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CLOSURE THEORIES OF POWERSET THEORIES
JIRi MOCKOR

ABSTRACT. A notion of a closure theory of a powerset theory in a ground cat-
egory is introduced as a generalization of a topology theory of a powerset theory.
Using examples of powerset theories in the category Set of sets and in the category
of sets with similarity relations, it is proved that these theories can be used as
ground theories for closure theories of powerset theories in these two categories.
Moreover, it is proved that all these closure theories of powerset theories are
topological constructs. A notion of a closure operator which preserves a canoni-
cal form of fuzzy objects in these categories is introduced, and it is proved that
a closure theory of a powerset theory in the ground category Set is a coreflective
subcategory of the closure theory of (Zadeh’s) powerset theory, which preserves
canonical forms of fuzzy sets.

1. Introduction

In almost all branches of mathematics the notion of the powersets and power-
set operators in classical set theory is one of the most useful and exploited tools.
Recall that given a set X, there exists the set P(X) = {S : Y C X}, called
the powerset of X and such that every map f: X — Y can be extended to the
powerset operators f: P(X) — P(Y) and f<: P(Y) — P(X), such that

F7(8) =f(8), [f(T)=fHD).
The powerset structures are widely used in algebra, logic, topology and also
in computer science, for illustrative examples of possible applications in see,
e.g., the introductory part of the paper of [18], for applications of powerset ob-
jects in abstract interpretation see, e.g., [, [0]. Because the classical set theory
can be considered to be a special part of fuzzy set theory, introduced by [28§], is
natural that powerset objects associated with fuzzy sets soon were investigated
as generalizations of classical powerset objects. A fuzzy set in a set A with values
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in some partly ordered structure () is defined as a map A — ) and an investiga-
tion of objects of all fuzzy sets IX was of interest. The first approach was done
again by [28], who defined I* to be a new powerset object instead of P(X) and
introduced new powerset operators f”: I X 1Y and [y Y 5 IX such that
forseIXtelI, yeY,

7)) =\/s),  fy@t)=tof.
z, f(z)=y

A lot of papers were published about Zadeh’s extension and its generaliza-
tions, see, e.g., [22], [23], [25]. Zadeh’s extension (which could be considered as
an extension of a forward powerset operator f—) was for the first time inten-
sively studied by [14], especially the relation between f~ and f,. This paper
was in fact the first real attempt to uniquely derive the powerset operators
fyf7 from f7 and f< and not only explicitly stipulate them. Whatever
works of Rodabaugh gave very serious basis for further research of powerset
objects and operators, only abstract theory of powerset objects based on similar
principles as the theory of monads has brought another important ideas to the
research of powerset objects. The principal idea of the categorical approach was
an observation that classical powerset objects constitute the so-called algebraic
theory (or monad), introduced by E. G. Manes [19). Roughly speaking, there
exists an algebraic theory (in clone form) P = (P,7,) in the category Set,
where P(X) = 2% (see [2]), such that the operator f5" : P(X) — P(Y) induced
from P by setting f»° = (np o f)Olp(x) is the same as f~. Similarly can be
derived the powerset operator f . In this sense, an algebraic theory P generates
the traditional powerset theory [2]. In the same manner as in the case of an alge-
braic theory P = (P, 7, (), which generates powerset operators in the category
Set, we can formally proceed in defining algebraic theory Z = (Z, u,d) which
defines powerset operators for Q-valued fuzzy sets, where @) is an appropriate
lattice. In that case, Z(X) = QX and pux () is the Q-valued characteristic mor-
phism of a subset {z} in X and such that for any f : X — QY g:Y — Q%
the clone composition ¢ Of : X — Q7 is defined by

[(90N)(@)](2) =\ f(@)(y) @ g(y)(2)-
yey

S. E. Rodabaugh [0] then proved that Z is an algebraic theory if and only if
(Q,<,®) is a unital quantale with unit. Moreover, he also proved that in that
case, for each morphism f : X — Y, the lifting (ux o f)0lzx) equals to the
classical Zadeh’s powerset operator f,” : Z(X) — Z(Y). In that case, Z : Set—
Set is a functor, Z(f)=f, . Because a significant part of the theory of Q-fuzzy
sets is built on some variants of residuated lattices which fulfill that condition,
it is possible even in such cases to use algebraic theory for the construction
of powerset operators.
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E. G. Manes [20] introduced also a new structure T = (T, e, (f)*), called
fuzzy theory, such that T' assigns to each set X a set T(X), e assigns to each
set X amap ey : X — T(X), and (—)* assigns to each function f: X - T(Y)
a function f*: T(X)—T(Y), satisfying some additional conditions. Fuzzy the-
ory is, in fact, identical with the algebraic theory (T, {,e) in the category Set,
if we set gOf =g* o f.

Instead of algebraic theory (in clone form) introduced by [19], more explicit
powerset theory was introduced by S. E. Rodabaugh [I6] as a special struc-
ture describing powerset objects. A slight modification of that structure de-
fined in a category K, is represented by a system P = (P,—,V,7n), where
P : |K| - CSLAT is a powerset generator (where CSLAT is the category
of complete semilattices), — is a forward powerset operator, such that for each
f:X—=YmnK, fp’ : P(X) = P(Y) in CSLAT, V : K — Set is a concrete
functor and nx : V(X) — P(X) is a map for each object X. He then proved
that some powerset theories can be generated by algebraic theories.

Since the original Zadeh’s paper was published, the notion of “fuzzy set”
has been changed significantly and it is now more general. The first important
modification concerns the value set: instead of real number interval I = [0, 1],
more general lattice structures () are considered. Among these lattice struc-
tures, complete residuated lattices play important role, (see, e.g., [21]), in mod-
ern terminology wunital and commutative quantale, (see [7]), i.e., a structure
Q = (L,A,V,®,—,0,1) such that (L,A,V) is a complete lattice, (L, ®,1) is
a commutative monoid with operation ® isotone in both arguments and — is
a binary operation which is adjoint with respect to ®, i.e.,

a®@pB <y ifandonlyif a<p—1.

A well known example is the Lukasiewicz algebra L = ([0, 1],V,A,®,—=1,,0, 1),
where
a®@b=0V(a+b—1)

a%Lbzl/\(lfaer).

