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Abstract: A non-empty set S together with the ternary operation denoted by juxtaposition is said to be
ternary semigroup if it satisfies the associativity property ab(cde) = a(bed)e = (abc)de for all a,b,c,d,e € S.
The global set of a ternary semigroup S is the set of all non empty subsets of S and it is denoted by P(S). If S
is a ternary semigroup then P(S) is also a ternary semigroup with a naturally defined ternary multiplication. A
natural question arises: “Do all properties of S remain the same in P(S)?” The global determinism problem is
a part of this question. A class K of ternary semigroups is said to be globally determined if for any two ternary
semigroups S1 and S2 of K, P(S1) = P(S2) implies that S1 = Sa. So it is interesting to find the class of ternary
semigroups which are globally determined. Here we will study the global determinism of ternary *-band.

Keywords: Rectangular ternary band, Involution ternary semigroup, Involution ternary band, Ternary
*-band, Ternary projection.

1. Introduction

In our previous paper [7] we have discussed the global determinism of ternary groups and finite
left zero ternary semigroups. Here we will discuss some properties of a rectangular ternary band and
of a proper rectangular ternary band and also discuss the global determinism problem of ternary
x-band.

Let us briefly present the literature on the problem of global determinism. In 1960 B.M. Shane
formulated the importance of studying the problem of global determinism. In 1967, T. Tamura
and J. Shafer [11] proved that groups are globally determined. In 1984, T. Tamura [10] proved that
rectangular groups are globally determined. In 1984, M. Gould and J.A. Iskra [4] also studied some
globally determined classes of semigroups. M. Gould, J.A. Iskra, C. Tsinakis [5, 6] also studied the
global determinism problem of semigroup theory. In 1984, Y. Kobayashi [9] proved that semilattices
are globally determined. At present, the problem of global determinism is a well-known research
problem. M. Vin¢ié¢ [13] established in 2001, that x-bands are globally determined. In 2014, A. Gan,
X. Zhao and Y. Shao [1] proved that clifford semigroups are globally determined. In 2015, A. Gan,
X. Zhao and M. Ren [3] studied the global determinism of semigroups having regular globals.
A. Gan, X. Zhao and Y. Shao [2] also discussed the globals of idempotent semigroups in 2016 and
in 2017, B. Yu, X. Zhao, A. Gan [12] proved that idempotent semigroups are globally determined.

So the problem of global determinism is important and relevant in the ternary theory of semi-
groups. Here we will prove that ternary x-bands are globally determined.

2. Preliminaries

First we provide the basic definitions and results which are used in the rest of the paper.

Definition 1. A ternary semigroup S is said to be left (resp. right) zero ternary semigroup if
for a,b,c € S, abc = a (resp. abc = c).
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Definition 2. A ternary semigroup S is said to be a ternary band if every element of S is
idempotent, i.e. a®> =a for alla € S.

Definition 3. A ternary semigroup S is said to be rectangular ternary band if aba = a for all

a,bes.

Although the definition of rectangular ternary band and rectangular band in binary are similar,
but all the rectangular ternary bands are not rectangular bands in binary. The following example
illustrates this fact.

Ezample 1. Let M3(R) is the set of all 2 x 2 matrices over R. This is a ternary semigroup
w.r.t. the natural ternary matrix multiplication.

0 O 0

matrix multiplication.

(7) { <_1 O> , <_1 _01>} € M(R). This is a rectangular ternary band w.r.t. natural ternary

-1 -1 0 0

matrix multiplication.

(17) {( 00 > , <_1 _1>} € M5(R). This is a rectangular ternary band w.r.t. natural ternary

Lemma 1. A ternary semigroup S is rectangular ternary band if and only if ababa = a and
abede = ace for all a,b,c,d,e € S.

Proof Let S be a rectangular ternary band. Then aba = a for all a, b € S. Therefore,
ababa = (aba)ba = aba = a for all a,b € S.
Now

abede = a(b(adc)b)(cde) = (aba)(d(cbe)d)e = a(ded)e = (adc)(d(ace)d)e
= (a(ded)a)c(ede) = (ada)ce = ace.

Conversely, suppose that ababa = a and abcde = ace. Then
aba = (ababa)ba = a(bab)aba = aaa = a® = a.

Therefore, S is the rectangular ternary band. O

Lemma 2. A ternary semigroup S is a rectangular ternary band if and only if it can be ex-
pressed as a cartesian product of left zero and right zero ternary semigroups.

