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Abstract. The notion of a double Boolean algebra was proposed by
Wille in 2000. In 2006, Kwuida redefined this algebraic structure by
adding two new axioms, retaining the same name for it. Notions of pri-
mary ideals and filters were introduced for this enhanced structure and
the prime ideal theorem was proved. In this work, we show that the two
axioms considered by Kwuida are derivable in Wille’s double Boolean
algebra. As a consequence, the prime ideal theorem holds for Wille’s
double Boolean algebra itself. We also discuss representation theorems
for the class of double Boolean algebras, including, in particular, the re-
sult for representation of the class of regular double Boolean algebras
given recently by Breckner and Sacarea.

1 Introduction

Formal concept analysis [4] was introduced by Wille and has since been success-
fully applied to many areas [7,8]. In [13], the negation of a formal concept was
introduced by Wille to enhance the possibility of expression of conceptual knowl-
edge [6,11-13]. Boole’s correspondence between negation and set-complement
was taken as a basis to formulate the negation. However, there turns out to
be a problem of closure if set-complement is used, and the notion of concept
is generalized to that of a semiconcept [13] and further to a protoconcept [14].
Semiconcepts and protoconcepts yield algebraic structures, and the protocon-
cept algebra leads to the notion of a double Boolean algebra (dBa) [14]. Pure
dBas [14] constitute a special subclass of dBas, and are intended to reflect the
semiconcept algebra. In particular, every Boolean algebra is a (pure) dBa.
Algebraic studies of dBas led to the natural question whether the important
prime ideal theorem of Boolean algebras also holds for dBas. The question was
addressed by Kwuida. In [5], Kwuida redefines Wille’s dBa by adding two new
axioms, retaining the name ‘double Boolean algebra’ for the new class of algebras.
Notions of primary ideals and filters are introduced in [5] and a result analogous
to the prime ideal theorem is proved for these enhanced structures. In this work,
we show that the two axioms considered by Kwuida are derivable from the
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definition of Wille’s dBas (Section 3), and observe the consequence that the
prime ideal theorem proved in [5] holds for the class of Wille’s dBas itself. In
Section 4, we discuss existing representation theorems for dBas. In particular,
we comment on the result for representation of the class of regular dBas given
recently by Breckner and Sacarea in Section 4.1. We give a counterexample and
note that the result holds in the special case of Boolean algebras.

Preliminaries required for the work are given in the next section. Section 5
concludes the paper.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 1. [4] A context is a triple K := (G, M, R), where G is the set of
objects, and M is the set of attributes. R C G x M.

For any A C G, B C M the following sets are defined:

A:={me M :Vge G(g e A=gRm)},

B :={geG:Yme M(me M=-gRm)}.

(A, B) is a concept of K provided A’ = B and B’ = A.

There is a partial order relation < on the set of all concepts defined as follows:
for COHCGptS (Al,Bl),(AQ,BQ), (AhBl) < (AQ,BQ) if and only if Al g AQ
(equivalently By C By).

Notation 1 The set of all concepts of a context K is denoted by B(K). For a
concept (A, B) of K, A := ext((A, B)) is its extent and B := int((4, B)) is its
intent.

The partial ordered set (B(K), <) forms a complete lattice [3]. Moreover, every
complete lattice is isomorphic to the concept lattice of some context. For further
details about formal concept analysis, we refer to [3,4].

Definition 2. Let K := (G, M, R) be a context and A C G, B C M. The pair
(4, B) is called a semiconcept of K if and only if A’ = B or B’ = A.
(4, B) is called a protoconcept of K if and only if A” = B’.

Notation 2 The set of all semiconcepts of K is denoted by $(K), while that of
all protoconcepts is denoted by PB(K). Clearly, H(K) C P(K).

