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In this paper R, Ry, Ro denote functions from N x N into R, r1, 79 denote
convergent sequences of real numbers, n, m, N, M denote natural numbers, and
e, r denote real numbers.

Let us consider R. We say that R is p-convergent if and only if

(Def. 1) There exists a real number p such that for every real number e such
that 0 < e there exists a natural number N such that for every natural
numbers n, m such that n > N and m > N holds |R(n,m) — p| < e.

Assume R is p-convergent. The functor P-lim R yielding a real number is
defined by

(Def. 2) Let us consider a real number e. Suppose 0 < e. Then there exists a
natural number N such that for every natural numbers n, m such that
n > N and m > N holds |R(n,m) — it| <e.
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We say that R is convergent in the first coordinate if and only if
(Def. 3) Let us consider an element m of N. Then curry’(R,m) is convergent.
We say that R is convergent in the second coordinate if and only if
(Def. 4) Let us consider an element n of N. Then curry(R,n) is convergent.

The lim in the first coordinate of R yielding a function from N into R is
defined by

(Def. 5) Let us consider an element m of N. Then it(m) = lim curry’(R, m).
The lim in the second coordinate of R yielding a function from N into R is
defined by
(Def. 6) Let us consider an element n of N. Then it(n) = lim curry(R, n).
Assume the lim in the first coordinate of R is convergent. The first coordinate
major iterated lim of R yielding a real number is defined by
(Def. 7) Let us consider a real number e. Suppose 0 < e. Then there exists
a natural number M such that for every natural number m such that
m > M holds |(the lim in the first coordinate of R)(m) — it| < e.
Assume the lim in the second coordinate of R is convergent. The second
coordinate major iterated lim of R yielding a real number is defined by
(Def. 8) Let us consider a real number e. Suppose 0 < e. Then there exists a
natural number N such that for every natural number n such that n > N
holds |(the lim in the second coordinate of R)(n) — it| < e.
Let R be a function from Nx N into R. We say that R is uniformly convergent
in the first coordinate if and only if
(Def. 9) (i) R is convergent in the first coordinate, and
(ii) for every real number e such that e > 0 there exists a natural number
M such that for every natural number m such that m > M for every
natural number n, |R(n,m) — (the lim in the first coordinate of
R)(n)| < e.
We say that R is uniformly convergent in the second coordinate if and only if
(Def. 10) (i) R is convergent in the second coordinate, and
(ii) for every real number e such that e > 0 there exists a natural number
N such that for every natural number n such that n > N for every
natural number m, |R(n,m) — (the lim in the second coordinate of
R)(m)| < e.
Let us consider R. We say that R is non-decreasing if and only if
(Def. 11) Let us consider natural numbers ny, m1, ng, mo. If ny > ng and my; > mo,
then R(ni,m1) > R(na, ma).
We say that R is non-increasing if and only if

(Def. 12) Let us consider natural numbers ny, m1, ng, mo. If ny > ng and my > mo,
then R(ni,m1) < R(na, m2).
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Now we state the proposition:

(1) Let us consider real numbers a, b, c. If a < b < ¢, then |b| < |a| or
6] < |c].

Note that every function from N x N into R which is non-decreasing and
p-convergent is also lower bounded and upper bounded and every function from
N x N into R which is non-increasing and p-convergent is also lower bounded
and upper bounded.

Let r be an element of R. Let us note that N x N —— 7 is p-convergent
convergent in the first coordinate and convergent in the second coordinate as a
function from N x N into R.

Now we state the proposition:

(2) Let us consider an element 7 of R. Then P-im(NxN +—— r) = r. PROOF:

Set R = N x N +— r. For every natural numbers n, m, R(n,m) = r by
[15, (70)]. O

Note that there exists a function from N x N into R which is p-convergent,
convergent in the first coordinate, and convergent in the second coordinate.

In this paper P; denotes a p-convergent function from N x N into R.

Let Py be a p-convergent convergent in the second coordinate function from
N x N into R. Note that the lim in the second coordinate of Py is convergent.

Now we state the proposition:

(3) Suppose R is p-convergent and convergent in the second coordinate.
Then P-lim R = the second coordinate major iterated lim of R. PROOF:
Consider z being a real number such that for every e such that 0 < e there
exists a natural number N7 such that for every n and m such that n > Ny
and m > Nj holds |R(n,m) — z| < e. For every e such that 0 < e there
exists N such that for every n such that n > N holds |(the lim in the
second coordinate of R)(n) — z| < e by [4, (63), (60)]. For every e such
that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n such that n > N holds
|(the lim in the second coordinate of R)(n) — P-lim R| < e by [4, (60),
(63)]. O

Let P3 be a p-convergent convergent in the first coordinate function from
N x N into R. Let us note that the lim in the first coordinate of P3 is convergent.

Now we state the proposition:

(4) Suppose R is p-convergent and convergent in the first coordinate. Then
P-lim R = the first coordinate major iterated lim of R. PROOF: Consider
z being a real number such that for every e such that 0 < e there exists
a natural number N; such that for every n and m such that n > Ny and
m > Nj holds |R(n,m) — z| < e. For every e such that 0 < e there exists
N such that for every n such that n > N holds |(the lim in the first
coordinate of R)(n) — z| < e by [4, (63), (60)]. For every e such that 0 < e
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there exists N such that for every n such that n > N holds |(the lim in
the first coordinate of R)(n) — P-lim R| < e by [4] (60), (63)]. O

One can verify that every function from N x N into R which is non-decreasing
and upper bounded is also p-convergent convergent in the first coordinate and
convergent in the second coordinate and every function from N x N into R which
is non-increasing and lower bounded is also p-convergent convergent in the first
coordinate and convergent in the second coordinate.

Now we state the propositions:

(5) Suppose R is uniformly convergent in the first coordinate and the lim in
the first coordinate of R is convergent. Then
(i) R is p-convergent, and
(ii) P-lim R = the first coordinate major iterated lim of R.
(6) Suppose R is uniformly convergent in the second coordinate and the lim
in the second coordinate of R is convergent. Then
(i) R is p-convergent, and
(ii) P-lim R = the second coordinate major iterated lim of R.

Let us consider R. We say that R is Cauchy if and only if
(Def. 13) Let us consider a real number e. Suppose e > 0. Then there exists a
natural number N such that for every natural numbers ny, no, m1, ms such
that N < n3 < ng and N < my < mg holds |R(ng, ma) — R(ny,m1)| < e.

Now we state the propositions:

(7) R is p-convergent if and only if R is Cauchy. PROOF: Define R (element
of N) = R($1,$1). Consider s; being a function from N into R such that for
every element n of N, s;(n) = R(n) from [7, Sch. 4]. Reconsider z = lim s;
as a complex number. For every e such that 0 < e there exists IV such that
for every n and m such that n > N and m > N holds |R(n,m) — z| < e
by [4, (63)]. O

(8) Let us consider a function R from N x N into R. Suppose

(i) R is non-decreasing, or

(ii) R is non-increasing.
Then R is p-convergent if and only if R is lower bounded and upper
bounded.

Let X, Y be non empty sets, H be a binary operation on Y, and f, g be
functions from X into Y. Observe that the functor H; , yields a function from
X x X into Y. Now we state the propositions:

9) (i) r.,.,, 18 convergent in the first coordinate and convergent in the

second coordinate, and

(ii) the lim in the first coordinate of ‘g, , is convergent, and
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(iii) the first coordinate major iterated lim of ‘g, r, = lim 7 -limry, and
(iv) the lim in the second coordinate of ‘g, r, is convergent, and

(v) the second coordinate major iterated lim of ‘g, ,, = lim7y - limry,
and

(Vi) ‘Rpy,rp 1S p-convergent, and

(vii) P-lim gy, p, = limry - lim7s.
PROOF: Set R = Ry, . For every n and m, R(n,m) = ri(n) - ra(m)
by [5, (77)]. For every element m of N and for every real number e such
that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n such that n > N holds
|(curry’(R,m))(n) — limry - 7o(m)| < e by [4, (47), (65), (44)]. For every
element m of N, curry’ (R, m) is convergent. For every element m of N and
for every real number e such that 0 < e there exists IV such that for every
n such that n > N holds |(curry(R,m))(n) — r1(m) - limrs| < e by [4}
(47), (65), (44)]. For every element m of N, curry(R,m) is convergent. For
every e such that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n such that
n > N holds |(the lim in the first coordinate of R)(n) —limr -limry| < e
by [4, (46), (65)]. For every e such that 0 < e there exists N such that
for every m such that n > N holds |(the lim in the second coordinate of
R)(n) —limr - limre| < e by [4, (46), (65)]. For every e such that 0 < e
there exists N such that for every n and m such that n > N and m > N
holds |R(n,m) — limr; - limro| < e by [12, (3)], [4, (63), (46), (65)]. O
(10) (i) +mri,rp is convergent in the first coordinate and convergent in the
second coordinate, and

(ii) the lim in the first coordinate of +g,, r, is convergent, and

(iii) the first coordinate major iterated lim of +g ,, r, = limry + limry,
and

(iv) the lim in the second coordinate of +g,, r, is convergent, and

(v) the second coordinate major iterated lim of +g, r, = limr; +limry,
and

(Vi) +Rrpy ., 1S p-convergent, and

(vii) P-lim 4wy, r, = limry + limro.

PROOF: Set R = 4Ry, . For every n and m, R(n,m) = r1(n) + r2(m) by
[5, (77)]. For every element m of N and for every real number e such that
0 < e there exists a natural number N such that for every natural number
n such that n > N holds |(curry’(R,m))(n) — (limry 4+ r2(m))| < e. For
every element m of N, curry’(R, m) is convergent. For every element m of
N and for every real number e such that 0 < e there exists N such that for
every n such that n > N holds |(curry(R,m))(n) — (ri(m) + lim )| < e.
For every element m of N, curry(R, m) is convergent. For every e such
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that 0 < e there exists IV such that for every n such that n > N holds
|(the lim in the first coordinate of R)(n) — (limr; +limrg)| < e. For every
e such that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n such that n > N
holds |(the lim in the second coordinate of R)(n) — (limry + limry)| < e.
For every e such that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n and m
such that n > N and m > N holds |R(n,m) — (limr +limr)| < e by [4,
(56)]. O

(11) Suppose R; is p-convergent and Ra is p-convergent. Then
(i) R1+ Ry is p-convergent, and
(ii) P—lim(Rl + RQ) = P-lim R; + P-lim R».

(12) Suppose R; is p-convergent and Ry is p-convergent. Then
(i) Ry — Ry is p-convergent, and
(ii)) P-lim(R; — Rg) = P-lim Ry — P-lim R,.

(13) Let us consider a function R from N x N into R and a real number r.
Suppose R is p-convergent. Then

(i) 7+ R is p-convergent, and
(ii) P-lim(r- R) =r-P-lim R.

(14) If R is p-convergent and for every natural numbers n, m, R(n,m) > r,
then P-lim R > r.

(15) Suppose R is p-convergent and Ry is p-convergent and for every natural
numbers n, m, Ri(n,m) < Ra(n,m). Then P-lim Ry < P-lim Ry. The
theorem is a consequence of (12) and (14).

(16) Suppose R; is p-convergent and Ry is p-convergent and P-lim Ry =
P-lim Ry and for every natural numbers n, m, Ri(n,m) < R(n,m) <
Rs(n,m). Then

(i) R is p-convergent, and
(ii) P-lim R = P-lim R;.
PRrROOF: For every e such that 0 < e there exists N such that for every n
and m such that n > N and m > N holds |R(n,m) — P-lim R;| < e by
14, (4), (5), (1)]. O
Let X be a non empty set and s; be a function from N x N into X. A
subsequence of s1 is a function from N x N into X and is defined by
(Def. 14) There exist increasing sequences N, M of N such that for every natural
numbers n, m, it(n,m) = s1(N(n), M(m)).
Let us consider P;. Observe that every subsequence of P; is p-convergent.
Now we state the proposition:
(17) Let us consider a subsequence Py of P;. Then P-lim P, = P-lim P;.
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Let R be a convergent in the first coordinate function from N x N into R.

Note that every subsequence of R is convergent in the first coordinate.

Now we state the proposition:

(18) Let us consider a subsequence R; of R. Suppose

R.

(i) R is convergent in the first coordinate, and

(ii) the lim in the first coordinate of R is convergent.
Then
(iii) the lim in the first coordinate of R; is convergent, and

(iv) the first coordinate major iterated lim of R; = the first coordinate
major iterated lim of R.

PRrooOF: Consider I7, Is being increasing sequences of N such that for every
natural numbers n, m, Ri(n,m) = R(I;(n), I2(m)). For every e such that
0 < e there exists N such that for every m such that m > N holds
|(the lim in the first coordinate of Rj)(m) — the first coordinate major
iterated lim of R| < e. O

Let R be a convergent in the second coordinate function from N x N into
One can check that every subsequence of R is convergent in the second

coordinate.

Now we state the proposition:

(19) Let us consider a subsequence R; of R. Suppose

2]
[3]

(i) R is convergent in the second coordinate, and

(ii) the lim in the second coordinate of R is convergent.
Then
(iii) the lim in the second coordinate of R; is convergent, and

(iv) the second coordinate major iterated lim of R; = the second coordinate
major iterated lim of R.

