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ORDER POLARITIES

ROB EGROT

ABSTRACT. We define an order polarity to be a polarity (X,Y,R) where X
and Y are partially ordered, and we define an extension polarity to be a triple
(ex,ey,R) such that ex : P — X and ey : P — Y are poset extensions
and (X,Y,R) is an order polarity. We define a hierarchy of increasingly strong
coherence conditions for extension polarities, each equivalent to the existence
of a preorder structure on X UY such that the natural embeddings, ¢x and ¢y,
of X and Y, respectively, into X UY preserve the order structures of X and
Y in increasingly strict ways. We define a Galois polarity to be an extension
polarity satisfying the strongest of these coherence conditions, and where ex
and ey are meet- and join-extensions respectively. We show that for such
polarities the corresponding preorder on X UY is unique. We define morphisms
for polarities, providing the class of Galois polarities with the structure of a
category, and we define an adjunction between this category and the category
of Aj-completions and appropriate homomorphisms.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The concept of a polarity, i.e. a pair of sets X and Y and a
relation R between them, was known to Birkhoff at least as far back as 1940 [3].
While, according to [4, pl22], originally defined as a generalization of the dual
isomorphism between polars in analytic geometry, the generality of the definition
has lent itself to diverse applications in mathematics and computer science. For
example, polarities under the name of formal concepts are fundamental in formal
concept analysis [I0]. As another example, polarities appear bearing the name
classification in the theory of information classification [2, Lecture 4], where they
are again a foundational concept.

For a more purely mathematical application, a particular kind of polarity, re-
ferred to as a polarization, was used in [36] to produce poset completions. The
same paper also proves various results connecting properties of polarizations with
properties of the resulting completion. More recently, this technique has been ex-
ploited to construct canonical extensions for bounded lattice expansions [12], and
also for posets [7], where they provide a tool for ‘completeness via canonicity’ results
for substructural logics. Something similar also appears implicitly in [I8], though
neither polarizations nor polarities in general are mentioned explicitly.

The general idea behind these completeness results is, given a poset P equipped
with additional operations that are either order preserving or reversing in each
coordinate, to show that there exists a completion of P to which the additional
operations can be extended. The roots of this technique appear in [20], though
not in the context of ‘completeness via canonicity’ results, as a generalization of
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Stone’s representation theorem [31I] to Boolean algebras with operators (BAOs).
The approach there was to first (non-constructively) dualize to relational structures,
then construct the canonical extension from these.

Early generalizations to distributive lattices used Priestly duality [26, 27] in a
similar way (see for example [14] 29, [30]). More recent approaches using polarities
bypass the dual construction, which is significantly more complicated outside of
the distributive setting, and have the additional advantage of being constructive
[12, [7]. Indeed, an innovation of [7] is to use the canonical extension of a poset
to construct a dual, which can then play the same role in providing completeness
results for substructural logics as the canonical frame does in the modal setting (see
e.g. [5l Chapters 4 and 5]). For more on the development of the theory of canonical
extensions see, for example, [17] or the introduction to [19].

We note that for operations that are not operators in the sense of [20], the canon-
ical extension construction is ambiguous, as there are often several non-equivalent
choices for the lifts of each operation, each of which may be ‘correct’ depending
on the situation (see for example the epilogue of [15] for a brief discussion of this).
Moreover, for posets, what is meant by the canonical extension is even less clear
than it is in the lattice case. This is a consequence of ambiguities surrounding the
notions of ‘filters’ and ‘ideals’ in the more general setting. See [24] for a thorough
investigation of this issue.

For canonical extensions in their various guises to play a role in ‘completeness via
canonicity’ arguments, general results concerning the preservation of equations and
inequalities are extremely useful. Some results of this sort can be found in [32] [33],
where arguments from [I8] are extended to more general settings. One component
of these arguments is the exploitation of the so called intermediate structure, an
extension of the original poset intermediate between it and the canonical extension.
The idea is that operations are, in a sense, lifted first to the intermediate structure,
and then to the canonical extension.

More generally, the class of Aj-completions [I3] includes canonical extensions
(however we define them), and also others such as the MacNeille (aka Normal)
completion. Given a poset P, the Aj-completions of P are, modulo suitable con-
cepts of isomorphism, in one-to-one correspondence with certain kinds of polarities
constructed from P [I3] Theorem 3.4]. Here also the intermediate structure ap-
pears. Indeed, a Aj-completion is the MacNeille completion of its intermediate
structure [I3] Section 3].

1.2. What is done here. In the existing literature, the intermediate structure
emerges almost coincidentally from the construction of a completion. Given a po-
larity (X,Y,R), first a complete lattice G(X,Y,R) is constructed using the antitone
Galois connection between p(X) and p(Y) induced by R, as we explain in more
detail in Section The intermediate structure is then found sitting inside it as a
subposet. There are natural maps from X and Y into the intermediate structure,
and, if these are injective, partial orderings are thus induced on X and Y. When
G(X,Y,R) is an extension of a poset P, it will also follow that X and Y are exten-
sions of P. It turns out that the preorder on X UY induced by the intermediate
structure agrees with R on X x Y.

The broad goal of this paper is to take the idea of a polarity involving order
extensions ex : P — X and ey : P — Y as primitive, and develop a theory from
this. More explicitly, we are interested in the interaction between the relation R
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and the orders on X and Y, and, in particular, under what circumstances some-
thing corresponding to the ‘intermediate structure’ can be defined on X UY. This
issue raises several questions, depending on exactly what properties we think an
‘intermediate structure’ should have.

Based on our answers to these questions, we define a sequence of so-called coher-
ence conditions for polarities. The choice of name here comes from the idea that
we have three things, <x, <y and R, all giving us information about a possible
preorder on X UY with certain properties, and we want this information to not
contradict itself. The bulk of this work is done in Section Bl where the main defini-
tions are made, and in Section [Bl, where, among other things, we prove our defined
conditions are strictly increasing in strength.

In Section M we define a Galois polarity to be a triple (ex, ey, R) satisfying the
strongest of our coherence conditions, and with the additional property that ex
is a meet-extension, and ey is a join-extension. The ‘aptness’ of this definition is
partly demonstrated by the fact that, if (ex,ey,R) is a Galois polarity, there is
one and only one possible preorder structure on X UY that agrees with the orders
on X and Y, agrees with R on X x Y, and also preserves meets and joins from the
base poset P (see Theorem .12 for a more precise statement).

Galois polarities are studied further in Section [l First we justify the choice
of terminology by demonstrating that, for Galois polarities, the unique preorder
structure described above can be defined in terms of a Galois connection between
any join-preserving join-completion of ¥ and any meet-preserving meet-completion
of X. This requires some technical results on extending and restricting polarity
relations, which we provide in Section[@l Here we investigate the ‘simplest’ way we
might hope to extend a relation between posets to a relation between meet- and
join-extensions of these posets, and conversely the simplest way we might restrict a
relation between extensions to a relation between the original posets. In particular
we prove that it is rather common for coherence properties of a polarity to be
preserved by extension and restriction as we define them.

By defining suitable morphisms, we can equip the class of Galois polarities with
the structure of a category. This can be seen as a generalization of the concept
of a 6-homomorphism from [16], Section 4]. We define an adjunction between this
category and the category of A;-completions (see Theorem[7.29). This produces the
correspondence between Aj-completions of a poset and certain kinds of polarities
from [13, Theorem 3.4] via the categorical equivalence between fixed subcategories.

In the long term we imagine handling lifting of operations, and the preservation
of inequalities and so on, to ‘intermediate structures’ induced by polarities, and
Galois polarities in particular. This is, of course, not an entirely new idea. Indeed,
we have mentioned previously that lifting operations to canonical extensions is often
done by first lifting to the intermediate structure. The hope is that, by shifting
the focus a little from intermediate structures as they emerge in the construction
of completions, to intermediate structures as algebraic objects of interest in their
own right, some new insight might be gained. However, to control the length of
this document, we leave the pursuit of this rather vague goal to future work.

2. ORDERS AND COMPLETIONS

2.1. A note on notation. We use the following not entirely standard notations:
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e Given a poset P and p € P, we define

p'={qeP:q>p}landp*={qgeP:q<p}.
e Given a function f: X — Y, and given S C X, we define

fIS]=A{f(x):z €5}
e With f as above and with y € Y and T'C Y we define

Ty ={reX: fx) =y}
and
fUT) ={z e X : f(z) € T}.
e If P is a poset, then P? is the order dual of P.
e If X and Y are sets, then we may refer to a relation R C X x Y as being
a relation on X x Y.

2.2. Extensions and completions. We assume familiarity with the basics of or-
der theory. Textbook exposition can be found in [6]. In this subsection we provide
a brisk introduction to some more advanced order theory concepts. This serves
primarily to establish the notation we will be using.

Definition 2.1. Let P and @ be posets. We say an order embedding e : P — @
is a poset extension, or just an extension. If @ is also a complete lattice we say
e is a completion. If for all ¢ € Q we have ¢ = /\ e[e~!(¢")], then we say e is a
meet-extension, or a meet-completion if ) is a complete lattice. Similarly, if
q =\ ele t(¢")] for all ¢ € Q, then e is a join-extension, or a join-completion
when @ is complete.

Note that it is common in the literature to refer to completions using the
codomain of the function. For example, we might say “@ is a completion of P” when
talking about the completion e : P — (). This has the disadvantage of obfuscating
the issue of what it means for two extensions to be isomorphic, as an isomorphism
between codomains is not sufficient for extensions to be isomorphic in the sense
used here (see below). This rarely causes significant problems in practice, as it is
usually clear from context what kind of isomorphism is required. However, we find
the identification of extensions with maps to be more elegant, and will generally
use this approach.

Definition 2.2 (Morphisms between order preserving maps and extensions). Given
posets Py, P>, Q1, @2, and order preserving maps f1 : P| — Q1 and fo : Po — Q2,
a map, or morphism, from f; to fs is a pair of order preserving maps gp : P, — P
and gg : Q1 — Q2 such that the diagram in Figure [l commutes. If g, and g¢g are
both order isomorphisms, then we say f; and fo are isomorphic.

If f1 : P— Q1 and fy : P — @2 are extensions of a poset P, then f; and f
are isomorphic as extensions of P if they are isomorphic in the sense described
above and the map gp is the identity on P.

Definition equips the class of order preserving maps between posets, and in
particular the subclass of poset extensions, with the structure of a category. We will
make frequent use of the idea of extensions being isomorphic, and we will return to
the idea of a category of extensions in Section [T.4]

Definition 2.3. Given a poset P, the MacNeille completion of P is a map
e: P — N(P) that is both a meet- and a join-completion.
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The MacNeille completion was introduced in [23] as a generalization of Dedekind’s
construction of R from Q. It is unique up to isomorphism. The characterization
used here is due to [I]. See e.g. [6, Section 7.38] for more information. Note that
a MacNeille completion e is completely join- and meet-preserving.

Definition 2.4. The canonical extension of a lattice L is a completion e : L —
LY such that:

(1) e[L] is dense in L°. 1.e. Every element of L? is expressible both as a join
of meets, and as a meet of joins, of elements of e[L].

(2) e is compact. Le. for all S,T C L, if A e[S] </ e[T], then there are finite
S'C S and T’ C T with S’ <\ T".

Canonical extensions are also unique up to isomorphism. This characterization,
and the proof that such a completion exists for all L, is due to [I2]. It generalizes
the definitions of the canonical extension for Boolean algebras [20], and distributive
lattices [I4]. The construction used in [I2] can, as noted in Remark 2.8 of that
paper, also be used for posets, and will again result in a dense completion. However,
the kind of compactness obtained is weaker. This idea is expanded upon in [7]. The
differences between the lattice and poset cases arise from the fact that definitions
for filters and ideals which are equivalent for lattices are not so for posets. This
issue is discussed in detail in [24]. One way to address this systematically is to talk
about the canonical extension of P with respect to F and Z, where F and Z are sets
of ‘filters’ and ‘ideals’ of P respectively. By making the definitions of ‘filter’ and
‘ideal’” weak enough, this allows all notions of the canonical extension of a poset to
be treated in a uniform fashion. This is the approach taken in [25], for example.

Definition 2.5. Given a poset P, a Aj-completion of P is a completion e : P —
D such that e[P] is dense in D.

Aj-completions, introduced in [I3], include both MacNeille completions and
canonical extensions. As such they are not usually unique up to isomorphism,
so it doesn’t make sense to talk about the Aj-completion.

Definition 2.6. Let P and @ be posets. Then a monotone Galois connection,
or just a Galois connection, between P and () is a pair of order preserving maps
a: P — @ and §:@Q — P such that, for all p € P and g € @, we have

alp) <q <= p<B(g).

The map « is the left adjoint, and S is the right adjoint.
An antitone Galois connection between P and @ is a Galois connection
between P and the order dual, Q?, of Q.
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Definition 2.7. A preorder on a set is a binary relation that is reflexive and
transitive. Every preorder induces a canonical partial order by identifying pairs
of elements that break anti-symmetry.

2.3. Polarities for completions. Following [3], we define a polarity to be a
triple (X,Y,R), where X and Y are sets, and R C X x Y is a binary relation.
For convenience we will assume also that X and Y are disjoint. See the section on
polarities in [9] for several examples. Polarities have also been called polarity frames
[35]. Given any polarity (X,Y,R), there is an antitone Galois connection between
©(X) and p(Y). This is given by the order reversing maps (—)f : p(X) — p(Y)
and (=) : p(Y) — p(X) defined as follows:

() ={yeY:2Ryforall z €S}

RT)y={zx e X :zRyforallycT}.

The set G(X,Y,R) of subsets of X that are fixed by the composite map #(—) o
(—)% is a complete lattice. Indeed, this is a closure operator on p(X).

Polarities in the special case where X and Y are sets of subsets of some common
set Z, where the relation R is that of non-empty intersection, and which also satisfy
some additional conditions, have been referred to as polarizations in the literature
[36, 25]. Polarizations play an important role in the construction of canonical
extensions.

There are maps Z: X — G(X,Y,R) and T : Y — G(X,Y,R) defined by:
E(x) = F({2}*) for x € X, and
T(y)="{y} foryey.
E[X] and Y[Y] join- and meet-generate G(X,Y,R) respectively [I1, Proposition
2.10]. Moreover, the (not usually disjoint) union Z[X] U Y[Y] inherits an ordering
from G(X,Y,R). Thus the inclusion of the poset Z[X] U T[Y] into G(X,Y,R)
can be characterized as the MacNeille completion of Z[X] U YT[Y]. The order on

E[X]UTI[Y] can be defined without first constructing G(X,Y,R). We expand on
this in Proposition below.