There is a partial order relation < (we use the same notation as before) on the
set P(K) of protoconcepts also, defined as follows: (A, B) < (C, D) if and only
if AC C and D C B, for all (4, B),(C,D) € B(K). The following operations
are defined on B(K). For (A4, B1) and (Az, Bs) in P(K),

(Al,Bl) I (AQ,BQ) = (Al N Ag, (Al n Ag)/)
(Al,Bl) ] (AQ,BQ) = ((Bl N BQ)/7/Bl n Bg)
~(4,B) = (G\ A, (G\4))
2(A,B):=((M\B),M\ B)
T:=(G,9)

L= (¢, M).
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PB(K) forms an abstract algebra of type (2,2,1,1,0,0) with respect to the

above operations. This algebra is called the protoconcept algebra of the context

K, and is denoted by PB(K) := (P(K),U,M,—, 5, T, L). The set H(K) of semi-

concepts is closed under the above operations and so it forms a subalgebra of

the protoconcept algebra, called the semiconcept algebra of K. It is denoted by
9(K).

Observation 1 The partial order < on B(K) is characterized by the operations
M, U: for all z,y € P(K),
r<y ifandonlyif zMy=2MNz and zUy=yUy.

On abstraction of properties of the protoconcept algebra B(K), the double
Boolean algebra (dBa) [14] is defined, while the semiconcept algebra $(K) leads
to the notion of a pure double Boolean algebra [14].

Definition 3. [14] The structure D := (D,U,M,—, 5, T, 1) is called a double
Boolean algebra (dBa) if the following properties are satisfied. For any z,y, 2z € D,

la) (zMNz)Ny=aMNy (Ib) (zUz)Uy=2zUy

2a) zMNy=yNz (2b) zUy=yUx

3a) zM(yMz)=(zNy)MNz (3b) zU (yUz2)=(zUy)Uz
4a) ~(zMNx) = (4b) s(zUx) =z

5a) zM(zUy)=xNx (5b) zU (zNy)=zUzx

6a) zM(yVz)=(zNy)V(zNz) (6b) zU(yAz)=(zUy)A(zUz2)
Ta) M (zVy)=zNz (Tb) zU(zAy)=zUx

8a) ~—(xMNy) =My (8b) Lu(zUy)=zUy

9a) zM—-x =1 (9b) 2zl =T

10a) ~L=TAT (10b) JT = 10U

11a) =T =1 (11b) oL =T

12 (zMNa)U(zNz)=(xUzx)N(zUx),
where 2 V y := =(—x M —y), and 2 Ay :=1(LzUoy).

Definition 4. A dBa D is called pure if for all x € D, either x Mz = x or
rUx =

Theorem 1. [14] Let K be a context.
1. P(K) forms a dBa.

2. H(K) forms a pure dBa.

In the following, let D := (D,U,M,—, 5, T, 1) be a dBa.

On abstraction of the partial order < in the protoconcept algebra PB(K), a rela-
tion C is defined on D as follows. For any z,y € D,

rCyifandonlyifeMy=asNzandzUy=yUy.

C is shown to be a quasi-order on D [5,14].
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Notation 3 For x € D, zn:=zMNz and z, :=zUx. Dn:={z €D | zn =z}
and D\ :={z € D | z, = z}.

Proposition 1. [9]
(i) Dpn:= (Dn,M,V,—,L,—1) is a Boolean algebra whose order relation is
the restriction of C to Dn and is denoted by Crp.
(i1) Dy = (Dy,U,A, 5, T,1T) is a Boolean algebra whose order relation is
the restriction of C to Dy, and it is denoted by C,.
(iii) For any z,y € D,z CyifandonlyifaMzCyMNyand Uz CyUy,
that is rm ;y—\ Yn and Xy Eu Yu-

Proposition 2. [5] Let «,y,a € D. The following hold.

rMl=_1land xU L =xUx, that is L C x.
sUT=TandaNT=xzMNz, thatisx T T.
zCyandyCoifandonlyifzMNae=yMNyand zUx =yUy.
zMNyCx,yCaxlUy.
zCyimpliesszMaCyMaand zUa C ylla.