Further, classical fuzzy sets (or even fuzzy sets with values in residuated
lattice @) were originally defined on sets. But any set A can be considered as
a couple (A,=), where = is a standard equality relation defined on A. It is
then natural instead of the crisp equality relation =, to consider some more
“fuzzy” equality relation defined on A, which is called a similarity relation.
Hence, instead of a classical set A as a basic set and a fuzzy set s : A — Q,
we can use a set with similarity relation (A4,0) (called a Q-set) and a map
s:(A,0) = Q. Such a map then represents some new “fuzzy object” in (A4, J).
The next step in our generalization process is more abstract. Instead of maps
A — @, or (A,0) — @, we can use more general structures, i.e., morphisms
in some categories. In the fuzzy set theory various categories are used to describe
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properties of such “fuzzy objects”. Properties of such categories were intensively
investigated, e.g., [4]. In the paper, we use a category with @Q-sets as objects
and naturly defined morphisms. A morphism f : (A,60) — (B,~) in the category
Set(Q) is a map f : A — B such that y(f(x),f(y)) > 0(x,y) for all z,y € A.
It is then natural to speak about a fuzzy object (A,0) — (Q, ) in the category
Set(Q), instead of a “fuzzy set”, where < is the biresiduation operation in @
defined by o <> 8 = (a = 8) A (8 — «). These fuzzy objects generalize classical
fuzzy sets A — Q. In fact, if we consider, for example, Q-sets (A, =), then
s:(A,=) = (Q, <) is a morphism in Set(Q) if and only if s : A — @ is a map,
i.e., a classical fuzzy set.

By using that general approach, we can even define fuzzy objects which are
neither maps nor morphisms. The motivation for these fuzzy objects comes
from a-cuts of classical fuzzy sets. Any classically defined fuzzy set X in a set A
with values in @) can be defined equivalently by a system of level sets X,, a € @,
where X, = {a € A: X(a) > a}. Conversely, any (nested) system (Yy,)q of sub-
sets of A such that for any a € A the set {o € Q : a € Y, } has the greatest
element (such system is called a cut in A), defines a fuzzy set Y such that
Y(a)=\ (Bracys) B. In our previous papers [9], [10], we proved that analogously
any morphisms (4, ) — (@, <) in the category Set(Q) can be defined equiv-
alently by a system of some special subsets of A or A x @), respectively, called
f-cuts. Hence, f-cuts then represent another fuzzy objects in (A,d) in our cate-
gories K, which generalize classical fuzzy sets.

It is important to know that all these fuzzy objects represent object functions
of functors from a corresponding category into the category Set (see [9], [10]),
or even into the category CSLAT of all complete \/-semilatices. It means, that
sets of fuzzy objects can be ordered in a natural way, such that the resulting
ordered sets are complete \/-semilattices, and the above mentioned functors are,
in fact, functors from corresponding categories to the category CSLAT.

For these new fuzzy objects it is important that the corresponding powerset
objets, i.e., sets F'(A, J) of all morphisms (A,0) — (Q, «+) and sets C'(A4, J) of all
f-cuts have analogical properties to those of classical fuzzy sets. In the paper [12]
we proved that all these fuzzy objects has powerset structures which are pow-
erset theories in corresponding categories, in the sense of Rodabaugh and some
of these powerset theories are defined by algebraic theories. For classical power-
set theories Z and P there exists a strong relation between these two theories,
which can be represented as some homomorphism P — Z. In [12] we proved that
analogously for these new fuzzy theories F there exist “new classical” powerset
theories R and a homomorphism R — F'.

Algebraic theories and powerset theories were used to develop a fuzzy topo-
logical theories for lattice-valued mathematics. The basic idea of this approach
is the definition of a new theory that contains, among powerset objects also
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topology defined on these powerset objects, and the inclusion of relevant axioms
concerning continuity to this new theory (see, e.g., S. E. Rodabaugh [I6],
S. A. Solovyov [I8] with extended list of references).

In this paper we want to investigate powerset objects in ground categories
Set and Set(Q) in two different but interconnected sections. Firstly, we intro-
duce the notion of a closure theory of a powerset theory in a ground category
as a natural generalization of a topology theory of a powerset theory, which was
previously defined by S. E. Rodabaugh [16]. Using examples of powerset the-
ories presented in previous papers of S.E. Rodabaugh [16], U Ho6hle [13],
J. Mockot [I2] and others, we show that these powerset theories can be used
as ground theories for closure theories of powerset theories in a ground category
Set or Set(Q) and that all these closure theories of powerset theories are topo-
logical constructs, which also generalizes results of S. E. Rodabaugh [16].

The other section will deal with properties of objects of closure theories
of powerset theories. In our previous paper [I1] we proved several extension theo-
rems for closure operators, under which a closure operator defined on a powerset
structure of one type can be extended to a closure operator defined on another
powerset structure. We also investigated relationships between continuity of pairs
of morphisms f, g in categories of powerset structures, with respect to a closure
operators, where f and g are morphisms between powerset structures of different
types. In the paper we will continue in such investigation of these properties.
An important notion will be the notion of a closure operator which preserves
a canonical form of fuzzy objects. Using that notion we will describe some ex-
tensions of closure operators. Moreover, using that notion we show that a clo-
sure theory of a classical powerset theory in the ground category Set is a core-
flective subcategory in the subcategory of closure theory of (Zadeh’s) powerset
theory, which is based on closure operators which preserves a canonical forms
of (Zadeh’s) fuzzy sets.

2. Preliminaries

For a convenience of potential readers we repeat in this section several no-
tions and facts about sets with similarity relations and the category Set(Q)
of these sets. We also repeat some results about special morphisms in the cate-
gory Set(Q), which are considered to be a generalization of classical fuzzy sets.
Some results will be also mentioned about isomorphisms between these fuzzy sets
and special cut systems in the category Set(Q), which generalize relationships
between classical fuzzy sets and a-cuts. We also repeat some basic theorem about
extensions of closure operators, under which a closure operator defined on one
powerset structure can be extended to a closure operator defined on another
powerset structure. Most of results were published in the papers [9]-[11].
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In the paper the symbol @ is used for a a structure @ = (L, A,V,®,—,0,1)
such that (L,A,V) is a complete lattice, (L,®,1) is a commutative monoid
with operation ® isotone in both arguments and — is a binary operation which
is adjoint with respect to ®, i.e.,

a®pB <y ifandonlyif a<p—1.
Recall that a system (Cy)acq is a cut systems in a set X, if C, € X and if
a € X is such that \/B:aecﬁ B8 > «a, then a € C,. It is well known that there

exists a bijection between the set of all cut systems in a set X and a set Q.

Recall that a set with similarity relation (or @-set) is a couple (A4, d), where
0:AxA— (@Qis amap such that
(a) (Va € A) 3(a,2) = 1,
(b) (Vo,y € A) 0(z,y) = d(y, ),
(¢) (Va,y,z€ A) §(z,y) ® 6(y,z) < d(x, z) (generalized transitivity).

We will use the category Set(Q) with @)-sets as objects and with morphisms
f: (A, 0)—(B,~) defined as a map f: A— B, such that y(f(x),f(y)) >(z,y),
forall z,y € A. The category Set(Q) has its origin in Wyler’s category introduced
in [27], and in a more general way developed by U. Héhle in [4]. The category
Set(Q) and some its modifications are frequently used as a natural background
for categorical investigation of fuzzy set theory.