PRroOF: Consider I1, I being increasing sequences of N such that for every
n and m, Ri(n,m) = R(I1(n), Is(m)). For every e such that 0 < e there
exists N such that for every m such that m > N holds |(the lim in the
second coordinate of Rj)(m) — the second coordinate major iterated lim
of R| <e. O
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Summary. In this article, we formalize the Advanced Encryption Stan-
dard (AES). AES, which is the most widely used symmetric cryptosystem in the
world, is a block cipher that was selected by the National Institute of Standards
and Technology (NIST) as an official Federal Information Processing Standard
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1. PRELIMINARIES

Let us consider natural numbers k, m. Now we state the propositions:

(1) Ifm #0and (k+1) mod m # 0, then (k+1) mod m = (kK mod m) + 1.
(2) If m#0and (k4 1) mod m # 0, then (k + 1)divm = kdivm.

(3) If m#0 and (k+ 1) mod m = 0, then m — 1 = k mod m.

(4) If m#0 and (k+ 1) mod m = 0, then (k+ 1)divm = (kdivm) + 1.
(5) (k—m) mod m =k mod m.

(6) If m#0, then (k—m)divm = (kdivm) — 1.

Let m, n be natural numbers, X, D be non empty sets, F' be a function
from X into (D™)™, and x be an element of X. Let us observe that the functor
F(x) yields an element of (D™)™. Let m be a natural number, X, Y, D be non
empty sets, and F' be a function from X x Y into D™. Let y be an element of
Y. Note that the functor F(z,y) yields an element of D™. Now we state the
propositions:

(7) Let us consider natural numbers m, n, a non empty set D, and elements
Fy, F5 of (D™)™. Suppose natural numbers ¢, j. If i € Segm and j € Segn,
then Fl(l)(j) = FQ(Z)(]) Then F1 = FQ.

(8) Let us consider a non empty set D and elements x1, xa, x3, x4 of D.
Then (x1, T2, 23, 74) is an element of D*.

(9) Let us consider a non empty set D and elements x1, x2, o3, x4, x5 of D.
Then (z1, 22, 3,4, T5) is an element of D°.

(10) Let us consider a non empty set D and elements x1, xo, x3, 24, T5, Tg,
x7, g of D. Then (21, 72,23, 74) " (5, T, T7, Tg) is an element of D®. The
theorem is a consequence of (8).

(11) Let us consider a non empty set D and elements x1, x2, 3, x4, T5, T¢,
x7, x8, 9, 19 of D. Then (xy,x9,x3,x4,25) ~ (v¢, T7, T8, T9,T10) IS an
element of DY, The theorem is a consequence of (9).

(12) Let us consider a non empty set D and elements x1, x2, z3, T4, 5, Zp,
x7, g of D*. Then (x1 " x5, 20 " 6,23 " 27,74 " xg) is an element of (D¥)%.
The theorem is a consequence of (8).

(13) Let us consider a non empty set D, an element z of (D*)*, and an element
k of N. Suppose k € Seg4. Then there exist elements x1, x2, T3, x4 of D

such that

(i) 1 = z(k)(1), and
(ii) z2 = z(k)(2), and
(ili) x3 = z(k)(3), and
(iv) x4 = x(k)(4).
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Let us consider non empty sets X, Y, a function f from X into Y, and
a function g from Y into X. Suppose

(i) for every element x of X, g(f(z)) = x, and

(ii) for every element y of Y, f(g(y)) = v.
Then

(iii) f is one-to-one, and

(i
(v

v) f is onto, and

)
(vi) ¢ is onto, and

)

) [

g is one-to-one, and

(lg—flan

(viii

2. STATE ARRAY

The array of AES-State yielding a function from Boolean'?® into (( Boolean®)*)*
is defined by

(Def. 1) Let us consider an element i; of Boolean'®® and natural numbers i, j

Suppose i, j € Seg4. Then it(i1)(7)(j) = mid(iy, (1 + (i =" 1) -8) + (j —/
1)-32,(1+(G—-"1)-8)+(j —"1)-32) + 7).
Now we state the propositions:

(15)

Let us consider a natural number k. Suppose 1 < k
exist natural numbers ¢, 5 such that

(i) 4, j € Seg4, and

(i) A4+GE—"1)-8)+(j—"1)-32<k<((1+(i—"1)-8)+(j—"1)-32)+7.
Let us consider natural numbers i, j, i, jo. Suppose

(1) Z.a jv an jO S Seg4a and

< 128. Then there

(16)

(ii) it is not true that ¢« = ig and j = jo.

Then {k, where k is a natural number : (14 (: =" 1)-8) + (j —"1) - 32 <

k< (8+ (z —"1)-8) + (j =" 1) - 32} n {k, where k is a natural number :

14+ (Go—"1)-8)+(Jo—"1)-32< k< (84 (ip—"1)-8)+ (jo—'1)-32} = 0.
Let us consider natural numbers k, i, j, ig, jo. Suppose

(i) 1 <k <128, and

(ii) 4, 4, 40, jo € Seg4, and

(ii)) (14+G—"1)-8)+(j—"1)-32<k<((1+(i—"1)-8)+(j—"1)-32)+7,
and

(17)



174 KENICHI ARAI AND HIROYUKI OKAZAKI

(iv) (14(i0—"1)-8)+(jo—"1)-32 < k < ((14+(20—"1)-8)+ (jo—'1)-32)+7.
Then
(v) i =g, and
(vi) J = Jjo-
The theorem is a consequence of (16).

(18) The array of AES-State is one-to-one. The theorem is a consequence of
(15). PROOF: For every elements 1, x2 such that z1, xo € Boolean'?®
and (the array of AES-State)(z1) = (the array of AES-State)(z2) holds

(19) The array of AES-State is onto. The theorem is a consequence of (15)
and (17). PROOF: For every element y such that y € ((Boolean®)*)? there
exists an element z such that z € Boolean'®® and y = (the array of

Let us note that the array of AES-State is bijective.
Now we state the proposition:

(20) Let us consider an element ¢ of ((Boolean®)*)*. Then (the array of
AES-State)((the array of AES-State)™1(c)) = c.

3. SubBytes

In this paper S denotes a permutation of Boolean®.
Let us consider S. The functor SubBytes(.S) yielding a function
from ((Boolean®)*)* into ((Boolean®)*)* is defined by

(Def. 2) Let us consider an element i; of ((Boolean®)*)* and natural numbers 4,
j. Suppose 4, j € Seg4. Then there exists an element io of Boolean® such

that
(i) o = i1(4)(j), and
(if) it (i) (1) (5) = S(iz).
The functor InvSubBytes(S) yielding a function from ((Boolean®)*)?* into

((Boolean®)*)* is defined by

(Def. 3) Let us consider an element i of ((Boolean®)*)* and natural numbers i,
j. Suppose i, j € Seg4. Then there exists an element iy of Boolean® such

that
(i) i2 = i1(2)(j), and
(i) it(i1)(2)(j) = S (i2).

Now we state the propositions:
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(21) Let us consider an element i1 of ((Boolean®)*)?.

Then (InvSubBytes(S))((SubBytes(S))(i1)) = 1. The theorem is a con-
sequence of (7).

(22) Let us consider an element o of ((Boolean®)*).

Then (SubBytes(S))((InvSubBytes(S))(0)) = o. The theorem is a conse-
quence of (7).

(23) (i) SubBytes(S) is one-to-one, and
(ii) SubBytes(S) is onto, and
(iii) InvSubBytes(S) is one-to-one, and

(v) InvSubBytes(S) = (SubBytes(S))™!, and

(vi) SubBytes(S) = (InvSubBytes(S))!
The theorem is a consequence of (21), (22), and (14).

)
)
(iv) InvSubBytes(S) is onto, and
)
)

4. ShiftRows

The functor ShiftRows yielding a function
from ((Boolean®)*)* into ((Boolean®)*)* is defined by

(Def. 4) Let us consider an element iy of ((Boolean®)*)* and a natural number
1. Suppose i € Seg4. Then there exists an element x; of (Boolean8)4 such
that

(1) Ty = Zl(Z)J and
(i) 4t(i1)(i) = Op-Shift(z;, 5 — 7).
The functor InvShiftRows yielding a function from ((Boolean®)*)* into
((Boolean®)*)* is defined by
(Def. 5) Let us consider an element iy of ((Boolean®)*)* and a natural number
i. Suppose i € Seg4. Then there exists an element z; of (Boolean®)* such
that
(1) xTr; = il(i), and
(i) 4t(i1)(i) = Op-Shift(z;,7 — 1).
Now we state the propositions:

(24) Let us consider an element i1 of ((Boolean )H4.
Then InvShiftRows(ShiftRows(i;

) =
(25) Let us consider an element o of ((Boolean )44
Then ShiftRows(InvShiftRows(0)) =

(26) (i) ShiftRows is one-to-one, and

(ii) ShiftRows is onto, and
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(iii) InvShiftRows is one-to-one, and

(v

(vi) ShiftRows = InvShiftRows !

)

(iv) InvShiftRows is onto, and
) InvShiftRows = ShiftRows !, and
)

5. AddRoundKey

The functor AddRoundKey yielding a function
from ((Boolean®)*)* x ((Boolean®)*)* into ((Boolean®)*)* is defined by
(Def. 6) Let us consider elements ¢1, k1 of ((Boolean®)*)* and natural numbers i,
j. Suppose i, j € Seg4. Then there exist elements to, ko of Boolean® such

that
(i) t2 = t1(2)(j), and
(ii) k2 = k1(é)(j), and
(iid) nuhkgux ) = Op-XOR(ta, ks).

6. KEY EXPANSION

Let us consider S. Let x be an element of (Boolean®)*.

The functor SubWord(S,z) yielding an element of (Boolean®)* is defined by
(Def. 7) Let us consider an element ¢ of Seg4. Then it(:) = S(z(1)).

The functor RotWord(z) yielding an element of (Boolean®)* is defined by the
term

(Def. 8) Op-LeftShift .

Let n, m be non zero elements of N and s, ¢ be elements of (Boolean™)™
The functor XOR-Word(s,t) yielding an element of (Boolean™)™ is defined by

(Def. 9) Let us consider an element i of Segm. Then it(i) = Op-XOR(s(7), t()).
The functor Rcon yielding an element of ((Boolean®)*)!0 is defined by
(Def. 10) (i) it(1) = ((0,0,0,0)~(0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,0) " (0,0,0,0), {0,0,0,0) ~ (0,
0,0,0),(0,0,0,0) ~(0,0,0,0)), and

(i) it(2) = ((0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,1,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,

0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ™ (0,0,0,0)), and

(iii) (3) = ({0,0,0,0) ™ (0,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0
0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) " (0,0,0,0)), and

(iv) it(4) = ((0,0,0,0) ~ (1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0
0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ™ (0,0,0,0)), and
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1> - <O7 0’ 0’ O>’ <07 07 0’ 0> - <O7 07 07 0>7 <07 07 07 0> - <07
~(0,0,0,0)), and

)~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ™ (0,
~{0,0,0,0)), and

(0,0,0,0Y, (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,
(0,0,0,0)), and

<0,0, 0, 0>, <0,0,0, 0> - <0,0,0,0>, <0, 0,0,0> - <0,
(0,0,0,0)), and

(ix) 4t(9) = ((0,0,0,1) ~(1,0,1,1),(0,0,0,0) ~(0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0) ~ (0,
0,0,0),(0,0,0,0) " (0,0,0,0)), and

(x) it(10) = ({0,0,1,1) " (0,1, 1,0), (0,0,0,0) ~ (0,0, 0,0), (0,0,0,0) " (0,
0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) ™ (0,0,0,0)).

Let us consider S. Let m, ¢ be natural numbers and w be an element of

(Boolean®)*. Assume m =4 orm=6or m =8 and i <4-(7+m) and m < i.

The functor KeyExpansionT(S,m,i,w) yielding an element of (Boolean®)* is

defined by
(Def. 11) (i) there exists an element T3 of (Boolean®)* such that T3 = Reon(-L)
and it = XOR-Word(SubWord (.S, (RotWord(w))), T3), if @ mod m =0,
(ii) ¢t = SubWord(S,w), if m = 8 and 7 mod 8 = 4,

0,0,0), (0,0,0,0

(iii) it = w, otherwise.

Let m be a natural number. Assume m = 4 or m = 6 or m = 8. The functor
KeyExpansionW(S, m) yielding a function from ((Boolean®)*)™ into
((Boolean®)*)*(7+m) is defined by

(Def. 12) Let us consider an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™. Then

(i) for every element i of N such that i < m holds it(K)(i+1) = K(i+1),
and

(ii) for every element i of N such that m < i < 4- (7 + m) there exi-
sts an element P of (Boolean®)* and there exists an element @Q of
(Boolean®)* such that P = it(K)((i —m) +1) and Q = it(K)(i) and

it(K)(i + 1) = XOR-Word (P, (KeyExpansionT(S,m,i,Q))).
The functor KeyExpansion(S,m) yielding a function from ((Boolean®)*)™

into (((Boolean®)*)*)™™™ is defined by
(Def. 13) Let us consider an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™. Then there exists an
element w of ((Boolean®)*)*("+™) such that

(i) w = (KeyExpansionW(S,m))(K), and

(ii) for every natural number i such that ¢ < 7+ m holds it(K)(i+ 1) =
(WA -i+1),wdi+2),wd i+3),wd-i+4).
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7. ENCRYPTION AND DECRYPTION

In the sequel M; denotes a permutation of ((Boolean®)*)* and My denotes
a permutation of ((Boolean®)*)*.