Proposition 2.8. Define a preorder < on Z[X]|U Y[Y] as follows:
(1) Vai,29 € X(E(xl) < E(ze) & Vy € Y(xg Ry — 21 Ry))
(2) Yy1,y2 € Y(T(yl) <X Y(y2) ¢ Vx € X(J:Ryl — J:Ryg)).
(3) (Vo € X)(Vy € Y) (E(az) <T(y) & ny).
(4)
(Vz € X)(Vy € Y)(T(y) < E(z) & (Va' € X)(Vy' € YV)((2’ Ry&zRy') — :E'Ry’)).

The partial ordering of Z[X] U Y[Y] inherited from G(X,Y,R) is the canonical

partial order induced by <.

Proof. This is essentially [11, Proposition 2.7]. O
PropositionZ.9 below provides another perspective on the conditions from Propo-

sition 28

Proposition 2.9. Let (X,Y,R) be a polarity. Then the following are equivalent:

1. = is the least preorder definable on Z[X] U Y[Y] such that:
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(a) Z(z) X T(y) < zRy forallz e X andy €Y.
(b) The restrictions of = to Z[X] and Y[Y] agree with the orders on these sets
inherited from G(X,Y,R).
2. = satisfies the conditions from Proposition [2.8

Proof. Suppose = is any preorder on Z[X] U T[Y] satisfying conditions 1(a) and
1(b). Then, by Proposition 2.8 we have

E(z1) 2 E(x2) < E(x1) CE(a2) <= (W€ Y)(xg Ry — x4 Ry),

and thus 2:8(1) is satisfied. A similar argument works for 2:8|(2), and [Z§|(3) holds
automatically. Finally, as < is transitive, we must have

T(y) < E(z)
— (V&' € X)(Vy €Y) (E(x’) < Y(y) &E(z) X T(Y) = (@) = T(y’))-

Thus, any such preorder =< satisfies 2Z8(1)-(3), and the ‘forward implication only’
version of [Z.8(4).

To complete the proof it is sufficient to show that the ‘minimal’ < defined from R
using conditions [Z8(1)-(4) defines a preorder on Z[X] U Y[Y] satisfying conditions
1(a) and 1(b). But this is what Proposition 2.8 tells us. O

Lemma 2.10. The following are equivalent:
(1.a) The map Z: X — G(X,Y,R) is injective.
(1.b) Whenever x1 # x2 € X there isy € Y such that either (x2,y) € R and
(x1,y) ¢ R, or vice versa.
(1.c) Whenever x1 # xo € X we have either x1 ¢ Z(x2) or xo ¢ Z(x1).
The following are also equivalent:
(2.a) The map Y :Y — G(X,Y,R) is injective.
(2.b) Whenever y1 # ya € Y there is © € X such that either (z,y2) € R and
(x,y1) ¢ R, or vice versa.

Proof. Observe that Z(z) = {z € X : 2Ry — zRy forally € Y} for all z € X.
Let 21 # 22 and suppose without loss of generality that there is z € Z(z1) \ E(x2).
Then (z,y) € R for all y € Y with (z1,y) € R, but there is y’ € Y with (z2,7") € R
and (z,y") ¢ R. For this ¥’ we must have (z2,y') € R and (x1,y") ¢ R. Thus
(l.a) = (1.b). That (1.b)) = (l.c) and (1.c) = (l.a) is automatic. The
proof for Y is similar, but even more straightforward. O

What if X and Y are not merely sets but also have a poset structure? We make
the following definition.

Definition 2.11. A polarity (X,Y,R) is an order polarity if X and Y are posets.

In this situation we might, for example, want the maps Z and T to be order
embeddings, which places constraints on R. Building on Lemma 210 we have the
following result.

Proposition 2.12. Let (X,Y,R) be an order polarity. Then the map Z : X —
G(X,Y,R) is an order embedding if and only if

Vaq,z9 € X(wl <x x2 ¢ Vy € Y(ngy — X1 Ry))
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The map T :Y — G(X,Y,R) is an order embedding if and only if
Yy1,y2 € Y(yl <y y2 >V e X(zRy; — nyg)).

Proof. We could appeal to Proposition 2.8 but the direct argument is also ex-
tremely simple. Explicitly, = is an order embedding if and only if z; <x 2 <=
E(x1) € E(x2), and a little consideration reveals that Z(x1) C E(z2) if and only if
zoRy — 21 Ry for all y € Y. Again, the argument for T is even more straightfor-
ward. (]

Propositions and [Z12] while essentially trivial in themselves, contain, in a
sense, the seed of inspiration for the rest of the paper. In broad terms, we want to
investigate the conditions for the existence of preorders on X UY such that similar
results can be proved. This we do in the next section and onwards. First, a little
more notation.

Definition 2.13 (X U< Y, X W< Y). Given disjoint sets X and Y, we sometimes
write X U<Y to specify that we are talking about X UY ordered by a given preorder
<. We use X W< Y to denote the canonical partial order arising from X U< Y.

3. COHERENCE CONDITIONS FOR ORDER POLARITIES

3.1. The basic case. In the previous section we discussed polarities and order
polarities from the perspective of G(X,Y,R), and the inherited order structure on
E[X]UTY[Y]. In this situation the maps = and T may fail to be order preserving,
order reflecting, or even injective. In this section we forget about G(X,Y,R), and
ask instead, given an order polarity (X,Y,R), under what circumstances can we
define preorders on X UY that agree with R on X x Y, and also extend the order
structures of X and Y'? In other words, when are there preorders on X UY agreeing
with R on X X Y such that the natural inclusions of X and Y into X UY are order
preserving? What about if we require the inclusions to be order embeddings, or to
have stronger preservation properties? We will address these questions, but first
some definitions.

Definition 3.1. Let (X,Y,R) be an order polarity. Define a O-preorder for
(X,Y,R) to be a preorder < on X UY with additional properties as follows:
(P1): (Vz e X)(Vy €Y)(z <y + zRy).
(P2): Vai,20 € X(21 <x T2 — x1 = T2).
(P3): Vy1,y2 € Y(y1 <y y2 = 11 2 92).
Definition 3.2. Let (X,Y, R) be an order polarity. We say (X,Y, R) is 0-coherent
if it satisfies the following conditions:

(C1): (Va1,22 € X)(Vy € Y)(xl <x 22 = (x2Ry — 21 Ry))
(C2): (Vy1,y2 €Y)(Vx € X)(yl <y y2— (zRy1 — nyg)).

Definition 3.3 (=(). Let O = (X,Y,R) be an order polarity. Define the relation
=0 € (X UY)? by
o =<x U<y UR.

Technically, <y depends on the choice of O, so one could make the case that
the notation should be something like <§ to reflect that. We choose not do this,
as we find it rather unwieldy, and the choice of O will always be obvious from the
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context. Similar issues arise later at several points, for example in Definitions 3.8
and [3.17, and we take the same approach.

Theorem 3.4. Given an order polarity O = (X,Y,R), the following are equivalent:

(1) O is 0-coherent.
(2) <o is a O-preorder for O.
(8) There exists a 0-preorder for O.

Moreover, the set of 0-preorders for (X,Y,R) is closed under non-empty intersec-
tions and, if it is non-empty, has <o as its smallest member.

Proof. Suppose first that (X, Y, R) is 0-coherent. It is immediate from its definition
that =< is reflexive, so it remains only to check transitivity. To do this we consider
triples (21,22,23) € (X UY)3, with 21 <22, and 23 <p23. A simple counting
argument reveals there are eight cases, depending on the containment of each z; in
X or Y. The cases where the z values are either all in X or all in Y follow from
the fact that <o agrees with the orders on X and Y. The cases that require y <oz
are ruled out by the definition of =<g, so the only remaining cases are (x1,x2,y),
where 21,20 € X and y € Y, and (z,y1,y2) where € X and y;,y2 € Y. These
cases are covered by the definition of 0-coherence, so we have transitivity, and thus
(1) = (2).

That (2) = (3) is automatic, so suppose now that < is a O-preorder for
(X,Y,R). Then that (X,Y,R) is 0-coherent is an almost immediate consequence
of the transitivity of < along with the additional conditions from Definition Bl
Thus (3) = (1).

Finally, the set of O-preorders for (X,Y,R) is obviously closed under non-empty
intersections. Moreover, <o must be a member of this set (if it is non-empty), by
what we have proved already. The proof that it must be the smallest member is
routine. (]

Conditions and are, in a sense, dual to each other, as are several other
pairs of conditions to come. We will often appeal to this duality in proofs. Infor-
mally, we mean something like “by switching some conditions to their (intuitively
obvious) duals we could prove this using essentially the same argument”. It is pos-
sible to formalize this intuition, but we omit the details for reasons of space. The
ad hoc understanding suffices to reconstruct proofs as necessary.

3.2. Extension polarities. Suppose in addition that X and Y are both extensions
of some poset P. In other words, that there are order embeddings e; : P — X and
ez : P — Y. What conditions must R satisfy in order for there to be a O-preorder
=< such that the diagram in Figure [2 commutes (recall Definition 2-I13)? In this
figure tx and ¢y stand for the compositions of the natural inclusion functions into
X U< Y with the canonical map from X U< Y to X W< Y. As this situation will be
the focus of most of the rest of the document, we make the following definition.

Definition 3.5. An extension polarity is a triple (ex, ey, R), whereex : P — X
and ey : P — Y are order extensions of the same poset P, and (X,Y,R) is an order
polarity. When both ex and ey are completions, we say (ex,ey,R) is complete.
We sometimes say an extension polarity (ex,ey,R) extends P. The concepts
of 0-preorders and 0-coherence, from Definition Bl and [B.2] also apply, mutatis
mutandis, to extension polarities.
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FIGURE 2.

Note that an order polarity is an extension polarity in the special case where P
is empty.

Definition 3.6. Let F = (ex, ey, R) be an extension polarity. Define a 1-preorder
for E to be a O-preorder for F with the additional property that the diagram in
Figure 2] commutes.

Definition 3.7. Let F = (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. We say E is 1-
coherent if it is O-coherent and also satisfies the following conditions:

(C3): ¥p € Pex(p)Rev ().

(C4): (¥p € P)(Ve € X)(¥y € Y)((eRey (p) &ex(p)Ry) » o Ry).
Definition 3.8 (<,,). Let (ex, ey, R) be an extension polarity. Define the relation
=m C (X UY)? to be the union of R with the sets

Zx ={(z1,22) € X?:3Ip € P(wl Rey(p) &ex(p) <x xg)}u <x
Zy ={(y1,y2) € Y? : Ip € P(y1 <y ey (p) &ex(p)Ry2)}U <y
Zyx ={(y,z) €Y x X : dp,q € P(y <yey(p)&ex(p)Rey(q) &ex(q) <x 3:)}

Lemma 3.9. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be a 1-coherent extension polarity, and let < be
a O-preorder for E. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

M Wp e P(ex(p) < ex(p).

(2) Zyx C=X.

Proof. Assume (1) holds and that there are p, g € P such that we have y <y ey (p),
and ex(p)Rey(q), and ex(q) <x x. Then

y=2ey(p) ex(p) 2ev(q) Jex(q) 2z,

and so y =< z by transitivity, and thus (1) = (2). Conversely, if we assume
Zyx C=, then setting y = ey (p) and = = ex (p) produces ey (p) = ex(p), and thus
(1) and (2) are equivalent as claimed. O

Lemma 3.10. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be a 1-coherent extension polarity, and let <
be a O-preorder for E. Then = is a I1-preorder for E if and only if < satisfies
the conditions from Lemma[3.9. Moreover, if these conditions are satisfied, then
Zx UZy CX, where Zx and Zy are as in Definition [T.8.

Proof. Tt is clearly necessary that (1) hold in order for < to be a 1-preorder, as
otherwise the diagram in Figure 2 will not commute. Conversely, if < satisfies (1),
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then, from it follows that the diagram in Figure 2] commutes, and thus < is a
1-preorder.

Now, suppose the conditions are satisfied, and let 1 < xo € X. Then z1 < x5
by This shows that <xC=. Suppose then that 1 Rey (p) and ex(p) <x z2
for some x1,29 € X and p € P. Then 21 < ey(p) < ex(p) = 2, and so we must
have x1 = 9 by transitivity. It follows that Zx C=, and that Zy C= follows from
a dual argument. O

Theorem 3.11. Given an extension polarity E = (ex,ey,R), the following are
equivalent:

(1) E is 1-coherent.
(2) =m is a I-preorder for E.
(3) There exists a 1-preorder for E.

Moreover, the set of 1-preorders for E is closed under non-empty intersections and,
if it is non-empty, has =<, as its smallest member.

Proof. Suppose first that E is 1-coherent. That =<, is reflexive is automatic, so
we show now that it is transitive. As in the proof of Theorem [B:4] we consider the
eight relevant cases of the triples (21, 22,23) € (X UY)3?. Unfortunately we must
proceed case by case, and each case may have several subcases.

o (x1,x9,x3): Here 21 <, T2, and z9 <y, 3. This case breaks down into subcases,
depending on the reason =<, holds for each pair.

— If 21 <x z9 and 25 <x 3 in X, then we have z1 <x x3, and thus z1 <., x3,
by transitivity of <x.

— Suppose instead that z; <x 2, and that there is p € P with 23 Rey (p) and
ex(p) <x x3. Then z1 Rey(p) by and so x1 < x3 by definition of <y,.

— Alternatively, if 1 Rey(p), ex(p) <x z2 and xs <x w3, then ex(p) <x 3,
and so z1 =y, x3 by definition of <.

— Finally, suppose there are p,q € P with z1 Rey(p), with ex(p) <x o,
with 292 Rey(¢) and with ex(q) <x z3. Then ex(p)Rey(q) by and
so 1 Rey(q) by and thus z; <y, 3 by definition of <.

e (y1,Y2,ys3): This case is dual to the previous one.
e (x1,x2,y): Here we have 2 <y, y, and thus z2 Ry. We also have 1 <, x2, which
breaks down into two cases.

— First suppose 1 <x x2. Then x1 Ry by and so x1 <, ¥ as required.

— Suppose instead that there is p € P with 21 Rey(p) and ex(p) <x 3. Then
ex(p) Ry by[(C1)] and so z; Ry by [([C4)] and thus z1 <,y y as required.

e (y,x1,x2): Here we have y <y, z, and so there are p, g € P with y <y ey (p), with
ex(p) Rey(q), and with ex(q) <x z1, and 21 <, 2. There are two subcases.

— Suppose first that 21 <x 3. Then ex(q) <x x2 by the transitivity of <y,
and the result then follows immediately from the definition of <.

— Suppose instead that there is » € P with 21 Rey (r) and ex(r) <x 2. Then
an application of produces ex(q) Rey (r). Using this with provides
ex(p)Rey(r). Thus we get y <y, z2 from the definition of =<,,.

o (r1,y,x2): We have x1 Ry, and, by the definition of <,,, there are p,¢q € P with
y <y ey(p), with ex(p)Rey(q), and with ex(q) <x z3. Then gives us
x1 Rey(p), and consequently produces z1 Rey(g). Thus x1 <y, z2 by the
definition of <,,.