Cut systems (called f-cut systems) can be defined also in the category Set(Q)

(see [9], [10]), where a system of subsets (Cy)acg of A is an f-cut system
in a Q-set (A,9), if
(a) Ya,be A, a€ Cy=be Cogs(ap),
(b) Ya € A,Va € Q, \/{ﬁ:aecg}ﬁ >a=acC,.
We will use the following notations for powerset objects:
e P(A)=(24C), A € |Set|,
Z(A) = (Q4 <), ordered pointwise, A € |Set|,
e D(A) is the set of all cut systems in A, ordered by inclusion, A € |Set|,
F(A,d) = Homge(q) ((A, 9),(Q, <—>)), ordered pointwise, (4, d) € |Set(Q)],

C(A,0) is the set of all f-cut systems in (A,J) in the category Set(Q),
ordered by inclusion, (A4,d) € |Set(Q)]|, and

o R(A,0) = (2%,9), (4,0) € [Set(Q)|-
In the paper [8] we proved that for every @-set (A4, d), there exists a map™:
Z(A) — F(A,0) defined by

S(a) = \/s(x) ® d(a,x),

z€A
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and this map is a closure operator on the set Z(A). Analogously, in the paper [J]
we proved that there exists a map™: D(A) — C(A,0), defined by

(Coa)a = (Ca)ay Co= {a cA:\/ Beia,) > a}.
{(z,B):xeCp}

We will use those closure operators and in the rest of the paper. In the paper [11]
we investigated a possibility to extend a closure operator defined on a powerset
objects of some fuzzy objects to a closure operator defined on another powerset
object of fuzzy objects. For example, if ¢ is a closure operator defined on an or-
dered set (Z (4), S) of fuzzy sets in a set A, then using ¢, another closure operator
Yz(a),a(c) can be defined on A. In fact, let (A, <) be an ordered set and let
U(A, <) be the set of all closure operators defined on (A, <). Then the following
theorem was proved.

THEOREM 2.1 ([II, Theorem 3.1]). Let A be a set.

(1) There exist maps such that the diagram commutes.

U(Z(4)

wD(A),Z(A)T ‘ lwz(m D(A)

wz(A) A ba, Z(A>
) — ) —

U(P(A) U(Z(A))

VYp(A),A ha, D(A)
) —= ) —=

U(D(A) U(P(A) U(D(A))

(2) Yz(a),4 0 YA z(a)= idyu(pa))-
(3) ¥p(ay,a ©Ya,p(a)y= idyp(a))-

(4) Yp(ay,z(ay and V¥za),pa)y are mutually inverse maps.

Moreover, in [I1] we also proved that it is possible to describe continuous prop-
erties of functors P, Z, D with respect to closure operators. Recall that if (V¢)
and (W, d) are ordered sets with closure operators, then a map f : V — W
is continuous if f(c(z)) < d(f(z)), for any x € V. The following theorem was
proved (for the definition of f5’, f;” see examples in Section 3).

ProrosiTiON 2.1 ([I1, Proposition 4.1]). Let A, B be sets and let ¢ (d, respec-
tively) be a closure operator on the set A (B, respectively). Let v =14 7(a)(c),
w = Yp zpy(d), and let f : A — B be a map. Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) fp: (P(A),c) — (P(B),d) is continuous.

(2) f7: (Z(A),U) — (Z(B),w) is continuous.

Analogical results can be obtained for closure operators defined on object
functions of functors R, F, C. In fact the following theorem and proposition was
proved, where U(R(A, 6)) is the set of all closure operators ¢ defined on a po-
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—_—

werset R(A, ¢), which satisfy the condition ¢(E,) C ¢(E,), for every cut system
(Eo)a € D(A) and a given Q-set (A, 4).
THEOREM 2.2 ([I1, Theorem 3.2]). Let (A,J) be a Q-set.

(1) There exist maps such that the diagram commutes.

PF(A,5),A PA,F(A,5)
Ty —_—

U(F(A,9)) U(R(A,8)) DU(R(A,S)) U(F(A,9))

T‘PC(A,J),F(A,(S) H ‘PF(A,(S),C(A,(S)J/

PC(A,5),A PAC(A,S)
e _ 5

U(C(A,6)) U(R(A,8)) DU(R(A,9)) U(C(A,9)).

(2) ©c(as),Fas) and Ypas),cas) are mutually inverse maps.
(3) @r(a6),4° s =idgpas)-
(4) ©c(as),4°Pacias = idgpasy:

For the definition of f7’, f7" in the next proposition see also examples in Sec-
tion 3.

ProPOSITION 2.2 ([II, Proposition 4.3]). Let (4,0),(B,v) be Q-sets and let
ceU(A) and delt(B) be closure operators. Letv =4 p(a,s)(c), w=9B rB,~(d),
andlet f : (A,0) — (B,7y) be a morphism in the category Set(Q). Let us consider
the following statements:

(1) fg - (R(A,(S),c) — (R(B,v),d) is continuous,
(2) f7: (F(A,0),v) = (F(B,v),w) is continuous.

Then (1) = (2). If the closure operator cp . is trivial on the set B, then also

(2) = (1).

3. Closure theory of a powerset theory

Because of the convenience of the reader we repeat the basic definition of the
powerset theory, which was introduced by S. E. Rodabaugh [I6] as an anal-
ogy of algebraic theory in clone form.

DEerFINITION 3.1 (S. E. Rodabaugh [16]). Let K be a ground category.
Then P = (P, —,V,n) is called CSLAT-powerset theory in K, if

(1) P:|K|— |CSLAT] is an object-mapping,

(2) for each f: A — B in K, there exists fp" : P(A) — P(B) in CSLAT,
(3) for each f: A — B in K, there exists f§ : P(B) — P(A) in CSLAT,
(4)

4) (fp, fi5) is a Galois connection,

108



CLOSURE THEORIES OF POWERSET THEORIES

(5) there exists a concrete functor V' : K — Set, such that 7 determines in Set
for each A € K a mapping 74 : V(A) — P(A),

(6) foreach f: A— Bin K, fp’ ona =ngoV(f).

We will frequently deal with the following situation. Let K be a category and
let P: K — CSLAT be a covariant functor. It follows that for any morphism
f:A— B, P(f)is a map preserving all sup. Instead of P(f), we use f5 .

By using the well known Adjoint Functor Theorem (see, e.g., [5], [15]) for any
morphism f: A — B in K, there exists the map f5 : P(B) — P(A) defined by

(vYeP®) f5v)= \/x 1)
{XeP(A):fp (X)<Y}

It is then clear that 5 : P(B) — P(A) preserves all existing meets and (f5’, f5)
is a Galois connection. If a functor P will be given, then by f5 we will understand

the map defined by ) from P(f) = f7 .