G W=

3 An algebraic investigation of double Boolean algebras

In [5], Kwuida showed that for any z,y € PB(K), z Nz < (zNy) U (z N -y)
and (xUy) M (zUsy) < zUz. He next redefined Wille’s dBa by adding two new
axioms to Definition 3 (Section 2):

(a) zMNzC (xMNy)U(xzn-y),

(b) (zUy)N(zloy) CaxUm.

The name ‘double Boolean algebra’ was retained for the new class of algebras
by Kwuida. In this section, we prove a sequence of results and conclude in
Corollary 1 that the two axioms (a)-(b) above are derivable from Definition 3.
In the following, let D := (D,U,M,—, 4, T, L) denote Wille’s dBa.

Proposition 3. For any z,y € D, the following hold.

1. =z M-z = -z and JzUixr =_z, that is

-z = (-x)n € Dn and uz = (ux)y € Dy

x C gy if and only if =y C -z and Ly Cox.
-~z =zMzand Juxr =xUz.

xVy € Dn,x ANy € Dy
—(zVy)=-2M-yand ~(xNy) =-aV-y.
J(z Ay) =axUoy and s(x Uy) =_zAy.

o O W

Proof. 1. Let x € D. Axiom (1a) gives Mz € Dn. Axiom (4a) and Proposition
1(i) give —z = =(x M x) € Dn. The other part is proved dually.

2. Let x,y € D then = C y if and only if zn Cn yn and zy T yy, by (iii)
of Proposition 1. zn Cn yn and zy T gy, if and only if -y Cn —zn and
Jyu Eloxy, by (1) and (i) of Proposition 1. =yn Eq —zn and Ly, Tz if and
only if =y Cq =z and uy T, ., by axioms (4a) and (4b). Finally, ~y Cn -2 and
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4y Coe if and only if =y C -z and iy Tz, by Proposition 1 and part (1) of
this proposition.

3. Proof follows from axioms (4a) and (8a).

4. By part (1) of this proposition, = € D and iz € D\,. Using the definitions
of A and V and closure with respect to the operations in D and D\, we get the
result.

5. 2(z Vy) = —(=(-zMN-y)) = -2 M-y, by axiom (8a).

Now —(zMy) =—=((zMNz) N (yMNy))(by axioms (1la) — (3a))

= —(=—z M —-—y) (3 of Proposition 3)

= - V -y (by definition of V).

6. Proof is dual to the proof of 5. (]

Proposition 4. For any x,y € D, we have the following.

1. x Coy if and only if y Cz.
2. —x C y if and only if -y C x.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 3 and the facts that ——z C = and x C_.x for
any x € D. O

Theorem 2. For all z,y € D, the following hold.

l.aN—-(zUy) =1 6. zUs(zNy) =T

2. 2(zUy) =—-(zUy) N 7. J(zNy) =s(zNy)Uazx

3. zMNy=aMN~(zMN-y) 8. Uy =zUi(zUly)

4. zU(yN-z)=zU(yMy) 9. zM(yUuz) =2zN(yUy)

5 (xNy)U(zN-y)=(zNa)U(zMNz) 10 (zUy) N (zUay) = (zUx) N (zUx)

Proof. We give the proofs for 1,2,3,4,5. The properties of commutativity and
associativity are used without mention in the proofs. Let x,y € D.

Proof of 1: L =2 M L (by Proposition 2)

=zM((zUy)N—(zUy)) (by axiom (9a))

=(zN(zUy))N=(zUy)

= (xMa)N-(xUy) (by axiom (5a))

=z MN-(zUy) (by axiom (1la)).

Proof of 2: =(x Uy) M-z =—-(zUy)N=(zNz) (by axiom (4a))
=-(zUy) N —=((xUy)MNz) (by axioms (5a))

= ~(xUy) N=(zUy) (as ~(z Uy) E=((xUy) M)

==(zUy) (by (1) of Proposition 3).