Let us consider S and M;j. Let m be a natural number, t; be an ele-
ment of ((Boolean®)*)*, and K be an element of ((Boolean®)*)™. The functor
AES-Cipher(S, My, 1, K) yielding an element of ((Boolean®)*)? is defined by

(Def. 14) There exists a finite sequence s; of elements of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
(i) lens; = (74+m) — 1, and
(ii) there exists an element K of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K, = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(1) and s;(1) = AddRoundKey(¢1, K1),
and
(iii) for every natural number i such that 1 <1 < (74 m) — 1 there exists
an element K; of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K; = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(i + 1) and
s1(i+1) = AddRoundKey(((M;-ShiftRows)-SubBytes(S5))(s1(7)), K;),
and
(iv) there exists an element K,, of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K,, = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(7 +m) and
it = AddRoundKey((ShiftRows - SubBytes(S))(s1((7+m)—1)), K,).
The functor AES-InvCipher(S, M, t1, K) yielding an element
of ((Boolean®)*)* is defined by

(Def. 15) There exists a finite sequence s; of elements of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
(i) lens; = (7+m) —1, and
(ii) there exists an element K of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K, = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(1) and s1(1) =
(InvSubBytes(S) - InvShiftRows)(AddRoundKey(¢1, K1)), and
(iii) for every natural number i such that 1 <i < (74 m) — 1 there exists
an element K; of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K; = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(i+1) and s1(i + 1) =
((InvSubBytes(S) InvShiftRows) - M; ') (AddRoundKey(s; (i), K;)),
and
(iv) there exists an element K,, of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K, = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(7+ m) and it =
AddRoundKey(s1((7+m) — 1), K,,).
Now we state the propositions:
(27) Let us consider an element 4; of ((Boolean®)*)*.
Then M7~ Y (M1(iq)) = i1.
(28) Let us consider an element o of ((Boolean®)*)*. Then M1(M;7(0)) = o.
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Let us consider a natural number m and an element t; of ((Boolean®)*)%.

Now we state the propositions:
(29) (InvSubBytes(S)-InvShiftRows)((ShiftRows - SubBytes(S))(t1)) = ti.
(30) ((InvSubBytes(S)-InvShiftRows) - Mj~1)(((M;-ShiftRows) SubBytes
(9))(t1)) = t1.
Now we state the propositions:

(31) Let us consider a natural number m, an element t; of ((Boolean®)*),

an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™, and elements dy,, ) of ((Boolean®)*)*.
Suppose

(i) m=4orm=6orm=8, and

(ii) dr = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(1), and
(iii) ex = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(7+ m).
Then AddRoundKey(AddRoundKey(t1,ex),dr) = t;. The theorem is a con-
sequence of (7).

(32) Let us consider a natural number m, an element ¢, of ((Boolean®)*)4,

m 4

an element k; of ((Boolean®)*)™, and elements dy, e of ((Boolean®)*)%.

Suppose
(i) m=4orm=6orm=28§, and
(ii) di = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(k1)(1), and
(iii) ex = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(k1)))(7 + m).

Then AddRoundKey(AddRoundKey(t1,ex),dr) = t;. The theorem is a con-
sequence of (7).

(33) Let us consider a natural number m, elements t1, 01 of ((Boolean®)*)?,
an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™, and elements K, K,, of ((Boolean®)*)*.
Suppose

(i) m=4orm=6orm=28§, and

(ii) K = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(1), and
(iii) K, = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(7+m), and
(iv) 01 = AddRoundKey((ShiftRows - SubBytes(S))(t1), Ky).

Then (InvSubBytes(S) - InvShiftRows)(AddRoundKey(o01, K1)) = t1. The

theorem is a consequence of (32) and (29).

(34) Let us consider natural numbers m, i, an element t; of ((Boolean®)*),

an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™, and elements e;, d; of ((Boolean®)*)*.
Suppose

(i) m=4orm=6orm=28, and
(ii) ¢ < (74+m)—1, and
(iii) e; = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)((7+ m) — i), and
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(iv) d;i = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(i + 1).

Then AddRoundKey(AddRoundKey(t1,€;),d;) = t;. The theorem is a conse-
quence of (7).

(35) Let us consider a natural number m, an element t; of ((Boolean®)*)?,

and an element K of ((Boolean®)*)™. Suppose
(i) m =4, or

(ii) m =6, or
(iii) m = 8.
Then AES-InvCipher(S, M1, (AES-Cipher(S, M1,t1,K)), K) = t1. The
theorem is a consequence of (34) and (30). PROOF: Reconsider N =
(7 4+ m) — 1 as a natural number. Consider e; being a finite sequence
of elements of ((Boolean®)*)* such that lene, = N and there exists an ele-
ment K of ((Boolean®)*)* such that K; = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(1)
and eg(1) = AddRoundKey(t1, K1) and for every natural number i such
that 1 < i < N there exists an element K; of ((Boolean®)*)* such that
K; = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(i+1) and es(i+1) = AddRoundKey(((M;-
ShiftRows) - SubBytes(S))(es(7)), K;) and there exists an element K, of
((Boolean®)*)* such that K, = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(7 + m) and
AES-Cipher(S, My, t1, K) = AddRoundKey((ShiftRows - SubBytes(S5))(es
(N)), K,). Consider d being a finite sequence of elements of (( Boolean®)*)*
such that len d;, = N and there exists an element K of ((Boolean®)*)* such
that K1 = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(1) and ds(1) = (InvSubBytes
(S)-InvShiftRows)(AddRoundKey(AES-Cipher(S, M, t1, K), K1)) and for
every natural number ¢ such that 1 < ¢ < N there exists an element K;
of ((Boolean®)*)* such that K; = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(i+1)
and ds(i+1) = ((InvSubBytes(S)-InvShiftRows)-M; 1) (AddRoundKey(d;
(1), K;)) and there exists an element K, of ((Boolean®)*)* such that K,, =
(Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(7 +m) and AES-InvCipher(S, My,
(AES-Cipher(S, M1, t1, K)), K) = AddRoundKey(ds(N), K,,). Consider e;
being an element of ((Boolean®)*)* such that e; = (KeyExpansion(S,m))
(K)(1) and es(1) = AddRoundKey(¢1,e;). Consider e, being an element
of ((Boolean®)*)* such that e, = (KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)(7 + m) and
AES-Cipher(S, M, t1, K) = AddRoundKey((ShiftRows - SubBytes(S))(es
(N)), e,). Consider d; being an element of ((Boolean®)*)* such that d; =
(Rev((KeyExpansion(S,m))(K)))(1) and ds(1) = (InvSubBytes(S)-
InvShiftRows)(AddRoundKey(AES-Cipher(S, My, t1, K),d1)). Consider d,,
being an element of (( Boolean®)*)* such that d,, = (Rev((KeyExpansion(S,
m))(K)))(7+m) and AES-InvCipher (S, M1, (AES-Cipher(S, M1, 1, K)),
K) = AddRoundKey(ds(N),d,). Define R[natural number] = if $; < N,
then ds($1 + 1) = es(IN — $1). For every natural number 7 such that R[i]
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holds R[i + 1] by [2, (11)], [I5 (3)], [2, (14)]. For every natural number k,
RI[k] from [2, Sch. 2]. O
(36) Let us consider a non empty set D, non zero elements n, m of N, and
an element r of D™. Suppose
(i) m <n, and
(i) 8 < n—m.
Then Op-Left(Op-Right(r,m), 8) is an element of DS,
Let 7 be an element of Boolean'*. The functor AES-InitStatel28Key(r)
yielding an element of ((Boolean®)*)* is defined by
(Def. 16) (i) (1) = (Op-Left(r, 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 8), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right
(r,16),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 24),8)), and
(ii) it( ) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 32), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 40), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 48), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 56), 8)), and
(iii) 4t(3) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 64), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 72),8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 80), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 88), 8)), and
(iv) it(4) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 96), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 104), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 112), 8), Op-Right(r, 120)).
Let r be an element of Boolean'??. The functor AES-InitStatel92Key(r)
yielding an element of ((Boolean®)*)% is defined by
(Def. 17) (i) 4t(1) = (Op-Left(r, 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 8), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right
(r,16), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 24),8)), and
(ii) t(2) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 32), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 40), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 48), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 56), 8)), and
(iii) ¢(3) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 64), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 72),8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 80), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 88), 8)), and
(iv) it(4) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 96), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 104), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 112), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 120), 8)), and
(v) it(5) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 128),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 136), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 144), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 152), 8)), and
(vi) t(6) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r,160),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 168), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 176), 8), Op-Right(r, 184)).
Let r be an element of Boolean®*®. The functor AES-InitState256Key(r)
yielding an element of ((Boolean®)*)® is defined by
(Def. 18) (i) #t(1) = (Op-Left(r, 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 8), 8), Op-Left
(Op-Right(r, 16), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 24), 8)), and
(ii) 4t(2) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 32), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 40), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 48), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 56), 8)), and
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(iii) 4t(3) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 64), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 72), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 80), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 88), 8)), and

(iv) it(4) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 96), 8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 104), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 112), 8), Op-Left (Op-Right(r, 120), 8)), and

(v) it(5) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 128),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 136), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 144), 8), Op-Left (Op-Right(r, 152), 8)), and

(vi) t(6) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r,160),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 168), 8),

(
(vii) it(7) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r,192),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 200), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 208), 8), Op-Left (Op-Right(r, 216), 8)), and
(viii) (8) = (Op-Left(Op-Right(r,224),8), Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 232), 8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 240), 8), Op-Right(r, 248)).

Let us consider S and Ms. Let my be an element of Boolean'?® and K be
an element of Boolean'?®. The functor AES-128enc(S, Ma, my, K) yielding an
element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term

(Def. 19) (The array of AES-State) ™! (AES-Cipher(S, Ma, ((the array of
AES-State)(mq)), (AES-InitState128Key(K)))).

Let ¢ be an element of Boolean'?®. The functor AES-128dec(S, Mo, ¢, K)

yielding an element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term
(Def. 20) (The array of AES-State) ' (AES-InvCipher(S, My, ((the array of
AES-State)(c)), (AES-InitState128Key(K)))).

Now we state the proposition:

8),
(
8),
Op-Left(Op-Right(r, 176), 8), Op-Left (Op-Right(r, 184), 8)), and
8),
(

(37) Let us consider a permutation S of Boolean®, a permutation Moy of
((Boolean®)*)*, and elements my, K of Boolean'*.
Then AES-128dec(S, Mg, (AES-128enc(S, Mo, m1, K)), K) = m;. The the-
orem is a consequence of (20) and (35).

Let us consider S and Ms. Let m; be an element of Boolean'?® and K be
an element of Boolean!'®?. The functor AES-192enc(S, My, m1, K) yielding an
element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term

(Def. 21) (The array of AES-State)~*(AES-Cipher(S, Ma, ((the array of
AES-State)(m1)), (AES-InitState192Key(K)))).

Let ¢ be an element of Boolean!'?®. The functor AES-192dec(S, Ma, ¢, K)
yielding an element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term

(Def. 22) (The array of AES-State) ™! (AES-InvCipher(S, My, ((the array of
AES-State)(c)), (AES-InitState192Key(K)))).

Now we state the proposition:

(38) Let us consider a permutation S of Boolean®, a permutation My of

((Boolean®)*)*, an element m; of Boolean'?®, and an element K

of Boolean??.
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Then AES-192dec(S, Ma, (AES-192enc(S, Mo, m1, K)), K) = m1. The the-
orem is a consequence of (20) and (35).

Let us consider S and Msy. Let mq be an element of Boolean'?® and K be
an element of Boolean®®. The functor AES-256enc(S, Ma, m1, K) yielding an
element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term

(Def. 23) (The array of AES-State) ™! (AES-Cipher(S, Ma, ((the array of
AES-State)(mq)), (AES-InitState256Key(K)))).

Let ¢ be an element of Boolean'?®. The functor AES-256dec(S, Mo, ¢, K)
yielding an element of Boolean'?® is defined by the term

(Def. 24) (The array of AES-State) ™! (AES-InvCipher(S, M, ((the array of
AES-State)(c)), (AES-InitState256Key(K)))).

Now we state the proposition:

(39) Let us consider a permutation S of Boolean®, a permutation Moy of

128

((Boolean®)*)*, an element m; of Boolean'®®, and an element K

of Boolean®*.
Then AES-256dec(S, Ma, (AES-256enc(S, Mo, m1, K)), K) = m1. The the-
orem is a consequence of (20) and (35).
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Summary. In this article, we described basic properties of Riemann inte-
gral on functions from R into Real Banach Space. We proved mainly the linearity
of integral operator about the integral of continuous functions on closed interval
of the set of real numbers. These theorems were based on the article [I0] and
we referred to the former articles about Riemann integral. We applied defini-
tions and theorems introduced in the article [9] and the article [I1] to the proof.
Using the definition of the article [10], we also proved some theorems on bounded
functions.
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1. SOME PROPERTIES OF BOUNDED FUNCTIONS

In this paper Z denotes a real normed space, a, b, ¢, d, e, r denote real
numbers, and A, B denote non empty closed interval subsets of R.

Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Z. Now we state
the propositions:
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(1) If f is bounded and A C dom f, then f[A is bounded.
(2) If flAis bounded and B C A and B C dom(f[A), then f[B is bounded.
(3) Ifa<ec<d<band f[[a,b] is bounded and [a,b] C dom f, then f[[c,d]
is bounded.
Now we state the proposition:
(4) Let us consider sets X, Y and partial functions fi, fo from R to the
carrier of Z. Suppose
(i) f11X is bounded, and
(ii) f2]Y is bounded.
Then
(iii) (f1+ f2)[(X NY) is bounded, and
(iv) (fi — f2)[(X NY) is bounded.
Let us consider a set X and a partial function f from R to the carrier of Z.
Now we state the propositions:
(5) If f1X is bounded, then (r - f)|X is bounded.
(6) If f1X is bounded, then (—f)[X is bounded.
Now we state the propositions:

(7) Let us consider a function f from A into the carrier of Z. Then f is
bounded if and only if || f|| is bounded.