Proof. Let S bearectangular ternary band and u be a fixed element of S. Define two sets
L, R such that

L={zuu: ze8}, R={uuzr: zeS}
Since

(zuu)(yuu)(zuu) = x(vuy)u(uzu)u = zuu
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for all zuu, yuu, zuu € L, we have, L is left zero ternary semigroup.
Similarly,

(uux) (vuy)(vuz) = u(uzu)u(yuu)z = uuz

for all uuz, uuy, vuz € R implies that R is right zero ternary semigroup.
Define a mapping ¢ : S — L x R such that ¢(z) = (zuu,uuz) for all x € S. Here the ternary
operation on L X R is as follows:

(a,b)(c,d)(e, f) = (ace,bdf) = (a, f) forall (a,b), (c,d), (e,f) € L xR.
Let ¢(z) = ¢(y). This implies that xuu = yuu, vuzr = uuy. Now
r = zur = ruvur = (zuv)ur = (yuu)ur = yu(uux) = yu(uuy) = yuuuy = yuy = y.
Therefore, ¢ is one-to-one mapping.
d(zuz) = (zuzuu, uvuzruz) = ((zuw)(vuw)(zuw), (vur) (vuw) (uuz)) = (Tuu, uvuz).
Therefore, ¢ is an onto mapping.

¢(2)(y)d(2) = (vuu, vuz)(yuu, vuy) (zuu, uuz)
= (zuuyuuzuu, vurvuyuuz) = (ruu, uvuz) = ¢(zryz).

Thus ¢ is a ternary homomorphism. Hence ¢ is an isomorphism and S & L x R.
Conversely, suppose that S is isomorphic to L x R, where L, R are left zero, right zero

ternary semigroups respectively. Now (a,c)(e,g)(a,c) = (aea,cgc) = (a,c). Therefore, L x R
is a rectangular ternary band. Since S is isomorphic to a rectangular ternary band, S is also
rectangular ternary band. O

Let S 2 L x R where L be the left zero, R be the right zero ternary semigroup and p be an
isomorphism from S to L x R. The ternary operation on L x R is defined as

(a,b)(c,d)(e, f) = (ace,bdf) = (a, f) for all (a,b),(c,d), (e, f) € L x R.

There are some notions defined as follows:

Let A € P(S), where P(S) is the global of S.
m(A)={ie€ L: 3 k€ Rsuch that (i,k) € u(A)}.
mr(A)={k€ R: 3 i€ L such that (i,k) € u(A)}.

If S =L x R then for any A € P(S), we have
m(A) ={i € L: 3 k€ R such that (i,k) € (A)}.
mr(A)={k € R: 3 i€ L such that (i, k) € (4)}.

Definition 4. A rectangular ternary band S is said to be a proper rectangular ternary band if
it is not left zero, right zero and lateral zero ternary semigroup. By the notation T RBs we mean
the proper rectangular ternary band.

Definition 5. (i) A ternary semigroup S is said to be an involution ternary semigroup if it
is equipped with a unary operation * such that (vyz)* = z*y*a* and (2*)* = x.

(73) An idempotent involution ternary semigroup is said to be an involution ternary band.
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Definition 6. (i) Let S be an involution ternary semigroup. If for each x € S, xx*x = x,
r*ra* = ¥ and 2%y = xy? for all z,y € S, then S is said to be a ternary *-semigroup.

(ii) A ternary semigroup S is said to be ternary x-band if S is an idempotent ternary x-semigroup.

Definition 7. Let S be an involution ternary semigroup. An element x € S is said to be a

projection of S if it is idempotent and is a fived point of involution, i.e. v3 = x and * = x.

Definition 8. Let S be an involution ternary semigroup. Then X C S is said to be an invo-
lution ternary subsemigroup if X is a subsemigroup of S and X* C X, where X* = {z* : z € X}.

Two important notations of this paper are as follows:
The set of all subsemigroups of a ternary *-band S is denoted by S(S) and

Ch(S)={XecS8(S): X=Y3 = X =Y forall Y € P(S)}.

Remark 1. Every bijection between two left (resp. right) zero ternary semigroups is the iso-
morphism between them.

We have already discussed in [7], that finite left (resp. right) zero ternary semigroups are
globally determined. In this paper, we generalize this result for arbitrary left (resp. right) zero
ternary semigroups.

Here we assume the generalized continuum hypothesis which states that if cardinality of an
infinite set lies between that of an infinite set A and that of the power set P(A) of A, then it has
the same cardinality as either A or P(A).

