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Abstract. An ideal I of a ring R is a lifting ideal if the idempotents of R can be lifted modulo I. A rich literature
has been dedicated to lifting ideals. Recently, new algebraic and topological results on lifting ideals have been
discovered. This paper aims to generalize some of these results to coherent quantales. We introduce the notion of
lifting elements in a quantale and a lot of results about them are proven. Some properties and characterizations
of a coherent quantale in which any element is a lifting element are obtained. The formulations and the proofs
of our results use the transfer properties of reticulation, a construction that assigns to each coherent quantale a
bounded distributive lattice. The abstract results on lifting elements can be applied to study some Boolean lifting
properties in concrete algebraic structures: commutative rings, bounded distributive lattices, residuated lattices,
MV -algebras, BL-algebras, abelian l-groups, some classes of universal algebras, etc.
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1 Introduction

The lifting idempotent property (LIP ) is a condition that achieves important classes of rings and ideals.
LIP appears whenever we study clean and exchange rings, local and semilocal rings, maximal rings, Gelfand
rings, mp–rings, purified rings, etc. (See [1], [36], [40], [43], etc.).

A lifting ideal of a unital ring R is an ideal I such that the idempotents of R can be lifted modulo I: if f
is an idempotent of the quotient ring R/I then f = e/I, for some idempotent e of R. We say that the ring R
has LIP if any ideal of R is a lifting ideal. A remarkable Nicholson’s theorem [36] asserts that a commutative
ring R has LIP iff R is a clean ring iff R is an exchange ring.

All rings that appear in this paper are commutative.

Inspired by LIP , similar lifting properties were studied in various concrete algebraic structures: bounded
distributive lattices [8], [35], residuated lattices [17], [18], abelian l-groups [27], orthomodular lattices [32],
MV -algebras and BL-algebras [27], [33], pseudo BL- algebras [5], [6], etc.

On the other hand, two kinds of generalizations of these lifting properties were obtained last decade.
Firstly, two lifting properties were introduced for congruences of a congruence modular algebra: Congruence
Boolean Lifting Property [20],[22] and Factor Congruence Lifting Property [21]. Secondly, in [10] was defined
a lifting property for the elements of a quantale as an abstraction of LIP and of other concrete lifting
properties.
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Recently, new interesting results on lifting ring ideals were established in [40], [43]. The aim of this paper
is to extend a part of these results to the framework of quantales. We obtain some algebraic and topological
properties of the lifting elements in a coherent quantale A, as well as some characterizations of the lifting
elements. The main tools for proving the results are the transfer properties of the reticulation L(A) of A (see
[16], [10]) and the isomorphism between the Boolean algebra B(A) of the complemented elements in A and
the Boolean algebra Clop(Spec(A)) of clopen subsets of prime spectrum Spec(A).

Recall from [10] that the reticulation L(A) is a bounded distributive lattice whose prime spectrum
Spec(L(A)) is isomorphic with the prime spectrum Spec(A) of A. Due to Hochster’s theorem [28], for
any coherent quantale A one can find a commutative ring R such that the reticulations L(A) and L(R) are
isomorphic. Therefore, by using reticulation, one can transfer the properties of lifting ring ideals in R to
lifting elements of the quantale A. We will follow a route consisting of two steps: firstly, from commutative
rings to bounded distributive lattices, and secondly, from bounded distributive lattices to coherent quantales.

In Section 2 we recall some basic notions and results on the prime spectrum Spec(A) of a quantale A
and its Zariski topology, the radical elements, the Boolean center, etc. (see [41], [13], [34]). We prove that
the Boolean algebras B(A) and Clop(Spec(A)) are isomorphic. Section 3 presents some elementary transfer
properties of reticulation.

Section 4 concerns the Boolean Lifting Property (abbreviated LP ) in a coherent quantale A, a notion
introduced in [10]. We define the lifting elements of A and, by using the reticulation L(A), we prove several
properties of them. We describe the clopen subsets of the maximal spectrum Max(A) (endowed with the
Zariski topology), then we characterize the situation whenever the Jacobson radical r(A) of A is a lifting
element.

The main result of Section 5 is a characterization theorem of lifting elements in a coherent quantale A. If
A is the quantale Id(R) of ideals in a commutative ring R we obtain as a particular case the characterization
of the lifting ideals in R (see Theorem 3.18 of [43]). Applying our characterization theorem we prove that
the join of a regular element and a lifting element is a lifting element. Another consequence is the following
result of [10]: a coherent quantale A has LP if and only if A is B-normal.

2 Preliminaries on Quantales

In this section we shall recall some definitions and elementary results in quantale theory. The basic references
on quantales are the books [41], [13], [37].

Let us fix a quantale (A,
∨
,∧, ·, 0, 1) and denote by K(A) the set of its compact elements. In the usual

way, the quantale (A,
∨
,∧, ·, 0, 1) is denoted by A. The quantale A is said to be integral if the structure

(A, ·, 1) is a monoid and commutative, if the multiplication · is commutative. Recall that a frame is a quantale
in which the multiplication coincides with the meet (see [30], [39]). The quantale A is said to be algebraic if
any element a ∈ A has the form a =

∨
X for some subset X of K(A). An algebraic quantale A is said to be

coherent if 1 is a compact element and the set K(A) of compact elements is closed under the multiplication.
Coherent frames are defined in a similar way (see [30], [39]). The main example of coherent quantale (resp.
coherent frame) is the set Id(R) of ideals of a unital commutative ring R (resp. the set Id(L) of ideals of a
bounded distributive lattice L).

Throughout this paper, the quantales are assumed to be integral and commutative. We shall write ab
instead of a · b.

Each quantale A can be endowed with a residuation operation (= implication) a → b =
∨
{x|ax ≤ b} and

with a negation operation a⊥ = a⊥A , defined by a⊥ = a → 0 =
∨
{x ∈ A|ax = 0} (extending the terminology

from ring theory [2], a⊥ is also called the annihilator of a). Recall from [41] that for all a, b, c ∈ A the following
residuation rule holds: a ≤ b → c if and only if ab ≤ c, so (A,∨,∧, ·,→, 0, 1) becomes a (commutative)
residuated lattice. Particularly, it follows that for any a ∈ A, a ≤ b⊥ if and only if ab = 0. In this paper we
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shall use without mention some elementary arithmetical properties of residuated lattices [15].
An element p < 1 of a quantale A is m-prime if for all a, b ∈ A, ab ≤ p implies a ≤ p or b ≤ p. The

m-prime elements of a quantale extend the notions of prime ideals of a commutative ring and the prime
ideals of a bounded distributive lattice. It is well–known that if A is an algebraic quantale, then p < 1 is
m-prime if and only if for all c, d ∈ K(A), cd ≤ p implies c ≤ p or d ≤ p. Let us recall the following usual
notations: Spec(A) is the set of m-prime elements of A and Max(A) is the set of maximal elements of A. If
1 is a compact element then for any a < 1 there exists m ∈ Max(A) such that a ≤ m. The same hypothesis
1 ∈ K(A) implies that Max(A) ⊆ Spec(A). We remark that the set Spec(R) of prime ideals in a commutative
ring R is the prime spectrum of the quantale Id(R) and the set of prime ideals in a bounded distributive
lattice L is the prime spectrum of the frame Id(L). Keeping the terminology, we say that Spec(A) is the
m–prime spectrum of the quantale A (abbreviated, Spec(A) is the prime spectrum of A).