(y1,2,y2): Dual to the previous case.
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e (x,y1,y2): Dual to the (z1,z2,y) case.
e (y1,y2,x): Dual to the (y,z1,z2) case.

From the above argument we conclude that <, is transitive, and thus defines
a preorder. To see that <, is a l-preorder first note that it is obviously a O-
preorder (just examine Definitions Bl and B.8). That =<, is a 1-preorder then
follows immediately from Lemma [3.10] as we have Zy x C =, by definition. Thus
(1) = (2).

That (2) = (3) is automatic, so suppose (3) holds, and let < be a 1-preorder for
E. Thenmust hold as otherwise the diagram in Figure 2l would not commute.
Similarly, if this diagram commutes, then we must have ey (p) < ex(p) for all
p € P. So,givenp € P,z € X and y € Y with zRey(p) and ex(p) Ry, we have
z < ey(p) Xex(p) 2y, as X is a l-preorder, and thus = < y by transitivity of <.
By the definition of a 1-preorder this implies x Ry. So also holds, and thus
3)= (1).

Finally, that the set of 1-preorders for E is closed under non-empty intersections
is easily seen. It follows immediately from Lemma that, if non-empty, the
smallest member is <y,. O

Definition 3.12. Let F = (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. Define a 2-
preorder for E to be a l-preorder for F with the additional property that the
maps tx and ¢ty from the diagram in Figure [2] are both order embeddings.

Definition 3.13. Let (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. We say (ex,ey,R) is
2-coherent if it is 1-coherent and also satisfies the following conditions:

(C5): (V1,22 € X)(¥p € P)((a:l Rey(p) &ex(p) <x x2) — o1 <x xQ).
(CO): (Vy1,y2 € Y)(¥p € P)((1n <y ev(p) &ex(p)Ryz) = 11 <y p3)-

Theorem 3.14. Given an extension polarity E = (ex,ey,R), the following are
equivalent:

(1) E is 2-coherent.

(2) =m is a 2-preorder for E.

(3) There exists a 2-preorder for E.
Moreover, the set of 2-preorders for E is closed under non-empty intersections and,
if it is non-empty, has <y as its smallest member. In this case we have <x= Zx
and <y= Zy, where Zx and Zy are as in Definition [3.8.

Proof. Suppose first that E is 2-coherent. As we know from Theorem [B.I1] that
=m is a l-preorder, we need only show that the maps tx and ¢y from the diagram
in Figure @2l are order reflecting. But this is immediate from and which
amount to stating that Zx C<yx and Zy C<y, respectively. Thus (1) = (2).

That (2) = (3) is automatic, so suppose now that =< is a 2-preorder for E.
Then, given x1,22 € X and p € P with 1 Rey(p) and ex(p) <x z2, as < is a
2-preorder (so necessarily a 1-preorder), we have x1 < ey (p) X ex(p) = x2, and
thus 1 < xo by transitivity. It follows immediately from the assumption that ¢x
is an order embedding that 1 <x x2. This proves that holds for E, and that
also holds follows by a dual argument.

That the set of 2-preorders is closed under non-empty intersections is easy to
see, and that =<, is its smallest member (assuming it has any) follows immediately
from the corresponding statement about 1-preorders made as part of Theorem [B.111
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Finally, we have noted that |[(C5)[and |(C6)|imply that Zx C<x and Zy C<y, and
the opposite inclusions are automatic, so we are done. (I

We will provide examples showing that the strengths of the coherence conditions
defined so far are strictly increasing, but we defer this till Section 5.2

Definition 3.15. Let F = (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. Define a 3-
preorder for F to be a 2-preorder for E such that the maps tx and ¢y from
the diagram in Figure 2] satisfy the following conditions:
(P4): Forall S C P, if A ex[S] exists in X, then tx (A ex[S]) = A txoex[S].
(P5): Forall T C P, if \/ ey[T] exists in Y, then vy (\/ ey [T]) = V vy oey[T].

Definition 3.16. Let F = (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. We say E is
3-coherent if it is 2-coherent and also satisfies the following conditions:
(C7):
(Vz € X)(Vy1,y2 € Y)(VS C P)

((/\eX[S’] =x& xRy &Vp € S(yl <y ey(p))) — 1y <y yg).
(C8):
(z1,72 € X)(Vy € Y)(VT C P)

((\/ey[T] =y&xziRy&Vq e T(eX(q) <x ;CQ)) — 21 <x :102).

Definition 3.17 (=,). Let (ex, ey, R) be an extension polarity. Define the relation
= C (XU Y)? to be the union of <y with the sets Zs and Zr defined below.

Zs ={(y,x) EYXX:HSQP(/\eX[S] exists in X,/\eX[S] <xx

and Vp € S’(y <y GY(P)))}'

Zr={(y,z) €Y x X : 3T C P(\/ey[T] exists in Y,y <y \/ ey [T]
and Vq € T(eX(q) <y x))}

Lemma 3.18. Let E = (ex, ey, R) be a 3-coherent extension polarity, and let < be
a 2-preorder for E. Then =X is also a 3-preorder for E if and only if Zs U Zp C=X.

Proof. Suppose first that < is a 3-preorder for F, let S C P, and suppose A ex|[9]
exists. Suppose also that y <y ey(p) for all p € S. Then, by the assumption that
=< is a 3-preorder (and so necessarily a 1-preorder) it follows that y < ex(p) for all
p € S, and thus that ty (y) is a lower bound for tx o ex[S]. It then follows from
the meet-preservation property of 3-preorders that y < A ex[S] as claimed. Thus
Zg C=. That Zp C= follows from a dual argument.

For the converse, let < be a 2-preorder for E and suppose first that Zg C=. Let
S C P and suppose A ex[S] is defined in X. Then ¢x (A e[S]) is obviously a lower
bound for ¢ty o ex[S]. Let z € X W< Y and suppose z is also a lower bound for
tx oex[S]. If z € vx[X], then we must have z < tx (/A e[S]), as tx is an order
embedding. Moreover, if z = 1y (y) for some y € Y, then we have y < ex(p) for
all p € S, and it follows from the fact that < is a 2-preorder that y <y ey (p) for
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all p € S. Consequently, that y < A ex[S], and thus that z < 1x (/A ex[S5]), follows
from the definition of Zg. So < satisfies|(P4), and thus also |(P5)| by duality. O

Theorem 3.19. Given an extension polarity E = (ex,ey,R), the following are
equivalent:

(1) E is 3-coherent.

(2) =g is a 3-preorder for E.

(3) There exists a 3-preorder for E.
Moreover, the set of 3-preorders for E is closed under non-empty intersections and,
if it is non-empty, has =g as its smallest member.

Proof. Suppose first that I is 3-coherent. It’s apparent from the definition of =<,
that it is reflexive and that the ¢ maps will be order embeddings. Now, we have
ex(p) 2gey(p) from and the definition of <, and by setting S = {p} and
x = ex(p), we can get ey (p) =g ex (p) from the fact that (ey (p),ex(p)) € Zs. Thus
the diagram in Figure 2 will commute. So, if <, is transitive, then it is a 2-preorder,
and thus a 3-preorder, for F by Lemma 318

The main work now is showing that <, is transitive. Again this breaks down
into eight cases of form (z1,29,23). The cases where a y value does not appear
before an x value are covered by the proof of Theorem B.4 so the proofs need not
be repeated. There are four remaining cases.

o (y,x1,x2): We have 21 <x x2, and two subcases.

— Suppose first that (y,z1) € Zg. So there is S C P with A ex[S] <x x1 and
y <y ey(p) for all p € S. Then, since x; <x x2 we also have A ex[S] <x xa,
and so (y,x2) € Zg too.

— Suppose instead that (y,z1) € Zp. Then there is T C P with ey [T] >y y
and ex(q) <x z; for all ¢ € T. Then, as 1 <x x2 we also have ex(q) <x z2
for all ¢ € T, and so (y,z2) € Zr too.

e (y1,y2,2): Dual to the previous case.
e (r1,y,x2): We have 21 Ry and two subcases.

— Suppose first that (y,x2) € Zs. Then there is S C P with Aex[S] <x w2
and y <y ey(p) for all p € S. So, given p € S, as 1 Ry by assumption, we
have 21 Rey (p) by It then follows fromthat z1 <x ex(p), and so
1 <x Nex|[S] <x z2 as required.

— Suppose now that (y,z2) € Zpr. Then there is T C P with y <y Vey[T]
and ex(q) <x z for all ¢ € T. Then we have z; R\/ ey [T] by and so
z1 <x x2 by

e Dual to the previous case.

This proves that <, is a 3-preorder, and thus (1) = (2). Again, that (2) = (3)
is automatic, so suppose now that < is a 3-preorder for E. If were to fail for
some y1,y2 € Y, then we would have y; < yo (via an appeal to and other
properties of <), but not y; <y o, which would contradict the fact that < is a
3-preorder. That we also have[(C8)|follows from a dual argument. Thus (3) = (1).

Finally, it is again easy to show that the set of 3-preorders on E will be closed
under non-empty intersections, and that <, is its smallest element whenever it is
non-empty follows immediately from Lemma BI8 O

Note that, when (ex,ey,R) is 2-coherent, given z € X and y € Y, and given
p,q € P such that
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(1) y <y ev(p),

(2) ex(p)Rey(q), and

(3) ex(q) <x =,
by setting S = {q} we have A\ ex[S] <x z, and also y <y ey (g) by[(C5)| Recalling
Definitions [B.8] and B.17, it follows that Zy x C Zg, and we also have Zy x C Zr
by a dual argument. Example (.6 later, demonstrates that these inclusions may
be strict, as, even when E = (ex, ey, R) is 3-coherent, there may be a 2-preorder
=< for E that is not also a 3-preorder for E. In that example we have Zs N Zp €=,
but we must have Zy y C= as, by Theorem [3.14] we have <,, C=. Thus we cannot
have either Zg C Zy x or Zp C Zyx.

4. GALOIS POLARITIES

4.1. Entanglement. In applications of polarities to completion theory, the orders
on the sets X and Y of an order polarity (X,Y,R) are related to R via a property
we present here as Definition [£.1]

Definition 4.1. If (ex, ey, R) is an extension polarity, we say it is entangled if
the following conditions are satisfied:

(E1): For all 1 £ x9 € X there is y € Y with (x2,y) € R and (z1,y) ¢ R.
(E2): For all y1 £ y2 € Y there is z € X with (z,y1) € R and (x,y2) ¢ R.

In this situation we also say that (ex,ey,R) is an entangled polarity.
For entangled polarities we can refine Definition using the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,Y,R) be an entangled order polarity. Then (X,Y,R) is 0-
coherent if and only if:

(C1): Vaq,29 € X(xl <x x> WVye€ Y(xg Ry — 1 Ry))
(C2'): Yy1,y2 € Y(yl <y ys & Vx e X(a:Ryl — nyg)).

Proof. We claim that|(C1")|and here are equivalent, respectively, to and
((C2)| when (ex, ey, R) is entangled. This is immediate from the definitions. d

In the case of entangled polarities, using and we could, if we were
so inclined, restate things like the various coherence conditions to avoid explicit
reference to the orders on X and Y. Lemma also has the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be an entangled extension polarity. Then, if
=< is a O-preorder for E, for all 1,10 € X we have x1 <x T2 < x1 = X2, and
for all y1,y2 € Y we have y1 <y yo < y1 = yo2. Similarly, if < is a I-preorder
for E, then it is also a 2-preorder for E.

Proof. Let = be a O-preorder for E. Appealing to Lemma we assume that
(C17)| and both hold. Let 1 £x x2 € X. Then, by entanglement, there is
y € Y with (z2,y) € R and (z1,y) ¢ R. So we cannot have z1 < 2, as otherwise
transitivity would produce z1 =< y, and consequently x1 Ry. This proves the first
claim. The second claim also follows from this argument, as the difference between
1-preorders and 2-preorders is only that in the latter case the induced maps ¢x and
ty from Figure 2l must be order embeddings. O
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Note that, if we treat order polarities as extension polarities where P is the
empty poset, then given an order polarity O = (X,Y,R), every O-preorder for O
is automatically a 1-preorder. Thus if O is an entangled order polarity, the above
result shows that its sets of 0-, 1-, and 2-preorders coincide. However, it is not
the case that every 2-preorder for O is necessarily a 3-preorder, as the following
example demonstrates.

Example 4.4. Consider the order polarity O = ({z},{y},{(x,y)}) and the pre-
order =g from Definition[3.3. Then =g is trivially a 2-preorder for O, but it is not
a 3-preorder for O as, for example,

Nexl0l=z2oy= N 0=/ exoex[d],

X&Jjoy X&Jjoy

and thus <o does not satisfy|(P4)
4.2. Defining Galois polarities.

Definition 4.5. A Galois polarity is a 3-coherent extension polarity (ex, ey, R)
such that ex : P — X is a meet-extension, and ey : P — Y is a join-extension.

The motivation for the name Galois polarity will become clear in Section [l
Galois polarities have several strong properties, as we shall see. We will use the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity. Suppose (ex,ey,R) satisfies
I(C3). Then, if (ex,ey,R) satisfies|(C1), it also satisfies (11) below. Similarly, if
(ex,ey,R) satisfies|(C2), then it also satisfies (T2).

(1) (% € P)(¥e € X)(x <x ex(p) = xRey (p)).
(f2) (¥p € P)(¥y € V) (ev(p) <y y = ex(p) Ry).

Moreover, if a polarity (ex, ey, R) satisfies either (t1) or (f2), then it also satisfies
(C3)

Proof. Suppose (ex, ey, R) satisfies |(C1)| and and let z <x ex(p) for some
x € X and p € P. Then ex(p)Rey(p) by [(C3)} and so zRey(p) by [(CL)l Thus

(ex,ey,R) satisfies (f1). The case where we assume and |(C3)| to prove (f2)
is dual. Suppose now that (ex,ey,R) satisfies (1), and let p € P. Then, as

ex(p) <x ex(p), we have ex(p)Rey(p) by (1), and thus (ex,ey,R) satisfies
((C3)l The case where we assume (f2) and prove is again dual. O

Lemma 4.7. Galois polarities are entangled.

Proof. Let (ex,ey,R) be a Galois polarity, and let 1 £ 2 € X. Then, as ex
is a meet-extension there is p € P with z1 €x ex(p), and z2 <x ex(p). Thus
zaRey(p) by (1) of Lemma .6l Moreover, if 21 Rey (p), then z1 <x ex(p) by
((C5)l which contradicts the choice of p. We conclude that holds. A dual

argument works for |(E2)| O

Corollary 4.8. If G = (ex,ey,R) is a Galois polarity, then every I1-preorder for
G is also a 2-preorder for G.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma [£7 and Corollary A3 O
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If G is a Galois polarity, then <, from Definition BI7is the only 3-preorder for
G as we show in Theorem [£.121 First, the following technical lemma will be useful.