(8) Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Z. Suppose
A C dom f. Then ||f[A] = [|f[[TA.

(9) Let us consider a partial function g from R to the carrier of Z. Suppose
(i) AC domg, and
(ii) g[A is bounded.
Then ||g||TA is bounded. The theorem is a consequence of (8) and (7).

2. SOME PROPERTIES OF INTEGRAL OF CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONS

In the sequel X, Y denote real Banach spaces and E denotes a point of Y.
Let us consider a real normed space Y and a continuous partial function f
from R to the carrier of Y. Now we state the propositions:

(10) If a < b and [a,b] C dom f, then || f||[[a,b] is bounded.

(11) If a < b and [a,b] C dom f, then f[[a,b] is bounded.

(12) If a < b and [a,b] C dom f, then || f|| is integrable on [a, b].
Now we state the propositions:

(13) Let us consider a continuous partial function f from R to the carrier of
Y. Suppose
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(i) a<ec<d<b,and
(ii) [a,b] C dom f.
Then f is integrable on [c, d].
(14) Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Y. Suppose
(i) a < b, and
(ii) [a,b] C dom f.

Then /af(x)dm = —/b f(z)dx.
b a

(15) Let us consider a continuous partial function f from R to the carrier of
Y. Suppose
(i) a <b, and
(ii) [a,b] C dom f, and
(iii) ¢ € [a, b].
Then
(iv) f is integrable on [a, ¢], and

(v) f is integrable on [c, b], and

(vi) /bf(:v)dx:/cf(x)d:c—{—/bf(x)da:.

The theorem is a consequence of (13).
(16) Let us consider continuous partial functions f, g from R to the carrier
of Y. Suppose
(i) a<e<d<b,and
(ii) [a,b] C dom f, and
(iii) [a,b] C dom g.
Then
(iv) f + g is integrable on [c, d], and
(v) (f + g)lle, d] is bounded.
The theorem is a consequence of (13), (11), (3), and (4).
Let us consider a continuous partial function f from R to the carrier of Y.
Now we state the propositions:
(17) Ifa<e<d<band [a,b] Cdom f, then r- f is integrable on [c,d] and
(r- f)I[c,d] is bounded.
(18) Suppose a < ¢ < d < band f is integrable on [a, b] and f[[a, b] is bounded
and [a,b] C dom f. Then
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(i) —f is integrable on [c, d], and
(ii) (=f)I[c,d] is bounded.
Now we state the proposition:

(19) Let us consider continuous partial functions f, g from R to the carrier

of Y. Suppose
(i) a<e<d<b, and

(i) [a,b] € dom f, and

(iii) [a,b] € dom g.

Then

(iv) f — g is integrable on [c,d], and
(v) (f = g)lle, d] is bounded.

The theorem is a consequence of (11), (13), (3), and (4).
Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Y. Now we state
the propositions:
(20) Suppose A C dom f and f[A is bounded and f is integrable on A and

If|| is integrable on A. Then H/f(a:)da;” < /HfH(x)dx.
A A
(21) Suppose a < b and [a,b] C dom f and f is integrable on [a,b] and

b
|If]] is integrable on [a,b] and f[[a,b] is bounded. Then ||/f(m)d:1:|| <

b
[l @)da.

Let us consider a continuous partial function f from R to the carrier of Y.
Now we state the propositions:
(22) Suppose a < b and [a,b] C dom f and ¢, d € [a,b]. Then
(i) |||l is integrable on [min(c, d), max(c,d)], and
(i) || f|IT[min(e, d), max(c, d)] is bounded, and

d max(c,d)
i) I [ f@sl < [ 1))
c min(c,d)

d
(23) If @ < b and [a,b] C dom f and ¢, d € [a,b], then /(Tf)(x)dx =

[

T/f(ﬂs)da:

C
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d
(24) Suppose a < b and [a,b] C dom f and ¢, d € [a,b]. Then /—f(m)dw =
C

d
—/ f(z)dx.

(25) Suppose a < b and [a,b] C dom f and ¢, d € [a,b] and for every re-
al number x such that € [min(c, d), max(c,d)] holds ||fz| < e. Then

d
| [ f@dal < e-1d~cl.

Now we state the propositions:

(26) Let us consider a real normed space Y, a non empty closed interval
subset A of R, a function f from A into the carrier of Y, and a point E
of Y. Suppose rng f = {E}. Then

(i) f is integrable, and

(ii) integral f = vol(A) - E.
PROOF: Reconsider I = vol(A) - E as a point of Y. For every division
sequence 1" of A and for every middle volume sequence S of f and 1" such
that 7 is convergent and lim 7 = 0 holds middle sum(f, S) is convergent
and lim middle sum(f, S) = I by [11 (6)], [20, (70)], [LT} (7)]. O

(27) Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Y and a
point E of Y. Suppose

(i) a <, and
(ii) [a,b] C dom f, and
(iii) for every real number x such that x € [a,b] holds f, = E.
Then
(iv) f is integrable on [a,b], and

b
v) /f(a:)da; —(b—a)-E.

The theorem is a consequence of (26). PROOF: Reconsider A = [a, b] as a
non empty closed interval subset of R. Reconsider g = f[A as a function
from A into the carrier of Y. {E} C rngg by [19. (4)], [3, (49), (3)].
mgg € {E} by [5, (3)], [3, (49)]. O
(28) Let us consider a partial function f from R to the carrier of Y. Suppose
(i) a < b, and
(ii) ¢, d € [a,b], and
(iii) [a,b] C dom f, and
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(iv) for every real number x such that = € [a,b] holds f, = E.

d
Then / f(z)dx = (d — ¢) - E. The theorem is a consequence of (27) and

(14).
(29) Let us consider a continuous partial function f from R to the carrier of
Y. Suppose

(i) a < b, and
(i) [a,b] € dom f, and
(iii) ¢, d € [a, b].

d c d
Then /f(x)daz = /f(:c)dx + / f(z)dz. The theorem is a consequence of

a
(14).
(30) Let us consider continuous partial functions f, g from R to the carrier
of Y. Suppose

(i) a < b, and
(i) [a,b] C dom f, and
(iii) [a,b] € dom g, and
(iv) ¢, d € [a,b].
d d d
Then /(f —g)(z)dx = /f(m)dx - /g(x)dx. The theorem is a consequ-

c Cc c

ence of (14).
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Summary. Category theory was formalized in Mizar with two different
approaches [7], [18] that correspond to those most commonly used [16], [5]. Since
there is a one-to-one correspondence between objects and identity morphisms,
some authors have used an approach that does not refer to objects as elements
of the theory, and are usually indicated as object-free category [1] or as arrows-
only category [16]. In this article is proposed a new definition of an object-free
category, introducing the two properties: left composable and right composable,
and a simplification of the notation through a symbol, a binary relation between
morphisms, that indicates whether the composition is defined. In the final part
we define two functions that allow to switch from the two definitions, with and
without objects, and it is shown that their composition produces isomorphic
categories.
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1. YET ANOTHER DEFINITION OF CATEGORY

We consider category structures which extend 1-sorted structures and are
systems
(a carrier,a composition)

where the carrier is a set, the composition is a partial function from (the carrier)x
the carrier to the carrier.
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In this paper ¥ denotes a category structure.
Let us consider €. The functor Mor ¥ yielding a set is defined by the term

(Def. 1) The carrier of %.
A morphism of € is an element of Mor %. In the sequel f, fi, fo, f3 denote
morphisms of €.
Let us consider ¥, f1, and fo. We say that fi and f2 are composable if and
only if
(Def. 2)  (f1, f2) € domthe composition of €.

We introduce fi > fo as a synonym of f; and fo are composable.
Assume f1 > fo. The functor fi o f5 yielding a morphism of € is defined by
the term

(Def. 3) (The composition of €)(f1, f2).
Let us consider f. We say that f is left identity if and only if
(Def. 4) Let us consider a morphism f; of €. If f© f1, then fo fi = fi.
We say that f is right identity if and only if
(Def. 5) Let us consider a morphism f; of €. If fi> f, then f1 o f = fi.
We say that € has left identities if and only if
(Def. 6) Let us consider a morphism f; of €. Suppose f1 € the carrier of . Then
there exists a morphism f of € such that
(i) f> fi, and
(i) f is left identity.
We say that € has right identities if and only if

(Def. 7) Let us consider a morphism f; of . Suppose f; € the carrier of . Then
there exists a morphism f of & such that

(i) fiv f, and
(ii) f is right identity.
We say that & is left composable if and only if
(Def. 8) Let us consider morphisms f, fi, fo of €. Suppose f1> fa. Then fjo for f
if and only if for f.
We say that % is right composable if and only if
(Def. 9) Let us consider morphisms f, fi, fo of €. Suppose f1> fa. Then fr fio fo
if and only if f f1.
We say that % is associative if and only if
(Def. 10) Let us consider morphisms f1, fa, f3 of €. Suppose

(1) f1 > fg, and
(ii) f2 > f3, and
(111) fl o) f2 > f3, and
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(iv) fi> fao fs.
Then fio(f20 f3) = (f10f2)0 f3.
We say that % is composable if and only if
(Def. 11) % is left and right composable.
We say that € has identities if and only if
(Def. 12) € has left and right identities.

Let X be a set and f be a partial function from X x X to X. Note that the
functor \f yields a partial function from X x X to X. Let us consider €. The
functor €°P yielding a strict category structure is defined by the term

(Def. 13) (the carrier of €, ~the composition of ¥).
Now we state the proposition:
(1) If ¥ is empty, then fi i fo.
In this paper g1, go denote morphisms of €°P.
Now we state the propositions:
(2) If fi = g1 and fo = go, then fi v fo iff go > g1.
(3) If fi =g1 and fo = g2 and f1 > f, then fio fo = ga0gi.
(4) % is left composable if and only if P is right composable. The theorem
is a consequence of (3). PROOF: For every morphisms f, fi, fo of € such
that f1 > fo holds f1o for fiff for f by [11, (42)]. O
(5) € is right composable if and only if €°P is left composable. The theorem
is a consequence of (3). PROOF: For every morphisms f, fi, fo of € such
that f1> fo holds f> fi o fo iff fr f1 by [11}, (42)]. O
(6) € has left identities if and only if €°P has right identities. The theorem
is a consequence of (3). PROOF: For every morphism f; of ¢ such that
f1 € the carrier of & there exists a morphism f of € such that f> f; and
f is left identity by [11, (42)]. O
(7) € has right identities if and only if €°P has left identities. The theorem
is a consequence of (3). PROOF: For every morphism f; of ¢ such that
f1 € the carrier of € there exists a morphism f of € such that f; > f and
f is right identity by [11} (42)]. O
(8) ¥ is associative if and only if €°P is associative. The theorem is a conse-
quence of (3). PROOF: For every morphisms f1, fa, f3 of € such that fi> fs
and for> f3 and fio fo> f3 and fi> fao f3 holds fio(fao f3) = (fio f2)o f3
by [11], (42)]. O
Note that there exists a category structure which is composable and asso-
ciative and has left identities and has not right identities and there exists a
category structure which is composable and associative and has right identities
and has not left identities and there exists a category structure which is non
left composable, right composable, and associative and has identities and there
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exists a category structure which is left composable, non right composable, and
associative and has identities and there exists a category structure which is non
associative and composable and has identities and there exists a category struc-
ture which is empty and every category structure which is empty is also left
and right composable and associative and has also left and right identities and
there exists a category structure which is strict, left and right composable, and
associative and has left and right identities and there exists a category structure
which is strict, composable, and associative and has identities.

A category is a composable associative category structure with identities.
Let us consider € and f. We say that f is identity if and only if

(Def. 14)  f is left and right identity.

Now we state the propositions:
(9) If € has identities, then f is left identity iff f is right identity. PROOF:
For every morphism f; of ¢ such that f> fi; holds fo f1 = f1. O
(10) If ¥ is empty, then f is identity.
(11) Let us consider morphisms g, g2 of the category structure of €. Suppose
(i) f1 =g, and
(11) f2 = g2, and
(111) f1 > fg.
Then f1 o f2 = (g1 °g2.

(12) % is left composable if and only if the category structure of % is left
composable. The theorem is a consequence of (11). PROOF: For every
morphisms f, f1, fo of & such that f1 > fo holds fio fo fiff for f. O

(13) % is right composable if and only if the category structure of ¢ is right
composable. The theorem is a consequence of (11). PROOF: For every
morphisms f, f1, fo of € such that f1 > fo holds f f1 o fo iff fr f1. O

(14) % is composable if and only if the category structure of € is composable.

(15) ¥ is associative if and only if the category structure of € is associative.
The theorem is a consequence of (11). PROOF: For every morphisms fi,
f2, f3 of € such that fi> fo and for fs and fi o fo> fz and fi> fao fs
holds f1 0 (fao f3) = (f10 fa)o f3. O

(16) Let us consider a morphism g of the category structure of . If f = g,
then f is left identity iff g is left identity. The theorem is a consequence of
(11). PROOF: For every morphism fs of 4 such that fi>fo holds fo fo = fa.
O

(17) € has left identities if and only if the category structure of € has left
identities. The theorem is a consequence of (16). PROOF: For every mor-

phism f; of € such that f; € the carrier of € there exists a morphism f
of & such that f© f; and f is left identity. (]
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(18) Let us consider a morphism g of the category structure of . If f = g,
then f is right identity iff g is right identity. The theorem is a consequence
of (11). PROOF: For every morphism f; of ¢ such that fi> f holds fiof =
f1: 0

(19) € has right identities if and only if the category structure of ¢ has
right identities. The theorem is a consequence of (18). PROOF: For every
morphism f; of € such that f; € the carrier of € there exists a morphism
f of € such that fi > f and f is right identity. OJ

(20) € has identities if and only if the category structure of ¢ has identities.