If R is a ring, then its Jacobson radical is the ideal J(A) =
∩

Max(A) (cf. [2]). This notion can be
generalized to a quantale A: r(A) =

∧
Max(A) is the Jacobson radical of A (cf. [10]).

The paper [14] emphasizes various abstract theories of m–prime elements and of corresponding spectra
developed in the last decades.

Recall from [41] that the radical ρ(a) of an element a of A is defined by ρ(a) =
∧
{p ∈ Spec(A)|a ≤ p}

(it is clear that this notion generalizes the radical of an ideal in a commutative ring). If a = ρ(a) then a is
said to be a radical element of A. The set R(A) of the radical elements of A is a frame [41], [42]. In [10] it is
proven that Spec(A) = Spec(R(A)) and Max(A) = Max(R(A)). The quantale A is semiprime if the meet
ρ(0) of all m-prime elements in A is 0.

The following useful lemma extends to quantales a well–known result in ring theory [2].

Lemma 2.1. [34] Let A be a coherent quantale and a ∈ A. Then the following hold:

(1) ρ(a) =
∨
{c ∈ K(A)|ck ≤ a for some integer k ≥ 1};

(2) For any c ∈ K(A), c ≤ ρ(a) iff ck ≤ a for some integer k ≥ 1.

(3) A is semiprime if and only if for any integer k ≥ 1, ck = 0 implies c = 0.

Let A be a quantale such that 1 ∈ K(A), so Spec(A) and Max(A) are non–empty sets. For any a ∈ A,
denote DA(a) = D(a) = {p ∈ Spec(A)|a ̸≤ p} and VA(a) = V (a) = {p ∈ Spec(A)|a ≤ p}. For all a, b ∈ A
we have DA(a ∨ b) = DA(a) ∪ DA(b) and DA(a ∧ b) = DA(ab) = DA(a) ∩ DA(b); for any family (ai)i∈I of
A, DA(

∨
i∈I ai) =

∪
i∈I DA(ai). Then Spec(A) is endowed with a topology whose closed sets are (V (a))a∈A

[41]. If the quantale A is algebraic then the family (D(c))c∈K(A) is a basis of open sets for this topology.
The topology introduced here generalizes the Zariski topology (defined on the prime spectrum Spec(R) of
a commutative ring R [2]) and the Stone topology (defined on the prime spectrum Spec(L) of a bounded
distributive lattice L [3]). Then this topology will be also called the Zariski topology of Spec(A) and the
corresponding topological space will be also denoted by Spec(A). According to [41], if A is a coherent
quantale, then Spec(A) is a spectral space in the sense of [28], [12].

Let L be a bounded distributive lattice. For any x ∈ L, denote D(x) = {P ∈ Spec(L)|x ̸∈ P} and
V (x) = {P ∈ Spec(L)|x ∈ P}. The family (D(x))x∈L is a basis of open sets for the Stone topology on
Spec(L) (see [3],[7]).

Let R be a commutative ring. For any element x ∈ R, we shall denote D(x) = {P ∈ Spec(R)|x ̸∈ P}
and V (x) = {P ∈ Spec(R)|x ∈ P}. The family (D(x))x∈R is a basis of open sets for the Zariski topology on
Spec(R) (see [2], [30]).

An element e of the quantale A is a complemented element if there exists f ∈ A such that e ∨ f = 1 and
e ∧ f = 0. The set B(A) of complemented elements of A is a Boolean algebra (cf. [7], [29]). Then B(A) will
be called the Boolean center of the quantale A. For any e ∈ B(A) we denote by ¬e the complement of e in
B(A).
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Lemma 2.2. [29] For all a, b ∈ A and e ∈ B(A) the following hold

(1) If a ∈ B(A) if and only if a ∨ a⊥ = 1;

(2) a ∧ e = ae;

(3) e → a = e⊥ ∨ a;

(4) If a ∨ b = 1 and ab = 0 then a, b ∈ B(A);

(5) (a ∧ b) ∨ e = (a ∨ e) ∧ (b ∨ e);

(6) ¬e = e⊥ and e → a = ¬e ∨ a.

Lemma 2.3. [10] B(A) ⊆ K(A).

Lemma 2.4. If c ∈ B(A) then DA(c) is a clopen subset of Spec(A).

Proof. If c ∈ B(A) then there exists d ∈ B(A) ⊆ K(A) such that c ∨ d = 1 and cd = 0. Therefore we have
DA(c) ∪DA(d) = DA(c ∨ d) = DA(1) = Spec(A) and DA(c) ∩DA(d) = DA(cd) = DA(0) = ∅, so DA(c) is a
clopen subset of Spec(A). □

If X is a topological space then it is well-known that the set Clop(X) of clopen subsets of X is a Boolean
algebra. By Lemma 2.2 one can take the map DA|B(A) : B(A) → Clop(Spec(A)) defined by the assignment
c 7→ DA(c).

Recall from [31], [1] the following standard result in ring theory: if R is a commutative ring, then the
Boolean algebra B(R) of idempotents in R and the Boolean algebra Clop(Spec(R)) of clopen subsets of
Spec(R) are isomorphic. This lemma is intensively used in commutative algebra and algebraic geometry (see
e.g. [31], [1], [30], [43]). The following proposition is a quantale version of the mentioned lemma.

Proposition 2.5. The map DA|B(A) : B(A) → Clop(Spec(A)) is a Boolean isomorphism.

Proof. That DA|B(A) : B(A) → Clop(Spec(X)) is a Boolean morphism is easy to check and the injectivity
of DA|B(A) follows by observing that for any e ∈ B(A), DA(e) = ∅ implies e = 0. By applying Lemma 21 of
[10] it results in the surjectivity of DA|B(A). □

We shall use many times the previous proposition to prove some basic results of this paper.

3 Reticulation of a Coherent Quantale

Let A be a coherent quantale and K(A) the set of its compact elements. On the set K(A) we define the
following equivalence relation: for all c, d ∈ K(A), c ≡ d iff ρ(c) = ρ(d). The quotient set L(A) = K(A)/ ≡
is a bounded distributive lattice. For any c ∈ K(A) denote by c/ ≡ its equivalence class. Consider the
canonical surjection λA : K(A) → L(A) defined by λA(c) = c/ ≡, for any c ∈ K(A). The pair (L(A), λA :
K(A) → L(A)) (or shortly L(A)) will be called the reticulation of A. In [10], [16] was given an axiomatic
definition of the reticulation. We remark that reticulation L(R) of a commutative ring R (defined in [30],
[42]) is isomorphic with the reticulation L(Id(R)) of the quantale Id(R).