Lemma 3. If P(Sy) & P(S2) then |S1| = |S2| where |S1| and |Sa| denote cardinality of Sy, Sa
respectively.

P roof. To prove the result we consider the following three cases.

Case 1. Suppose that Si, S2 both are finite sets. Let |S1| = m and |S2| = n.

Since P(S1) = P(S2), so |P(S1)| = |P(S2)]. Again |P(S1)| = 2™ and |P(S2)| = 2". Therefore,
2™ = 2™, This implies that m = n.

Case 2. Suppose that S; is a finite set and Sy is an infinite set and |S;| = m. Then |P(S;)| = 2™,
i.e. a finite number but |P(S2)| is not a finite number. Therefore, |P(S1)| # |P(S2)|. Hence Case 2
is not true.

Case 3. Let us assume that both Sy, So are infinite sets. Then the following three situations
may arise.

(i) If S1 and Sy both are countable then |S;| = |Sa| = Rg'. So there is nothing to prove.

(ii) Suppose S; is a countable set and Sy is an uncountable set. Then |S1]| = Ry = |P(S1)| =
2% and |Sy| > 2%0. Therefore, |P(S2)| > 2% = |P(S1)|. But this is not possible.

(iii) Suppose S; and Sy both are uncountable. If possible, let |Si| # |S2|. Then |S1| = ¢ and
|So| = c1 where ¢,c; > 2%, Therefore, |P(S1)| = 2° and |P(S2)| = 2°t. Since ¢ # c; thus
2¢ £ 2¢1. This contradicts our assumption. Therefore, |S1| = |Sa|. O

Theorem 1. Left (resp. right) zero ternary semigroups are globally determined.

Proof. Let S; and Sy be two left zero ternary semigroups and ¢ : P(S1) — P(S2) is
an isomorphism, i.e. P(S1) = P(S2). This implies that |P(S1)| = |P(S2)|. Hence by Lemma 3,
|S1] = |S2|. Thus there is a bijection from S; to Se. Since S and S; are left zero ternary semigroups,
by Remark 1, it follows that the bijection is an isomorphism. So it is clear that S; = S>. Hence
the class of all left zero ternary semigroups is globally determined.

Similarly, we can show that right zero ternary semigroups are globally determined. O

IN is the cardinality of the set of all natural number.
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3. Main result

A rectangular ternary band is said to be a proper rectangular ternary band if it is not a left
zero, right zero or lateral zero ternary semigroup. In this section, we provide some results of proper
rectangular ternary bands and show that the proper rectangular ternary band satisfies the strong
isomorphism property. By strong isomorphism property we mean that any isomorphism ¢ from
P(S) to P(S1) is also an isomorphism from S to S;. Here we also discuss that ternary s-bands
are globally determined. Unless otherwise stated, in this section, we assume that S is a proper
rectangular ternary band.

Lemma 4. Let S and S1 be two ternary semigroups such that P(S) = P(S1) and ¢ is an
isomorphism from P(S) to P(S1). Then the restriction v |cns) s a bijection from Ch(S) to
Ch(Sy).

Proof Let Ae Ch(S). This implies that A € S(S). Therefore, 1(A) € S(51).
Let ¢(A) = A;. If possible, there exists By € P(S;) such that B} = A;. Since 1 is an
isomorphism there exists B € P(S) such that 1)(B) = B;. Therefore, A; = B} = (¢(B))3 = ¢(B3).
Hence ¢(A) = ¢(B3). This implies that A = B3. Since A € Ch(S), we have A = B. Therefore,
Y(A) = ¢(B). This implies that A; = B;. Hence A; € Ch(S1). Therefore, ¢ |cp(s) is a bijection
from Ch(S) to Ch(S}). O

Lemma 5. Let S be a proper rectangular ternary band such that S = L x R. Then A € Ch(S)
if and only if |7 (A)| =1 or |mr(A)| = 1.

P roof The proof is similar to the binary result of [2]. O

Theorem 2. Rectangular ternary bands are globally determined.

P roof Proof of the theorem immediately follows from the binary result of [10]. O

Theorem 3. Proper rectangular ternary band satisfies the strong isomorphism property.

P roof The proof is similar to the binary result of [2]. O

A restricted class of a involution ternary semigroup is ternary *-band. Unless otherwise stated,
in the rest of this section, B denotes an involution ternary band and S(B) denotes the set of all
involution ternary subsemigroups of B.