Lemma 4.9. If E = (ex, ey, R) is 3-coherent, then a) and b) below each imply c),
for all x € X and for ally € Y. Moreover, if E is Galois, then a), b) and c) are
all equivalent, for all x and y.

a) There is S C P with \ex[S] <x x and y <y ey(p) for allp € S.

b) There is T C P with \/ey[T] >y and ex(q) <x = for allqg € T.

¢) For allp,q € P, if ey(p) <y y and x <x ex(q), then p <p q.

Proof. As E is 3-coherent, we can let < be a 3-preorder for F. Suppose first that
a) holds for z and y, and let p,q € P with ey (p) <y y and z <x ex(q). Then we
have

ev(p) 2y =< [\ ex[S] 2z < ex(q)
for some S C P, using the fact that Zg C=, by Lemma By commutativity
of the diagram in Figure 2] we must therefore have ex (p) < ex(q), and so p <p g.
This shows a) = c¢), and a dual argument shows b) = c¢).

Suppose now that F is Galois and that c¢) holds for z and y. As F is Galois
we have z = Aex[S] for S = ey (21), and y = ey [T] for T = ;' (y%). By c)
we have ¢ <p p for all ¢ € T and p € S. Given a 3-preorder <X for F we thus
have ex(q) < ey(p) for all ¢ € T and p € S, and, appealing to and we
must have y = ey [T] 2 Aex[S] = =z, and thus y <y ey(p) for all p € S, and
ex(q) <x z for all ¢ € T. Tt follows that c) implies both a) and b), and so we have
the claimed equivalence. (I

Definition 4.10. Given an extension polarity (ex,ey,R), define
Zyx ={(y.2) €Y x X : (¥p € ey (y") (Vg € ex' (")) (p <p q) }.

Corollary 4.11. If G = (ex,ey,R) is a Galois polarity, then we can define =4
from Definition[3.17 to be <o UZY 5.

Proof. It follows immediately from Lemma[@that Z%, y = ZgUZyp in this case. 0O

Theorem 4.12. If G = (ex,ey,R) is a Galois polarity, then:
(1) The maps 1x : X — XW< Y and ty : Y — X W<, Y are completely meet-
and join-preserving respectively.
(2) =g is the only 3-preorder for G.
(3) X W<, Y is join-generated by tx[X], and meet-generated by 1y [Y].

Proof. We will start by showing that ¢x is completely meet-preserving. Let z € X
and suppose z = A Z for some Z C X. For each z € Z define S, = Aey'(z").
Then for all z € Z we have z = A ex][S.], as ex is a meet-extension. Moreover,

z = Nex[U,cz S-). So, using

ix(@) = ix(Nex[ S:) = Aexoex[lJ S:= A ix (N ex[S:]) = A ex[2).
z€Z z€Z z€Z
This shows tx is completely meet-preserving, and that ¢y is completely join-
preserving follows from a dual argument.
To see that <, is the only 3-preorder for G note first that it must be the smallest
such preorder, by Theorem Moreover, if < is another 3-preorder for G, then
=< is determined, by <x, <y, and R, everywhere except on Y x X. So <# =, if
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and only if there is ¢+ € X and y € Y with y < = and y A;z. But, by Corollary
[AT1] this is impossible, as for any p,q € P with ey (p) <y y and = <x ex(q) we
are forced to have p <p ¢ by the transitivity of < and the commutativity of the
diagram in Figure

Finally, tx[X] is a join-dense subset of X W< Y because it’s a join-dense subset
of itself, and it contains tx o ex[P], which is a join-dense subset of ¢y [Y]. O

Given a 0-coherent extension polarity F = (ex,ey,R) where ex and ey are
meet- and join-extensions respectively, there is a simple necessary and sufficient
condition for F to be Galois, as explained in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.13. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be 0-coherent, and let ex and ey be,
respectively, meet- and join-extensions of P. Then (ex,ey,R) is Galois if and only
if the following conditions are both satisfied:

(S1): (Vp e P)(Vz € X)(x <x ex(p) & xR6y(p)).
(S2): (Vpe P)(VyeY) (ey(p) <y y < ex(p)Ry).

Proof Suppose first that E is Galois, and let p € P and z € X. Suppose z <x
) Then IREy( ) by Lemma [L6l Conversely, if  Rey (p), then x <x ex(p)
b as ex(p) <x ex(p). Thus (S1) holds, and (S2) holds by a dual argument.
Suppose now that F is 0-coherent and satisfies (S1) and (S2), and also that ex
and ey are meet- and join-extensions respectively. We will show that the conditions

((C3)H(C8)| are satisfied.

(C3)F This follows immediately from (S1) as ex(p) <x ex(p) for all p € P.

(C4)} If zRey(p) and ex (p) Ry, then z <x ex(p) by (S1), and so z Ry by[(CI)|
(C5)l Let 1 Rey(p) and let ex(p) <x x2. Then z1 <x ex(p) by and so
x1 <x x2 by transitivity of <x.

C6)F This is dual to (C5)

%ﬁ% Let Aex[S] = z, let xRya, and suppose y1 <y ey(p) for all p € S. Let
g € P and suppose ey (q) <y y1. Then ¢ <p p for all p € S, as ey is an
order embedding, and so ex(q) <x . Thus ex(q) Ry2 by and so
ey (q) <y ya2 by As ey is a join-extension it follows that y; <y o as
required.

((C8)} This is dual to (C7).

O

It follows from Proposition [.13] that what we call a Galois polarity corresponds
to what [I3] Section 4] calls a Aj-polarity. See also [13| Proposition 4.1}, which tells
us that the preorder <, as defined using Corollary [£11lis the one arising naturally
from G(X,Y,R). Theorem T2 says that this is in fact the only 3-preorder definable
for a Galois polarity. Note that if (ex,ey,R) is not Galois, then <, may not be a
preorder.

Since Galois polarities have only one 3-preorder, to lighten the notation we will
from now on write e.g. X WY in place of X W<, Y when working with Galois
polarities.

5. THE SATISFACTION AND SEPARATION OF THE COHERENCE CONDITIONS

5.1. Sets of coherent relations. If X and Y are posets, it’s easy to see that the
set of relations on X x Y such that the induced order polarity is 0-coherent is closed



ORDER POLARITIES 19

under arbitrary unions and intersections, and has ) and X x Y as least and greatest
elements respectively. The situation for extension polarities and more restrictive
forms of coherence is a little more delicate, as illustrated by Proposition 5.2l below.
First we introduce another definition.

Definition 5.1 (R;). Let ex : P — X and ey : P — Y be poset extensions. Define
the relation R; C X x Y by

tRiy <= ex'(z) neyt(yh) #0.
Proposition 5.2. Letex : P — X and ey : P — Y be poset extensions. Then:

(1) The set of relations R such that (ex,ey,R) is n-coherent is closed under
non-empty intersections for all n € {0,1,2,3}.

(2) (ex,ey,Ry) is 2-coherent.

(3) If RC X xY and (ex,ey,R) is 1-coherent, then R; C R.

(4) If ex and ey are, respectively, meet- and join-extensions, then (ex,ey,Ry)
is 3-coherent (and thus Galois).

(5) If (ex,ey,Ry) is not 3-coherent, then there is no R such that (ex,ey,R) is
3-coherent.

Proof. First, that the sets in question are all closed under non-empty intersections
can be proved by a routine inspection of the conditions |[(C1)H(C8)| and we omit
the details. Checking that (ex,ey,R;) is 2-coherent is a similarly straightforward
check of conditions|(C1)H(C6)l Thus we have dealt with (1) and (2). For (3), If R
is a relation such that (ex,ey,R) is 1-coherent, then, in particular R must satisfy
[(CT)} [[C2)] and [[C3)] Given x € X and y € Y, if there is p € ey (z7) Neyt(yY),
then we have x <x ex(p) and ey (p) <y y by choice of p, and ex(p )Rey( ) by
Thus zRey(p) by and so xRy by It follows that R; C R as
claimed.

For (4), suppose that ex is a meet-extension and ey is a join-extension. We
will check that R; also satisfies Let S C P, and let © = Aex[S] in X. Let
y1,Y2 € Y and suppose that y1 <y ey (p) for all p € S, and that x R; ys. Let ¢ € P
and suppose ey (¢) <y y1. Then ey (q) <y ey (p), and thus ¢ <p p, for allp € S. It
follows that ex(q) <x ex(p) for all p € S, and so ex(q) <x x. Also, by definition
of Ry, there is ¢’ € P with  <x ex(q') and ey (¢') <y y2. But then ¢ <p ¢, and
consequently ey (q) <y yz. This is true for all ¢ € e;l (y{’), and so y; <y y2 as ey
is a join-extension. R; also satisfies by duality, and so the claim is proved.

Finally, if (ex, ey, R;) is not 3-coherent, then, as we have shown it must be 2—
coherent, it must fail to satisfy either [(C7) - or - In either case, since by (3
any R making (ex, ey, R) 3-coherent must contain R;, inspection of and -
reveals that no such R can exist, which proves (5).

Note that when ey is not a join-extension (ex, ey, R;) may not satisfy as
Example[£.3 demonstrates. By duality, when ex is not a meet-extension (ex, ey, R;)

may not satisfy |(C8)]

Example 5.3. Let P be the poset in Figureld, and let ex and ey be the extensions
defined in Figures[]] and [ respectively. Here the embedded images of elements of
P are represented using o, and the extra elements of X and Y wusing o. Note that
ex 1s a meet-extension, but ey is not a join-extension. Let S = {p,q}. Then
T = /\eX[ |, and xRyey(r). But we also have y <y ey(p) and y <y ey(q), but
y £y ey (r). So[(C7) does not hold for R;.
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5.2. A strict hierarchy for coherence. Example [.3 taken with Proposition
B2(2), also demonstrates that it is possible for an extension polarity to be 2-
coherent but not 3-coherent (take (ex, ey, R;) from this example). Thus 3-coherence
is a strictly stronger property than 2-coherence. However, this example only ap-
plies when either ey fails to be a join-extension, or, by duality, when ex fails to
be a meet-extension. Example [5.4] below demonstrates that, even when ex and
ey are meet- and join-extensions respectively, there may be choices of R for which
(ex,ey,R) is 2-coherent but not 3-coherent.

Example 5.4. Let ex and ey be as in Figures[@ and[7 respectively. Then it’s easy
to see that ex and ey are meet- and join-extensions respectively. Moreover, if we
define R = RyU{(z,y2)}, then E = (ex,ey,R) is 2-coherent, as can be observed
by noting the preorder on X UY described in Figure [8, However, E is not 3-
coherent, as we prove now. If E is 3-coherent, then it is Galois, by definition, and
the characterization of <, from Corollary[{.1]) is valid. Noting that (yi,x) € Z% x,
it follows that y1 2g Y2, and thus that < is not a 2-preorder for E, as it does not
reflect the order on'Y . But then E is not 3-coherent, by Theorem[319, and to avoid
contradiction we must conclude that (ex,ey,R) is not 3-coherent after all.

2-coherence is also a strictly stronger condition than 1-coherence, as witnessed
by Example below.

Example 5.5. Let P be the two element antichain {p,q}. Define X 2Y = P,
and let ex and ey be isomorphisms. Define R = RyU{(ex(p),ev(q))}. Let E =
(ex,ey,R). Then E is 1-coherent, as can be proved via Theorem [F 11, either
by writing down a suitable I1-preorder (the one inducing the two element chain
ex(p) = ey(p) < ex(q) =ey(q)), or by formally proving that <y, is such a thing.
But E is not 2-coherent, which we can intuit by noticing that there’s no way the ¢
maps from Figure[d are going to be order reflecting, or prove formally via Theorem
by observing that <x is a strict subset of Zx here.

5.3. Separating the classes of preorders. We have seen that the classes of
extension polarities defined by the coherence conditions are strictly separated. It

L] [ ] [e] L] [ ] @]

N e XL

i I\ | <]

FIGURE 6. FIGURE 7. FIGURE 8.
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is also true that, even for a Galois polarity G, the set of 3-preorders for G may be
strictly contained in its set of 2-preorders. Moreover, for a 3-coherent polarity F,
it may be the case that the set of 3-preorders for E is strictly contained in the set
of its 2-preorders, which is itself strictly contained in its set of 1-preorders (from
Corollary .8 we know this last statement is not true for Galois polarities). This is
demonstrated in Examples and 5.7 respectively.

Example 5.6. Let ex and ey be as in Figures[d and [I0 respectively. Then G =
(ex,ey,Ry) is Galois, by Proposition[5.2(4), and the order represented in Figure[I1]
is induced by a 2-preorder for G, which we call <. However, = is not a 3-preorder

for G as andfail.

Example 5.7. Let P and ex be as in Example [5.0, and let ey be defined by the
diagram in Figure[I2 Then E = (ex,ey,R;) is 3-coherent, because <4 induces
the order illustrated in Figure I3 However, E has a 2-preorder that is mot a 3-
preorder (described in Figure[T]), and a 1-preorder that is not a 2-preorder obtained
by additionally setting yo = y1.

6. EXTENDING AND RESTRICTING POLARITY RELATIONS

6.1. Extension. If e : P — @ is an order extension, then given another order
extension €’ : Q — @', the composition e’ o e is also an order extension. It is
natural to ask whether an extension polarity F = (ex,ey,R) can be extended to
something like B/ = (e/y oex, €} o ey, R’), and under what circumstances the level
of coherence of F transfers to E’. This is of particular interest, for example, if we
wish to extend ex and ey to completions, as we shall do in Section [l The next
theorem provides some answers, but first we need a definition.

Definition 6.1 (R). Let (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity, let ix : X — X and
iy : Y = Y be order extensions with X NY = (. Let R be the relation on X x Y
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defined by

PRy <= BrecX)3Tye Y)(az’ <zix(z)&iy(y) <y y’&:azRy).

Theorem_6.2. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be_cm extension polgm’ty, letix : X - X a_nd
iy : Y = Y be order extensions with X NY ={. Let E = (ix oex,iy oey,R).

Then:

(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

Proof.
(1)

(3)

E is 0-coherent.
For all x € X and for all y € Y we have

rRy — ix(z) Riy(y),

and the converse is true if and only if E is 0-coherent.

If E is n-coherent, then E is n-coherent, for n € {1,2}.

If E is Galois, and if ix : X — X and iy : Y — Y are meet- and join-
extensions respectively, then E is also Galois.

Let (X,Y,S) be 0-coherent, and suppose

xRy — ix(x)Siy(y).

Thﬁn RCS. o
If E is not n-coherent, then there is no S C X X Y satisfying

2Ry — ix(x)Siy(y)

such that (ix o ex,iy oey,S) is n-coherent, for n € {2,3}.