Let us consider ¥. We say that % is discrete if and only if
(Def. 15) Every morphism of ¢ is identity.
One can verify that there exists a category structure which is strict, empty,
discrete, composable, and associative and has identities.
Now we state the proposition:

(21) Let us consider a discrete category structure % and morphisms fi, fo of
€. If f1 DfQ, then f1 = f2 and f1 o fg = fg.

Observe that every category structure which is discrete is also composable
and associative.
Let X be a set. The discrete category of X yielding a strict discrete category
is defined by
(Def. 16) The carrier of it = X.

Note that there exists a category which is strict and there exists a category
which is strict and empty and there exists a category which is strict and non
empty.

Let us consider ¥. The functor Ob % yielding a subset of Mor % is defined
by the term

(Def. 17) {f, where f is a morphism of € : f is identity and f € Mor %'}.

An object of ¥ is an element of Ob%. Let ¥ be a non empty category
structure with identities. Let us observe that Ob % is non empty.
Now we state the propositions:

(22) Let us consider a non empty category structure % with identities and a
morphism f of ¢. Then f is identity if and only if f is an object of €.

(23) Let us consider a non empty category structure % with identities, mor-
phisms f, f1 of ¥, and an object o of . Suppose f = 0. Then

(1) iff[>f17 then fofl = f17 and
(ii) if fi > f, then f; 0 f = f1, and
(i) fo f.

The theorem is a consequence of (22).
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(24) Let us consider a non empty category structure % with identities and a
morphism f of €. If f is identity, then fr f. The theorem is a consequence
of (22) and (23).
(25) Let us consider category structures %1, 62 with identities.
Suppose the category structure of 47 = the category structure of %,. Let
us consider a morphism f; of 41 and a morphism f; of 5. If fi = f2, then
f1 is identity iff fs is identity. PROOF: For every morphism f of 47 such
that fi> f holds f1 o f = f. For every morphism f of % such that fv f;
holds fo f1 = f. O
Let € be a composable category structure with identities and f be a mor-
phism of . The functor dom f yielding an object of % is defined by
(Def. 18) (i) there exists a morphism f; of € such that it = f; and f > f; and
f1 is identity, if € is not empty,
(ii) 4t = the object of ¢, otherwise.
The functor cod f yielding an object of ¥ is defined by
(Def. 19) (i) there exists a morphism f; of € such that it = f; and f; > f and
f1 is identity, if € is not empty,
(ii) 4t = the object of €, otherwise.
Let us consider a composable category structure ¢ with identities and mor-
phisms f, fi of €. Now we state the propositions:
(26) If fo fi and f; is identity, then dom f = fj.
(27) If fi> f and f1 is identity, then cod f = f.
Let & be category structure with identities and o be an object of €. The
functor id-o yielding a morphism of % is defined by the term
(Def. 20) o.
Let €, 2 be category structures. A functor from % to Z is a function from
% into 2. In the sequel ¥, 2, & denote category structures with identities, F
denotes a functor from % to &, G denotes a functor from & to &, and f denotes
a morphism of %.
Let us consider ¢, 2, F, and f. The functor F(f) yielding a morphism of
2 is defined by the term
F(f), if ¢ is not empty ,
(Def. 21) { The object of 2, otherwise.
We say that F preserves identity if and only if
(Def. 22) Let us consider a morphism f of €. If f is identity, then F(f) is identity.
We say that F is multiplicative if and only if
(Def. 23) Let us consider morphisms f1, fo of €. Suppose fi > fo. Then

(i) F(f1)>F(f2), and
(ii) F(fio f2) = F(f1) o F(f2).
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We say that F is anti-multiplicative if and only if

(Def. 24)

Let us consider morphisms f1, fo of 4. Suppose f1 > fa. Then
(i) F(f2)>F(f1), and
(i) F(fio f2) = F(f2) o F(f1).

Note that there exists a functor from % to 2 which preserves identity.
Let € be an empty category structure with identities and & be category
structure with identities. Note that there exists a functor from 4 to & which is

multiplicative and anti-multiplicative preserves identity.

Let € be category structure with identities and Z be a non empty category

structure with identities. Let us observe that there exists a functor from %€ to

2 which is multiplicative and anti-multiplicative preserves identity.
Now we state the propositions:

(28)

(29)

(30)

There exist categories ¥, Z and there exists a functor F from % to &
such that F is multiplicative and F does not preserve identity. The the-
orem is a consequence of (22). PROOF: Set ¥ = the non empty category.
Reconsider X = {0,1} as a set. Set ¢4 = {((0, 0), 0), ({1, 1), 1)} U {({0,
1), 1), ({1, 0), 1)}. For every element z, x € ¢4 iff x = ({0, 0), 0) or
x = ((1,1), 1) or z = ({0, 1), 1) or x = ({1, 0), 1). For every elements
x, Y1, y2 such that (x, y1), (z, y2) € ¢4 holds y; = y2. For every element
x such that z € ¢4 holds z € (X x X) x X. Set Z = (X, c4). For every
morphisms fi, fo of 2 such that f; > fo holds fi = 0 and fo = 0 and
fiofo=0o0r fi=1land fo=1and fiofo=1or fiy =0and fo =1
and frofo =1lor fi =1 and fo = 0 and fio fo =1 by [9, (1)]. For
every morphisms fi, fo of 2, fi> fa by [9, (1)]. For every morphism f;
of & such that f; € the carrier of & there exists a morphism f of & such
that fo fi; and f is left identity. For every morphism f; of & such that
f1 € the carrier of Z there exists a morphism f of Z such that fi > f and
f is right identity. For every morphisms fi, f2, f3 of 2 such that f1 > fo
and fo> f3 and fio fa> f3 and fi> fao f3 holds fio(fao f3) = (fio f2)o f.
Reconsider d; = 1 as a morphism of 2. Define H(element) = d;. Consider
F being a function from the carrier of ¥ into the carrier of & such that
for every element x such that z € the carrier of ¢ holds F(x) = H(x)
from [10} Sch. 2]. For every morphisms fi, fa of € such that fi> f2 holds
F(f1)>F(f2) and F(f1 0 fo) = F(f1) o F(f2). There exists a morphism f
of € such that f is identity and F(f) is not identity. OJ

Suppose € is not empty and & is empty. Then there exists no a functor
F from & to & such that F is multiplicative or F is anti-multiplicative.
The theorem is a consequence of (23).

There exist categories ¥, Z and there exists a functor F from % to &
such that F is not multiplicative and F preserves identity. The theorem
is a consequence of (29).
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Let us consider €, Z, and F. We say that F is covariant if and only if
(Def. 25) (i) F preserves identity, and
(ii) F is multiplicative.
We say that F is contravariant if and only if
(Def. 26) (i) F preserves identity, and
(ii) F is anti-multiplicative.

Let € be an empty category structure with identities and 2 be category
structure with identities. One can check that there exists a functor from % to
2 which is covariant and contravariant.

Let & be category structure with identities and 2 be a non empty category
structure with identities. Observe that there exists a functor from % to £ which
is covariant and contravariant.

Now we state the proposition:

(31) Suppose € is not empty and & is empty. Then there exists no a functor
F from € to Z such that F is covariant or F is contravariant.

Let ¥, 2 be non empty category structures with identities, F be a covariant
functor from € to 2, and f be an object of €. Observe that the functor F(f)
yields an object of 2. Now we state the propositions:

(32) Let us consider non empty composable category structures ¢, 2 with

identities, a covariant functor F from % to %, and a morphism f of %.
Then

(i) F(dom f) = dom(F(f)), and
(ii) F(cod f) = cod(F(f)).
The theorem is a consequence of (22).

(33) Let us consider non empty composable category structures ¢, Z with
identities, a covariant functor F from % to Z, and an object o of €. Then
F(id-o) = id{F(0)).

Let us consider ¢, &, &, F, and G. Assume F is covariant or F is contra-
variant and G is covariant or G is contravariant. The functor G o F yielding a
functor from % to & is defined by the term

(Def. 27) F-G.

Now we state the propositions:

(34) Suppose F is covariant and G is covariant and % is not empty. Then
(GoF)(f) =G(F(f)). The theorem is a consequence of (29).

(35) If F is covariant and G is covariant, then G o F is covariant. The theorem
is a consequence of (34), (22), and (10). PROOF: Set G; = G o F. For
every morphism f of ¢ such that f is identity holds G;(f) is identity. For
every morphisms fi1, fo of € such that fi > fo holds Gi(f1) > Gi(f2) and
Gi(fio f2) =Gi(f1) o Gi(f2). O
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Let us consider %. Note that the functor id¢ yields a functor from % to €.
Let us observe that idy is covariant.
Let us consider 2. We say that ¢ and & are isomorphic if and only if

(Def. 28) There exists a functor F from ¢ to Z and there exists a functor G from
2 to € such that F is covariant and G is covariant and G o F = id¢ and
FoG=idg.

Note that the predicate is reflexive and symmetric.
We introduce € = & as a synonym of ¥ and & are isomorphic.

2. TRANSFORM A CATEGORY IN THE OTHER

Let € be a category structure. The functor CompMap % yielding a partial
function from Mor % x Mor % to Mor % is defined by the term

(Def. 29) The composition of €.

Let € be a composable category structure with identities. The functors:
SourceMap € and TargetMap % yielding functions from Mor % into Ob % are
defined by conditions, respectively.

(Def. 30) (i) for every element f of Mor %, (SourceMap %)(f) = dom f, if € is
not empty,
(ii) SourceMap € = (), otherwise.
(Def. 31) (i) for every element f of Mor %, (TargetMap @ )(f) = cod f, if € is
not empty,
(ii) TargetMap % = (), otherwise.
Let € be category structure with identities. The functor IdMap % yielding
a function from Ob % into Mor ¥ is defined by
(Def. 32) (i) for every element o of Ob ¥, it(o) = id-o, if € is not empty,
(i) it =0, otherwise.
Now we state the propositions:

(36) Let us consider a non empty composable category structure € with iden-
tities and elements f, g of Mor %. Then (g, f) € dom CompMap % if and
only if (SourceMap €')(g) = (TargetMap €)(f).

(37) Let us consider a composable category structure ¥ with identities and
elements f, g of Mor €. Suppose (SourceMap €’)(g) = (TargetMap &) (f).
Then

(i) (SourceMap %)((CompMap %)(g, f)) = (SourceMap €)(f), and
(ii) (TargetMap & )((CompMap €)(g, f)) = (TargetMap €)(g).

The theorem is a consequence of (36).
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(38) Let us consider a composable associative category structure € with iden-
tities and elements f, g, h of Mor . Suppose

(i) (SourceMap %’)(h) = (TargetMap €’)(g), and
(ii) (SourceMap €)(g) = (TargetMap &) (f).
Then (CompMap €)(h, (CompMap %) (g, f)) = (CompMap %) ((CompMap
€)(h,qg), ). The theorem is a consequence of (36).
(39) Let us consider a composable category structure ¢ with identities and
an element b of Ob%¢. Then
(i) (SourceMap %)(IdMap €' (b)) = b, and
(ii) (TargetMap €)(IdMap € (b)) = b, and
(iii) for every element f of Mor % such that (TargetMap €)(f) = b holds
(CompMap %) (IdMap €' (b), f) = f, and
(iv) for every element g of Mor % such that (SourceMap %)(g) = b holds
(CompMap %) (g, IdMap €' (b)) = g.
The theorem is a consequence of (22) and (36).
A category defined in [7], to avoid confusion, is called an object-category.
Let € be a non empty category. The functor Alter(%) yielding a strict
object-category is defined by the term
(Def. 33) (Ob¥%,Mor %, SourceMap €, TargetMap %, CompMap €).
Let o/ be an object-category. The functor alter &7 yielding a strict category
is defined by the term
(Def. 34) (the carrier’ of .27, (the composition of 7).
Observe that alter &7 is non empty.
Now we state the propositions:

(40) Let us consider an object-category <7, morphisms aj, ag of 7, and mor-
phisms fy, fo of alter &/. Suppose

(1) a1 = f17 and
(ii) a2 = f2, and
(iii) (a1, az) € domthe composition of <.

Then ai coag = fl o fg.

(41) Let us consider an object-category & and a morphism f of alter ..
Then f is identity if and only if there exists an object o of & such that
f =id,. The theorem is a consequence of (22), (23), and (40). PROOF: For
every morphism f; of alter & such that f> f; holds fo f; = f1 by [7, (15),
(21)]. For every morphism f; of alter .o/ such that fi> f holds fio f = fi
by [7, (15), (22)]. O
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(42) Let us consider object-categories o/, Z. Then every functor from &7
to A is a covariant functor from alter o/ to alter . The theorem is a
consequence of (40) and (41). PROOF: Reconsider H = F as a function
from alter & into alter . For every morphisms fi, fo of alter & such that
f15 f2 holds H(f1) > H(f2) and H(f1 o f2) = H(f1) o H(f2) by [} (15),
(72), (64)]. For every morphism f of alter o/ such that f is identity holds
H(f) is identity by [7, (62)]. O

(43) Let us consider a non empty category ¢, morphisms ap, ag of Alter(%),
and morphisms f1, fo of €. Suppose

(i) a1 = f1, and
(ii) az = f2, and
(iii) fie fo
Then ay o ag = fi1 o fo.