For any a ∈ A and I ∈ Id(L(A)) let us denote a∗ = {λA(c)|c ∈ K(A), c ≤ a} and I∗ =
∨
{c ∈

K(A)|λA(c) ∈ I}. The assignments a 7→ a∗ and I 7→ I∗ define two order - preserving maps (·)∗ : A → Id(L(A))
and (·)∗ : Id(L(A)) → A. The following lemma collects the main properties of the maps (·)∗ and (·)∗.

Lemma 3.1. [10] The following assertions hold

(1) If a ∈ A then a∗ is an ideal of L(A) and a ≤ (a∗)∗;
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(2) If I ∈ Id(L(A)) then (I∗)
∗ = I;

(3) If p ∈ Spec(A) then (p∗)∗ = p and p∗ ∈ Spec(L(A));

(4) If P ∈ Spec((L(A)) then P∗ ∈ Spec(A);

(5) If p ∈ K(A) then c∗ = (λA(c)];

(6) If c ∈ K(A) and I ∈ Id(L(A)) then c ≤ I∗ iff λA(c) ∈ I;

(7) If a ∈ A and I ∈ Id(L(A)) then ρ(a) = (a∗)∗, a
∗ = (ρ(a))∗ and ρ(I∗) = I∗;

(8) If c ∈ K(A) and p ∈ Spec(A) then c ≤ p iff λA(c) ∈ p∗.

Lemma 3.2. [25] The following assertions hold

(1) If (ai)i∈I is a family of elements in A then (
∨

i∈I ai)
∗ =

∨
i∈I a

∗
i ;

(2) If a, b ∈ A then (ab)∗ = (a ∧ b)∗ = a∗ ∩ b∗.

By Lemma 3.1 one can consider the functions δA : Spec(A) → Spec(L(A)) and ϵA : Spec(L(A)) →
Spec(A), defined by δA(p) = p∗ and ϵA(I) = I∗, for all p ∈ Spec(A) and I ∈ Spec(L(A)).

Lemma 3.3. ([10] and [24]) The functions δA and ϵA are homeomorphisms, inverse to one another.

We also observe that δA and ϵA are also order-isomorphisms. In particular, for any m-prime element p
of A, we have p ∈ Max(A) if and only if p∗ ∈ Max(L(A)). Max(A) is a topological space as a subspace of
Spec(A); the family (Max(A) ∩DA(x))x∈K(A) is a basis for this topology.
The functions δA and ϵA are order isomorphisms, therefore the functions δA |Max(A): Max(A) → Max(L(A))
and ϵA |Spec(L(A)): Max(L(A)) → Max(A) are order-isomorphisms.

Corollary 3.4. The functions δA|Max(A) and ϵA|Max(L(A)) are homeomorphisms, inverse to one another.

The maximal spectrum Spec(L) of a bounded distributive lattice L is a compact T1-space (cf. [30], p.
66). By applying the previous corollary it follows that the maximal spectrum Max(A) of a coherent quantale
A is a compact T1–space.

For a bounded distributive lattice L we shall denote by B(L) the Boolean algebra of the complemented
elements of L. It is well-known that B(L) is isomorphic to the Boolean center B(Id(L)) of the frame Id(L)
(see [7], [30]).

Lemma 3.5. [24] Assume c ∈ K(A). Then λA(c) ∈ B(L(A)) if and only if there exists an integer n ≥ 1
such that cn ∈ B(A).

Corollary 3.6. [10] The function λA|B(A) : B(A) → B(L(A)) is a Boolean isomorphism.

4 Quantales with Boolean Lifting Property

Let A,B be two quantales. A function u : A → B is a morphism of quantales if it preserves the arbitrary
joins and the multiplication (in this case we have u(0) = 0); f is an integral morphism if f(1) = 1. If
u(K(A)) ⊆ K(B) then we say that u preserves the compacts. If u is an integral quantale morphism that
preserves the compacts then it is called a coherent quantale morphism. In a similar manner one defines the
frame morphisms, integral frame morphisms, coherent frame morphism, etc. (cf. [30], [39]).
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Let f : R1 → R2 be a morphism of (unital) commutative rings. If I is an ideal of R1 then Ie will denote
the extension of I to R2, i.e. the ideal R2f(I) generated by f(I) in R2 (cf. [2], p. 9). Then the function
f• : Id(R1) → Id(R2), defined by f•(I) = Ie, for any I ∈ Id(R1), is a coherent quantale morphism.

Let f : L1 → L2 be a morphism of bounded distributive lattices. If I is an ideal of L1 then f•(I) is the
lattice ideal (f(I)] generated by f(I) in L2. Then the function f• : Id(L1) → Id(L2), defined by I 7→ f•(I),
for any I ∈ Id(L1), is a coherent frame morphism.

The following result is a straightforward generalization of Lemma 3.8(1) of [11] (for the sake of complete-
ness we shall present its proof).

Lemma 4.1. If u : A → B is a surjective coherent morphism of quantales then u(K(A)) = K(B).

Proof. By the definition of a coherent quantale morphism we have u(K(A)) ⊆ K(B). In order to establish
the converse inclusion K(B) ⊆ u(K(A)) let us consider an arbitrary element d of K(B) so there exists x ∈ A
such that d = u(x). Since A is a coherent quantale we have x =

∨
i∈I ci, for some family (ci)i∈I of compact

elements in A, therefore d = u(
∨

i∈I ci) =
∨

i∈I u(ci). According to d ∈ K(B) it follows that d =
∨

i∈J u(ci),
for some finite subset J of I. Denoting c =

∨
i∈J ci we have c ∈ K(A) and d = u(c), so d ∈ u(K(A)). Thus

the inclusion K(B) ⊆ u(K(A)) is proven. □

Proposition 4.2. [10] Let u : A → B be a coherent quantale morphism. Then there exists a morphism of
bounded distributive lattices L(u) : L(A) → L(B) such that the following diagram is commutative

K(A) -u|K(A)
K(B)

?

λA

L(A) -L(u)
L(B)

?

λB

Let R be a commutative ring, B(R) the Boolean algebra of its idempotents, R(Id(R)) the frame of radical
ideals in A and B(R(Id(R))) the Boolean algebra of complemented elements of R(Id(R)).

According to [40], [43], an ideal I of R is said to be a lifting ideal if the canonical ring morphism R → F/I
lifts the idempotents: for any y ∈ B(R/I) there exists x ∈ B(R) such that x/I = y. We say that R
satisfies the lifting idempotent property (LIP ) if any ideal of R is a lifting ideal (see [36]). The two Boolean
algebras B(R) and B(R(Id(R))) are isomorphic and the condition LIP can be expressed in terms of the
frame R(Id(R)) (see [4]).

Similarly, following [9] we say that an ideal I of a bounded distributive lattice L satisfies the Id−Boolean
Lifting Property (abbreviated Id−BLP ) if the lattice morphism L → L/I lifts the complemented elements:
for any y ∈ B(L/I) there exists x ∈ B(L) such that x/I = y. If any ideal of L satisfies Id − BLP we say
that L satisfies Id−BLP .

In what follows we shall generalize the previous lifting properties to the framework of coherent quantales.
Firstly, we will develop some preliminary matters.

