — tPSlSpJ
defined as follows

(B,F) — (UI(B), 8, Ro.. ),
h h™t.

And also consider the assignments

M : tPSISp; — EC;I’.

defined by
(X,7,R)— (¥0(X),For),
feft
Notice that from Proposition 3.9 and Theorem 5.21 it follows immediately that every pair
L; and M; forms a pair of functors that result in the desired equivalence. O
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