Proof of 3: z M —=(x M —y) =2 N (—z V -—y) (by 5 of Proposition 3)
=zM(—-zV(yNy)) (by axioms (8a) and (4a))
=(xN-z)V(xN(yMNy)) (by axiom (6a))

= 1V (xzMNy) (by axioms (9a) and (1a))

=zMNy (asxzMy € Dn).



88

Prosenjit Howlader and Mohua Banerjee
Proof of 4: To prove 4, first we show that y1 T =y M (z U (y N —-x)).
Now yM T =yMNTNOT (by axiom (1la))
=yMN-L (by axiom (10a))
=yN~=((yMN-z)N—(zU(yM-z))) (by 1 of this proposition)
=yN=(yn(-en-(zU(yn-))))
=yMN-(yN-=(zU (yM—z))) (by 2 of this proposition)
=yMN(zU(yn-z)) (by 3 of this proposition). *)
Now z U (y My) :xu(yﬂy)u(yﬂy) (by axioms (1b) )
=z U((yNy)U((yMy) N -ax)) (by axiom (5b))
=zU((yNy)U(yN—a)) (by (1a)) =zU ((yN T)U (yM—z)) (by Proposition 2)
=zU(yn(zU(yn ﬁw)) (yrI —z) (by (%))
= (zU(yN-z) U(yn(zU(yn-)))
=(zU(yMN-z))U(zU(y N -x))(by axiom(5b))
= (z U (yMN-z)) (by axiom (1b)).

Proof of 5: (ml‘ly) (zMN=y) = (zNy)U(zN=(zMN--y)) (by 3 of this proposition)
=(xNy)U(znN-(zNynNy)) (by axioms (4a) and (8a))
= (zNy)U(zN~(zNy)) (by axiom (1a))
= (zMy)U(xMNz) (by 4 of this proposition)
=((zMNz)Ny)U (zMNz) (by axiom (la))
= (xMNa)U(zMNz) (by axiom (5b)).

The proofs of 6,7,8,9,10 are dual to those of 1,2,3,4,5 respectively. (|

We now conclude that the new structure defined by Kwuida is, in fact, equiv-
alent to Wille’s dBa:

Corollary 1. For all z,y € D, the following hold.

(a) (xUy)MN(azlsy) CzUz.
(b) zMNz C (zMy)U (xM—y).

Proof. Follows from 5 and 10 of Theorem 2, and Proposition 2(4). O

Kwuida generalized the notion of prime filter (ideal) of Boolean algebras to
that of ‘primary filter’ (‘primary ideal’) for dBas defined in [5], and proved the
prime ideal theorem. Corollary 1 enables us to extend these notions and the
theorem to Wille’s dBas. Let D := (D, U, M, -, 5, T, L) be a dBa.

Definition 5. A subset F of D is a filter in D if and only if x My € F for all
x,y € F, and for all z € D and x € F,x C z implies that z € F. An ideal in a
dBa is defined dually.

A filter F' (ideal I) is proper if and only if F' # D (I # D). A proper filter F’
(ideal I) is called primary if and only if € F or ~z € F (z € I or uz € I), for
allz € D.

The set of primary filters is denoted by F,,.(D); the set of all primary ideals is
denoted by Z,,.(D).
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Theorem 3 (Prime ideal theorem for dBas). Let D be a dBa, F a filter
in D and 7 an ideal in D such that F' NI = (. There exists a primary filter G
and a primary ideal J of D such that F C G, IC Jand GNJ = 0.

4 Representation theorems for double Boolean algebras:
a discussion

The dBa is obtained by abstraction of certain properties of the protoconcept
algebra and the pure dBa is obtained from the semiconcept algebra. Now two
fundamental questions raised are as follows:

Q1: Is every dBa (pure dBa) D isomorphic to the protoconcept (semiconcept)
algebra of some context?

Q2: Can every dBa (pure dBa) D be embedded into the protoconcept (semicon-
cept) algebra of some context?

The answer of Q2 is yes. Some notations and definitions [14] required to state
the results related to Q2 are as follows.