In the paper we will deal with several examples of C'SLAT-powerset theories.
Some of these examples were derived by previous authors, e.g., S. E. Roda-
baugh [I6], U. Hohle [13], S. A. Solovyov [1§], other examples was
presented in J. Mockot [12].

EXAMPLE 3.1. CSLAT-Powerset theory P = (P, —,id,n) in the category Set,
where
(1) P:|Set| — |CSLAT|
is defined by P(X) = (2%, ©),
(2) for each f: X — Y in Set, f5' : P(X) — P(Y)
is defined by f5'(S) = f(95),
(3) foreach f: X — Y in Set, f§ : P(Y) — P(X)
is defined by f5(T) = f~1(T),
(4) for each X € Set, nx : X — P(X)
is defined by nx(a) = {a}.
EXAMPLE 3.2. CSLAT-Powerset theory Z = (Z,—,id, x) in the category Set,
where
(1) Z :|Set| — |CSLAT] is defined by Z(X) = Q¥,
where @ is a complete residuated lattice,
(2) for each f: X — Y in Set, f; : Q% — QY
is defined by [, (s)(y) = \/meX,f(m):y s(x),
(3) for each f: X — Y in Set, f5 : Z(Y) = Z(X)
is defined by f5 (t) =to f,
(4) for each X € Set, yx : X — Q%, xx({a})
is the characteristic map of a subset {a} in a set X.
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ExXAMPLE 3.3. CSLAT-Powerset theory D = (D, —,id, p) in the category Set,
where

(1) D : |Set| — |CSLAT)| is defined by D(X) = the set of all cut systems
(Ca)acq in a set X, naturally ordered by inclusion,

(2) for each f: X — Y in Set, f; : D(X) — D(Y)
is defined by f5 ((Ca)a) = (f(C’a))a € D(Y), where the closure (S4)q
in a set Y is defined by S, = {a eyY: Vﬁ:aecﬁ 8> a},
(3) for each f: X — Y in Set, f5; : D(Y) — D(X)
is defined by fi5 ((Sa)a) = (f_l(sa))a7
(4) for each X € Set, px : X — D(X)
is defined by px(a) = ({a})a.
EXAMPLE 3.4. CSLAT-Powerset theory R=(R,—,V,n) in the category Set(Q),
where
(1) R:|Set(Q)| — |CSLAT] is defined by R(X,0) = P(X),
(2) for each morphism f : (X,d) — (Y,7) in Set(Q), fz : R(X,0) = R(Y,7)
is defined by f7(S) = 5 (5),
(3) for each morphism f : (X,0) — (Y,7) in Set(Q), f5; : R(Y,v) = R(X,0)
is defined by f5 (T) = f5 (1),

(4) V : Set(Q) — Set is the forgetfull functor, V/(A4,0) = A, V(f) = f,

(5) for each (X,0) € Set(Q), nix,s) : X — R(X) is defined by n(x 5)(a) = {a}.
EXAMPLE 3.5. CSLAT-Powerset theory F = (F,—,V,X) in the category Set(Q),
where

(1) F:[Set(Q)| — |CSLAT)| is defined by

F(X,8) = (Homseq)((X,6),(Q, ), <),
(2) for each morphism f: (X,0) — (Y,7) in Set(Q), fz : F'(X,0) — F(Y,7)
is defined by i’ (s)(y) = Vyex s(2) @ 7(f(2),9),
(3) for each morphism f: (X,0) — (Y,7) in Set(Q), f5 : F(Y,v) — F(X,9)
is defined by f5 (t) =to f.
(4) V:Set(Q) — Set is the forgetfull functor,
(5) for each (X,9) € Set(Q), X(x,5) : X = F(X,9)
is defined by X(x,s)(a)(z) = 0(a, z), for a,z € X.
EXAMPLE 3.6. CSLAT-Powerset theory C=(C, —,V, X) in the category Set(Q),
where

(1) C :[Set(Q)| — |CSLAT)| is defined by C(X,0) = set of all f-cut systems
in (A,9) in the category Set(Q), naturally ordered by inclusion,
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(2) for each morphism f : (X,0) = (Y,7) in Set(Q), f&' : C(X,6) = C(Y,~)
is defined by

—_~—

12 (Ba)a) = (f(Ba)) o [(Ea) ={bev: \/ Beyby) = al,
(v:.8):yef(Ep)
(3) for each morphism f : (X,d) — (Y,v) in Set(Q), f& : C(Y,v) = C(X,9)
is defined by fé_((Ea)a) = (f_l(Ea))a,
(4) V : Set(Q) — Set is the forgetfull functor,
(5) for each (X,0) € Set(Q), X(x,5) : X = C(X,0)
is defined by X (x s5)(a) = (iav})a, where iav}a ={be X :6(a,b) > a}.

S.E. Rodabaugh [16] introduced the notion of a topological theory Txp
of a powerset theory P in a ground category K which extends powerset theory P
in such a way that, roughly speaking, objects of Tkp are pairs (A4, ), where A
is an object of a powerset theory P and 7 is a topology 7 C P(A) such that
morphisms fg" : (P(A4),7) — (P(B),0) are continuous. He then proved that
topological theory Tkp of a powerset theory P in a ground category K is in fact
a topological category. (For a notion of a topological category or topological
construct see, e.g., [13].)

In this section we introduce a notion of a closure theory of a powerset theory,
which is weaker than the notion of a topological theory. We begin the section
with the definition of the closure theory of a powerset theory in the ground
category which mostly will be the category Set or the category Set(Q) of sets with
similarity relations. We will use the category CSLAT of complete \/-semilatices
with complete \/-preserving maps as morphisms.

DEeFINITION 3.2. Let K be a ground category and let T = (T,—,V,n) be
a CSLAT-powerset theory in K. Then a closure theory of a powerset the-
ory T in a ground category K is a collection K[T] of objects and morphisms
satisfying the following axioms:
(1) objects in K[T] are pairs (4, ¢), such that
(i) Ais an object in K,
(ii) ¢ is a closure operator on an ordered set T(A) € CSLAT,
(2) f:(A,¢)— (B,d) is a morphism in K[T], if
(i) f: A— B is a morphism in K,
(i) f77: (T(A),c) = (T(B),d) is continuous in CSLAT, i.e.,
77 (e@)) < d(f7 ().
(3) Composition of morphisms is inherited from K, i.e., if f: (A, ¢) — (B, d),
g:(B,d) = (C,e), then go f: (A, c) = (C,e).
(4) Identities are inherited from K, i.e., for each (A, c) € K[T], ida : (A, ¢) —
(A, c) in K[T].
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It is then clear that T': K — C'SLAT is a functor such that T'(f) = f; and
K|[T] is a category.
Using examples of powerset theories presented above, we can present basic

examples of closure theories of powerset theories in the ground category Set or
the category Set(Q).