We fix a coherent quantale A. For any a ∈ A, consider the interval [a) = {x ∈ A|a ≤ x} and for all
x, y ∈ [a)A, denote x ·a y = x · y ∨ a. It is easy to see that [a)A is closed under the new multiplication ·a.

Lemma 4.3. [10] ([a)A,
∨
,∧, ·a, a, 1) is a coherent quantale.

Let x, y be two elements of the coherent quantale ([a)A,
∨
,∧, ·a, a, 1). Denote by →a the implication

operation in [a)A and x⊥a the annihilator of x in [a)A. The negation of an element x ∈ B([a)A) will be
denoted by ¬a(x).

Lemma 4.4. Assume that x, y are two elements of the coherent quantale [a)A. Then the following hold:
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(1) x →a y = x → y;

(2) x⊥a = x → a;

(3) x ∈ B(([a)A) if and only if x ∨ (x → a) = 1;

(4) If e ∈ B(A) and x ∈ B([e)A) then x · ¬e ∈ B(A) and x = x · ¬e ∨ e;

(5) If f ∈ B([a)A) and b ∈ A then f ∨ b ∈ B([a ∨ b)A).

Proof. The proof of (1) and (2) is easy and (3) follows by Lemma 2.2,(1) and (3). In order to prove (4),
assume that e ∈ B(A) and x ∈ B([e)A), so there exists y ∈ B([e)A) such that x ∨ y = 1 and x ·e y = e. This
last equality implies xy ≤ e, so xy · ¬e = 0. From x · ¬e ≤ x · ¬e we get x ≤ ¬e → x · ¬e, hence x ≤ x · ¬e∨ e
(by Lemma 2.2(3)). The converse inequality x · ¬e ∨ e ≤ x is obvious, so x = x · ¬e ∨ e. Similarly we have
y = y · ¬e ∨ e.

We observe that x · ¬e∨ (y · ¬e∨ e) = x∨ y = 1 and x · ¬e · (y · ¬e∨ e) = xy · ¬e = 0, hence x · ¬e ∈ B(A).

To prove (5), let us assume that f ∈ B([a)A), so f ∨ (f → a) = 1 (cf. (3)). We remark that f → a ≤ f →
(a ∨ b), hence f → (a ∨ b) = 1. Thus the following equalities hold:

(f ∨ b) ∨ [(f ∨ b) → (a ∨ b)] = [f → (a ∨ b)] ∧ [b → (a ∨ b)] = f → (a ∨ b) = 1.

According to (3), it follows that f ∨ b ∈ B([a ∨ b)A).

□
For an arbitrary a ∈ A, let us consider the function uAa : A → [a)A defined by uAa (x) = x ∨ a, for any

x ∈ A.

Lemma 4.5. For any a ∈ A the following hold:

(1) uAa is an integral quantale morphism.

(2) If c ∈ K(A) then uAa (c) ∈ K([a)A).

(3) uAa (K(A)) = K([a)A).

Proof. The first two assertions are proved in [10] and the third follows by Lemma 4.1.

□

Remark 4.6. According to Lemma 4.5(2), the quantale morphism uAa preserves the compacts, so applying
Proposition 4.2, the following diagram is commutative:

uAa
K(A) - K([a)A)

?

L(A)

λ

-L(uAa )
L([a)A)

?

λa

where λ = λA and λa = λ[a)A .

Proposition 4.7. [10] For any a ∈ A, the bounded distributive lattices L([a)A) and L(A)/a∗ are isomorphic.

By Lemma 4.5, uAa is a coherent quantale morphism, so we can consider the Boolean morphism B(uAa ) =
uAa |B(A)

: B(A) → B([a)A). The following diagram is commutative:
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B(A) -B(uAa )
B([a)A)��

?

K(A) -uAa |K(A)
K([a)A)

��
?

where the vertical arrows are the inclusion maps (cf. Lemma 2.3).

Definition 4.8. [10] An element a ∈ A has the (Boolean) lifting property (LP ) if the Boolean morphism
B(uAa ) is surjective. The quantale A has LP if every element a ∈ A has LP .

If I is an ideal of a commutative ring R then it is easy to see that I is a lifting ideal if and only if I has
LP in the quantale Id(R). Keeping this terminology, if a ∈ A has LP we shall say that a is a lifting element
of the quantale A.

Similarly, an ideal I of a bounded distributive lattice L has Id − BLP if and only if I has LP in the
frame Id(L).

Let A,A′ be two coherent quantale and u : A → A′ a coherent quantale morphism. We say that u lifts the
complemented elements if for each e′ ∈ B(A′) there exists e ∈ B(A) such that f(e) = e′. Then an element a
of a quantale A is a lifting element if and only if the quantale morphism uAa : A → [a)A lifts the complemented
elements. If I is an ideal in a commutative ring R and pI : A → A/I is the associated ring morphism, then
I is a lifting ideal in R if and only if the quantale morphism p•I : Id(R) → Id(R/I) lifts the complemented
elements. A similar result for lifting ideals in bounded distributive lattices is valid.

Let A be a coherent quantale. If a is an element of A such that B([a)A) = {a, 1} then it is clear that a is
a lifting element. In particular, any minimal non–zero element of A is a lifting element.

Let p be an m–prime element of A. If x ∈ B([p)A) then x ·a ¬p(x) = p, so x = p or ¬p(x) = p. Since
Spec([p)A) = Spec(A) ∩ [p)A, it results that p ∈ Spec([p)A). Thus B([a)A) = {p, 1}, hence the m–prime
element p is a lifting element. Particularly, any maximal element of A is a lifting element.

Any complemented element e of A is a lifting element. Indeed, if x ∈ B([e)A) then, by using Lemma 4.4(4),
it follows that x · ¬e ∈ B(A) and x = x · ¬e ∨ e = uAe (x · ¬e), i.e. e is a lifting element.

For any a ∈ A denote Xa = Spec([a)A) = {p ∈ Spec(A)|p ≤ a}. We remark that Xa = Xρ(a) and
Clop(Xa) = Clop(Xρ(a)). According to Proposition 2.5, there exists a Boolean isomorphism va : B([a)A) →
Clop(Xa), defined by va(e) = DA(e) ∩ [a)A, for any e ∈ B([a)A).

Theorem 4.9. For any a ∈ A the following are equivalent:

(1) a has LP in the quantale A;

(2) ρ(a) has LP in the quantale A;

(3) ρ(a) has LP in the frame R(A).

Proof. (1) ⇔ (2) Recall that vρ(a) and va are Boolean isomorphisms and Clop(Xa) = Clop(Xρ(a)), so there
exists a Boolean isomorphism w : B([ρ(a)A) → B([a)A) such that the following diagram is commutative:

B[ρ(a))A
-vρ(a)

Clop(Xρ(a))

?

w

B([a)A)
-va

Clop(Xa)

?

id
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Consider the Boolean morphisms vρ(a) ◦ uAρ(a) : B(A) → Clop(Xρ(a)) and va ◦ uAa : B(A) → Clop(Xa).