We check that (X,Y,R) is 0-coherent using Definition We need only
check as is dual. Let oy < 2, € X, let y € Y, and suppose
x5 Ry’. Then there are x € X and y € YV with #} <5 x5 <5 ix(x), with
iy (y) <3 ¥/, and with 2 Ry. But then 2} Ry, by definition of R, so[(CL)]
holds.

If z Ry, then that ix(x) Riy(y) follows directly from the definition. Con-
versely, suppose (ex,ey,R) is O-coherent, let ;1 € X, let y; € Y, and
suppose ix(21) Riy(y1). Then there is 2o € X and y, € Y with 2; <x 2,
with 23 R ya, and with y2 <y y1. It follows from O-coherence of (ex, ey, R)
that z1 Ry as required. Moreover, (ixoex,iyoey, R) is always O-coherent
by (1), so, if the converse holds E inherits 0-coherence from E.

Now suppose FE is 1-coherent. We check that and hold for E.

Let p € P. Then ex(p) Rey(p) as E is 1-coherent, and it follows easily

that ix o ex(p) Riy o ey(p). Thus holds for E as required.

Let 2/ € X, let ¥ € Y, and let p € P. Suppose 7' R(iy o ey (p))

and (ix o ex(p))Ry’. Then there are z; € X and y; € Y, with
@’ <six(z1), with 21 Ry, and with iy (y1) <y iy o ey (p), and also
zo € X and yo € Y with ix o ex(p) <x ix(x2), with z2 Rys, and
with iy (y2) <3 ¥'. As ix and iy are order embeddings we have
11 <y ey(p) and ex(p) <x x2. As FE is l-coherent it follows from
Theorem B.1T] that <, is a 1-preorder for F, and thus

1 2m Y1 Zm ey (P) Zmex(p) Zm T2 Xm V2.

So x1 Rys by transitivity of <, and the fact that it agrees with R on
X x Y. Tt follows immediately that ' Ry’, and so holds for E.
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Thus E is 1-coherent. Suppose now that E is 2-coherent. We check that
[(CE)|holds for E. Let 2,24 € X, and let p € P. Suppose z} R(iy oey (p)),
and ix oex(p) <% x5. Then there are x € X and y € Y with 2] < ix(z),
with iy (y) <y iy o ey(p), and with zRy. As E is 2-coherent we know
from Theorem B4 that <, is a 2-preorder for E, and we have

xT jm Y jm eY(p) jm ex (p)
So z <x ex(p), as = is a 2-preorder, and consequently
1y <xix(z) <xix oex(p) <x .
Thus 2] <y x5, and so holds. By duality also holds, and so F
is 2-coherent as claimed.
(4) Suppose now that E is Galois, and that the ix and iy are meet- and join-
extensions respectively. First, that ix o ex and iy o ey are, respectively,

meet- and join-extensions follows from the corresponding properties of ix,
ex, ty and ey. It remains only to check that and hold for E.
Let 2’ € X, let y},95 € Y, and let S C P. Suppose A(ix oex[S]) = 2'.
Suppose also that 2/ Ry}, and that y} <y iy o ey (p) for all p € S. Then
there are z € X and y € Y with 2’ <5 ix(z) and iy (y) <y v5, and with
zRy. We aim to prove that v} <y y5.
Let yo € Y be such that iy (yo) <5y}, and let ¢ € e} (y¢)- Then

ey (q) <y yo <y ey (p) for all p € S,

and so ix oex(q) <y 2’ <¢ ix(z), and consequently ex(¢) <x . Since F
is Galois, we know from Theorem .19 that <, is a 3-preorder for F, and
we have yg <z as the map vy : ¥ — X W<, Y preserves joins of sets in

ey[P] and yo = \ ey [yy* (4¢)]. So we have

Yo jngg Y,

and thus yo <y y for all yo with iy(yo) <3 y;. But, as iy is a join-
extension, we have

v = \ivliy' (),
and so y; <y iy (y) <y ¥5, which is what we are trying to prove. It follows
that [(C7)| holds for E, and thus by duality [(C8)|also holds.
(5) Suppose ' Ry’. Then there is z € X and y € Y with 2/ <¢ ix(z), 2Ry,
and iy (y)Ry’. Let S C X x Y satisfy the conditions from (5). Then

ix(x)Siy(y), and so ' Sy’ by and [(C2)} and the result follows.

(6) From (5) we know that any relation on X x Y that ‘extends R’ must contain
R. Examination of the conditions [(C5)H(C8)| reveals that if they fail for R
they will also fail for any relation containing R.

O

Theorem [B.2(6), tells us that if we want to find a 2- or 3-coherent polarity
extending (ex, ey, R), then it suffices to look at R, as if this does not produce the
desired result then nothing will. Note that this does not apply for 1-coherence. To
see this,let P={p} 2 X 2Y =X =Y, andlet R = (. Thenfails for E, but
if S={(ix oex(p)),iy ocey(p)}, then (ix oex,iy oey,S) is obviously 1-coherent.
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For 0-coherent polarities we can add converses to some of the statements in
Theorem [6.2] but we will leave this till Corollary Note that for E to be 3-
coherent it is not sufficient for E to be 3-coherent, or even Galois. The additional
restrictions on the extensions ix and iy from Theorem [622(4) are necessary, as
Example demonstrates below.

Example 6.3. Let P be the three element antichain from Figure[3d, and let X =
Y =2 P. Letix : X - X and iy : Y — Y be the poset extensions illustrated
in Figures [{] and [4 respectively. Define R on X xY by xRy <= there is
p € P with x = ex(p) and y = ey(p). We can put a poset structure on X UY
Just by identifying copies of elements of P appropriately, in which case we end up
with something isomorphic to P. Clearly the natural maps tx and vy are meet-
and join-preserving order embeddings here, and so (ex,ey,R) is Galois. However,
(ixoex,iy oey,ﬁ) is not 3-coherent. Indeed, it follows from Example[5.3 that, if we
define S; € X x Y analogously to Definition 51l the polarity (ix o ex,iy oey,S;)
is mot 3-coherent. Thus there is no relation S such that (ix o ex,iy o ey,S) is
3-coherent, by Proposition [5.2(5).

The following lemma says, roughly, that the extension of the ‘minimal’ polarity
relation R; is again the minimal polarity relation.

Lemma 6.4. Let (ex,ey,R;) be an extension polarity, where Ry is as in Definition
2.1, and let ix : X — Yindéf :Y — Y be order extensions with X NY = (.
Then R; = S;, where S; C X XY is defined analogously to R;.

Proof. Let ' € X and let 4/ € X. Then
PRy < 2’ <six(z), 2Ry and iy (y) <5 ¢ for some z € X and y € Y’
= 7 <xix(®),iv(y) <y and ex' (@7) Ney' (yh) # 0
= (ixoex) (@) N(iyoey) ' (y™*) #0
«— 'Sy
([
6.2. Restriction. If ix : X — X and iy : Y — Y are order extensions, then a

polarity (X,Y,S) can be restricted in a natural way to a polarity (X,Y,S). The
following definition makes this precise.

Definition 6.5. Let )iarii Y be posets, and let ix : X_—> X and iy : Y =Y be
order extensions with X NY = (). Let S be a relation on X x Y. Define the relation
SCX xY by

rSy = ix(v)Siv(y).

It turns out the coherence properties behave quite well under restriction. We
make this precise in Theorem [6.7] but first we need another definition.

Definition 6.6 (¢, <4). Let P be a poset, let ex : P — X, ix : X —
ey : P =Y and iy : Y — Y be order extensions, where X NY =0 = X N
Define ¢’ : XUY — X UY by

, . ’Lx(z) if z € X.
() = {iy(y) if 2 €Y.

<|?<|
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Let < be a preorder on X UY, and define the preorder =¢ on X UY by setting
21 Zg 20 = ¢'(21) 2 ¢ (22).
Let X W<, Y and X W< Y be the posets induced by X U<, Y and X U<Y
respectively, and let 1y : X — X W<, Y, iy 1Y — X<, YV, ix: X -5 XwiY

and 3 : Y - X W< Y be the maps induced by the inclusion functions. Define
¢:X®5¢Y—)Y®57by

6(2) ixoix(x) if 2 = 1x(x) for some x € X.
Z) =
iy oiy(y) if z =1ty (y) for some y € Y.

It should be reasonably clear that ¢’ is well defined. It may not be immediately
obvious that <4 is a preorder, but a quick check reveals that this is indeed the case.
We show that ¢ is well defined as part of the next theorem.

Theorem 6.7. With a setup as in Definition[6.6], the map ¢ is a well defined order
embedding. Moreover, suppose S C X x Y and define E = (ix o ex,iy o ey,S).
Then:

(1) If =% is a O-preorder for E, then the maps .x and vy are order preserving.

(2) If =< is a 1-preorder for E, then the diagram in Figure [[3 commutes.

(3) If = is a 2-preorder for E, the maps tx and vy are order embeddings.

(4) Suppose =< is a 3-preorder for E, and suppose also that ix preserves meets

in X of subsets of ex[P] whenever they exist, and that iy likewise preserves

joins in'Y of subsets of ey [P]. Then =, satisfies and|(P5)

Proof. To see that ¢ is well defined and order preserving, suppose tx(z) < ty (y)
for some z € X and y € Y. Then = <, y, and thus, by definition of <4, we have
ix(xz) =iy (y). It follows that iz cix(x) < 1y oiy(y), and thus ¢(z) < ¢(y). By
a similar argument, if 1y (y) < tx(x), then we also have ¢(y) < ¢(z), and so ¢ is
well defined and order preserving as claimed.

To see that ¢ is an order embedding, let 21,22 € X W<, Y, and suppose that
¢(z1) < ¢(z2). There are four cases. Suppose first that z; = tx(x) and z3 = 1y (y)
for some z € X and y € Y. Then ix(z) = iy(y), and so <, y, from which it
follows immediately that tx(z) < ty(y), and thus that z; < z5. The other cases
are more or less exactly the same.

Suppose = is a O-preorder for E. Then that tx is order preserving follows
immediately from the fact that ix and . are order preserving, and vy is order
preserving by duality.

Suppose now that < is a 1-preorder for F, and let p € P. Then ix o ex(p) <
iy o ey (p). It follows immediately from this that ex(p) =<4 ey (p), and thus that
txoex(p) < tyoey(p). By asimilar argument we also have vy oey (p) < txoex(p).
This shows the upper left square of the diagram in Figure I8l commutes, and that
the rest of the diagram commutes follows immediately from the definition of ¢ and
the assumption that < is a 1-preorder for E.

Suppose now that < is a 2-preorder for F, let z1,29 € X, and suppose that
tx(x1) < ix(z2). Then ¢(z1) < ¢(x2), and so vy o ix(z1) < i o ix(z2), by
definition of ¢. As < is a 2-preorder for E, the map ¢+ is an order embedding, so,
since ix is also an order embedding, we must have x1 <x x2. This shows tx is an
order embedding, as we have already proved it is order preserving. The argument
for ¢y is dual.
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Finally, suppose < is a 3-preorder for F, and that ¢ x and iy have the preservation
properties described above. Let S C P, and suppose A ex|[S] exists in X. Then
Nix oex[S] = ix(Aex[S]) in X. Let z € X W<, Y and suppose z is a lower
bound for ¢x o ex[S]. Then ¢(z) is a lower bound for ¢ o vtx o ex[S], and so by
commutativity of the diagram in Figure[IHit follows that ¢(z) is a lower bound for
tx oix oex[S]. So, as < is a 3-preorder for E, we have

#(z) < Nex oix oex|]
= ix oix(/\ ex[S))

— poux(A\exIs)),
and so z < tx (A ex[S]), as ¢ is an order embedding. It follows that A tx cex[S] =
tx (A ex[S]), and thus <4 satisfies |(P4)l The argument for |(P5)|is dual. O

P Y i Y
exl l/Ly

X —LX>X W<, YV e
) l K
[5's

X _ XY

< =
FIGURE 15.

Corollary 6.8. Let X andY be disjoint posets, and letix : X — Y_Qnd iy 1Y —
Y be order extensions with X NY = 0. Let S be a relation on X x Y. Then:

(1) If (X,Y,S) is O-coherent, then so is (X,Y,S).
Moreover, if P is a poset, and ifex : P — X and ey : P — Y are order extensions,
then both E = (ix o ex,iy oey,S) and E = (ex,ey,S) are extension polarities,
and:
(2) If E is n-coherent, then so is E for n € {1,2}.
(3) Suppose ix preserves meets in X of subsets of ex|P] whenever they exist,
and let iy likewise preserve joins in'Y of subsets of ey [P]. Then, if E is

3-coherent, so is E, and the same is true if we replace ‘8-coherent’ with
‘Galois’.

Proof. This all almost follows immediately from Theorems [3.4] B.11] B.14] [3.191 and
[6.7 as we have almost proved that if < is n-preorder for E, then <4 is an n-
preorder for E for all n € {0,1,2,3} (modulo some extra conditions for n = 3).
To complete the proof we need only show that, for all x € X and y € Y, we have
r =24y <= zSy. Now,

r2py = ix(r) Jiy(y) <= ix(x)Siy(y) < xSy,

so we are done. O
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Converses for the implications in Corollary [6.8 do not hold, as Example
demonstrates.

Example 6.9. Let P be the poset represented by the e elements in Figure [0, let
P> X>Y =X, and let Y be represented by Figure [I0. Then the zmplzczt
maps ix and ity are obviously meet- and join-extensions respectively, and are also,
respectively, trivially completely meet- and join-preserving. Let S = S;U{(p,y)},
where S; € X x Y is defined analogously to Definition [51. Then S = Ry, and so
(ex,ey,S) is Galois by Proposition [5.2(4). However, (ix o ex,iy oey,S) is not
even 0-coherent, as we have (p,y) € S but (q,y) ¢ S, and so[(CT)] fails.

FIGURE 16.

Using the notation of Definitions B.1] and 6.5, we can define a map (—) from the
complete lattice of relations on X x Y to the complete lattice of relations on X x Y,
by taking R to R. Similarly, we can define a map (—) going back the other way
by taking S to S. These maps are obviously order preserving. We also have the
following result.

Lemma 6.10. Let X and Y be disjoint posets, let ix : X — X andiy :Y =Y
be order extensions with X NY = (). Then:
(1) Let RC X x Y. Then R C (R). Moreover, if (X,Y,R) is 0-coherent, then
R=(R). o
(2) Let SC X x Y. If (X,Y,9) is 0-coherent, then (S) C S.