ExaAMPLE 3.7. The following are examples of closure theories of powerset theo-
ries in the ground category Set or Set(Q).
(1) Closure theory of powerset theory Set[P] in the category Set,
(2) Closure theory of powerset theory Set[Z] in the category Set,
(3) Closure theory of powerset theory Set[D] in the category Set,
(4) Closure theory of powerset theory Set(Q)[R] in the category Set(Q),
(5) Closure theory of powerset theory Set(Q)[F] in the category Set(Q),
) (@)

(6) Closure theory of powerset theory Set(Q)[C] in the category Set(Q).

The following theorem extends in some way results of S. E. Rodabaugh [16]
about topological theories of powerset theories.

THEOREM 3.1. Let K be a topological construct with respect to a forgetfull func-
tor U:K — Set and let T=(T,—,U,n) be a CSLAT-powerset theory in a ground
category K. Then the closure theory K[T] of a powerset theory T in a ground
category K is also a topological construct.

Proof. Let V : K[T] — Set be a forgetfull functor such that V(A,d) = U(A),
V(f) = f,U(g) = g, where (A,d) € K[T], g is a morphism in K and f is
a morphism in K[T]. Let X € [Set| and let f; : X — V(A;,d;), i € I, be
a V-structured source from X. Since f;,7 € I, is also a U-structured source
from X, it follows that in a topological construct K, there exists the unique initial
lift g; : Y — A;, i € I and a bijection ¢g : U(Y) — X, such that U(g;) = fiog
for each i. For each i € I, the closure ¢; on T'(Y) is defined by

seT(Y), ci(s)=gr (di (ng(S)))

We have ¢;(s) = g{ (dz(f—r}(s))) > g;TT(gi—”T(s)) > s. Further, we have

1

cii(s) = 57 (a1 (£ (1)
— 5 (di< ;T(di(fiﬁ(s))))) < fi(didi(£75(5))) = es).

Hence, ¢; is a closure operator on T'(Y'). We set ¢ = A\, ¢;. Clearly, c¢(s) > s and

we have cc(s) = \;¢; Ci(/\jel ¢j(s)) < Niey cici(s) = c(s). Hence ¢ is a closure
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operator on T'(Y). We show that g; : (Y, ¢) — (A;, d;) is an initial lift.

X L ) = v, d)

gT Twm)

UY) ——  V(Y,c).

In fact, for s € T(Y'), we have g; 7 (c(s)) = gg’T(ng(di(gi—”T(s)))) <d; (gﬁT(s)),
and g; 7 is continuous. Now let (Z,w) € K[T| with morphisms h; : (Z,w) —
(4;,d;) in K[T] and a map h: V(Z,w) — X be such that f;oh =V (h;),i € I.
Because Y is an initial lift of f;,7 € I in a category K, there exists morphism
n:Z—Y in K, such that U(n)og = h,V(g;)oU(n)=V(h;),i € I. We show that
in that case, ny : (T(Z),w) = (T(Y),¢;) is continuous for every i € I. In fact,
since h; is continuous, we have ;7 (n7 (w(s))) =h;7p (w(s)) < di(h;7(s)). Then
we obtain

o (0) < g5 (527 (7 (09))

< g (i (hi7r(9))) = 057 (dilgi 0 )7 (9) = i (07 (5).

It is then clear that ny : (T(Z),w) — (T(Y),c) is also continuous and that
(Y, ¢) is the unique lift. Hence, K[T] is a topological construct. O

COROLLARY 3.1. Fach closure theory of a powerset theory from Example 3.7 is
a topological construct.

Proof. We need to prove only that Set(Q) is a topological construct. Let
U : Set(Q) — Set be the forgetfull functor such that U(A,0) = A, U(f) = f and
let f; : X = U(A,d;),i € T be a U-structured source from X. Then (X, §) with
§(w,y) = N\,c; i(z,y), is an initial lift and Set(Q) is a topological construct. [

4. Closure theories of powerset theories
in the category Set

In this section we deal with properties of objects of closure theories of pow-
erset theories in the category Set. An important notion in the section will be
the notion of a closure operator which preserves a canonical form of fuzzy ob-
jects. Using that notion we will characterize some extensions of closure operators
defined on different powerset objects in the category Set. Moreover, using that
notion we show that a closure theory of a classical powerset theory in the ground
category Set is a coreflective subcategory in the subcategory of closure theory
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of (Zadeh’s) powerset theory, which is based on closure operators which preserves
a canonical forms of (Zadeh’s) fuzzy sets.

In the paper [I4] it was proved that any fuzzy set s € Z(A) can be expressed
in the following canonical form, where « is a constant fuzzy set with the constant

alue a:
A s=\/2®x(sa),
acQ

where x = x4 : P(A) — Z(A) is the characteristic map, i.e., xa(X)(a) = 1g
if and only if @ € X, and 0, otherwise. Sometimes instead of x4 (X) we write
X(X) only.

Let us consider the full subcategory Set[Z], of the category Set[Z] with objects
(A, d), such that a closure operator d preserves canonical form, i.e., for any fuzzy
set s € Z(A), the following condition holds:

=\ a®d(x(s

ac@
PROPOSITION 4.1. Let (A, c) € Set[P]. Then (A, 14 za)(c)) € Set[Z]o.

Proof. For simplicity we set d = 14, z(a)(c). Let s € Z(A). It is clear that

d(s)=d | \/ a®x(sa)| >\ d(a® x(sa)).

acQ €
Now, for any 5 € @, f > 0, we have

(@@ x(5a)); = {z € A: a@x(sa) (@) > B} = 50,
if 8<a,or,if 8 £ a. It follows that

da®x(s))@) = /B = VB = aox(csa)la)

Bracc((a®x(sa))s) B,8<a,a€c(sa)

On the other hand, we have ay = {z € A:a > 8} = A,if 8 < «, or (), otherwise.

It follows that
d)(a) = \/B= VB =

B, aec(g ) B,8<a,acA

Further, we have x(sa)s = {2 € A: X(sa)(x) > B} = sa, and it follows that

d(x(sa))(@) = \/B = /B = x(c(sa))(a).