An easy computation shows that for any e ∈ B(A) the following equalities hold:
(vρ(a) ◦ uAρ(a))(e) = {p ∈ Spec(A)|e ∨ ρ(a) ̸≤ p} ∩ [ρ(a))A

(va ◦ uAa )(e) = {p ∈ Spec(A)|e ∨ a ̸≤ p} ∩ [a)A.
We remark that for any p ∈ Spec(A) we have a ≤ p iff ρ(a) ≤ p and e ∨ a ̸≤ p iff e ∨ ρ(a) ̸≤ p, therefore

(vρ(a) ◦ uAρ(a))(e) = (va ◦ uAa )(e). Since Clop(Xρ(a)) = Clop(Xa) it follows that vρ(a) ◦ uAρ(a) = va ◦ uAa . But
vρ(a) and va are Boolean isomorphisms, hence the following diagram is commutative:

B(A)
B(uAρ(a))- B([ρ(a))A)

HHHHHjB(uAa )
�����*

w

B([a)A)

Recall that w is a Boolean isomorphism so B(uAρ(a)) is surjective iff B(uAa ) is surjective, therefore ρ(a) has
LP iff a has LP .

(2) ⇔ (3) According to Lemma 19 of [10], the following diagram is commutative:

ρ
A - R(A)

?

[ρ(a))A

uAρ(a)

-ρρ(a)
[ρ(ρ(a)))R(A)

?

u
R(A)
ρ(ρ(a))

Since ρ(ρ(a)) = ρ(a) we obtain the following commutative diagram in the category of Boolean algebras:

B(A) - B(R(A))

?

B([ρ(a))A)

B(uAρ(a))

- B([ρ(a))R(A))

?

B(u
R(A)
ρ(a) )

where the horizontal arrows are Boolean isomorphisms (in virtue of Proposition 6 of [10]).

From the previous commutative diagram we get that B(uAρ(a)) is surjective iff B(u
R(A)
ρ(a) ) is surjective, so

the equivalence of (2) and (3) follows.
□

Corollary 4.10. [10] Let a be an element of the coherent quantale A. Then a has LP if and only if the ideal
a∗ of the lattice L(A) has Id−BLP .

Proof. Recall from Lemma 3.1 (7) that a∗ = (ρ(a))∗. We know from Corollary 2 of [10] that the frames
R(A) and Id(L(R)) are isomorphic, hence the following properties are equivalent:

• ρ(a) has LP in the frame R(A);
• (ρ(a))∗ has LP in the frame Id(L(R));
• a∗ has LP in the frame Id(L(R));
• the ideal a∗ of the lattice L(A) has Id−BLP .
By applying the previous theorem it follows that a has LP if and only if the ideal a∗ of the lattice L(A)

has Id−BLP .
□
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Corollary 4.11. [10] A quantale A has LP if and only if the reticulation L(A) has Id−BLP .

Corollary 4.12. Let I be an ideal of the reticulation L(A). Then I has Id−BLP if and only if I∗ has LP .

Proof. We know that I = (I∗)
∗ (cf. Lemma 3.1(2)), hence, by two applications of Corollary 4.10 we obtain:

I has Id−BLP iff (I∗)
∗ has Id−BLP iff I∗ has LP . □

Corollary 4.13. Let a and b be two elements of A such that ρ(a) = ρ(b). Then a has LP if and only if b
has LP .

Proof. By Theorem 4.9, the following equivalences hold: a has LP iff ρ(a) has LP iff ρ(b) has LP iff b has
LP . □

Corollary 4.14. If a is an element of A such that a ≤ ρ(0) then a has LP .

Proof. If a ≤ ρ(0) then ρ(a) = ρ(0). It is obvious that 0 has LP . By applying Corollary 4.13 it follows that
a has LP . □

In particular, from Corollary 4.14 it follows that ρ(0) is a lifting element.
Following [10], we say that a quantale A is hyperarchimedean if for any c ∈ K(A) there exists an integer

n ≥ 1 such that cn ∈ B(A).

Corollary 4.15. If the quantale A is hyperarchimedean then any element a ∈ A has LP .

Proof. Let a be an element of the hyperarchimedean quantale A. By Theorem 1 of [10], the reticulation
L(A) of A is a Boolean algebra. It is straightforward to see that any ideal of a Boolean algebra has Id−BLP
(see [9]). Thus the ideal a∗ of L(A) has Id−BLP , so, by applying Corollary 4.10, it follows that a has LP .
□

Remark 4.16. The equivalence of assertions (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.9 is a quantale generalization of
Corollary 3.2 of [43]. Among the consequences of this theorem we mention an important result of [10]:
Corollary 4.11is exactly Theorem 2 of [10]. We remark that Theorem 4.9 can be obtained as a corollary of
Theorem 2 of [10]. We shall give here a short proof.

Let a be an element of the quantale A and L(A) the reticulation of A. We know that a∗ = (ρ(a))∗ (cf.
Lemma 3.1(7)) so by a double application of Theorem 2 of [10] the following equivalences hold: a has LP iff
a∗ has Id−BLP iff (ρ(a))∗ has Id−BLP iff ρ(a) has LP .

Theorem 4.17. Let a and b two elements of the quantale A such that a ≤ b and Max([a)A) = Max([b)A).
If b has LP then a has LP .

Proof. Firstly we observe thatMax([a)A) = Max(A)∩[a)A andMax([b)A) = Max(A)∩[b)A. Let us consider
an element x ∈ B(([a)A)), so x ∨ (x → a) = 1 (by Lemma 4.4(3)). From a ≤ b we get x → a ≤ x → b, hence
1 = x∨ (x → a) ≤ x∨ (x → b). Thus x∨ b∨ ((x∨ b) → b)= x∨ b∨ ((x → b)∧ (b → b)) = x∨ (x → b) = 1, so
x ∨ b ∈ B([b)A) (cf. Lemma 4.4(3)).

By hypothesis, b has LP , so there exists a complemented element e of A such that e∨ b = uAb (e) = x∨ b.
We shall prove that VA(e ∨ a) = VA(x).

Firstly, we shall establish the inclusion VA(e ∨ a) ⊆ VA(x). Assume that p ∈ VA(e ∨ a), i.e. p is an
m–prime element of A such that e ∨ a ≤ p. Consider a maximal element m of A such that p ≤ m, so e ≤ m
and a ≤ m. According to the hypothesis Max([a)A) = Max([b)A), from a ≤ m we obtain b ≤ m, hence
x ∨ b = e ∨ b ≤ m.

Let us assume that x ̸≤ p. We observe that p ∈ Spec([a)A) (because p ∈ Spec(A) and a ≤ p), so
x → a = ¬a(x) ≤ p ≤ m. From x ∈ B([a)A), x ≤ m and x → a ≤ m we obtain 1 = x ∨ (x → a) ≤ m. This
contradicts m ∈ Max(A), so x ≤ p, i.e. p ∈ VA(x).
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In order to prove the converse inclusion VA(x) ⊆ VA(e ∨ a), assume that p ∈ VA(x), so p ∈ Spec(A) and
x ≤ p. Consider a maximal element m of A such that p ≤ m, so a ≤ x ≤ p ≤ m. By using the hypothesis
Max([a)A) = Max([b)A), we get b ≤ m, hence e ∨ b = x ∨ b ≤ m.