(44) Let us consider a non empty category %, a morphism f; of ¥, and a
morphism a; of Alter(%). Suppose a; = f1. Then

(i) dom f; = domay, and
(ii) cod fi = cod ay.

(45) Let us consider a non empty category ¢, an object 01 of ¢, and an object
09 of Alter(%). If 01 = 09, then id-0; = id,,. The theorem is a consequence
of (22), (24), (44), and (43). PROOF: Reconsider az = 02 as a morphism
of Alter(%). Reconsider ag = a as a morphism from o2 to og. For every
object b of Alter(%), if hom(o2,b) # 0, then for every morphism a from
09 t0 b, a 0 ag = a and if hom(b, 03) # (), then for every morphism a from
b to 02, agoa =a by [7, (5), (15)]. O

(46) Let us consider a non empty category ¢ and a morphism f of . Then
f is identity if and only if there exists an object o of Alter(%) such that
f =1id,. The theorem is a consequence of (25) and (41).

(47) Let us consider non empty categories ¢’, Z. Then every covariant functor
from € to Z is a functor from Alter(%’) to Alter(Z2). The theorem is a
consequence of (46), (44), (32), and (45). PROOF: Reconsider H = F as
a function from the carrier’ of Alter(%) into the carrier’ of Alter(Z). For
every object a of Alter(%), there exists an object b of Alter(Z2) such that
H(ids) = idy. For every morphism f of Alter(%), H(iddom f) = iddom(H(s))
and H(ideod f) = ideoa((s))- For every morphisms f, g of Alter(%’) such
that dom g = cod f holds H(g o f) = H(g) o H(f) by [7, (15), (16)]. O

(48) Let us consider object-categories ¥, 2. Then every covariant functor
from alter € to alter Z is a functor from % to 2. The theorem is a con-
sequence of (41), (26), and (27). PROOF: Reconsider H = F as a function
from the carrier’ of % into the carrier’ of Z. For every object a of %, there
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exists an object b of Z such that H(id,) = id,. For every morphism f of &,

H(iddomf) = iddom(?—[(f)) and H(idcod f) = idcod(H(f)) by [7, (15)]. For every
morphisms f, g of € such that dom g = cod f holds H(go f) = H(g)oH(f)
by [7, (15), (16)). O

Let us consider object-categories €1, 2. Now we state the propositions:

(49) If alter 1 = alter 6, then 41 = 6.

(50) Suppose the carrier’ of 41 = the carrier’ of %, and the composition of
%1 = the composition of %5. Then %] = %.

Now we state the propositions:

(51) Let us consider an object-category €. Then € = Alter(alter ©).

(52) Let us consider a non empty category %. Then € = alter Alter(%). The
theorem is a consequence of (16) and (18). PROOF: Set & = alter Alter(%).
Reconsider F = id¢ as a functor from % to 2. Reconsider G = id¢ as a
functor from & to €. For every morphism f of € such that f is identity
holds F(f) is identity. For every morphisms fi, fo of € such that fi> f2
holds F(f1)>F(f2) and F(fio f2) = F(f1)oF(f2). For every morphism f
of & such that f is identity holds G(f) is identity. For every morphisms fi,

f2 of @ such that fi> fo holds G(f1)>G(f2) and G(f10 f2) = G(f1)oG(f2)-
O
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1. BAsic PROPERTIES OF CycLIC GROUPS OF PRIME POWER ORDER

Let G be a finite group. The functor Ordset(G) yielding a subset of N is
defined by the term

(Def. 1) the set of all ord(a) where a is an element of G.

One can check that Ordset(G) is finite and non empty.
Now we state the propositions:

(1) Let us consider a finite group G. Then there exists an element g of G
such that ord(g) = sup Ordset(G).
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(2) Let us consider a strict group G and a strict normal subgroup N of G.
If G is commutative, then &/ is commutative.

(3) Let us consider a finite group G and elements a, b of G. Then b € gr({a})
if and only if there exists an element p of N such that b = a”.

(4) Let us consider a finite group G, an element a of G, and elements n, p,
s of N. Suppose

(i) gr({a}) =n, and
(i) n=p-s.
Then ord(a?) = s.
Let us consider an element k of N, a finite group G, and an element a of G.
Now we state the propositions:
(5) gr({a}) = gr({a*}) if and only if gcd(k, ord(a)) = 1.
(6) If ged(k,ord(a)) = 1, then ord(a) = ord(a¥).
(7) ord(a) | k - ord(a®).
Now we state the proposition:
(8) Let us consider a group G and elements a, b of G. Suppose b € gr({a}).
Then gr({b}) is a strict subgroup of gr({a}).
Let G be a strict commutative group and x be an element of SubGr G. The

functor NormSpg(z) yielding a normal strict subgroup of G is defined by the
term

(Def. 2) .
Now we state the propositions:

(9) Let us consider groups G, H, a subgroup K of H, and a homomor-
phism f from G to H. Then there exists a strict subgroup J of G such
that the carrier of J = f~!(the carrier of K). PROOF: Reconsider I3 =
f~(the carrier of K) as a non empty subset of the carrier of G. For every
elements g1, g2 of G such that g;, go € I3 holds g1 - g2 € I3 by [8 (38)],
[25, (50)]. For every element g of G such that g € I3 holds g~! € I3 by [8,
(38)], [25) (51)], [28] (32)]. Consider J being a strict subgroup of G such
that the carrier of J = f~!(the carrier of K). [J

(10) Let us consider a natural number p, a finite group G, and elements x, d
of GG. Suppose
(i) ord(d) = p, and
(ii) p is prime, and
(ili) = € gr({d}).
Then
(iv) x = 1¢, or

(v) gr({z}) = gr({d}).
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The theorem is a consequence of (8). PROOF: If gr({z}) = {1}4{a}), then
x = 1¢ by [19, (2)], [25, (44)]. O
(11) Let us consider a group G and normal subgroups H, K of G. Suppo-
se (the carrier of H) N (the carrier of K) = {1¢}. Then (the canonical
homomorphism onto cosets of H)[(the carrier of K) is one-to-one. PRO-
OF: Set f = the canonical homomorphism onto cosets of H. Set g =
fIthe carrier of K. For every elements x1, xo such that z1, xo € domg
and g(x1) = g(x2) holds z1 = zo by [30, (57)], [7, (49)], [25, (46), (103),
(51)]. O
Let us consider finite commutative groups G, F, an element a of G, and a
homomorphism f from G to F. Now we state the propositions:

(12) The carrier of gr({f(a)}) = f°the carrier of gr({a}).
(13) ord(f(a)) < ord(a).
(14) If f is one-to-one, then ord(f(a)) = ord(a).

Now we state the propositions:

(15) Let us consider groups G, F', a subgroup H of G, and a homomorphism
f from G to F'. Then f[the carrier of H is a homomorphism from H to F'.
PROOF: Reconsider g = f[the carrier of H as a function from the carrier
of H into the carrier of F. For every elements a, b of H, g(a-b) = g(a)-g(b)
by [25, (40)], [7, (49)], [25, (43)]. O

(16) Let us consider finite commutative groups G, F, an element a of G, and
a homomorphism f from G to F. Suppose f[the carrier of gr({a}) is one-
to-one. Then ord(f(a)) = ord(a). The theorem is a consequence of (15)
and (14).

(17) Let us consider a finite commutative group G, a prime number p, a
natural number m, and an element a of G. Suppose

(i) G =p™, and
(i) a # 16.
Then there exists a natural number n such that ord(a) = p"*+1.

(18) Let us consider a prime number p and natural numbers j, m, k. If m = p*
and p{ j, then ged(j,m) = 1.

2. IsoMORPHISM OF CycLIC GROUPS OF PRIME POWER ORDER

Let us consider a strict finite commutative group G, a prime number p, and

a natural number m. Now we state the propositions:
(19) Suppose G = p™. Then there exists a normal strict subgroup K of G
and there exist natural numbers n, k and there exists an element g of G
such that ord(g) = sup Ordset(G) and K is finite and commutative and
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(the carrier of K)N (the carrier of gr({g})) = {1¢} and for every element
x of G, there exist elements b1, a1 of G such that b; € K and a; € gr({g})
and x = by-a; and ord(g) = p™ and k = m—n and n < m and K = p* and
there exists a homomorphism F' from [[(K, gr({g})) to G such that F is
bijective and for every elements a, b of G such that a« € K and b € gr({g})
holds F'({a,b)) =a - b.

(20) Suppose G = p. Then there exists a non zero natural number k£ and

there exists a k-element finite sequence a of elements of G and there exists a
k-element finite sequence Iy of elements of N and there exists an associative
group-like commutative multiplicative magma family F of Seg k and there
exists a homomorphism H; from [[F' to G such that for every natural
number 7 such that i € Seg k there exists an element ay of G such that ay =
a(i) and F(i) = gr({az}) and ord(az) = p'2(" and for every natural number
i such that 1 < ¢ < k — 1 holds I»(¢) < I2(i + 1) and for every elements
p, q of Segk such that p # ¢ holds (the carrier of F(p)) N (the carrier
of F(q)) = {1¢} and H; is bijective and for every (the carrier of G)-
valued total Seg k-defined function x such that for every element p of
Segk, x(p) € F(p) holds x € [[ F and Hi(x) =[] .

(21) Suppose G = p™. Then there exists a non zero natural number k and

there exists a k-element finite sequence a of elements of GG and there exists a
k-element finite sequence I of elements of N and there exists an associative
group-like commutative multiplicative magma family F of Seg k such that
for every natural number i such that i € Segk there exists an element ag
of G such that as = a(i) and F(i) = gr({az}) and ord(as) = p® and for
every natural number i such that 1 < ¢ < k — 1 holds I3(i) < I2(i + 1)
and for every elements p, ¢ of Segk such that p # ¢ holds (the carrier

of F(p)) N (the carrier of F(q)) = {1¢} and for every element y of G,
there exists a (the carrier of G)-valued total Seg k-defined function x such
that for every element p of Segk, x(p) € F(p) and y = [[z and for every
(the carrier of G)-valued total Seg k-defined functions x1, x2 such that for
every element p of Segk, x1(p) € F(p) and for every element p of Segk,
x2(p) € F(p) and [[x1 = []x2 holds 1 = zs.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

Let X be a set. We say that X is unordered if and only if
(Def. 1) Let us consider sets p1, p2. Suppose

(i) p1, p2 € X, and
(ii) p1 # po.

Then p; and py are C-incomparable.

Let us note that there exists a Boolean lattice which is non trivial.
Now we state the propositions:

(1) Let us consider a non trivial bounded lattice L. Then Ty # Lp.

(2) Let us consider a lattice L and an ideal I of L. Then I is prime if and
only if 1€ is a filter of L or I° = (). PROOF: If I is prime, then I¢ is a filter
of L or I° = () by [20, (29)]. For every elements x, y of L, x My € I iff
xeloryelby[2 (9),(8)]. O

(3) Let us consider a lattice L and a filter F' of L. Then F is prime if and
only if F° is an ideal of L or F¢ = (). PROOF: Set F' = I°. If I is prime,
then F'is an ideal of L or F' = () by [20] (29)]. For every elements z, y of
Lizuyeliffxeloryelby[3 (21), (86)]. O

Let L be a lattice. The functor PFilters L yielding a family of subsets of L
is defined by the term

(Def. 2) {F, where F is a filter of L : F' is prime}.

Observe that (L] is prime.
Now we state the proposition:

(4) Let us consider a distributive lattice L.
Then PrimeFilters(L) C PFilters L. PROOF: PrimeFilters(L) C PFilters L.
[L) ¢ PrimeFilters(L). O

2. EXAMPLES OF FILTERS IN NONTRIVIAL BOOLEAN LATTICES

Now we state the propositions:
(5) The carrier of the lattice of subsets of {0} = {0, {0}}.

(6) Let us consider a lattice L and a subset A of L. Suppose L = the lattice
of subsets of {#}. Then

(i) A=0, or

(i) A= {0}, or
(iii) A ={0,{0}}, or
(iv) A={{0}}.

Let us consider a lattice L and a filter A of L. Now we state the propositions:
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(7) Suppose L = the lattice of subsets of {(}. Then
(i) A=0, or
(i) A={0,{0}}, or
(ii)) A= {{0}}.
(8) If L = the lattice of subsets of {0}, then A ={Tr} or A=[L).
Now we state the propositions:
(9) Let us consider a non trivial Boolean lattice L and a filter A of L. Suppose
(i) L = the lattice of subsets of {0}, and
(i) A={Tr}.
Then A is prime. The theorem is a consequence of (5) and (7). PROOF:
For every filter H of L such that A C H and H # the carrier of L holds
A=H by [4 (4)]. O
(10) Let us consider a lattice L and a filter A of L. Suppose
(i) L = the lattice of subsets of {#}, and
(ii) A is an ultrafilter.

Then A = {T1}. The theorem is a consequence of (7). PROOF: () ¢ A by
4, (3)], 2T, (29)]. O

3. ON PRIME AND MAXIMAL FILTERS AND IDEALS

Now we state the proposition:
(11) Let us consider a lattice L and an element a of L. Then {F, where F' is

a filter of L : F'is prime and a € F'} C PFilters L.