Lemma 6. For any involution ternary band B, S(B) coincides with the set of all projections
of P(B). Therefore, if By and Bs be two involution ternary bands, then every isomorphism 1) :
P(By) — P(B3) induces a bijection from S(By) to S(Bz2).

Proof. Since B is a involution ternary band, for any subset X of B, we have X C X? and
(X*)"=X.

Now let X € S(B). This implies X3 C X, X* C X and X C B. Thus X? = X and (X*)* C X*.
Hence X3 = X and X C X*.



Ternary *-Band 69

Therefore, X® = X and X* = X. So X is a projection of P(B).

Conversely, if X is a projection of P(B) then X? = X and X = X*. Therefore, X* C X and
X*C X. Thus X € §(B).

Hence S(B) is the set of all projections of P(B).

Let ¢ : P(B1) — P(B2) be an isomorphism, where By, By be two involution ternary bands.
We have to show that X € S(B;) implies that ¢(X) € S(Bs). Let us extend ¢ on (P(Bp))* as
b (P(B1))* — (P(By)* such that $(X*) = ($(X))".

If X = X* then ¥(X) = ¢(X*) = (¢(X))*. Hence X € S(B;) implies that ¢(X) € S(Ba).
Thus ¥(S(B1)) C S(Bs). Similarly, v~ 1(S(Bz)) € S(B1). This implies that

(1 (S(B2))) C (S(B1)) = S(B2) € ¥(S(By)).

Therefore, S(B2) = ¥(S(B1)). Thus ¢ induces a bijection between S(B;) and S(Ba). O

Lemma 7. Let By, By be two involution ternary bands. Any isomorphism from P(By) to P(Bs)
induces a bijection from Ch(By) to Ch(B2).

Proof. 1If we are able to show that for any isomorphism ¢ :P(B;) — P(Bs),
PY(Ch(By1)) = Ch(B2) then ¢ : Ch(B1) — Ch(B2) becomes onto mapping. Again since v is an
isomorphism from P(Bj;) to P(Bg) and Ch(By) C P(B1) so ¢ : Ch(By) — Ch(Bs) is one-to-one
mapping hence a bijection.

Let X € Ch(By). If possible there exists Y’ € P(By) such that Y"® = ¢)(X). Then there exists
Y € P(Bj) such that ¢(Y) = Y’. Therefore,

(X)=Y" = (p(Y))? = (Y.

This implies that X = Y3 because X € Ch(Bj). Hence X =Y. Thus ¢(X) = ¥(Y). Therefore,
Y(X) =Y. So X € Ch(By) implies that ¢(X) € Ch(Bs). Hence ¢(Ch(B;)) C Ch(Bz2).

Since 1 is an isomorphism, !
Y~ YY) € Ch(B;). Thus

is also an isomorphism. Hence Y € Ch(By) implies that

YN (Ch(Bs)) € Ch(B1) = (¥~ (Ch(B2))) € ¥(Ch(B1)) = Ch(Bz) C $(Ch(B)).

Hence ¢(Ch(By)) = Ch(B2).
Therefore, 1 is a bijection from Ch(B;) to Ch(Bs). O

Let us a define partial ordering and a chain on a ternary band as follows.

Definition 9. Let B be a ternary band. A partial order < on a ternary band B can be defined
as a < b if and only if
a = a’b = ab® = b%a = ba’.

Definition 10. Let A be a non empty subset of a ternary band B. Then A is said to be a
chain of B if for all a,b € A either a <b orb < a.

Lemma 8. Let B be a ternary *-band. Then X € Ch(B) if and only if X is a chain of
projections.
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Proof Let B bea ternary x-band. Then

=z (2" =z, ofzz*=2% wzr'r=2 and 2’y=axy® forall xz,y€ B.
Suppose X € Ch(B) and x,y € X. If possible let 2%y ¢ {z,y}. Construct Y = X \ {22y}.
Now xzy eY3and Y C X. Since B is ternary x-band and Y C X C B, we have Y C Y3. Thus it
follows that Y3 = X. Again
YCX=Y3CX3=X.

Now
Y =X\{z%y} CY3CX.

Since x?y € Y3, it follows that Y3 # Y. Hence Y3 = X. By definition of Ch(B) we find that
Y = X. This contradicts our assumption that 2%y ¢ {z,y}. Therefore, 22y € {z,y}. Similarly,
zy?, yz?, y?x, zyx, yry all are in {z,y}. Hence X is a chain.