Let us assume that e ∨ a ̸≤ p, so e ̸≤ p (because a ≤ p and p ∈ Spec(A)). Thus ¬e ≤ p ≤ m, so
1 = e ∨ ¬a ≤ m, contradicting m ∈ Max(A). Then e ∨ a ≤ p, hence p ∈ VA(e ∨ a).

One remark that V[a)A(e ∨ a) = VA(e ∨ a) = VA(x) = V[a)A(x), therefore D[a)A(e ∨ a) = D[a)A(x). Since

e ∨ a, x ∈ B([a)A) one can apply Proposition 2.5, so from D[a)A(e ∨ b) = D[a)A(x) we get uAa (e) = e ∨ a = x.
Therefore a has LP .

□
One can ask if the element r(A) has or doesn’t have LP . The following two examples show that both

situations are possible.

Example 4.18. Let us consider the quantale structure defined on the set A = {0, a, b, c, d, 1} by the following
diagram and table (cf. [8]):

@
@

�
�

�
�

@
@@

@

�
�

@
@

rr rrr r

0

a b

d c

1
⊙ 0 1 a b c d

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 a b c d
a 0 a 0 0 0 a
b 0 b 0 b b 0
c 0 c 0 b b a
d 0 d a 0 a d

The maximal spectrum of the quantale A is Max(A) = {c, d}, so r(A) = c ∧ d = a. The Boolean
center of A is B(A) = {0, b, d, 1}. We observe that [r(A))A = [a)A = {a, c, d, 1} is a Boolean algebra, hence
B([r(A))A) = B([a)A) = {a, c, d, 1}.

Now we consider the Boolean morphism B(uAr(A)) : B(A) → B([r(A))A) (in fact, B(uAa ) : {0, b, d, 1} →
{a, c, d, 1}). An easy computation gives uAa (0) = a, uAa (b) = a ∨ b = c, uAa (d) = a ∨ d = d, uAa (1) = 1, so
B(uAr(A)) is a surjective map. Then r(A) has LP .

Example 4.19. Let us consider the quantale structure defined on the set A = {0, a, b, c, d, 1} by the following
diagram and table (cf. [8]):

�
�

@
@

�
�

@
@

rr
rr rr

0

d

b

a c

1
⊙ 0 1 a b c d

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 a b c d
a 0 a a b b 0
b 0 b b b b 0
c 0 c b b c d
d 0 d 0 0 d 0

In this case, we have Max(A) = {a, c}, r(A) = a ∧ c = b and [r(A))A = [b)A = {b, a, c, 1} is a Boolean
algebra. We observe that B(A) = {0, 1} and B([b)A) = [b)A = {b, a, , c, 1}. It is clear that B(uAb ) : B(A) →
B([b)A) is not surjective, so r(A) = b doesn’t have LP .

Corollary 4.20. Assume that a is an element of A such that a ≤ r(A). If r(A) has LP then a has LP .
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Proof. If a ≤ r(A) then Max([a)A) = Max(A) = Max([r(A))A). By applying Theorem 4.17, it follows that
a has LP . □

Theorem 4.21. For any subset U of Max(A) the following are equivalent:

(1) U is a clopen subset of Max(A);

(2) There exist c, d ∈ K(A) such that c ∨ d = 1, cd ≤ r(A) and U = Max(A) ∩DA(c).

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Assume that U is a clopen subset of Max(A). We know that Max(A) is compact (cf.
Corollary 3.4, Max(A) and Max(L(A)) are homeomorphic spaces and by [30], p.66, the maximal spectrum
Max(L(A)) of the bounded distributive lattice L(A) is compact) and U,Max(A) − U are closed subsets of
Max(A), so they are compact. Therefore there exist two positive integers n,m and the compact elements
c1, · · · , cn, d1, · · · , dm such that U =

∪n
i=1(Max(A)∩DA(ci)) and Max(A)−U =

∪m
j=1(Max(A)∩DA(dj)).

We remark that for all i = 1, · · · , n and j = 1, · · · ,m the following equalities hold: Max(A)∩DA(cidj) =
Max(A) ∩ DA(ci) ∩ DA(dj) = ∅. Then for each m ∈ Max(A) we have m ̸∈ DA(cidj), hence cidj ≤ m,
therefore cidj ≤ r(A).

Denoting c =
∨n

i=1 ci and d =
∨m

j=1 dj it results that U = Max(A)∩DA(c) and Max(A)−U = Max(A)∩
DA(d). Then one obtains the equalities Max(A) = Max(A) ∩ (DA(c) ∪ DA(d)) = MaxA(A) ∩ DA(c ∨ d).
Since cidj ≤ r(A) for all i and j it follows that

cd =
∨
{cidj |i = 1, · · · , n ; j = 1, · · · ,m} ≤ r(A).

Assume by absurdum that c∨d < 1, so c∨d ≤ m for some maximal element m of A. Then m ̸∈ DA(c∨d),
contradicting Max(A) = Max(A) ∩DA(c ∨ d). We conclude that c ∨ d = 1.

(2) ⇒ (1) Assume that there exist c, d ∈ K(A) such that c∨ d = 1, cd ≤ r(A) and U = Max(A)∩DA(c).
We shall prove the equality Max(A) ∩DA(c) = Max(A) ∩ VA(d).

Let m be an element of Max(A)∩DA(c), hence c ̸≤ m. Since m is m - prime and cd ≤ r(A) ≤ m we get
d ≤ m, so m ∈ Max(A) ∩ VA(d). Thus we obtain the inclusion Max(A) ∩DA(c) ⊆ Max(A) ∩ VA(d).

In order to prove the converse inclusion Max(A) ∩ VA(d) ⊆ Max(A) ∩ DA(c), let us assume that m ∈
Max(A) ∩ VA(d), so d ≤ m. If c ≤ m then 1 = c ∨ d ≤ m, contradicting that m is a maximal element. It
follows that c ̸≤ m, hence m ∈ Max(A) ∩ VA(d). Thus the inclusion Max(A) ∩ VA(d) ⊆ Max(A) ∩DA(c) is
established, therefore Max(A)∩DA(c) = Max(A)∩ VA(d). This equality shows that U is a clopen subset of
Max(A). □

Corollary 4.22. If x ∈ B([r(A))A) then Max(A) ∩DA(x) is a clopen subset of Max(A).

Proof. If x ∈ B([r(A))A) then there exists y ∈ B([r(A))A) such that x ∨ y = 1 and x ·r(A) y = r(A). By
applying the previous theorem to the elements x and y of the quantale [r(A))A, it follows that Max(A) ∩
D[r(A))A(x) is a clopen subset of Max([r(A))A). We remark that Max(A) = Max([r(A))A), hence Max(A)∩
DA(x) = Max([r(A))A) ∩D[r(A))A(x), so Max(A) ∩DA(x) is a clopen subset of Max(A). □

According to this corollary, the assignment x 7→ Max(A) ∩ DA(x) defines a map f : B([r(A))A) →
Clop(Max(A)).