Bracc(x(sa)p) Bracc(sa)

Hence, we obtain

d(a)(a) ® d(x(sq))(a) = a @ x(c(sq)) (a) = d(a @ x(sa)) (a),
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and it follows that

its) = a \/ 2o x(s)

ac®

>\/ oz®xsa \/a@x sa) \/a@d

acq@ acqQ acq@
Now we show that d(s) <V, coa® d(x(sa)). In fact, for any a € A, we have

=\/ 5

B,a€c(sp)
\/ a(a) ® d(x(sa))(a) =\/a® Vo |=Vee| Vv |=®.
aeQ ae@ v,a€c(x(sa)~) aeq v:a€c(sa)
If 8 € Q is such that a € ¢(sg), then we have
W=l v |=sc1e=4
v,a€c(sp)
and it follows that (x) > \/ﬁ’aeC(sﬁ) B =d(s)(a). O

THEOREM 4.1. There exist adjoint functors

Set|P] —S— Set|Z],.
H

Proof. Let f : (A,¢) — (B,d) be a morphism in Set[P]. The object func-
tion of G is defined by G(A,c) = (A,¥4,2(4)(c)) and G(f) = f. According
to Property 4.1, G(A, ¢) € Set[Z]p and according to Property 2.1, f,;” = Z(f) :
(Z(A),¥a,24)(c)) — (Z(B),¥5,z(5)(d)) is continuous and G is a functor.
The functor H is defined symmetrically, i.e., for any continuous morphism
g : (A,c) — (B,d) in Set[Z]p, the object function is defined by H(A,c) =
(A, %z(a),4(c)) and H(g) = g. We show that g7 = P(g) : (P(A),¢z(a),4(c)) =
(P(B),%z(p),5(d)) is continuous.

In fact, we need to prove that if g is continuous, i.e., g/ (c(s)) < d(g?(s)),
for any s € Z(A), for any X C A,

g(core c(xx)) = 95 (Vz(a),4(c)(X)) € ¥zp),5(d) (95 (X)) = core d(x,4(x))

holds. Let a € core ¢(xx), ie., ¢(xx)(a) = 1lg. From the continuity of g,
it follows, that

1g = cbex)(@) = elxx)(@) = g7 (clxx) (9())) < (97 (xx)) (9(a)-

z,9(z)=g(a)
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Since g;(XX):Xg(X), we obtain that d(Xg(X)) (g(a)) = d(g;(XX)) (g(a)) =1q
and it follows that g(a) € core d(xg(X)). Hence, gp is continuous and H is
a functor.

We prove that there exist natural transformations
c:GoH — ]-Set[Z]())
T: 1Set[P] — Ho(G.
According to Theorem 2.1, for any object (A,c) € Set[P], H o G(A,c) = (A, ¢)
and we can set 7(4,) = 14 in the category Set[P] and 7 is a natural transfor-
mation. Now, for (4, c) € Set[Z]o, we set €4 ) =14 in the category Set[Z], i.e.,
€ae) =la:GoH(A c) = (A ha zca) ©¥zay,a(c)) = (A, 0).

We need only to prove that Z(14) is continuous, i.e., for any s € Z(A), ¥4, z(a) 0
Yzz),4(c)(s) < c(s). For every a € A, we have

Yaza o bzal))@ = \/ 5 = V5.
{Ba€uz(a) 450} {Bielx(sp)(@)=1}

According to [I4], s can be expressed by s =V ,coa ® x(sa). Let 8 € Q be

such that ¢(x(sg))(a) = 1o. Since the closure operator ¢ preserves the canonical
form, we have

Va®xisa) | (@ 2\ al@) @ c(x(sa)) (@)

aEeQ aEQ
> B(a) @ c(x(sp))(a) =

It follows that c¢(s)(a) > \/{,B:C(X(Sﬁ))(a)ilcg} B =14z °%Vzz)a(c)(s)(a), and
E(A,c) 18 continuous. Moreover, it is clear that the following compositions are

identities:
H ™, goGoH —% H,

G- GoHoG —% G.
Hence, H and G are adjoint functors. O
THEOREM 4.2. Set[P] is a coreflective subcategory in the category Set[Z]o.
For the proof of the theorem we need the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let A, B be sets and let ¢ (d, respectively) be a closure
opemtor on Z(A) (Z( ), respectively). Let f : A — B be a map such that
Z(f ( ,c) ( ) be continuous, Then

P(f): (P(A),¥za),4(c) = (P(B),Yz),5(d))

1S continuous.
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Proof. We need to prove that

f(core e(xx)) = f(¥z(a),4()(X)) C ¥zp),p(d)(f(X)) = core d(xs(x)),
for any X C A. Suppose that it is not true. Then there exists a € core ¢(xx)

such that f(a) & core d(xy(x)). Hence, c(xx)(a) = 1g,d(xsx))(f(a)) < lg.
Since Z(f) is continuous, for xx € Z(A) we have Z(f)(c(xx)) < d(Z(f)(xx))-
Then for f(a) we obtain

Z(f)(etxx)) (f@) = elxx)(@) = e(xx)(a) = 1o,
f(@)=f(a)
and it follows that d(Z(f)(xx))(f(a)) = 1g. On the other hand, since

Z()(xx)(f(a) = \/ xx () = xpx) (f(a)),
f(@)=f(a)

we obtain 1g = d(Z(f)(xx))(f(a))=d(xsx))(f(a)) <1q, a contradiction. [

Proof of Theorem. Since G is a left adjoint of the functor H, to prove
that Set[P] is a coreflective subcategory in Set[Z]y we need to prove only that
the functor G is full and faithfull. Hence, we need to show that for arbitrary
objects (4, ¢), (B,d) from the category Set[P],

G : Homge(p) ((A, c), (B, d)) — Homgeqz], (G(A, ¢),G(B, d))

is a bijection. Let f:G(A, ¢) = G(B, d) be a morphism in Set[Z]o, i.e., f: A— Bis
a map such that Z(f): (Z(A),v4,z4)(c)) = (Z(B),¥4,z(4)(d)) is continuous.
Then according to Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 2.1,

P(f): (P(A),c=vza),a%a,z2(4)(c)) = (P(B),d = vz5),5¢5,2(5)(d)
is continuous and it follows that f : (A, ¢) — (B, d) is a morphism in the category
Set[P], G(f) = f. Hence, G is full and it is clear that G is also faithfull. O

In the following two propositions we internally characterize closure operators
Vz(a),a(c) and P4 z(4)(d).

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let (A, c) € Set[Z]. Then za),a(c) is the largest closure
operator d on (P(A), g), such that

X : (P(A),d) — (Z(A),c)
1s continuous, where x is the characteristic map.
Proof. Let X € P(A). We show that
X : (P(A),9z4),4(c)) = (Z(A),¢)

is continuous. Since

X(©z(a).4(c)(X))(a)=1¢ if and only if ¢(x(X))(a)=10,
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otherwise x (¥ z(4),4(¢)(X))(a) = 0g, then x(¢z(a),4(c)(X)) < e(x(X)) and x
is continuous. Now, let d be another closure operator on P(A), such that
x:(P(A),d) = (Z(A),c) is continuous. Then for any X CA,a€ A4, x(d(X))(a) <
c(x(X))(a). If a € d(X), then ¢(x(X))(a) = 1 and we have a € ¥z(4),4(c)(X).
Hence, d < 1 z(a),4- O

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let (A, c) € Set[P]. Then ¢ z(a)(c) is the smallest closure
operator d on (Z(A), S) which preserves canonical form and such that

x: (P(A),c) = (Z(A),d)
s continuous, where x is a characteristic map.