Notation 4

— Fp(D):={F C D|F is a filter of D and F' N Dn, is a prime filter in Dn}.
— Z,(D) :={I C D|I is an ideal of D and I N Dy, is a prime ideal in D }.
—Foranyz € D, F, :={F € F,(D) |z € F} and I, :={I € Z,(D) | z € I}.

Definition 6. Let D and M be two dBas. A map h : M — D is called a
homomorphism if h preserves the operations in the algebras.

h is called quasi-injective, when x C y if and only if h(z) C h(y), for all z,y € M.
A quasi-injective and surjective homomorphism is called a gquasi-isomorphism
and a bijective homomorphism is called an isomorphism.

In [14], for every dBa D, Wille defined a context K(D) := (F,(D),Z,(D), A),
where for all F' € F,(D) and for all I € Z,(D), FAI if and only if F NI # (.
The following theorem was proved.

Theorem 4. [14] The map i : D — B(K(D)) defined by i(a) := (Fy,, I,) for all
a € D, is a quasi-injective homomorphism.

Balbiani subsequently showed the following for a pure dBa.

Theorem 5. [1] Let D be a pure dBa. Then the map i : D — $(K(D)) defined
by i(a) := (Fg, 1) for all a € D, is an injective homomorphism.

For addressing Q1, we need some definitions.
Definition 7. [10] Let D be a dBa.

1. D is complete if and only if the Boolean algebras D\, and Dr are complete.

2. It is contextual if and only if the quasi-order C on D is a partial order.

3. It is fully contextual if and only if for each y € D and « € D, with y, = zn,
there is a unique z € D with zn =z and 2z, = y.
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In [10], Vormbrock showed that any complete pure dBa D whose Boolean alge-
bras D and Dy, are atomic, is isomorphic to the semiconcept algebra of some
context. On the other hand, any complete fully contextual dBa whose Boolean
algebras D and Dy, are atomic, is isomorphic to the protoconcept algebra of
some context. Now note that not all dBas are complete: consider Boolean alge-
bras that are not complete. As proved in Theorem 4, any dBa is quasi-isomorphic
to a subalgebra of the protoconcept algebra of some context. A question then is
to characterise this subalgebra. In [2], Breckner and Sacérea address this ques-
tion for the class of ‘regular’ dBas, which are just contextual dBas mentioned in
Definition 7. We now discuss their results along with related definitions.

4.1 Regular dBas

In the following, let K := (G, M, R) be a context. Let us first note that the
dBa B (K) formed by the protoconcepts of K is regular. Topologies are now
introduced into the picture. Recall that for a topological space (X, 1), a subset
A of X is said to be clopen if it is both closed and open in (X, 7).

Definition 8. Let 7 be a topology on G and p a topology on M. Then KPB =
((G,1),(M,p),R) is called a context on topological spaces.

A clopen protoconcept (A, B) of KPB is a protoconcept of K such that A and
B are clopen in the topological spaces (G, 1), (M, p) respectively.

Notation 5 The set of all clopen protoconcepts of KP2 is denoted by °°(KP5).

Definition 9. [2] A context on topological spaces KP? := ((G, 1), (M, p), R)
is called a DB-topological context if and only if the following are satisfied.

1. For every clopen subset A of (G, 1), A’ is clopen in (M, p); for every clopen
subset B of (M, p), B is clopen in (G, 7).

2. The extents of all clopen protoconcepts of give a subbasis for the closed
and open sets in (G, 7), while the intents of all clopen protoconcepts of KP5
give a subbasis for the closed and open sets in (M, p).

KDB

In [2], the following propositions are proved.

Proposition 5. For a DB-topological context KPB, the set °°(KP5) of all
clopen protoconcepts of KPP forms a subalgebra of the regular dBa B(K).

This subalgebra is denoted by B (KPB).

For a regular dBa D and the context K(D) := (F,(D),Z,(D), A) mentioned
earlier, define a topology 7 on F,(D) with a subbasis for the closed sets given
by {F, : « € D}, and a topology p on Z,(D) with a subbasis for the closed

sets given by {I, : © € D}. So one obtains the context on topological spaces
KP#(D) := ((Fp(D),7), (Z,(D), p), A).