Let L be a lattice and F' be a filter of L. We say that F' is maximal if and

only if
(Def. 3) (i) F is proper, and

(ii) for every filter G of L such that G is proper and F' C G holds F = G.

One can check that every filter of L which is maximal is also proper.

Observe that every filter of L which is maximal is also an ultrafilter and

every filter of L which is an ultrafilter is also maximal.
Let I be an ideal of L. We say that I is maximal if and only if

Def. 4 i) I is proper, and
( proper,
(ii) for every ideal J of L such that J is proper and I C J holds I = J.
Now we state the proposition:

(12) Let us consider a lattice L and an ideal I of L. Then I is max-ideal if
and only if I is maximal. PROOF: For every ideal J of L such that I C J
and J # the carrier of L holds I = J. O
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Let L be a lattice. Observe that every ideal of L which is maximal is also
max-ideal and every ideal of L which is max-ideal is also maximal.

Let us observe that every ideal of L which is maximal is also proper.

Now we state the propositions:

(13) Let us consider a lattice L and a filter F' of L. Suppose F' is not prime.
Then there exist elements a, b of L such that
(i) aUb e F, and
(ii) a ¢ F, and
(iii) b ¢ F.
(14) Let us consider a lattice L and an ideal F of L. Suppose F' is not prime.
Then there exist elements a, b of L such that
(i) ambe F, and
(ii) a ¢ F, and
(iii) b ¢ F.
(15) Let us consider a lattice L, a filter ' of L, an element a of L, and a set
G. Suppose

(i) G = {x, where = is an element of L : there exists an element u of
L such that w € F and aMu C 2}, and

(ii) a € G.

Then G is a filter of L. PROOF: G C the carrier of L. Reconsider G; = G
as a subset of L. G is meet-closed by [2, (5), (8)]. G1 is final by [24] (7)].
U

(16) Let us consider a lattice L, an ideal F of L, an element a of L, and a set
G. Suppose

(i) G = {x, where z is an element of L : there exists an element u of
L such that w € F and = C a U u}, and
(ii) a € G.
Then G is an ideal of L. PROOF: G C the carrier of L. G is join-closed by
[2, (4)], [3, (86)]. G is initial by [24], (7)]. O
(17) Let us consider a distributive lattice L and a filter F' of L. If F is
maximal, then F' is prime. The theorem is a consequence of (13) and
(15). PrROOF: Consider a, b being elements of L such that a Ub € F and
a¢ Fandb¢ F. Set G = {x, where x is an element of L : there exists
an element u of L such that u € F and aMu C x}. b ¢ G by [2, (10), (8)],
24, (11)]. F C G by [24, (6)]. O
Let L be a distributive lattice. One can verify that every filter of L which is
maximal is also prime.
Now we state the proposition:
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(18) Let us consider a distributive lattice L and an ideal F of L. If F is
maximal, then F' is prime. The theorem is a consequence of (14) and
(16). ProOF: Consider a, b being elements of L such that a Mb € F and
a¢ Fandb¢ F. Set G = {x, where x is an element of L : there exists
an element u of L such that u € F and z C a Uu}. G C the carrier of L.

b¢ G by [3, (22), (21)], [24, (4)]. F C G by [24, (5)]. O
Let L be a distributive lattice. Observe that every ideal of L which is maximal

is also prime.

4. PRIME IDEAL THEOREM FOR DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES

Now we state the propositions:
(19) PRIME IDEAL THEOREM FOR DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES:
Let us consider a distributive lattice L, an ideal I of L, and a filter F' of
L. Suppose I misses F. Then there exists an ideal P of L such that
(i) P is prime, and
(ii) I C P, and
(iii) P misses F.
The theorem is a consequence of (14). PROOF: Set X = {4, where i is
an ideal of L : I C i and i misses F'}. For every set Z such that Z # () and
Z C X and Z is C-linear holds UZ € X by [19, (1)], [8, (74)], [3, (21)].
Consider Y being a set such that Y € X and for every set Z such that
Z e X and Z#Y holds Y € Z. Consider ¢ being an ideal of L such that
Y =i and I C i and ¢ misses F. i is prime by [3, (50), (28)], [2, (1), (9),
(8)). O
(20) Let us consider a distributive lattice L, an ideal I of L, and an element
a of L. Suppose a ¢ I. Then there exists an ideal P of L such that

(i) P is prime, and
(ii) I C P, and
(iii) a ¢ P.
The theorem is a consequence of (19). PROOF: Set F' = [a). I misses F' by

[2, (15)], [3, (21)]. Consider P being an ideal of L such that P is prime
and I C P and P misses F. U
Let us consider a distributive lattice L and elements a, b of L. Now we state
the propositions:

(21) If @ # b, then there exists an ideal P of L such that P is prime and
acPandb¢ Pora¢ Pandbe P.

(22) If a £ b, then there exists an ideal P of L such that P is prime and
a¢ Pandbe P.
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Now we state the proposition:

(23) Let us consider a distributive lattice L and an ideal I of L. Then I =
N{P, where P is an ideal of L : P is prime and I C P}. The theorem is
a consequence of (20). PROOF: €1y, is prime. [J

5. THE STONE REPRESENTATION

Let L be a lattice. The prime filters of L yielding a function is defined by
(Def. 5) (i) dom it = the carrier of L, and

(ii) for every element a of L, it(a) = {F, where F is a filter of L :
F' is prime and a € F'}.

Now we state the propositions:

(24) Let us consider a lattice L, an element a of L, and a set x. Then z €
(the prime filters of L)(a) if and only if there exists a filter F' of L such
that F' = z and F is prime and a € F. PROOF: If x € (the prime filters
of L)(a), then there exists a filter ' of L such that F' = x and F' is prime
and a € F. [J

(25) Let us consider a lattice L, an element a of L, and a filter F' of L. Then
F € (the prime filters of L)(a) if and only if F' is prime and a € F. The
theorem is a consequence of (24).

Let us consider a distributive lattice L and elements a, b of L. Now we state
the propositions:

(26) (The prime filters of L)(aMb) = (the prime filters of L)(a) N (the prime
filters of L)(b).

(27) (The prime filters of L)(aLlb) = (the prime filters of L)(a) U (the prime
filters of L)(b).

Let L be a distributive lattice. Let us note that the prime filters of L yields
a function from the carrier of L into 2P¥*rsZ The functor StoneR(L) yielding
a set is defined by the term
(Def. 6) rngthe prime filters of L.

Note that StoneR(L) is non empty.
Now we state the proposition:

(28) Let us consider a distributive lattice L and a set x. Then x € StoneR(L)
if and only if there exists an element a of L such that (the prime filters
of L)(a) = x. PROOF: If x € StoneR(L), then there exists an element a of
L such that (the prime filters of L)(a) = z. O

Let L be an upper-bounded distributive lattice. The functor StoneSpace(L)
yielding a strict topological space is defined by

(Def. 7) (i) the carrier of it = PFilters L, and
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(ii) the topology of it =
{UA, where A is a family of subsets of PFilters L : A C StoneR(L)}.
Let L be a non trivial upper-bounded distributive lattice. One can check
that StoneSpace(L) is non empty.

6. PSEUDO COMPLEMENTS IN LATTICES

Let L be a lattice and a be an element of L. The functors: the set of pseudo-
complements of a and the set of dual pseudo-complements of a yielding subsets
of L are defined by terms, respectively.

(Def. 8) {z, where z is an element of L : aMz = Lp}.
(Def. 9) {z, where z is an element of L : aUz = Tp}.

Let L be a distributive bounded lattice.

Note that the set of pseudo-complements of @ is initial non empty and join-closed
and the set of dual pseudo-complements of a is final non empty and meet-closed.

Let us consider a lattice L and elements a, b of L. Now we state the propo-
sitions:

(29) b € the set of pseudo-complements of a if and only if bMa= Lp.
(30) b € the set of dual pseudo-complements of a if and only if blla = Tp.

Let us consider a bounded lattice L and an element a of L. Now we state
the propositions:

(31) Lp € the set of pseudo-complements of a.
(32) Tp € the set of dual pseudo-complements of a.

7. NACHBIN’S THEOREM FOR BOUNDED DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES

Let L be a lattice. The spectrum of L yielding a family of subsets of L is
defined by the term

(Def. 10) {I, where I is an ideal of L : I is prime and proper}.
Now we state the proposition:

(33) NACHBIN’S THEOREM FOR BOUNDED DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES:
Let us consider a distributive bounded lattice L. Then L is Boolean if and
only if for every ideal I of L such that I is proper and prime holds I is
maximal. The theorem is a consequence of (19). PROOF: If L is Boolean,
then for every ideal I of L such that I is proper and prime holds [ is
maximal by [3, (57)]. Consider a being an element of L such that there
exists no an element b of L such that b is a complement of a. Set [y =
the set of pseudo-complements of a. Set I} = {z, where z is an element
of L : there exists an element y of L such that y € Iy and x C a U y}.
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Iy C the carrier of L. For every elements p, ¢ of L such that p C ¢ and
g € I; holds p € I; by [24, (7)]. For every elements p, ¢ of L such that
p, q € 11 holds pUgq € I; by [2, (4)] Iy C I by [24, (5)] TL ¢ 1. Set
F, = [T1). Consider Jy being an ideal of L such that Jy is prime and
I C Jp and Jy misses Fy. Set T' = the carrier of L. Reconsider D =T\ Jy
as a non empty subset of L. For every elements p, ¢ of L such that p C ¢
and p € D holds g € D by [3, (21)]. For every elements p, ¢ of L such that
p, ¢ € D holds pMq € D. Reconsider F' = [[a) U D) as a filter of L. F'
misses Iy by [13 (3)], 24, (6)], [14, (9)]. Consider J; being an ideal of L
such that Jj is prime and Iy C J; and Jj misses F. J; C Jy. O

Let L be a non trivial distributive bounded lattice. Let us note that the

spectrum of L is non empty.

Now we state the proposition:

(34) NACHBIN THEOREM FOR SPECTRA OF DISTRIBUTIVE LATTICES:

Let us consider a distributive bounded lattice L. Then L is Boolean if and
only if the spectrum of L is unordered. The theorem is a consequence of
(19) and (20). PROOF: If L is Boolean, then the spectrum of L is unordered
by [3, (57), (58)], 24, (20)]. Consider a being an element of L such that
there exists no an element b of L such that b is a complement of a. Set
D = the set of dual pseudo-complements of a. Set D; = [D U [a)). D1 C
{z, where x is an element of L : there exists an element d of L such that

d € D and aMd C z} by [2, (15), (5)], [24, (7)]. {z, where z is an element

of L : there exists an element d of L such that d € D and a M d C x} C
Dy. L1 ¢ Dy by [24, (8)]. Reconsider Iy = {L} as an ideal of L. Consider
P being an ideal of L such that P is prime and Iy C P and P misses D1.
Set P, = (PU (a]]. Tr ¢ P1 by [3, (49)], [2, (1)], [3, (28)]. Consider @
being an ideal of L such that @ is prime and P, C Q and Ty ¢ Q. O

Let L be a Boolean lattice. Note that the spectrum of L is unordered.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

Let X, Y, Z be sets. We say that X, Y, and Z are mutually disjoint if and
only if

(Def. 1) (i) X misses Y, and

(ii) Y misses Z, and
(iii) X misses Z.
Now we state the proposition:
(1) Let us consider a set A. Then (), A, and () are mutually disjoint.
Let us observe that every set which is 2-element is also non empty.
Now we state the propositions:
(2) Let us consider sets a, b. Suppose a # b. Then {(a, a), (b, b)} # {{a,
a), (a, b, (b, a), (b, b)}.
(3) Let us consider a 2-element set A and elements a, b of A. If a # b, then
A = {a,b}.
(4) Let us consider a 2-element set A. Then there exist elements a, b of A
such that
(i) a # b, and
(ii)) A = {a,b}.
(5) Let us consider a non trivial set A. Then there exist elements a, b of A
such that a # b.
(6) Let us consider sets x1, xo, x3, 4. Then ({z1} U {z2}) U {x3, 24} =
{1'3, T1,T2, $4}.
(7) Let us consider sets a, b. Suppose a # b. Then {(a, a), (b, b)} misses {{a,
b), (b, a)}.
(8) Let us consider a 2-element set A and elements a, b of A. Suppose a # b.
Then idg = {(a, a), (b, b)}. The theorem is a consequence of (3).
(9) Let us consider elements a, b and a binary relation R. Suppose R = {{a,
b)}. Then R~ = {(b, a)}.
(10) Let us consider sets a, b. Then a # b if and only if {(a, b)} misses {(a,
a), (b, b)}. PROOF: If a # b, then {(a, b)} misses {(a, a), (b, b)}. O
(11) Let us consider a non empty set X, a binary relation R on X, and
elements z, y of X. Suppose (z, y) ¢ R®. Then (z, y) € R.
(12) Let us consider a non empty set X and a binary relation R on X. Then
RN (R7)°, RNR~,and R°N(R~)° are mutually disjoint.
(13) Let us consider binary relations P, R. If P misses R, then P~ misses
R~.
Let us consider a non empty set X and a binary relation R on X. Now we
state the propositions:
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2. PROPERTIES OF BINARY RELATIONS

Let X be a set. Observe that there exists an order in X which is connected
and linear order.
Now we state the propositions:

(17) Let us consider a non empty set X and a total reflexive binary relation
R on X. Then R~ is total.
(18) Let us consider a non empty set X and a total binary relation R on X.
Then field R = X.
Let us consider a binary relation R. Now we state the propositions:
(19) R is irreflexive if and only if for every element = such that x € field R
holds (z, z) ¢ R.
(20) R is symmetric if and only if for every elements z, y such that (z, y) € R
holds (y, =) € R.
Now we state the propositions:
(21) Let us consider a set X and a binary relation R on X. Then RN R~ is
symmetric.
(22) Let us consider a binary relation R. Then R is asymmetric if and only if
for every elements z, y such that (x, y) € R holds (y, ) ¢ R. PROOF: If
R is asymmetric, then for every elements x, y such that (z, y) € R holds
(y, ) ¢ R by [19, (15)]. If for every elements z, y such that (z, y) € R
holds (y, z) ¢ R, then R is asymmetric. [J
(23) Let us consider elements a, b. If a # b, then {(a, b)} is asymmetric. The
theorem is a consequence of (22). PROOF: Set R = {(a, b)}. For every
elements z, y such that (x, y) € R holds (y, ) ¢ R. O
(24) Let us consider a non empty set X and a binary relation R on X. Then
RN (R)¢ is asymmetric. The theorem is a consequence of (22).
Let us consider a non empty set X and a total reflexive binary relation R
on X. Now we state the propositions:

(25) RN R~ is reflexive.
(26) RN R~ is total.
Now we state the propositions:

(27) Let us consider elements a, b. Suppose a # b. Then {(a, b}, (b, a)} is
irreflexive and symmetric. The theorem is a consequence of (20). PROOF:
Reconsider R = {(a, b), (b, a)} as a binary relation. For every elements z,



226 ELIZA NIEWIADOMSKA AND ADAM GRABOWSKI

y such that (z, y) € R holds (y, ) € R. For every element x such that
x € field R holds (z, z) ¢ R. O

(28) Let us consider a non empty set X, a total binary relation R on X, and
a binary relation S on X. Then RU S is total.