Proof. We start with (1). Let z € X, let y € Y and suppose zRy. Then
ix(z)Riy(y) by definition of R, and so a:( )y by definition of ( ). Suppose now
that (X,Y,R) is 0-coherent and let x(R)y Then ix(x) Riy (y) by definition of (R),
and thus 2 Ry by Theorem [6.2](2). o

For (2), suppose first that (X,Y,S) is O-coherent, and let 2’ € X and ' € Y with
2'(S)y’. Then, by definition of (S) there are 2 € X and y € Y with 2/ <5 ix(x),
with iy (y) <y ¥’, and with zSy. But then ix(x)Siy (y) by definition of S, and so
2’ <xix(z)Siy(y) <3 ¥/, and thus 2’ Sy’ by 0-coherence of (X,Y,S). O

Note that the opposite inclusion to that in Lemma [EI0(2) may fail, even when
(ix oex,iy oey,S) is Galois, as is demonstrated in Example [6.13] below. Note also
that the polarity (X,Y,S) from Example is not 0O-coherent, but, appealing to
Lemma [6.4] we have (S) € S. Thus (X,Y,S) being 0-coherent is strictly stronger
than having (S) C S.

Corollary 6.11. Using the notation of Lemmal0. 10, let L be the complete lattice of
relations between X and Y, and let M be the complete lattice of relations S C X XY
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such that (X,Y,S) is O-coherent. Then the maps (=) : L — M and (=) : M — L

are, respectively, the left and right adjoints of a Galois connection.

Proof. First, recall the discussion at the start of Section 5] for the lattice structure

of M. Moreover, (=) : L — M is well defined by Theorem[6.2(1). By Lemma
we have R C @ for all R € L, and (S) C S for all S € M, which is one of the
equivalent conditions for two order preserving maps to form a Galois connection

(see e.g. [6l Lemma 7.26]). O
Using Corollary [6.8] and Lemma [6.10] we get partial converses for Theorem

Corollary 6.12. With notation as in Theorem[6Z, let E = (ex, ey, R) and suppose
E is O-coherent. Let E = (ix oex,iy o ey,f_{). Then:
(1) If E is n-coherent, then so is E for n € {1,2}.

(2) Suppose ix preserves meets in X of subsets of ex|P] whenever they exist,

and let iy likewise preserve joins in'Y of subsets of ey [P]. Then, whenever

E is 3-coherent, so is E, and this is also true if we replace ‘3-coherent’ with

‘Galois’.

Proof. For (1), given n € {1,2}, if E is n-coherent, then so is (ex, ey, (R)), by

Corollary [6.8] and as E is assumed to be O-coherent we have R = (R), by Lemma
6.101 The proof of (2) is essentially the same. O

Example 6.13. Let P be the poset in Figure [I7, and let X =Y = P. Let X
and Y be the posets in Figures and [I9 respectively. Define S C X x Y so that
ixoex(p)Sey oiy(p) for allp € P, and also ' Sy'. Then (ix oex,iy oey,S) is
Galois, as can be seen by considering the poset in Figure 20, and defining v and
i3 in the obvious way. However, there is no x € X and y € Y with 2’ <x ix(z),

with iy (y) <y v', and with xSy. Thus (z',y") ¢ (S).

X[ X
Opr

FIGURE 20.

7. GALOIS POLARITIES REVISITED

7.1. Galois polarities via Galois connections. Galois polarities are so named
because their associated (unique) 3-preorder can be described in terms of a Galois
connection. This idea is precisely articulated in Corollary [[.7 below.
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When G = (ex, ey, R) is Galois, we know from Theorem that G has only
a single 3-preorder, <,. As mentioned previously, to lighten the notation we write
e.g. X WY in place of X W<, Y when working with Galois polarities. The next
proposition collects together some useful facts, but first we need a definition.

Definition 7.1 (v). Let (ex,ey,R) be a Galois polarity. Define v: P - X WY
by
Y =Llx O0€x =Lly O€y.

Noting Figure 2] it’s easy to see that ~ is well defined.

Proposition 7.2. Let G = (ex,ey,R) be a Galois polarity, let ix : X — X be
a completely meet-preserving meet-extension, and let iy : Y — Y be a completely
join-preserving join-extension. Then:
(1) G = (ix oex,iy o ey, R) is Galois.
(2) The map ~ is an order embedding. Moreover, if S,T C P and \'S and \/ T
exist in P, then
(a) (A S) = A\1[S] < ex(A\S)= Aex[S], and
() Y(VT) =VAT| <= exy(VT) =Vey[T].
(3) V[Pl = ux[X] Nuy[Y].

Proof.

(1) That G is Galois is Theorem G.2(4).

(2) That v is well defined follows from 1-coherence of (ex, ey, R), and that « is an
order embedding follows from 2-coherence of (ex, ey, R), as 7 is the composition
of two order embeddings, tx o ex. That (a) and (b) hold follows from 3-
coherence of (ex,ey,R), as, for example, v = tx o ex and tx preserves meets
in X of subsets of ex[P].

(3) We obviously have y[P] C vx[X] Nty[Y], so let z € tx[X] Ney[Y]. Then
there are x € X and y € Y with z = tx(z) = ty(y). Thus, as tx(z) < vy (y)
we have ey’ (z7) Ney'(y') # 0. Suppose p € ex'(z') Neyt(y¥), and that
ex(p) £x x. Then, as ex is a meet-extension, there is ¢ € P with z <x ex(q)
and ex(p) £x ex(q). But this is a contradiction, as, since vy (y) < tx(z),
appealing to Corollary LT1] we see that that p <p ¢q. Thus x = ex(p), and so
z =(p). It follows that tx [X] Nty [Y] C v[P] as claimed.

(|
Note that we could slightly relax the preservation properties of ix and iy in the
above proposition (and also later) to be the same as those in Corollary [612(2),

but this isn’t necessary for what we want to do with it. The following fact will be
useful.

Proposition 7.3. Let P and Q be posets, let e; : P — J be a join-completion, and
let ea : @ — M be a meet-completion. Then any Galois connection o : P < @Q : 3
extends uniquely to a Galois connection o : J < M : 3.

Proof. This is |28, Corollary 2]. O

Definition 7.4 (F,G). Let P be a poset, and let ex : P — X and ey : P = Y be
meet- and join-completions respectively. Define maps F: Y — X and G: X —» Y

as follows:
F(y) = \/ exley' (y")).
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G(x) = N evex' (@).
F and G are well defined as X and Y are complete.

Lemma 7.5. Let P be a poset, and let ex : P — X and ey : P —'Y be meet- and
join-completions respectively. Then there is a unique Galois connection

F: Y+ X:G
such that ex = Foey and ey = Goex. Here F and G are as in Definition[7.4)

Proof. Using the fact that ex and ey are, respectively, meet- and join-completions,
we have, for all x € X and for all y € Y,

Fly) <x 2 <= Vexley'(v")] <x @
— (e’ y)(vg € ex' (@) (p <p q)
= y <y Nerlex' @)

To see that this is the only such Galois connection between X and Y we apply
Proposition with P = @ and the Galois connection produced by the identity
function on P. (|

Definition 7.6. Let E = (ex,ey,R) be an extension polarity, let ix : X — X
be a completely meet-preserving meet-completion of X, and let iy : Y — Y be a
completely join-preserving join-completion of Y. Let F: Y - X and G: X = Y
be as in Definition [.4] with respect to the maps ¢x o ex, and iy o ey. Define

Zyx ={(y,z) €Y x X : Fiy (y)) <x ix ()}
={(y,2) €Y x X +iy(y) <y Glix ()}

In the above definition, the maps F and G exist as iy oex : P — X and
iy oey : P =Y are meet- and join-completions respectively.

Corollary 7.7. Recall Z3, y from Definition [{.10. With a setup as in Definition
[7-6] we have Z3, v = Z¥ .

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the following equivalence:
Fliv(y)) <x ix(x)
= \/ix oex(iy oey) (iv(y)*)] <x /\iX oex((ix oex)  (ix(x))]
— (e er’(y")(a € ex' (@) (ix o ex(p) xix o ex(a))
— (e wvaeex @) (p<a).
O

Corollary [7.7] justifies the terminology ‘Galois polarity’, as the unique 3-preorder
for any Galois polarity (ex, ey, R) is defined by R, the orders on X and Y, and the
Galois connection given by F and G for any suitable choices of ix and 7y .
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7.2. Polarity morphisms. Recall from Definition that an extension polarity
(ex,ey,R) is complete if ex and ey are completions. Noting Proposition .13} we
see that [I3] Theorem 3.4] establishes a one-to-one correspondence between what
we call complete Galois polarities and Aj-completions of a poset. Theorem
below expands on the proof of this result, and in Section [[4] we reformulate it in
terms of an adjunction between categories. First we need to define a concept of
morphism between Galois polarities.

Definition 7.8. Let P and P’ be posets, let G = (ex,ey,R) and G’ = (ex:, ey, R’)
be Galois polarities extending P and P’ respectively. Then a polarity morphism
h: G — G’ is a triple of order preserving maps

h:(hXZX—>X/,hp:P—>P/,hyZY—)Y/)
such that:

(M1): The diagram in Figure 2I] commutes.
(M2): For all z € X and y € Y we have

vy (y) <ix(z) =ty o hy(y) < ix: o hx(x).

(M3): For all 2’ € X’ and for all ¢ € Y, if (2/,y') ¢ R’, then there is z € X
and y € Y such that:
(i) h} («'T) C 2.

(i) hy'(y™) C y*.

(iii) h ( YR’y = aRy for alla € X.

(iv) 2’ R hy(b) = xRbfor allbe Y.

(v) (z,y) ¢ R.
For a polarity morphism h, if hx, hp and hy are all order embeddings, and also
hx(x)R hy(y) = zRyforallz € X and y € Y, then h is a polarity embedding.
If, in addition, all maps are actually order isomorphisms, then A is a polarity
isomorphism, and we say G and G’ are isomorphic.

Sometimes we want to fix a poset P and deal exclusively with isomorphism
classes of Galois polarities extending P. In this case we say Galois polarities G
and G’ are isomorphic as Galois polarities extending P if there is a polarity
isomorphism (hx, hp,hy): G — G’ where hp is the identity on P.

X< p Y.y

e e

X ——P —sY'
Ex/ €y 1

FIGURE 21.

Note that if hx and hy are order embeddings, then hp will be too, but it is not
the case that hx and hy being order isomorphisms implies that hp is too, as hp
may not be surjective. Note also that Definition [Z.8 while being similar in some
respects, is largely distinct from the notion of a bounded morphism between polarity
frames from [34]. It is also completely different to the frame morphisms of 7} 1],
which are duals to complete lattice homomorphisms, rather than ‘decomposed’
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versions of certain maps X WY — X' WY’. We will make this clear in Theorem
[[.13] later.

Lemma 7.9. If h = (hx : X - X'hp : P = P’ hy : Y = Y’) is a polarity
morphism, then for all x € X and for all y € Y we have xRy — hx(z) R hy (y).

Proof. Suppose (hx (x),hy (y)) ¢ R'. Then, by there are zp € X and yp € Y
with Ay (hx(z)T) C 2}, with hyt(hy (y)*) C 5 and with (z9,0) ¢ R. From
h;(l(hx (x)h) C xg it follows that zg <x «, and similarly we have y <y yg. Thus

(z,y) ¢ R, as otherwise and |(C2)| would force zg R yp. O

The following definition is due to Erné. This will be useful to us as it precisely
characterizes those maps between posets that lift (uniquely) to complete homomor-
phisms between their MacNeille completions [8, Theorem 3.1].

Definition 7.10. An order preserving map f : P — @ is cut-stable if whenever
@1 £ g2 € Q, there are p; £ ps € P such that f~1(¢]) C p! and f~2(¢}) C ps.

is related to cut-stability, as we shall see in Theorems [.T3] and We
can think of this as an adaptation of ideas from [16, Section 4]. We extend from
what, according to our terminology, is the special case of (ex, ey, R) where ex and
ey are, respectively, the free directed meet- and join-completions and R = R;, to
Galois polarities in general. We will need the following definition.

Definition 7.11 (1/)h) Let G = (ex,€y,R) and G' = (EX/,Eyl,R/) be Galois
polarities extending posets P and P’ respectively. Let v : P — X WY and v :
P’ — X' WY’ be the maps from Definition [Z1l Let h = (hx,hp,hy) : G — G’ be
a polarity morphism. Define 95, : X WY — X' WY’ by

_ Juxrohx(z) when z € 1x[X]
¥nlz) = {Ly/ o hy(z) when z € vy [Y]

We prove that 1y, is well defined as part of Theorem [Z.13] below. We will also
use the following definition.

Definition 7.12. Let G = (ex, ey, R) and G’ = (ex, ey, R') be Galois polarities,
let v: P = XWY and ' : P/ - X' WY’ be as in Definition [Tl and let
Y XWY - X' WY, We say ¢ is Galois-stable if it is order preserving, cut-
stable, and satisfies:

(G1): ¢oy[P] C+'[P'].

(G2): Youx[X] Cux/[X].
(G3): Youy[Y] Cuy [Y].

Theorem 7.13. Let G, G’ v and ~' be as in Definition[7.18 Then, given a polarity
morphism h = (hx,hp,hy) : G = G, we have:

(1) by, is the unique map such that the diagram in Figure [2d commutes (if we
replace 1 with ¥y, ).

(2) ¢y, is Galois-stable.

(3) ¥y, is an order embedding if and only if h is a polarity embedding.

(4) If hx and hy are both surjective, then 1y, is surjective.

Proof. Let < and =’ be the unique 3-preorders for G and G’ respectively.
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(1) Given (hx,hp,hy), the commutativity of the diagram in Figure 22] demands that
1y, can only be defined as in Definition [Z.11] if it exists at all. This deals with
uniqueness. Now, if z € X and y € Y, then, using Lemma [7.9] we have

Ty <= ZZ?Ry - hx(:E)R/hy(y) < hx(I) j/ hy(y)

If y < z, then 1y (y) < tx(x) by definition, and so hy(y) =" hx(z) by
This shows 1, is well defined, and combined with the fact that hx and hy are
both order preserving, also shows vy, is order preserving.

(2) We have already proved that 1, is order preserving. To see that it is cut-stable,
let z1 £ 2z € X' WY’. Since by Theorem [T2(3) we know ¢x/[X’] and ty/[Y'] are,
respectively, join- and meet-dense in X' WY’ there are 2/ € X’ and ¢y’ € Y’ with
tx (') < 21, with 2o < 1y (y), and with vx/(2') £ 1y (y') (le. (2/,y') ¢ R).
Thus by there are z € X and y € Y with the five properties described in
that definition. We will satisfy the condition of Definition using the pair
ux (@) £ vy (y).

Let z € 1/),:1(21) We must show that z € vx(z)T. We have ¥y, (2) > 2
txr(x'). There are two cases. If z = tx(a) for some a € X, then i(2)
tx: 0 hx(a), and so hx(a) >x 2’. Thus a € hy'(z'"), and so a € 2T,
(M3)[i). It follows that z = tx(a) € tx(z)" as claimed. Alternatively, suppose
z =ty (b) for some b € Y. Then ¢, (2) = tys o hy (b), and so ty+ o hy (b) > vx/(2'),
and consequently z’' R" hy (b). It follows from [(M3){iv) that z Rb, and thus that
1x () < 1y (b) = z as required. That v, '(23) C 1y (y)* follows by a dual argu-
ment, and so ¥, is cut-stable.