Proposition 6. KPB(D) := ((F,(D),7), (Z,(D), p), 4) is a DB-topological con-
text.
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The following theorem is then presented in [2].

Theorem 6. Let D be a regular dBa. The map
i: D — P°(KPP(D)) such that i(a) := (F,, 1,) for any a € D,
is an isomorphism.

From Theorem 4 it follows that the map 7 is a quasi-injective homomorphism. In
particular when D is regular, ¢ becomes an embedding. Theorem 6 claims that
i is moreover surjective onto 5°°(KP5(D)). In Example 1 below, we show that
this need not be the case.

A counterexample to Theorem 6: To establish that the map ¢ defined in
Theorem 6 is surjective, it is shown that the extent of any clopen protoconcept is
of the form F, for some a € D. The intent would also be of the form I for some
b € D. An observation is that any pair (Fg,I},) is a protoconcept (F. = I}), if
and only if F,,, = Fpup (equivalently, I,ng = Ipnp). Now if we choose a # b such
that Fyq = Fyup then (F,, ) is a clopen protoconcept of KPZ(D), but there
is no guarantee that there exists a ¢ € D such that i(c) = (F,, I,). This is what
we verify in Example 1 below. Before doing so, we observe that primary filters
(ideals) of a dBa D introduced by Kwuida are exactly the extensions of prime
filters (ideals) of the Boolean algebra Dy,(Dp):

Proposition 7. For a double Boolean algebra D,

1. Fpr(D)=F,(D).
2. 7,,.(D)=Z,(D).

Proof. The proof of 2 is dual to the proof of 1. We prove 1. Let F' € F,(D).
F N Dp is then a prime filter in Dr. Let z € D and 2 ¢ F. Then z Mz ¢ F
(otherwise z € F') and hence Mz ¢ FNDn. As F'N Dy is a prime filter in Dp,
using axiom (4a), -z = —~(z M x) € F N Dn, giving ~z € F. Hence F € F,, (D).
For the converse, let us assume that F' € F,,.(D). Let x € Dr(C D). Then
x € For —x € F,as F is a primary filter in D. Therefore we have z € F'N D,
or -z € F'N Dn, and hence F' N Dp is a prime filter in Dn. So F' € F,(D). O

Corollary 2. For a double Boolean algebra D, there is one-one and onto corre-
spondence between the set of primary filters (ideals) of D and the set of prime
filters (ideals) of Dr(Dy).

Proof. Let F be a primary filter of D. Then by Proposition 7, F'N D is a prime
filter of Dn. If Fy is a prime filter in Dp, it can be shown that F = {y :  C
y for some = € Fy} is a filter in D such that F NDp = Fy. So by Proposition 7,
F'is a primary filter in D. The case for ideals is done dually. ]
Lemma 1. [14] For allz € D, F, = I,

i}

and I, = F,

urn*
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Example 1. For a regular dBa D, the map ¢ defined in Theorem 6 may not
be surjective. This is established by the following example of a regular dBa
D [5]. Consider the three element chain D := {1,a, T}, where TOT =a =
Ul andafNa =aUa =a. Forall z € D, - = 1L and .z = T. The
Boolean algebras of the regular dBa are D = ({a, L},T,A,—, L, = 1) and D, =
({a, T}, U,Vv, 5, T,2T). Then by Corollary 2, we have F,(D) = {{a,T}}, as
{a} is the only prime filter in the Boolean algebra Dr. Similarly, Z,(D) =
{{a,L}} as {a} is the only prime ideal in the Boolean algebra D ,. Therefore
KDB(D) = (({{CL, T}}v {Fav Fr, FJ-})v ({{CL, J-}}v {ImITv IJ-})v A)v where A =
Fp(D) xZ,(D). The image elements under ¢ are: i(a) = (Fp(D),Z,(D)), i(T) =
(Fp(D),0), i(L) = (0,Z,(D)). Then the pair z := (0,0) = (F,IT) is a clopen
protoconcept of KPEB (D). But the element 2 has no pre-image under the map i,
and hence the map 7 is not surjective.