Now our aim is to show that x € X implies that x is a projection. Since X € Ch(B), X3 = X.
Therefore, x* € X for all x € X. Now x2z* € {z,2*}.

Suppose z2z* = 2. This implies that

(2%2*)* = 2* = aa*s* = o = 272" = 2",

Therefore, z = x*. Hence x is the projection.

Again if

2zt = = 2t =2 = 2%t = 1.

Hence x* = x. Therefore, x is the projection.

This implies that X is a chain of projections.

Conversely, suppose that X € P(B) is a chain of projections. Suppose there exists Y € P(By)
such that Y2 = X. It is clear that Y C Y3. Therefore, Y C X. Subset of a chain must be a chain.
Hence Y3 C Y. This implies X CY C X. Thus X =Y. Therefore, X € Ch(B). O

Let B be a ternary #-band. Let define a partial ordering “ <” on P(B) as follows:

X <Y ifand only if X = X?Y =Y X2 for all X,Y € P(B).

X — Y if and only if X < Y in S(B) and there does not exist any Z € S(B) such that
X<Z<Y.

Again X — Y if and only if X < Y and there does not exist any Z € Ch(B) such that
X<Z<Y.

It is clear that

XY =X—Y.

Remark 2. If B is a ternary band then B is also a ternary semigroup. So ideal of a ternary
band is the same as the ideal of a ternary semigroup.

Lemma 9. Let B be a ternary band. Thus there exists some ternary semilattice S such that
there is a homomorphism o : B — S such that o(B) = S.

Proof. Let B be a ternary band. Define
I, ={zay : z,y € B}

for any a € B. Then [, is an ideal of B, generated by a.
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Let us define a relation p on B such that apb if and only if I, = I,. There is no doubt that p
is an equivalence relation on B. Now let I,, = Iy, 14, = Iy,, 1gy = Ip,. Therefore,

by = z1a1y1, bo = x2a2y2, b3 = x303Y3.

Hence
bibobs = w1a1y1T2a2y223a3Y3 = T1(a1y172027)azyaT3a3Y3
= ﬂc1(a1y1x2a22)(a1y1x2a22)(a1y1x2a22)a2y2m3a3y3 = 11X (a2a1y172a2y273)azys3
= 21X (aza1Y az®)agys = 21X (a2a1Y a3”) (a2a1Y a3”) (a2a1Y as®)azys
= (xlXa2a1Ya32a2a1Ya3)(agagal)(Yagyg) = Xy (azaza1)Yy,
where

2 2
X = ayynweac”aryireas, Y = yi1roagyex3, X1 =x1Xasa1Yasz“axa1Yaz, Y1 =Yazys.

Therefore, bi1bobs € 14,444, Similarly, we can show that agaza € Ip,p,p,-
Thus it is clear that Io,000, = b bobs.- Now

(1) abe = abcabeabe = a(bea)beabe € Tpey,.

Similarly, we can show that bca € I,.. This implies that I,p. = Ipe,. Again

) abe = abcabeabe = a(bcabe)(beabe)(beabe)abe
= (abcab)(cbcabcbea) (beabe) = (abeab)(cbexa)(beabe)

= (abcab)(cbczxa)(cbezra)(cbexa)(beabe) = (abcabebex)ach(crachbexabeabe),

where x = abcbe. Therefore, abe € 1,.,. Hence I, = I,p. Thus

Iabc = lacb = Ibac = Ibca = lcab = cha-

This shows that I, 4945 = Ip,beb5- Therefore, p is a ternary congruence relation on B.

Now B/p be the set of all equivalence classes of the congruence relation and the elements are
denoted by @ for a € B. Define a ternary operation on B/p by abé = abc.

Now we show that B/p is a ternary semilattice w.r.t. above defined ternary operation. This is
clear from the above discussion that B/p is a commutative ternary semigroup. Again since B is
ternary band,

aaa = aaa = a3 = a.
Thus B/p is also a ternary band. Now
a?b = a®b® = a(ab®)b € Iy, ab® = a®b® = a(a®b)b € 1,2,

Therefore, I,2;, = I2. This implies that a2b = ab?. Hence a?b = ab®. Thus B /p is a ternary
semilattice.