Proposition 4.23. The map f : B([r(A))A) → Clop(Max(A)) is a Boolean isomorphism.

Proof. Firstly, we prove that f is a Boolean morphism. Assume that x and y are two elements of the
Boolean algebra B([r(a))A). We remark that the following equalities hold: f(x∨y) = Max(A)∩DA(x∨y) =
(Max(A) ∩ (DA(x) ∪ DA(y)) = Max(A) ∩ DA(x)) ∪ (Max(A) ∩ DA(y)) = f(x) ∪ f(y). Similarly, we have
f(x ∧ y) = f(x) ∩ f(y). It is clear that f(r(A)) = Max(A) ∩DA(r(A)) = ∅ and f(1) = Max(A), hence f is
a Boolean morphism.
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If f(x) = ∅, then Max(A)∩DA(x) = ∅, therefore m ̸∈ DA(x), for any maximal element m of A. It follows
that x ≤ m, for any m ∈ Max(A), i.e. x ≤ r(A). Since r(A) ≤ x, we get x = r(A). This shows that f is an
injective Boolean morphism.

Assume now that U is a clopen subset of Max(A). In accordance with Theorem 4.21 there exist c, d ∈
K(A) such that c ∨ d = 1, cd ≤ r(A) and U = Max(A) ∩DA(c).

By using c ∨ d = 1 and cd ≤ r(A) the following equalities hold:

(c ∨ r(A)) ∨ (d ∨ r(A)) = 1

(c ∧ r(A)) ·r(A) (d ∧ r(A)) = cd ∨ r(A) = r(A),

hence e = c ∨ r(A) ∈ B([r(A))A) (by Lemma 2.2(4)). We have observed that Max(A) ∩DA(r(A)) = ∅,
therefore we get

f(e) = Max(A) ∩DA(e) = (Max(A) ∩DA(c)) ∪ ((Max(A) ∩DA(r(A)) = Max(A) ∩DA(c) = U .

Thus f is a surjective map, so it is a Boolean isomorphism. □

Lemma 4.24. The Boolean morphism B(uAr(A)) : B(A) → B([r(A))A) is injective.

Proof. Assume that e ∈ B(A) and B(uAr(A))(e) = r(A). Thus e∨ r(A) = r(A), hence e ≤ r(A). If e ̸= 0 then

¬e ̸= 1, so ¬e ≤ m, for some maximal element m of A. On the other hand we have e ≤ r(A) ≤ m, hence
1 = e ∨ ¬e ≤ m, contradicting that m ∈ Max(A). It follows that e = 0, so B(uAr(A)) is injective. □

Now consider the map g : B(A) → Clop(Max(A)) defined by g(e) = Max(A)∩DA(e), for any e ∈ B(A).
It is straightforward that g is a Boolean morphism.

Recall that in general, r(a) does not have LP (see Example 4.19). The following result characterizes the
situation whenever r(A) has LP .

Theorem 4.25. The following properties are equivalent:

(1) r(A) has LP ;

(2) g : B(A) → Clop(Max(A)) is a Boolean isomorphism.

Proof. For any e ∈ B(A) the following equalities hold: f(B(uAr(A))(e)) = f(e ∨ r(A)) = Max(A) ∩DA(e ∨
r(A)) = Max(A) ∩ (DA(e) ∪DA(r(A))) = Max(A) ∩DA(e) = g(e) (because Max(A) ∩DA(r(A)) = ∅). It
follows that the following diagram is commutative in the category of Boolean algebras:

B(A) B([r(A))A)

Clop(Max(A))

-

HHHHHHHj ?

B(uAr(A))

g
f

Recall that f is a Boolean isomorphism (cf. Proposition 4.23) and B(uAr(A)) is injective (cf. Lemma 4.24),
therefore, according to the previous commutative diagram it results that g is injective. Then the following
equivalences hold: r(A) has LP iff B(uAr(A)) is surjective iff g is surjective iff g is a Boolean isomorphism.
□

5 A Characterization Theorem and Its Consequences

We start this section by recalling the following characterization theorem of lifting ideals in a commutative
ring R (see Theorems 1.5 and 3.2 of [40] and Theorem 3.18 of [43]).
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Theorem 5.1. [43] If I is an ideal of the commutative ring R then the following are equivalent

(1) I is a lifting ideal of R;

(2) If J1, J2 are two coprime ideals of R such that J1J2 ⊆ I then there exists an idempotent e of R such
that e ∈ I + J1 and ¬e ∈ I + J2;

(3) If J1, J2 are two coprime ideals of R such that J1J2 = I then there exists an idempotent e of R such
that e ∈ J1 and ¬e ∈ J2;

(4) If M is a maximal ideal of R and M⋄ is the ideal of R generated by {f ∈ I|f = f2} then the quotient
ring R/(I +M⋄) has no nontrivial idempotents.

We remark that the property (4) of the previous theorem says that the Boolean algebra B(R/(I +M⋄))
of idempotents of R/(I + M⋄) is isomorphic to L2 = {0, 1} (we include the case whenever L2 is a trivial
Boolean algebra).

Theorem 5.1 and some of its consequences were extended in [26] to the lifting congruences in a semide-
generate congruence modular algebra (see Theorem 6.3 of [26]).

In this section we shall prove a new extension of Theorem 5.1. We shall characterize the lifting elements
of a coherent quantale. Then we shall present some consequences of Theorem 5.1.

Let A be a coherent quantale. For any element a ∈ A we shall denote a⋄ =
∨
{e ∈ B(A)|e ≤ a} (this

new element in a quantale was firstly defined in [24]). We remark that in the particular case when A is the
quantale Id(R) of the ideals in a commutative ring R we find the ring ”diamond construction”.

If R is a commutative ring and I ∈ Id(R) then it is easy to see that I⋄ is equal to the ideal of R generated
by I ∩B(R); if L is a bounded distributive lattice and I ∈ Id(L) then I⋄ is equal to the ideal of L generated
by I ∩B(R) ( i.e. I⋄ = [I ∩B(L))).

Recall that two elements a and b of the quantale A are coprime if a ∨ b = 1. If a and b are coprime then
ab = a ∧ b (see Lemma 2(1) of [10]). For any set Ω we denote by |Ω| its cardinal number.

The following lemma emphasizes the way in which the reticulation preserves the diamond construction.

Lemma 5.2. If a ∈ A then a∗⋄ = a⋄∗.

Proof. Firstly, we observe that a∗⋄ is the ideal [a∗∩B(L(A))) of the lattice L(A) generated by a∗∩B(L(A))
and a⋄∗ = {λA(c)|c ∈ K(A), c ≤ a⋄}.

For proving the inclusion a⋄∗ ⊆ a∗⋄, let x be an element of a⋄∗, so x = λA(c) for some c ∈ K(A) such
that c ≤ a⋄. Since a⋄ =

∨
{e ∈ B(A)|e ≤ a} and c is compact it follows that there exists e ∈ B(A) such that

c ≤ e ≤ a. Recall that the map λA is isotone and preserves the complemented elements. Then λA(c) ≤ λA(e)
and λA(e) ∈ B(L(A)) ∩ a∗, so x = λA(c) ∈ [B(L(A)) ∩ a∗) = a∗⋄. Thus we obtain the inclusion a⋄∗ ⊆ a∗⋄.