To see that holds for ¥y, note that

Ynov(p) =vnoty oey(p)
=y ohy oey(p)
=ty oeyrohp(p)
=7'(hp(p)).

That and hold follows immediately from the definition of .

(3) If ¢y, is an order embedding, then that hx and hy, and thus also hp, are order
embeddings follows directly from the commutativity of the diagram in Figure
(substituting vy, for ¥). Moreover, that hx (z) R hy (y) — Ry for all z € X and
y € Y holds for the same reason. Thus (hx,hp,hy) is a polarity embedding.

Conversely, suppose (hx,hp,hy) is a polarity embedding. Since we already
know v, is order preserving, suppose z, 2z’ € XWY and that ¢, (2) < ¥p(2"). There
are four cases. If either z,2" € 1x[X], or z,2" € vy [Y], then that z < 2’ follows
again from the commutativity of the diagram in Figure and the assumption
that hx and hy are order embeddings. In the case where z = x () and 2’ = vy (y)
for some x € X and y € Y, we have

g v

Yn(2) <Yp(2) <= hx(@)R hy(y) <= 2Ry <= 1x(@) <1y(y) <= 2<7.

In the final case we have z = vy (y) and 2’ = tx(z) for some z € X and y € Y.
Then

Un(2) < Yn(z') == wrohy(y) < ixr o hx(z).
If p,q € P, and ey (p) <y y and = <x ex(q), then

tyrohyoey(p) <wyrohy(y) <itxrohx(x) <txohxoex(q),
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and thus tys o eyr o hp(p) < itx/ o ex’ o hp(q), by the commutativity of the
diagram in Figure 211 It follows that ey: o hp(p) =’ ex: o hp(q), and thus that
hp(p) <p: hp(q), as <’ is a 3-preorder for G’. Thus p <p ¢, as hp is an order
embedding. So by Corollary .11l we have y < = as required.

If hx and hy are onto, then, given 2’ € X' WY’ we have either 2’ = vx/(hx(z))
for some z € X, or 2z’ = 1y (hy(y)) for some y € Y. In either case it follows there
is z € X WY with ¢y (2) = z, and thus that 1, is onto.

d

Note that the converse to (4) in the above theorem may not hold, as illustrated
by Example [.T4

yL)y/

Ly Lyt
Pl xwy e xwy L _p
W(;’
Lx Lxr
ex ex’

X X'

/

hx

FIGURE 22.

Example 7.14. Let P = X be a two element antichain, and let Y be this two
element antichain extended by adding a join for the two base elements. Let P’ =2
X' 2Y'2Y. Then the inclusion maps (modulo isomorphism) and the relations
R; and R; define Galois polarities G and G', and X WY =Y = X' WY’. Let hx,
hp and hy be the maps induced by the inclusions P C P/, X C X' and Y =Y’
(modulo isomorphism). Then 1y, is an isomorphism, and so is surjective, but hx
is obviously not surjective.

Definition 7.15. Let G = (ex, ey, R) and G’ = (ex-, ey, R’) be Galois polarities.
Let y: P —- XWY and +': P/ — X'WY’ be as in Definition [Tl Let ¢ : X WY —
X' WY’ satisfy [[GD}[(G3)] Define h% : X — X', % :Y =Y  and h% : P — P’ as
follows:

hff :L;{} oYouryx

h;‘i :L;,/l oY oLy

hp=y"togon.

1 are the partial inverse maps. Define hy = (h}/’{, h}/;, h;/;)

Here ty+, 1y and 7/~

The maps L)_(}, L;/l and «'~1 are well defined as partial functions because tx,

1y and ' are all order embeddings. That h%, hi and h% are well defined will be
proved as part of the following theorem.

Theorem 7.16. Let G, G', v and v be as in Definition [715 Let ¢ : X WY —
X' WY’ be a Galois-stable map, and let h?(, h;p, and h% be as above. Then:
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(1) hw hw and hP are the unique maps such that the diagram in Figure [2
commutes (if we replace hx,hy and hp with hX, h;/; and hlﬁ,, respectwely).
(2) hy = (hgb(, h%, h;p,) is a polarity morphism.

Proof.
If the diagram in Figure[22]is to commute, then hlf( and h;@ must be L;(} oYouryx
and L;,,l o1 oy respectively, if they are to exist at all. It follows from that
L;{} is total on ¢ o tx[X], and thus that h}/’( is well defined. A similar argument
with shows hqf, is also well defined. The commutativity of this diagram also
demands that, if h}@ exists, we have

eX/oh}g:h;p{oeX :L;(]}O’L/}OL)(OGX :L)_(}od)o%
and thus
Wb = extoixiopoy =7 oton,
if this is well defined, which it is, by [(G1)]
To see that that hy, satisfies observe that we have

hﬁoeX:L;(}owowgoeX
:L}}owo’y
ZL)}}ov’oh}@
:L;(}OLX/oeX/oh}g
:eX/ohﬁ,

and h;/i oey = ey 0 h}@ by a similar argument. That (hﬁ, h}g, h;/i) satisfies |(M2)|
also follows easily from the definitions of hx and hy combined with the fact that
1 is order preserving.

It remains only to check As 1 is Galois-stable it is necessarily cut-stable.
So, let 2/ € X', let y' € Y’, and suppose (2/,y’) ¢ R'. Then vx/(z') € 1ty (y),
and thus by cut-stability there are z; £ 2o € X WY with ¢~ (sx/(2/)") C 2!, and
Y ey (y)Y) C 25 As 1x[X] and ty[Y] are, respectively, join- and meet-dense
in X WY, there are x € X and y €Y with tx(z) < 21, with 22 <ty (y), and with
(z,y) € R. It follows that ¥~ (1x/(2")") C 1x ()" and ¥~ ey (¥")Y) C v (y)*.
We check the conditions required for are satisfied by the pair (:E Nk

(i) Let @ € X and suppose a € hw "(2'1). Then hw( ) >x+ a2’ and so, by
definition of h%, we have 1x(a) € ¢~ (1x/(z')1) C ix(z)", and so a € z.
(ii) Dual to (i).
(iii) Let @ € X and suppose hﬁ(a) R'y’. Then tx: o hﬁ(a) < 1y/(y’), and thus
Youx(a) < vy (y'). Tt follows that tx(a) € P~ (ty (y')¥) C 1ty (y)*, and so
a Ry as required.
(iv) Dual to (iii).
(v) By choice of (z,y).
O

Theorem 7.17. Let G = (ex,ey,R) and G' = (ex:,ey:,R’) be Galois polarities.
Let h : G — G’ be a polarity morphism. Then, recalling Definitions[7.11] and [7.13,
we have

h = hy,.



36 ROB EGROT

Simialarly, if ¥ : X WY — X' WY’ is a Galois-stable map, then

Y =,
Proof. Given h, by Theorem [[.13] we know v is the unique map such that the
diagram in Figure 22 commutes (replacing ¢ with ). We also know that 1y, is
Galois-stable. But by Theorem [.16] it follows that hy, = (h}/’{h,h}/i", hy‘) is the
unique triple such that the same diagram commutes (replacing ¢ with 1y, and
replacing hyx, hp and hy h?{", h}gh and h;p/" respectively). From this it follows

immediately that h = hy,, as we now have two ‘unique’ commuting diagrams
involving t¢,. The argument proving 1) = 1y, is essentially the same. ([l

We can now easily prove a result analogous to Theorem [T.T3(3).

Corollary 7.18. Let G, G, v and hy be as in Theorem[716l Then v is an order
embedding if and only if hy is a polarity embedding.

Proof. We have ¢ = p,,, from Theorem [L.T7 and from Theorem [.T3|(3) we have
that ¢y, is an order embedding if and only if hy is a polarity embedding. The
result follows immediately. O

The next lemma is needed to show polarity morphisms compose as expected.

Lemma 7.19. For each i € {1,2,3}, let G; = (ex,,ex,, Ri) be a Galois polarity,
and let 1 : X WY] = Xo WY and e : Xo WYy — X3 W Y3 be Galois-stable maps.
Then the composition 1 0 iy is also Galois-stable, and hy,op, = Ry, © Ry, -

Similarly, let hy = (hx,,hp,,hy,) : G1 = G2 and ha = (hx,,hp,,hy,) : G2 —
G be polarity morphisms. If we define

haohy = (hX2 0 th,hp2 © hP17hY2 © hYl)a
then ha o hy s also a polarity morphism, and Yp,oh, = Phy © Vh, -

Proof. 1t’s straightforward to show that the composition of maps satisfying

((G3)| also satisfies these conditions, and compositions of order preserving maps are

obviously order preserving. Moreover, cut-stability is preserved by composition

[8, Corollary 2.10]. So compositions of Galois-stable maps are also Galois-stable.

Moreover, unpacking Definition [Z.I5l reveals that hy,oyp, = hy, © by, . For example,
hﬁiowl = 1xh 0ty 01y 0Ly,

= 1xi 0t oLx, olys 0t 0L,

_ ¥ »

=hy oh¥..

Similarly, unpacking Definition [[.11] reveals that ¥p,on, = ¥n, © ¥p,, and is
consequently well defined and Galois-stable, and so it follows from Theorem [.16]
that hy,, oy, is a polarity morphism. So hg o h; is a polarity morphism, as, using
Theorem [[.17], we have

ha o hy = hy,, © hy,,
= h"‘phg O"L’hl )
([l

Proposition 7.20. The class of Galois polarities and polarity morphisms forms a
category, where polarity morphisms compose componentwise.
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Proof. Identity morphisms obviously exist, so we need only check composition be-
haves appropriately, and this follows immediately from Lemma [.19 O

We will expand on this categorical viewpoint in Section [T.4l

7.3. Galois polarities and Aj-completions. Recall that if P is a poset we write,
for example, e : P — N(P) for the MacNeille completion of P (see Definition 2.3).

Lemma 7.21. If (ex, ey, R) is a Galois polarity, and if e : X WY — N(X WY) is
the MacNeille completion of X WY, then eoy: P — N(XWY) is a Aq-completion
(where v is as in Definition [7.1)).

Proof. X WY is join-generated by ¢x[X], and meet-generated by ty[Y] (by The-
orem 12(3)), and X and Y are meet- and join-generated by ex[P] and ey [P]
respectively. N (X WY) is both join- and meet-generated by e[X WY]. Thus every
element of N (X WY') is both a join of meets, and a meet of joins, of elements of
e o y[P] as required. O

Definition 7.22. If G is a Galois polarity, define the Aj-completion dg = e o«
constructed from G as in Lemma [.2]] to be the A;-completion generated by
G.

Now, given a Aj-completion d : P — D, define Xp and Yp to be (disjoint iso-
morphic copies of) the subsets of D meet- and join-generated by d[P] respectively.
Define ex,, : P - Xp and ey, : P — Yp by composing d with the isomorphisms
into Xp and Yp respectively. Abusing notation by identifying Xp and Yp with
their images in D, define Rp on Xp x Yp by tRpy <= x <y in D. Then
(exp,eyy,Rp) is a complete Galois polarity. To see this note that it is straight-
forward to show that the order on D induces an order on Xp U Yp satisfying the
necessary conditions. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 7.23. If d : P — D is a Aj-completion, define the complete Galois
polarity G4 = (ex,,ey,, Rp) constructed from d as described in the preceding
paragraph to be the Galois polarity generated by d.

Lemma 7.24. Let G = (ex,ey,R) be a Galois polarity. Let dg = eoy :
P = N(XWY) be the Ay-completion generated by G. Denote the Galois polarity
generated by dg by Ga, = (ex,,evy,Rn). Then there is a polarity embedding
(hx,hp,hy) from G to Gq, with hp = idp. Moreover, if G is complete, then
this embedding is an isomorphism of polarities extending P, and is the only such
isomorphism.

Proof. Recall that v = 1x ocex = 1y oey by definition. Define hp = idp. Note that
we are using e.g. Xy to denote X(xwy). Let ux be the isomorphism used to
define X (recall that X is an isomorphic copy of a subset of /(X WY')). Define
the map hx : X — Xn by hx = ux oeorx. This is clearly a meet-completion.
Similarly define a meet-completion hy : Y — Yy by hy = py oeorty. Note that
ex, isjust uxoeoy = pxoeorx oex, and similarly ey,, = py oceory oey. Thus
we trivially have the commutativity required by

To show that is also satisfied, let € X, let y € Y, and suppose vty (y) <
tx(z). Then eoty(y) < eorx(x). The unique 3-preorder <= =<, for G4, can only
be the order inherited from N (X WY'), so ux oeowx(x) < py oeory(y), and thus
tyy © hy (y) < tx, o hx(z) as required.
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For [[M3)] let 2’ € Xy, let 3’ € Y, and suppose (2/,y’) ¢ Ryr. Then pxt (') £
pyt(y'). As eoux[X] and e o 1y [Y] are, respectively, join- and meet-dense in
N(XWY), thereis 2 € X and y € Y with eotx(x) € eowy(y), with eovx(z) <
px'(z'), and with py'(y’) < e oy (y). We check the necessary conditions are
satisfied for this choice of x and y:

(i) Let a € X. Then

hx(a) >x, @' <= px'opxoeoux(a) > py' ()
— eoux(a) 2 eoux(x)
— CLZX &€,

and so hy'(2'7) C 2T as required.
(ii) Dual to (i).
(iii) Let a € X, let y’ € Y)r, and suppose hx (a) Rary’. Then

px opxoeoix(a) < py'(y) <eouy(y),
and so tx(a) < ty(y), and thus a Ry as required.
(iv) Dual to (iii).
(v) Since eovx(z) £ eoty(y) we must have (z,y) ¢ R.
Now let x € X, let y € Y, and suppose hx(x) Ry hy (y). Then

' opxoeoux(x) <yt oy oeouy(y),

and so tx(z) < ty(y), and thus x Ry, and we conclude that (hy,idp,hy) is a
polarity embedding as claimed. Finally, suppose ex and ey are completions. Then,
given 2’ € Xy, there is S C P with

2 = pix(f\ e o715)
= MX(/\eo tx oex[S])
=pxoceo LX(/\ex[S])
= hx(/\ ex[S)),

so hx is surjective, and thus an isomorphism. The same is true for hy by duality,
and, as hp is the identity on P, we have a polarity isomorphism extending P as
claimed. Finally, suppose g = (¢x,idp, gy ) is another such polarity isomorphism.
Then we must have gx oex = ex,, = hx oex. Since ex is a meet-extension it
follows that gx = hx. A dual argument gives gy = hy, so we are done. O

Lemma 7.25. Let d : P — D be a Aj-completion. Let G4 = (exp,eyp; Rp)
be the complete Galois polarity generated by d. Then d is isomorphic to dg,, the
A1 -completion generated by Gq.