(29) Let us consider a non empty set X and a total reflexive binary relation
R on X. Then R°N (R™)¢ is irreflexive and symmetric. The theorem is a
consequence of (11) and (20). PROOF: For every elements z, y such that
(z, y) € R°N(R7)° holds (y, z) € R°N (R™)° by [0, (87)]. O

(30) Let us consider a set X and a binary relation R on X. If R is symmetric,
then R® is symmetric. The theorem is a consequence of (11) and (20).
PROOF: For every elements z, y such that (x, y) € R holds (y, ) € R°
by [19, (15)], [16, (23)]. O

(31) Let us consider an element X and a binary relation R. Then R is anti-
symmetric if and only if for every elements x, y such that (z, y), (y, ) € R
holds x = y. PROOF: If R is antisymmetric, then for every elements z, y
such that (x, y), (y, ) € R holds x = y by [19, (15)]. O

(32) Let us consider a set A and an asymmetric binary relation R on A. Then
RUidy4 is antisymmetric. The theorem is a consequence of (22) and (31).
PROOF: For every elements z, y such that (z, y), (y, ) € RUid4 holds
r=y.U

(33) Let us consider an element X and a binary relation R. Then R is connec-
ted if and only if for every elements x, y such that x # y and z, y € field R
holds (z, y) € R or (y, ) € R.

(34) Let us consider a binary relation R. Then R is connected if and only if
field R x field R = (RU R™) U idfeld r-

(35) Let us consider a set A and an asymmetric binary relation R on A.
Then R misses R~. The theorem is a consequence of (22). PROOF: For
every elements z, y, (z,y) ¢ RNR~. O

(36) Let us consider binary relations R, P. If R misses P and P is symmetric,
then R~ misses P. The theorem is a consequence of (13).

Let us consider a set X and an asymmetric binary relation R on X. Now we
state the propositions:

(37) R misses idx.

(38) R - R misses idx.

Let X be a set and R be a binary relation on X. The functor SymCl R
yielding a binary relation on X is defined by the term
(Def. 2) RUR™.
Let R be a total binary relation on X. Note that SymCl R is total.
Let R be a binary relation on X. One can verify that SymCl R is symmetric.
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3. PREFERENCE STRUCTURES

We consider pure preference structures which extend 1-sorted structures and
are systems

(a carrier, a preference relation)

where the carrier is a set, the preference relation is a binary relation on the
carrier.

We consider preference-indifference structures which extend pure preference
structures and alternative relational structures and are systems

(a carrier, a preference relation, an alternative relation)

where the carrier is a set, the preference relation and the alternative relation
are binary relations on the carrier.

We consider preference structures which extend preference-indifference struc-
tures, relational structures, and pure preference structures and are systems

(a carrier, a preference relation, an alternative relation, an internal relation)

where the carrier is a set, the preference relation and the alternative relation
and the internal relation are binary relations on the carrier.

Let us note that there exists a preference-indifference structure which is
non empty and strict and there exists a preference-indifference structure which
is empty and strict and there exists a pure preference structure which is non
empty and strict and there exists a pure preference structure which is empty
and strict and there exists a preference-indifference structure which is non empty
and strict and there exists a preference structure which is non empty and strict.

Let X be a preference structure. We say that X is preference-like if and on-
ly if

(Def. 3) i) the preference relation of X is asymmetric, and
t

(i

(

) the alternative relation of X is a tolerance of the carrier of X, and
(iii) the internal relation of X is irreflexive and symmetric, and

)

(iv) the preference relation of X, the alternative relation of X, and the
internal relation of X are mutually disjoint, and

(v) (((the preference relation of X) U (the preference relation of X)~) U
the alternative relation of X') U the internal relation of X = V,,
where « is the carrier of X.
Let X be a set. The functor PrefSpace X yielding a strict preference structure
is defined by the term

(Def. 4) (X,0xx,Vx,0x x).
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Let A be a non empty set. Observe that PrefSpace A is non empty and
preference-like and there exists a preference structure which is non empty, strict,
and preference-like.

A preference space is a preference-like preference structure. Note that every
preference structure which is empty is also preference-like and PrefSpace() is
empty and preference-like and there exists a preference space which is empty.

Let A be a trivial non empty set. Let us observe that PrefSpace A is trivial.

Let us observe that PrefSpace A is non empty and preference-like.

4. CONSTRUCTING EXAMPLES

Let A be a set. The functor IdPrefSpace A yielding a strict preference struc-
ture is defined by
(Def. 5) (i) the carrier of it = A, and

(ii) the preference relation of it = (), and
(iii) the alternative relation of it = id 4, and

(iv) the internal relation of it = ().

Let A be a non trivial set. Let us observe that IdPrefSpace A is non preference-
like.

Let A be a 2-element set and a, b be elements of A.
The functor PrefSpace(A, a,b) yielding a strict preference structure is defined
by

(Def. 6) i) the carrier of it = A, and

(
(ii) the preference relation of it = {{a, b)}, and
(iii) the alternative relation of it = {{a, a), (b, b)}, and
(iv) the internal relation of it = ().
Now we state the proposition:
(39) Let us consider a 2-element set A and elements a, b of A. If a # b, then
PrefSpace(A4, a,b) is preference-like. The theorem is a consequence of (8),
(10), (9), (3), (6), and (23).
Let A be a non empty set and a, b be elements of A.
The functor IntPrefSpace(A, a, b) yielding a strict preference structure is defined
by
(Def. 7) (i) the carrier of it = A, and
(ii) the preference relation of it = (), and
(iii) the alternative relation of it = {{a, a), (b, b)}, and
(iv) the internal relation of it = {{a, b}, (b, a)}.

Now we state the proposition:
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(40) Let us consider a 2-element set A and elements a, b of A. Suppose a # b.
Then IntPrefSpace(A, a,b) is non empty and preference-like. The theorem
is a consequence of (8), (7), (3), and (27).

5. CHARACTERISTIC RELATION OF A PREFERENCE SPACE

Let P be a preference-indifference structure. The functor CharRel P yielding
a binary relation on the carrier of P is defined by the term
(Def. 8) (The preference relation of P) U (the alternative relation of P).
We say that P is Pl-preference-like if and only if

(Def. 9) (i) the preference relation of P is asymmetric, and
(ii) the alternative relation of P is a tolerance of the carrier of P, and

(iii) (the preference relation of P) N (the alternative relation of P) = 0,
and

(iv) ((the preference relation of P) U (the preference relation of P)~) U
the alternative relation of P = V,,

where « is the carrier of P.
Observe that there exists a non empty strict preference-indifference struc-

ture which is Pl-preference-like and there exists an empty strict preference-
indifference structure which is PI-preference-like.

Let us consider a non empty preference-indifference structure P. Now we
state the propositions:

(41) Suppose P is Pl-preference-like. Then the preference relation of P =
CharRel P N ((CharRel P)™)°.

(42) Suppose P is Pl-preference-like. Then the alternative relation of P =
CharRel P N (CharRel P)™.

Let us consider a non empty preference structure P. Now we state the pro-

positions:

(43) Suppose P is preference-like.
Then the preference relation of P = CharRel P N ((CharRel P)~)°.

(44) Suppose P is preference-like.
Then the alternative relation of P = CharRel P N (CharRel P)~.

(45) Suppose P is preference-like.
Then the internal relation of P = (CharRel P)° N ((CharRel P)~)°.
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6. GENERATING PREFERENCE SPACE FROM ARBITRARY (CHARACTERISTIC)
RELATION

Let X be a set and R be a binary relation on X. The functor Aux(R) yielding
a binary relation on X is defined by the term

(Def. 10) SymCI((RN(R7)°U(RN(R7))")URNR)".
Now we state the proposition:

(46) Let us consider a non empty set X and a binary relation R on X. Then
(RN(RT)*U(RN(R7))HURNR7)UAux(R) = Vx.
Let us consider a non empty set X and a total reflexive binary relation R
on X. Now we state the propositions:

(47) Aux(R) = (R7)°*NR°U(R°)"N(R°UR).
(48) RN (R7)° misses Aux(R).
(49) Aux(R) is irreflexive and symmetric.

Let X be a non empty set and R be a total reflexive binary relation on X.
One can check that Aux(R) is irreflexive and symmetric.

Let us consider a non empty set X and a total reflexive binary relation R
on X. Now we state the propositions:

(50) RN R~ misses Aux(R).
(51) RN (R7)% RN R, and Aux(R) are mutually disjoint.

Let X be aset and P be a binary relation on X. The functor CharPrefSpace P
yielding a strict preference structure is defined by

(Def. 11) (i) the carrier of it = X, and
(ii) the preference relation of it = PN (P~)¢, and
(iii) the alternative relation of it = P N P>, and

(iv) the internal relation of it = Aux(P).

Now we state the proposition:

(52) Let us consider a non empty set A and a total reflexive binary rela-
tion R on A. Then CharPrefSpace R is preference-like. The theorem is a
consequence of (24), (46), (51), (26), and (21).

Let X be a non empty set and P be a binary relation on X. Let us observe
that CharPrefSpace P is non empty.

Let P be a total reflexive binary relation on X.
Let us note that CharPrefSpace P is preference-like.
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7. FLAT PREFERENCE SPACES

Let P be a preference structure. We say that P is flat if and only if
(Def. 12) (i) the alternative relation of P = id,, and

(ii) there exists an element a of P such that the preference relation of
P = {a} x ((the carrier of P) \ {a}) and the internal relation of
P = ((the carrier of P)\ {a}) x ((the carrier of P) \ {a}),

where « is the carrier of P.
Now we state the proposition:
(53) Let us consider a trivial set A. Then IdPrefSpace A = PrefSpace A.

Let A be a trivial non empty set. One can check that IdPrefSpace A is non
empty and preference-like.
One can check that IdPrefSpace A is flat.

8. TOURNAMENT PREFERENCE SPACES

Let P be a preference structure. We say that P is tournament-like if and
only if
(Def. 13) (i) the alternative relation of P = id,, and

(i) the internal relation of P = (),

where « is the carrier of P.

One can check that every preference structure which is empty is also tour-
nament-like and every preference structure which is tournament-like is also void
and there exists an empty preference space which is tournament-like and there
exists a non empty preference space which is tournament-like.

Now we state the proposition:

(54) Let us consider a non empty preference space P. Then P is tournament-
like if and only if CharRel P is connected, antisymmetric, and total. The
theorem is a consequence of (33), (32), (35), (34), and (45). PrROOF: If P
is tournament-like, then CharRel P is connected, antisymmetric, and total
by [6, (87)]. If CharRel P is connected, total, and antisymmetric, then P
is tournament-like by [21} (22)], [19} (23)], [21}, (13)]. O

9. TOTAL PREFERENCE SPACES

Let P be a preference structure. We say that P is total if and only if

(Def. 14) (i) the preference relation of P is transitive, and

(ii) the alternative relation of P = id,, and
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(iii) the internal relation of P = (),

where « is the carrier of P.

Let us observe that every preference structure which is total is also void and
every preference structure which is total is also tournament-like and PrefSpace ()
is total.

Let A be a set. One can verify that IdPrefSpace A is total.

Let A be a trivial non empty set. Let us note that PrefSpace A is total and
there exists an empty preference space which is total and there exists a non
empty preference space which is total.

Now we state the proposition:

(55) Let us consider a non empty preference space P. Then P is total if and
only if CharRel P is a connected order in the carrier of P. The theorem
is a consequence of (35), (37), (38), and (36). PROOF: If P is total, then
CharRel P is a connected order in the carrier of P by [15, (12)], [21], (13)],
[19, (18), (23)]. If CharRel P is a connected order in the carrier of P, then
P is total by [15], (12)], 21}, (13), (1), (22)]. O
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