Proof. According to Proposition 4.1, d := 14, z(a)(c) preserves canonical form.
We show that x : (P(A),c) = (Z(A),d) is continuous. It follows directly from

d(c) (X(X)) (a)= vﬂ,aGC(X(X)s) 8= \/57a€c(x) Bzx(c(X)) (a). Now, let 7 be a clo-
sure operator on Z(A) such that x is continuous and r preserves canonical form,

Le., forany s € Z(A), we haver(s) >V o a®r(x(sa)) and x (c(X)) <r(x(X)).
Then for any s € Z(A), we have x(c(sqa)) < 7(x(sa)). Then we obtain

d(x(sa))(a) = Ya,z(a)(c) (x(Sa)) (a) =
\/B = \/B = X(C(Sa))(a) < T(X(Sa))-
Bia€c(x(sa)p) Bra€c(sa)
Hence, we obtain
r(s) > \/ a®@r(x(sa)) = \/ a®d(x(sa)) = d(s).
aEeQ aEQ
O

It is clear that the category Set can be considered to be a subcategory of Set|P]
and also Set[Z]. In fact, we can introduce embedding functors

1p : Set — Set[P], 1z :Set — Set[Z],

such that for any A € Set and any map f: A — B in Set, 1p(A) = (A, 1pa)),
1p(f) = f, and, analogously, 1z(A) = (A,154)),12(f) = f, where 1p(4) and
1z(a) are considered to be (trivial) closure operators. Then the power objects
functors P and Z which are defined as P, Z : Set — CSLAT can be extended
to the power objects functors defined over categories Set[P| and Set[Z] as follows.
Let CSLAT,; be the category with objects (V, <, ¢), where (V, <) is a complete
A-semilattice and let ¢ be a closure operator on (V, <). Morphisms in CSLATy;
are continuous, A-preserving maps f : (V,<,¢) — (W, <,d). Then the functors

P, - Set[P} — CSLAT,, Zg: Set[Z] — CSLAT,,

118



CLOSURE THEORIES OF POWERSET THEORIES

are defined as follows.
(A,¢) € Set[P],  Pu(A,c) = (P(A),C.c), Palf)=[r,
(A,d) € Set[Z], Za(A,d)=(Z(A),<.d), Za(f)=f7"
All these functors can be represented by the following commutative diagram.

Set[P] «—f— Set

| »

CSLAT,, ~“oret™ll ogr AT

2] T2

Set[Z] 2 Set.

In many papers a relationships between powerset functor P and fuzzy objects
functor Z were investigated, see, e.g., [14], [19], [24], [26], [29] for some examples.
The basic relationship between functors P, Z can be represented by the fact, that
the characteristic maps x4 : P(A) — Z(A) represent natural transformation

between these functors, i.e.,
x:P—Z.

In the following proposition we extend that relationship to the case of power-
set functors with closure operators, i.e., instead of functors P, Z we consider
the functors P, Z,,;.

PROPOSITION 4.5. There exists a natural transformation

X:Pcl —)ZCIOG.
Proof. Let (A,c) € Set[P]. We define

X(A0) 1 (P(A), S ¢) = (Z(A), <, 04,204y (0))
by X(4,e)(X) = x(X) : A = Q. According to Prop. 4.4, x (4, is continuous. It is
then easy to verify that for any morphism f : (A,¢) — (B, d) in Set[P], the fol-
lowing diagram commutes:

Pa(Ac) 222 7.(A,¢)

f?l lf?

P.(B,d) >22 7.,(B,d)

and y is a natural transformation. O

The functor D : Set — Set is a special case of the functor C' : Set(Q) — Set
(for similarity relations equal to classical identity relation) and from [9], [10],
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it follows that there is a natural equivalence between functors D and Z, c: D — Z,
such that for any set A, E = (E,), € D(A) and any s € Z(A), we have

ac A, oa(E)a) = \/ B, 0,1(38) = (a)a-
B.acEg
Using that result and results from Theorem 2.1, we can prove the following

theorem.

PROPOSITION 4.6. The categories Set[Z] and Set[D] are isomorphic.

Proof. We define a functor J : Set[Z] — Set[D], such that for any morphism
f:(A,¢) = (B,d) in the category Set[Z], we put

J(A,c) = (A, ¥za).p)(0),  J(f) =T
Then according to [I1]; Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.2,

F (A 024),0(4)(€) = (B, Yz(8),p8)(d))

is a morphism in Set[D] and the definition of .J is correct and, analogously, it can
be showed that there exists the inverse functor I such that for any morphism
g:(X,u) = (Y,v) from the category Set[D],

I(X,u) = (X, ¥payzay(w), I(g)=g. 0

5. Closure theories of powerset theories
in the category Set(Q)

In this section we deal with properties of objects of closure theories of power-
set theories in the category Set(Q). An important notion in the section will be
again the notion of a closure operator which preserves a canonical form of fuzzy
objects. Using that notion we will characterize some extensions of closure oper-
ators defined on different powerset objects in the category Set.

In the paper [12, Lemma 2], we proved that any fuzzy object s € F(A,0)
can be expressed by the following canonical form, in which we use the closure
operator” :

S :\/g@)x/(sa\).

Then we say that a closure operator d defined on F(A, ) preserves the canonical
form, if for any s € F(A,J), we have

d(s) =\ a®d(x(s)).
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Let Set(Q)[P]; be the full subcategory of the category Set(Q)[P] with objects
((A, J), ), such that ¢ is continuous with respect to the extension map ~ :
D(A) — C(A,0) (see [11I Def. 3. 1}) If we set w = 14, z(a)(c), then c satisfies

that property if and only if w(s )gw(s) for any s € Z(A) (see [11l Lemma 3.7]).
Let
NAe) - P(A,(S) — F<Aa 5)

be an extension of the classical characteristic map, i.e., 74,5 (X) = )X)?), for
any X € P(A,0). Then the following analogy of Proposition 4.4, holds.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let ((A,6),c) € Set(Q)[Plr. Then p4 pas)(c) is the small-
est closure operator d on F(A, ), which preserves canonical form and such that

N(A5) * (P(A, (5), C) — (F(A, 5), d)

18 continuous.
Proof. We show firstly that d := @4 pa,s)(c) preserves canonical form. Ac-

cording to [11]; Theorem 3.2, ((4,0),d) € Set(Q)[F] and d(s) = 1/},472(,4/)\(0)(5).
For simplicity, we put w = 14, z(a)(c). Let s € F'(A,d). Then we have

sz\/g@X/(S\)