Proof. Let px and py be the isomorphisms onto Xp and Yp, respectively, let
va: P — XpWYp, and let eq : XpWYp — N(Xp WYp) be the MacNeille
completion of Xp & Yp. Then uy'(X) U py'(Y) has an order inherited from D,
and we have the situation described in Figure This gives the result, as eq 0 v4
is the Aj-completion generated by Gg. ]
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Theorem 7.26. There is a 1-1 correspondence between (isomorphism classes of)
Aq-completions and (isomorphism classes of) complete Galois polarities. More-
over, for a fized poset P this correspondence restricts to a 1-1 correspondence be-
tween (isomorphism classes of ) A1-completions of P and (isomorphism classes of)
complete Galois polarities extending P.

Proof. We define a map © from the class of all isomorphism classes of A;-completions
to the class of all isomorphism classes of complete Galois polarities. Given a Aj-
completion d, let [d] be the associated isomorphism class, and define ©([d]) by
G € O([d)) if and only if G is isomorphic to G4, the complete Galois polarity
generated by d.

Now, if G € O([d]) and G’ = G, then G’ € O([d]) by definition of ©. Conversely,
if G and G’ are both in O([d]), then they are both isomorphic to G4, and thus each
other. So ©([d]) is indeed an isomorphism class, provided it is well defined. Suppose
then that d 2 d’, let G € O([d]) and let G’ € ©([d']). Since d and d’ are isomorphic,
it’s easy to construct an isomorphism between the complete Galois polarities they
generate (since these polarities are based on subsets of the corresponding complete
lattices). If we denote these generated Galois polarities by G4 and G4, we have
G =Gy 2 Gy 2 G, and thus G € O([d]) and G’ € O([d]). It follows that
O([d]) = ©([d']), and so O is well defined.

By Lemma [[24] if G is a complete Galois polarity, then G = Gy, so G €
O([d¢]), and so O is surjective. Now suppose that O([d]) = G = O([d']). Then
Gq =2 G =2 Gy. Now, it’s easy to see that isomorphic Galois polarities generate
isomorphic Aj-completions (the map 1y, will be an isomorphism, by Theorem [6.7]
and this will lift to the required isomorphism), so

dg, = dg = dg,,

By Lemma we have dg, = d and dg, = d’, and so d = d’'. This shows © is
injective.

Finally, appealing to Proposition .13 the second claim is essentially [I3, Theo-
rem 3.4], and we can also obtain this result with the proof above by working modulo
Ai-completions of a fixed poset P, and complete Galois polarities extending P. [

Before moving on we pause to consider a technical question regarding the polarity
extensions discussed in Section Given a Galois polarity (ex,ey,R) which is
not complete, by Lemma there is a polarity embedding from (ex,ey,R) to
(exp,evp,Rp), where ex,, and ey, are meet- and join-completions respectively.
By the definition of polarity embeddings, there are order embeddings hx : X — Xp
and hy : Y — Yp, and its easy to see these will be meet- and join-completions
respectively.
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Thus Theorem applies and produces a Galois polarity (ex,,ey,,R). We
certainly have R C Rp, by Theorem [6.2(5), but does the other inclusion also hold?
The answer, in general, is no. To see this we borrow [I3] Example 2.2], and lean
heavily on the discussion at the start of Section 4 in that paper. The MacNeille
completion of a poset P can be constructed from the Galois polarity (er,,ez,,Ri),
where ez, : P — F, and ez, : P — I, are the natural embeddings into the sets of
principal upsets and downsets of P respectively.

Consider the poset P = w U w?. Ie. P is made up of a copy of w below a
disjoint copy of the dual w?. Then N'(P) = wU{z}Uw?. T.e. P with an additional
element above w and below w?. Let X = F, and let Y = Z,, so N(P) is generated
by (ex,ey,R;). Let the complete Galois polarity arising from Theorem be
(exp,eyp, Rp), where Xp = X U{zx} (a copy of wUw? with zx in between), and
Yp =2 Y U{zy} (a copy of wUw? 2y in between). Now, to produce N(P) it is
necessary that zx Rp 2y, but (zx,2y) ¢ Ry, and thus Rp # R in this case.

It also follows from this that the Aj-completion generated by (ex,ey,R) may
not be isomorphic to the one generated by (ix o ex,iy o ey, R) from Theorem (.2}
even when ix and iy are meet- and join-completions respectively (just set ix = hx
and iy = hy and use the example above).

7.4. A categorical perspective. Here we assume some familiarity with the basic
concepts of category theory. The standard reference is [22], and an accessible
introduction can be found in [21].

Definition 7.27. We define a pair of categories, Pol and Del as follows:

Pol: Let Pol be the category of Galois polarities and polarity morphisms (from
Definition [.])).

Del: Let Del be the category whose objects are Aj-completions, and whose maps
are commuting squares as described in Definition 2.2] with the additional
property that gg in that definition is a complete lattice homomorphism.

Definition 7.28. Let I' : Pol — Del and A : Del — Pol be defined as follows:

I': Let T' : Pol — Del be the map that takes a Galois polarity G to the
Aj-completion it generates (recall Definition [[.22), and takes a polarity
morphism h : G — G’ to the map between Aj-completions described in
Figure 24] where N (1) is the unique complete lattice homomorphism lift
of the map 1, from Definition [[.TTlto the respective MacNeille completions,
as described in [8, Theorem 3.1].

A: Let A : Del — Pol be the map that takes a Aj-completion d : P — D
to the Galois polarity it generates (recall Definition [[:23]), and takes a A;-
completion morphism as in Figure 25l to the triple (g|x,, , f, glvp, ), where,
for example, g|x,, is (modulo isomorphism) the restriction of g to Xp, .

That T" and A are well defined is proved as part of the next theorem.
Theorem 7.29. I' and A are functors and form an adjunction T' 4 A.
Proof. For easier reading we will break the proof down into discrete statements
which obviously add up to a proof of the claimed result.

o “T" is well defined”. T is certainly well defined on objects. For maps, as Theorem
says vy, will be cut-stable, [8, Theorem 3.1] says that N (¢,) will be a
complete lattice homomorphism. Moreover, the conjunction of these theorems
also implies that the diagram in Figure 24] commutes.
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o “I" is a functor”. To see that I' lifts identity maps to identity maps note that the
identity morphism on (ex, ey, R) clearly lifts via Definition[Z.I1]to the identity on
X WY, and since taking MacNeille completions is functorial for cut-stable maps
(see [8, Corollary 3.3]), that I" maps identity morphisms appropriately follows
immediately. Similarly, given polarity morphisms h; and hs, if ho o hy exists
we have ¥p,on, = Y, © ¥p,, by Lemma [[.T9 so I' respects composition as the
MacNeille completion functor does.

o “A is well defined”. A is also clearly well defined on objects. Consider now a A;-
completion map as in Figure Abusing notation by, for example, identifying
Xp, with its isomorphic copy inside Dy, we must show that g|x, : Xp, = Xp,,
that gly,, : Yp, — Yp,, and that (g9|x,,, f,glvp,) satisfies the conditions of
Definition [.8 First, to lighten the notation define gx = g|x,, , and gy = glyy, -
Now, let z € Xp,. Then there is S C P; with © = Adi[S]. So, using the
commutativity of the diagram in Figure and the fact that g is a complete
lattice homomorphism, we have

g(@) = g(\di[S]) = \godi[S] = /\ dzo f[S].

This proves that gx,, does indeed have codomain Xp,, and the analogous result
for gy holds by duality. Since gx, f, and gy are all obviously order preserving,
it remains only to check the conditions of Definition [7.&

This follows immediately from the definitions of gx and gy and the
commutativity of the diagram in Figure

Without loss of generality, we can think of the + maps as inclusion func-
tions, and so the claim is just the statement that y <p, * — ¢(y) <p, g(z),
and thus is true as g is order preserving.

Abusing notation in the same way as before, let 2’ € Xp,, let ¢’ € Yp,,
and suppose z’ £ 3y € Do. Using the completeness of D1, let z; = A g~ !(z'T),
and let zo = \/ g~ 1(y'V). Tt follows easily from the fact that g is a complete
lattice homomorphism that 2/ <p, g(z1) and g(z22) <p, ¥/, so if z1 <p, 29,
then ¢/ <p, g(z1) <p, 9(22) <p, ¥/, as ¢ is order preserving. Thus to avoid
contradiction we must have z1 £p, za.

As Xp, and Yp, are, respectively, join- and meet-dense in D;, there is = €
Xp, Nzt and y € Yp, Nz} with 2 £p, y. Now, as = <p, z1 = AgL(z'T) we
have gy' (2'") C 2] C 2. Thus (i) holds for this choice of z, and (i) holds for
y by a dual argument.

Moreover, suppose a € Xp,, and that g(a) <p, ¥’. Then a € g~ (y¥), and so
a <p, z2, by definition of 22, and consequently a <p, y. Thus (iii) holds, and
(iv) is dual. That (v) holds is automatic from the choice of = and y.

e “A is a functor”. A obviously sends identity maps to identity maps, and almost
as obviously respects composition.

e “I" 4 A”. The unit 7 is defined so that its components are the embeddings of
G = (ex,ey,R) into AT'(G) = Gq, = (ex,» vy, Ra) described in Lemma [7.241
From this lemma, if we again abuse notation by treating X and Yxr as if they
are subsets of N(X WY'), we have

ng = (eotx,idp,eoty).

We first show that 7 is indeed a natural transformation. Let G1 = (ex,, ey,, R1)
and G2 = (ex,,ey,,Ra) be Galois polarities, and let ¢ = (g9x,9p,9y) be a
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polarity morphism from G; to G2. We aim to show that the diagram in Figure
commutes.

Define hx, = ej otx, to be the standard embedding X of into X, and sim-
ilarly define hy, = e; o ty,. Make analogous definitions for hx, and hy,. Define
g;r( : Xn, = X, to be the X component of AI'g, which is the restriction of
N (1) to Xu,. Define gi- analogously. Consider the diagram in Figure The
inner squares commute by definition of g, and that the outer squares commute
can be deduced from the commutativity of the diagram in Figure 28 the com-
mutativity of whose right square follows from the commutativity of the diagram
in Figure

Now, ATl'go1ng, is the polarity morphism (g% o hx,,gp, gy 0 hy,), and 1g, o g
is the polarity morphism (hx, © gx,gp,hy, © gy), and these are equal by the
commutativity of the diagram in Figure Thus 7 is a natural transformation.

Let G = (ex,ey,R) be a Galois polarity extending P. We will show that
1 has the appropriate universal property (see e.g. [2I, Theorem 2.3.6]). Let
d: Q — D be a Aj-completion, and let h = (hx,hp,hy) : G = A(d) be a
polarity morphism. We must find a map g : I'(G) — d such that Ag o ng = h,
and show that ¢ is unique with this property.

By Lemma [.24, the map 7na(q) is an isomorphism, as A(d) is a complete
Galois polarity, and is the unique such polarity isomorphism that is the identity
on Q. Consider the diagram in Figure[30l The upper triangle commutes as 7 is a
natural transformation (see Figure[29). By Lemma [7.25] there is an isomorphism
between I'A(d) and d (as extensions of @), which we define to be 7 = (idg, t), and
illustrate in Figure3Il As functors preserve isomorphisms, A7 is an isomorphism.
Since A7 is also the identity on @, it must be the inverse of 7). Thus, noting
Figure B0l 7 o Th : T'(G) — d has the property that

A(TOPh)OnG:ATOAFhOnG:n;z‘d)oAFho’rlG:h

We must show that 7 o T'h is unique with this property, so let f : I'(G) — d
be a Del morphism, and suppose f is defined by (f1, f2) for some f; : P — @
and fo : N(X WY) — D. Suppose also that Af ong = h. Then Af =
(falx s f1, f2lyn ), and, continuing to identify X and Yy with the corresponding
subsets of N(X WY'), we have

Afong = (fa|xy ceotx, froidp, faly, ceoty).

Suppose 7 o 'l is defined by the maps ¢t : P — Q and t5 : N(X WY) — D.

Then
A(ToTh)ong = (ta|x,y c€eoix,t1 oidp, taly, ceoty).

Since we have assumed that both Af ong and A(7oTh) o ng are equal to h, we
must have f; =t; = hp, and, moreover, fo must agree with ¢t on e[X WY]. But
fale[xwy] is cut-stable, as it is the restriction of a complete lattice homomorphism
between MacNeille completions, and so it extends uniquely to a complete lattice
homomorphism (by [8 Theorem 3.1]). Thus fo = t2, and so f = 7 oTh as
required. It follows that I' 4 A as claimed.

O

The components of counit of the adjunction between I' and A are provided by

the isomorphisms produced in Lemma [[.28 Thus the subcategory, Fix(T'A), of
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Del is just Del itself. The canonical categorical equivalence between Fix(AT') and
Fix(T'A) produces a categorical version of the correspondence in Theorem [[.20]

We end with a universal property for Galois polarities whose relation is the
minimal R;.

Proposition 7.30. Let G = (ex,ey,R;) be a Galois polarity extending P, let Q
be a poset, and let f : X — @ and g : Y — @ be order preserving maps such that
foex = goey. Let X be the unique 3-preorder for G. Then the following are
equivalent:
(1) y=z—gly) < f(z) for allz € X and for ally €Y.
(2) There is a unique order preserving map v : X WY — @ such that the
diagram in Figure[3 commutes.
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Proof. Suppose (1) holds. We define v’ : X UxY — @ by

() = f)ifze X
= g(z)if z€Y

We show that ' is order preserving with respect to the preorder < and the order
on Q. Let 21 = 2o € X U<Y. If 21 and 23 are both in X, or both in Y, then
that u'(z1) < u/(z2) follows immediately from the definition of v and the fact that
both f and g are order preserving. If z; = z € X, and 22 = y € Y, then there is
p€ex (zM)Ney'(yt), and so f(x) < g(y) by the assumption that foex = goey.
If 1 =y €Y and 250 = x € X, then that g(y) < f(x) is true by (1), and so
u'(y) < u'(x) as required. Define u by u(tx(x)) = f(z) and u(ty (y)) = g(y). Then
u is well defined and order preserving by the monotonicity of v/, and that u is
unique with these properties is automatic from the required commutativity of the
diagram.
Conversely, suppose (2) holds. Then

y=2z = w(y) <wx(@) = uwouw(y) <uwoux(x) = g(y) < f(z)

as required. ([

Proposition says that, if ex and ey are fixed meet- and join-extensions
respectively, the pair of maps (¢, t}) arising from (ex,ey,R;) is initial in the
category whose objects are pairs of order preserving maps (f : X — Q,g:Y — Q)
such that foex = goey and y 2« — ¢(y) < f(z), and whose maps are commuting
triangles as in Figure (here h is order preserving, and commutativity means
fa=ho fi and go = hogp). In particular this category contains all (tx,ty) arising
from Galois polarities (ex, ey, R) based on ex and ey.
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