Now we define a mapping o : B — B/p such that o(a) = a. Then o is an epimorphism.
If we consider S = B/p then there exists a ternary semilattice which is homomorphic image of B. [J

Lemma 10. Let B be a ternary x-band and S be a ternary semilattice image of B. If
X,Y € Ch(B) are such that X <Y and o(X) — o(Y) [resp. o(X) — o(Y)] holds in P(S)
then X — Y [resp. X — Y|, where S is the semilattice image of B and o is the corresponding
epimorphism from B to S.



72 Indrani Dutta and Sukhendu Kar

Proof Leto:B — S be an epimorphism. Then
o(X) —» oY) = o(X) <o(Y).

Suppose Z € S(B) be such that X < Z < Y. Now Z € S(B) implies that ¢(Z) € S(S5), since
(0(2))3 = 0(Z3) = 0(Z). Therefore,

X=X’Z=X7*=72X*=7%X.
This implies that
o(X)=0(X)0(Z2)=0(X)o(2)? =0(Z)0(X)? = 0(Z)*c(X).

Hence o(X) < o(Z). Thus it follows that o(X) < 0(Z) < o(Y’). This contradicts o(X) — o(Y).
Hence 0(X) » o0(Y) = X —» Y.
Again let X,Y € Ch(B) such that o(X) — o(Y). If possible, there exists Z € C'h(B) such
that X < Z < Y. Thisimplies 0(X) < 0(Z) < o(Y). Since Z € Ch(B) implies that o(Z) € Ch(S5),
this contradicts that o(X) — o(Y). Hence X — Y. O

Lemma 11. Let B be a ternary *-band and X € Ch(B). If x € X is not a maximal element
of X then X — X \ {z}.

Proof. Let X € Ch(B). This implies that X® = X. Now
XX\ {}) = X(X \ {2})? € X¥ = X.

Let h € X and h # x. Then h = h3 € X%(X \ {#}). Again if h = z then there exists
some y € X such that x = 2%y = xy?. Therefore, h = r = 2%y € X?(X \ {z}). This implies
that X C X2(X \ {z}). Hence X?(X \ {z}) = X. Thus X < X \ {z}. Since X € Ch(B),
X\ {z} € Ch(B). Since {z} is not a maximal element of X, o({z}) is also not a maximal element
of o(X). Then from [8], we can write

o(X) » o(X)\o({z}) = o(X \ {z}).
Hence by Lemma 10, it follows that X — X \ {z}. O

Lemma 12. Let B be a ternary *-band and X € Ch(B). If X has a greatest element x1 and
there exists a projection y € B such that 1 — y, then X — X U {y}.

Proof. Let B be a ternary *band. Then y € B implies that
W) =y, wy=y, vy =y

Let X € Ch(B). This implies that X is a chain of projections. If y be a projection of B such
that 1 — y then it is clear that X U{y} is also a chain of projections. Hence X U{y} € Ch(B).
Now

XX U{y)) =X UXHy} = X.
Similarly, (X U {y})X? = X. Again

X(XU{})’ =X’ uX*{yluXx{ypPPuXx{ylX =X, (Xu{y})’X=X.

Therefore, X < (X U {y}).
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If possible, there exists Y € Ch(B) such that X <Y < (X U{y}). Thus
XY =YX?*=X and Y?*(XU{y})=Xu{yhy?=Y.
Therefore, Y2X UY?{y} = Y. This implies that
XUY*yl=Y = XCY.
If X #Y then there exists z € Y such that z ¢ X. Again let z € Y\ X. If 2 < x; then
z=zpt =n=n =22 e YX?P =X,

So z € X. This contradicts our assumption that X # Y.
Hence z1 < z. Since

XUYHyl=XU{y}Y? =Y, zeY*y}={y}v>

Therefore, z = y1y2y = yysya for some y1,y2,y3,y1 € Y.
This implies that

2y = yiyyy® = nivey = 2, Y2z = yP(yysya) = ¥Ysya = yysys = 2.

Hence z = zy? = y?z. Therefore, z < 3.
Thus we get x1 < z < y. This contradicts the relation x; — y. Hence our assumption is not
true and so X — X U {y}. O

Lemma 13. Let B be a ternary x-band and let x € B be a projection. If {x} — Y for some
Y € Ch(B) then Y = {z,y} with x — y.

Proof. Since {r} — Y, we get {2}?Y=Y{z}?>={z}. Hence for any y € Y, 2%y = y2? = x.
This implies that z < y for ally € Y.
Let Y1 = {z} UY. Now

YV =Yz uY3={2}uY =Y, =YY%, ViY2={2}Y2UY3={2}UuY =Y, = Y%7

This implies that Y; <Y.
Again

Yi{e} = {2 UY{2}® = {a} =V1*{z}, {2}*V1 = {2}’ U{2}?Y = {2} = {a}13%.