The special case for Boolean algebras: We know that the class of Boolean
algebras is a subclass of that of regular dBas. For this subclass however, the
isomorphism result (Theorem 6) holds, as we note in Theorem 7 below.

Note that in the case of a Boolean algebra B, the topological spaces (F,(B), 7)
and (Z,(B), p) are homeomorphic Stone spaces. Moreover, we have

Lemma 2. For all a € B, (F,,I,) is a clopen concept of the DB-topological
context KPP (B) = ((F,(B). 7). (Z,(B), p). A).

Proof. Since B is a Boolean algebra, for all a € B we have that F, is clopen
in (F,(B),7) and 1, is clopen in (Z,(B), p). Now from Lemma 1 it follows that
F! =1,,, = I, as any = a. Similarly, we can show that I/, = F,,. So (F,, I,) is
a clopen concept of the DB-topological context KPZ(B). O

Theorem 7. Let B := (B,U,MN,°, T, L) be a Boolean algebra. Then B is iso-
morphic to P (KPE(B)).

Proof. One shows that the map i : B — L (KPB(B)) defined by i(a) :=
(F,,1,) for any a € B, is a Boolean algebra isomorphism.

Let (X,Y) € P°(KPE(B)). Then X is clopen in (F,(B),7) and Y is clopen
in (Z,(B),p). Since B is a Boolean algebra, every clopen set in (F,(B),7) is
of the form F, for some a € B and every clopen set in (Z,(B),p) is of the
form I, for some b € B. So X = F,o for some a° € B and Y = I for some
b° € B. Since (X,Y) is a protoconcept, F/, = I}, and so F,o = Fy. Now, if
possible, let us suppose that a® # b°. This would imply that either a® £ ¢° or
B0 £ a®. Let a® £ b°. By the prime ideal theorem of Boolean algebras, there
exists a prime filter F' such that a° € F and b° ¢ F — which is not possible,
as Fypo = Fpo. In case b° £ a°, one can similarly show that F,o # Fjo. So
a® = b°. Therefore by Lemma 2, it follows that 93°°(KPZ(B)) is a collection
of clopen concepts of KPB(B) and since °°(KPE(B)) is closed under L, M,
(B (KPE(B)), U, M) forms a lattice. Now for all clopen protoconcepts (Fy, I) €
PO (KPE(B)), ~(Fis L) = (Fp(B)\ Fau (Fy(B) \ Fu)) = (Fur, Loe) = (Z,(B) \
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1), Z,(B)\ I,) =1(F,, I,) and since T := (F,(B),0), L := (0,Z,(B)) belongs
to Peo(KPB(B)) then P°(KPE(B)) = (Po(KPE(B)),,M,—, T, L) forms a
bounded complemented lattice. Considering the structures as dBas, Theorem
4 gives that the map i is a dBa homomorphism. Injectivity and surjectivity of
the map ¢ follow from the above proof also. Hence ¢ becomes a Boolean algebra
isomorphism. O

5 Conclusion

In this work, we show that the new class of algebras defined in [5] by Kwuida
is the same as the class of double Boolean algebras defined by Wille. Hence
the prime ideal theorem proved in [5] holds for Wille’s dBas. We next briefly
survey representation results obtained for different kinds of dBas. In particular,
it is observed through a counterexample that the representation theorem proved
in [2] for regular dBas may not hold. It is shown that the theorem is true however,
for the special case of Boolean algebras.

From Theorem 4 and the work of Breckner and Sacarea it follows that every
dBa D is quasi-isomorphic to some subalgebra of PB°°(KPZ(D)). Moreover, a
regular dBa D is isomorphic to some subalgebra of P°(KPZ(D)). Characteri-
zation of this subalgebra remains an open question.
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