According to Proposition 4.1, w preserves canonical form and for any a € A, we

obtain
d(s)(a) = w(s)(a) = w| \/a® x(sa) \/a®w X(50)) (@) =
aceQ ac@
\/ \/a@w sa) ()| ®d(a,x) :\/<\/a®w ())@5(@,@2
z€A \a€Q ac@Q \z€A
V(@®w(x(sa)(@ =\ ala) @ d(x(s2)) (@)
e acQ

Now we show that 14 ) (P(A, J), c) — (F(A, 9), d) is continuous. In fact, for any
X € P(A,¢) and a € A, we need to prove

Nas (¢(X))(a) < d(nas (X)) (a).
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For any s€ F'(A,d), we have

—

A(n04.9)(@) = d(x(X)) () = w(x(X))(a) =
\/w(;ﬁ)x)@daw \/ \/ﬁ®5ax)>

z€A meAﬁ mEc(X(X) )
\/ \/ﬁ®5ax)>\/5ax:
€A B,xec(X) z€c(X)
V x(e(X)) @ b(a, 2) = x(e(X)) (@) = nas (X)) (a),
€A

since

X(X)g = {y cA: \/5(y,z) > ﬁ} o X,
zeX
and, hence, ¢(X) C c(mﬁ).

Now, let r be another closure operator on F(A,d), such that it preserves
canonical form and 745 : (P(A,6),¢) — (F(A,d),r) is continuous. Then
for any s € F(A,0) and any a € Q, we have 144 (c(sa)) < 7(n(a,6)(sa))
and we receive

——— —

d(X(Sa))(a) = d(n(A,E)(Sa))(a) = w(n(A,E)(Sa))<a) =

w(x(5)) (@) < w(x(50)) (@) = w(x(s0)) (@)
Since
w(X(Sa))(a) = \/ g = \/ B :X(C<3a))>
Biacc(x(sa)p) Bra€c(sqa)
we obtain

— P

d(X(50)) (@) < w(x(50)) (@) = x(€c(50)) (@) = Map) (cl50)) < 7(x(5)) ().

It follows that

\/a@d \/a@r sa) r(s).

acQ a€Q ]

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let ((A,6),c) € Set(Q)[F]. Then op(a,s), a(c) is the largest
closure operator d on P(A,0) such that

M) (P(A,0),d) = (F(A,9),¢)

1S continuous.
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Proof. To be 14,5 continuous, we need to prove

Na,s) (Pras,ale)(X))(a) < c(na,s (X)) (a), forany X C A,a € A.
We have o
nas) (Pras),alc)(a) = x(eras),alc)(X))(a) =

\/X(QOF(A,&),A(C)(X))( ® d(a,x) \/X(core c ))) (z) @ d(a,x) =
TeA 2EA
Vo) =V e((X) @) @ ba,) <

z,e(x(X))(@)=1 z,c(x(X))(z)=

V e(x(X) (@) = e(x(X))(a) = ¢(nea5 (X)) (a).
2.c(x(X))(2)=1
Now, let d be another closure operator on P(A4, §), such that 54 4): (P(4,§), d)—
(F(A,6),c) is continuous. Then we have

(s (d(X))(a) = ) =\/x(d( ) ® 6(a,x) =
€A
\/ 8(a,2) < (a5 (X)) (a) = c(x(X)) (a).
zed(X)

Now, let a€d(X), then we have 1=\/,_;x 0(a, z) gc(m)(a), and it follows
that a € core C(X(X)) = @pa,6),4(c)(X). Hence, d < @p(a,5),a(c). O
PROPOSITION 5.3. The categories Set(Q)[F] and Set(Q)[C] are isomorphic.

Proof. The proof can be done analogously as the proof of Proposition 4.6.
In fact, we define a functor K :Set(Q)[F] — Set(Q)[C], such that for any mor-
phism f : ((A, 6),0) — ((B,v),d) in the category Set(Q)[F], we put

K((A,8),¢) = ((A4,0), ¢ras),cas(©),  J(f)=1F
Then according to [I1, Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.4],

f 1 ((A0), 0ras),can(@) = ((B7),¢rB.),.cB.y)(d)

is a morphism in Set(Q)[C] and the definition of K is correct. Analogously,
it can be showed that there exists the inverse functor M such that for any
morphism g : ((X, p),u) — ((Y, T),v) from the category Set(Q)[C],

M(<X7 p),u) = ((Xa p)a@C(X,p),F(X,p) (U))a I(Q) =g 0

PROPOSITION 5.4. There exists a functor
K : Set(Q)[P]1 — Set(Q)[F].
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Proof. Let f: ((A, 0), c) — ((B, ), d) be a morphism in Set(Q)[P]1, then we set

K((A,(S),C) = ((Av(s)v(pA,F(A,é)(c))v K(f) = fF—‘>
From Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.2, it then follows that K is a functor. [
Analogously, as for the categories Set[P] and Set[Z], the category Set(Q)

can be considered to be a subcategory of Set(Q)[P]; and also Set(Q)[F]. In fact,
we can introduce embedding functors

1p : Set(Q) — Set(Q)[Pl1, 1p :Set(Q) — Set(Q)[F],

such that for any (A,d) € Set(Q)) and any morphism f : (A,d) — (B,7)
in Set(Q), 1p(A,d) = ((A,(S), ].P(Ayg)), 1p(f) = f, and, analogously, 1x(A,d) =
((A, J), 1F(A75)), 1p(f) = f,where 1p4 5y and 1p(a 4y are considered to be (triv-
ial) closure operators. It is cleat that 1p(4 5) € U(A) and 1p(A, 8) € Set(Q)[P);.
Then the power objects functors P and F' can be extended to the power objects
functors P, F; defined over categories Set(Q)[P]1 and Set(Q)[F], respectively,
with values in the category CSLAT,; as follows.

P Set(Q)[Ph — CSLAT,, F.: Set(Q)[F] — CSLAT,,

((A,(S),C) € Set(Q)[P]lv Pcl((Av 6)70) = (P(Av 6),;0), Pcl(f) = fF_’>7
((4,9),d) € Set(Q)[F], Fu((A,6),d) = (F(A,6),<,d),  Fa(f) = fF-

All these functors can be represented by the following commutative diagram.

Set(Q)[P]; +—X—  Set(Q)

P | G

CSLAT, “erse™l o AT

o] e

Set(Q)[F] +—E—  Set(Q)
PRrROPOSITION 5.5. There exists a natural transformation

n: Py — FgokK.

Proof. Let ((4,6),¢) € Set(Q)[P]. Then we set a5, (X) = Xx, for any
X € P(A4,96). According to Proposition 5.1,

NAs)e t P((A,8),¢) = (F(A,8), 04 ras(c))

is continuous and it is also clear that it preserves \/. Since fz (Xx) = Xf(x), it
can be proved simply that 7 is a natural transformation.
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