This implies that {z} < Yj. Therefore, {x} < Y; < Y. This contradicts the relation {z} — Y.
Hence Y7 = Y. This implies z € Y.
Next we assume that z € Y\ {z} is an arbitrary element. Consider the set

Z={yeY: :y<z}
Since Y € Ch(B), Z is also a chain of projections. Now z € Z implies that Z is nonempty. Hence
227 = {2%y :y < 2} = {z}.

Similarly, #Z2 = {x}. Therefore, {z} < Z.
Again let u € Z 2Y = ZY?. Therefore, u = 212911 for some y; € Y and z1, 20 € Z. This implies
either y; < z or y; > 2.
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Case 1. Let y; < z then y12%2 = 4122 = 2%y; = 2412 = 1. Hence

2 2 2 2
27U = 2 2122Y1 = Z1R22Y1 = U, UL~ = Z1R22Y12 = Z122Y1 = U.

This implies u < z.

Case 2. Let y; > z then y12%2 = 4122 = 2%y; = 24,2 = 2. Hence
2y = 222122?/1 = Z1%22Y1 = U, uz? = 2122?/122 = 212222?/1 = Z1%22Y1 = U.
Therefore, u < z. Thus v € Z. Hence Z?Y = ZY? C Z.
Similarly, v € YZ2=Y27 — v = Y12122 = yaysz3. Then either y; < z or y; > 2.
Case 1. Let y; < z. Then

Y1 = y122 = y12z = 22?/1 = zy12,

222} = 22y12122 = Y1R1R22 = UV = ZU2, 1)22 = y1212222 = Y1R1R22 = UV = 1)22.

Hence v < z.
Case 2. Let y; > z. Therefore,

2 2 2 2
=Yz =Y1 2 =%2Y = 2Yr,

2 2 2 2 2
VZ& = Y121222 = Y12122 = U, 22U =2 Y12122 = Y12 2122 = Y12122 = V.

Hence v < z. This implies that v € Z. Thus YZ2=Y2ZC Z.

Conversely, Z = Z3CY?Z=YZ?and Z =27% C Z?Y = ZY?2.
Hence
Z2=Y*Z=Y27?=2Y?=27%.

This implies that Z < Y. Therefore, {x} < Z < Y. This contradicts the relation {z} — Y.
Hence Y = Z. Since z is an arbitrary element, ¥ has only two elements say {z,y}. It is clear that
x < y. If possible © - y. Then there exists z € Ch(B) such that x < z < y. Then

o*{z, 2} = a{z,2}? = {z, 2}’ = {z,y}a* = {a},
{2,2}Y? =2Y?U2Y? = {2} U {2} = {z,2} = {2, 2}2Y = Y?*{z,2} = Y{z, 2}°

Therefore, {z} < {z,z} <Y. This is a contradiction. Hence Y = {z,y} and z — y. O

Proposition 1. Let B be a ternary x-band and X € Ch(B) such that |X| > 3. Then X has a
topknot.

Proof. Let X € Ch(B) and |X| > 3. Then there exist z,y,z € X such that z < y < z.
Since {x} and {y} are not maximal elements of X, X — X \{z} and X \ {y}, by Lemma 11. Again
X\ {z} » X\ {z,y} and X \ {y} - X \ {z,y}. Therefore, we have the following topknot:

X\ {z}
N / \X\{x,y}
\ X\{y}/
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Proposition 2. Let B be a ternary x-band. If X € Ch(B) and |X| = 2 then X has either a
maximal hair of length 1 or a topknot.

Proof Let X = {x,y}, with z < y. By Lemma 11, it follows that X — X \ {z} = {y}. If
X has no maximal hair of length 1 then there is an element z € Ch(B) such that y — z. Again
by Lemma 13, {y} — {y, z}. Also by Lemma 12, X — X U{z} = {z,y, z}. Then by Lemma 11,
{z,y,z} - {y, z}. Hence we can construct the following topknot:

{y}
/ \* {y, 2}
\ (3,7} e

Proposition 3. Let B is a ternary x-band and X € Ch(B). Then |X| = 1 if and only if X
has neither mazimal hair of length 1 nor topknots.

Proof. Suppose that X = {x} and if possible, X has a maximal hair of length 1. Then
there exists Y € C'h(B) such that X — Y. Thus by Lemma 13, we get Y = {z,y} for some y with
x — y. Since z is not maximal in Y, by Lemma 11, it is clear that {z} — Y — Y \ {z}. This
contradicts our assumption that X has a maximal hair of length 1. Now suppose that X has a
topknot as follows:

{x}/’\
\/

Again by Lemma 13, we have Y = {z,y} with x — y and Z = {z, 2} with x — 2z and y # 2
so that y2z = y2? = 2y% = 2%y.

Now T € Ch(B). Consider W = {x,y, z}. Since y?z = y2? = 2% = 2%y = o, W ¢ Ch(B).

So zyz = x implies that W3 = W. Hence W € S(S). Now

{2, y}*W = {2°, 2%y, 2%z, zyz, 2%, 2y2, Y22, yoy, yrz, v, y°, vz} = {z,y}.

Similarly,
{2, y}W? = W{z,y}* = W{x,y} = {x,y}.
This shows that {z,y} < W. Again W2T = WT? = W. Thus {z,y} < W < T. This contradicts
the existence of topknot. Hence X has no topknot.

Conversely, suppose that X has neither maximal hair of length 1 nor topknot. If possible, | X| >
1. Then Proposition 1 and Proposition 2 contradicts our assumption. Thus the result holds. [

Theorem 4. Ternary x-band is globally determined.
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Proof. Let By, By be two ternary x-bands such that ¢ : P(By) — P(B3) be an isomor-
phism. Let Bi, By be the set of all singleton subsets of B; and Bs respectively. Let us define
Y1 : By — By such that 91 (z) = {2} and v : By — Bs such that 12({y}) = y. Now from the
construction of 1, ¥ it follows that ¢, and 19 be two isomorphisms from B; to B; and from By
to By respectively.

If we are able to show that ¢ | 5, is a bijection from B to By then it follows that 1 | B B, — By
is an isomorphism.

Let X € Ch(Bj) such that |X| = 1. Then X € By. If possible, ¥(X) = X' ¢ By, i.e., | X'| > 2.
Then by Proposition 1 and Proposition 2, it follows that X’ has either a maximal hair of length 1
or a topknot.

Case 1. Suppose X’ has a maximal hair of length 1. Then X has also a maximal hair of
length 1. This contradicts that X € B.

Case 2. Suppose X' has a topknot as follows:

/\
\/

N

where Y/, Z/ W' € Ch(Bs) and Y’ # Z'. Then there exists Y, Z,W € Ch(B;) and Y # Z such
that Y = (Y), Z' = ¢(Z) and W' = ¢)(W). Then the above topknot can be written as follows:

P(W)

A
\/

=
N

Hence we have the following topknot:

/\
\/

N

From the Proposition 3, it follows that X ¢ B;. This contradicts our assumption. Therefore,
|(X)| = |X'| =1 and X' € Ch(Bg). Thus v is a bijection from the singleton subset of projection
of Bj to the singleton subset of projection of Bs.

Now let = € By such that z is not projection. Then (22z*)* = za*? = 222*. Therefore, x
a projection.

Similarly, x*z? is also a projection and (22x*)(z22*)(z*2?) = x. Therefore, any element of B
can be written as a product of three projections, say x = Imn, where [, m,n are projections. So

v({z}) = p({lmn}) = p{IH{mH{n}) = ¢{I})Y({mp)yv({n}) = himiny = z1.

Therefore, {x} € By implies that ¢({x}) € B, i.e., ¥(B1) C By. Similarly, »~"(Bz) C By. This
implies that ¥ (¢ ~1(Bg)) C ¥ (B;1) and By C %(By). Hence ¥ (B1) = By. Therefore, v is an onto

2% is

2
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mapping from B; to By and since 1) is an isomorphism from P(B;) to P(Bz2) and By C P(By), it
follows that ¢ |5,: Bi — By is an isomorphism.

Therefore, 121 | B, Y1 : B1 — Bs is an isomorphism. Hence By = By. Thus we conclude that
ternary x-bands are globally determined. O

4. Conclusion

Throughout this paper we investigated the on global determinism of ternary x-bands and suc-
cessfully proved that ternary x-bands are globally determined. This research enriches the study of
global determinism problem on different classes of ternary semigroup. In future we will be able
to study the global determinism problem of another class of ternary semigroup with the help of
those results that we have proved in this paper. We hope this work will flourish the field of ternary
semigroup, specially the global determinism problem on various classes of ternary semigroupes.
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