In order to prove the converse inclusion a∗⋄ ⊆ a⋄∗ it suffices to check that B(L(A)) ∩ a∗ ⊆ a⋄∗. If
x ∈ B(L(A)) ∩ a∗ then x = λA(c) for some compact element c of A such that c ≤ a. By using Lemma 3.5,
from λA(c) = x ∈ B(L(A)) we get cn ∈ B(A), for some integer n ≥ 1. From cn ≤ a and cn ∈ B(A) we obtain
cn ≤ a⋄, hence x = λA(c) = λA(c

n) ∈ a⋄∗, therefore a∗⋄ ⊆ a⋄∗.

□
Recall a famous theorem of Hochster [28] (see also [12]): if L is a bounded distributive lattice then there

exists a commutative ring R such that the reticulation L(R) of R is isomorphic with L.

Let A be a coherent quantale and L(A) its reticulation. By applying the Hochster theorem one can find a
commutative ring R such the reticulations L(A) and L(R) are isomorphic lattices (we shall identify L(A) and
L(R)). For any element a of A, we know that a∗ is an ideal of the bounded distributive lattice L(A) = L(R),
so there exists a ring ideal I of R such that a∗ = I∗ (cf. Lemma 3.1(2)).
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This previous construction is a bridge between rings and coherent quantales: by applying the transfer
properties of reticulations some results of ring theory can be exported to quantale theory and viceversa. The
following propositions are the first illustration of this thesis.

Proposition 5.3. Keeping the previous notations the following are equivalent

(1) a is a lifting element of A;

(2) The lattice ideal a∗ = I∗ has Id−BLP ;

(3) The ring ideal I of R is a lifting ideal.

Proof. By applying twice Corollary 4.10. □

Proposition 5.4. Keeping the previous notations the following are equivalent

(1) The quantale A has LP ;

(2) The isomorphic lattices L(A) and L(R) have Id−BLP ;

(3) The ring R has the Lifting Idempotent Property.

Proof. By applying twice Corollary 4.11. □
Let a be an arbitrary element of the coherent quantale A and m a maximal element of A. Then a∗ is an

ideal of the lattice L(A) and m∗ a maximal ideal of L(A). By using Corollary 3.4 one can find an ideal I of
R and a maximal ideal M of the ring R such that a∗ = I∗ and m∗ = M∗.

Lemma 5.5. Keeping the previous notations the following equality holds:
|B([a ∨m⋄)A)| = |B(R/(I ∨M⋄))|.

Proof. In accordance with Lemma 3.2(1) we have (a ∨m⋄)∗ = a∗ ∨m⋄∗, so by using Proposition 4.7 we get
the following isomorphisms in the category of bounded distributive lattices:

L([a ∨m⋄)A) = L(A)/(a ∨m⋄)∗ = L(A)/(a∗ ∨m⋄∗)
Thus, according to Corollary 3.6, we obtain the following sequence of Boolean isomorphisms:
B([a ∨m⋄)A) ≃ B(L([a ∨m⋄)A)) ≃ B(L(A)/(a ∨m⋄)∗) ≃ B(L(A)/(a∗ ∨m⋄∗).
In a similar way we obtain the Boolean isomorphism: B(R/(I ∨M⋄)) ≃ B(L(R)/(I∗ ∨M⋄∗)).
By Lemma 5.2 and m∗ = M∗ we have m⋄∗ = m∗⋄ = M∗⋄ = M⋄∗, hence the Boolean algebras B([a∨m⋄)A)

and B(L(R)/(I∗ ∨M⋄∗)) are isomorphic, so their cardinal numbers are equal.
□

Now we are ready to state and prove the following characterization theorem of lifting elements in a
coherent quantale.

Theorem 5.6. Let A be a coherent quantale. For any a ∈ A the following are equivalent

(1) a has LP ;

(2) If c, d are two coprime elements of A such that cd ≤ a then there exists e ∈ B(A) such that e ≤ a∨ c
and ¬e ≤ a ∨ d;

(3) If c, d are two coprime elements of A such that cd = a then there exists e ∈ B(A) such that e ≤ c
and ¬e ≤ d;

(4) If m is a maximal element of A then |B([a ∨m⋄)A)| ≤ 2.
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Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Assume that a has LP and c, d are two coprime elements of A such that cd ≤ a. Then
(a∨ c)∨ (a∨d) = 1 and (a∨ c)(a∨d) = a∨ cd = a, so a∨ c and a∨d are two elements of the Boolean algebra
B([a)A) such that ¬a(a ∨ c) = a ∨ d.

According to the hypothesis that a has LP there exists e ∈ B(A) such that a ∨ e = B(uAa )(e) = a ∨ c.
Since B(uAa ) is a Boolean morphism it follows that a∨ d = ¬a(a∨ c) = ¬a(B(uAa )(e)) = B(uAa )(¬e) = a∨¬e.
We conclude that e ≤ a ∨ c and ¬e ≤ a ∨ d.

(2) ⇒ (3) Assume that c, d are two coprime elements of A such that cd = a. By the hypothesis (2), there
exists e ∈ B(A) such that e ≤ a∨ c and ¬e ≤ a∨ d. Remark that c = c(c∨ d) = cd∨ c2 = a∨ c2, hence a ≤ c.
Similarly, we have a ≤ d, so e ≤ a ∨ c = c and ¬e ≤ a ∨ d = d, hence the assertion (3) follows.

(3) ⇒ (1) Let us consider that x ∈ B([a)A) so there exists y ∈ B([a)A) such that y = ¬a(x), hence
x ∨ y = 1 (i.e. x, y are coprime) and xy ∨ a = x ·a y = a, so xy ≤ a. Since a ≤ x, a ≤ y and x, y are coprime
we have a ≤ x ∧ y = xy, so xy = a. Then one can apply the hypothesis (3), so there exists e ∈ B(A) such
that e ≤ x and ¬e ≤ y.

Recall that uAa is a quantale morphism and uAa |B(A) = B(uAa ) is a Boolean morphism. Thus from e ≤ x

we get uAa (e) ≤ uAa (x) = x. On the other hand, ¬e ≤ y implies ¬a(uAa (e)) = uAa (¬e) ≤ uAa (y) = y, hence
x = ¬a(y) ≤ uAa (e). It follows that x = uAa (e) = B(uAa )(e), so the map B(uAa ) : B(A) → B([a)A) is surjective.
Then a has LP .

(1) ⇔ (4) We shall prove this equivalence by using the reticulation construction in order to obtain a
translation of results from lifting ring ideals to lifting elements of the quantale A.

Let R be a commutative ring such that L(A) and L(R) are isomorphic lattices (we will assume that
L(A) = L(R)). Consider an element a of A; a∗ is an ideal of L(A) so one can find an ideal I of R such that
a∗ = I∗. Due to Corollary 3.4, both spaces Max(A) and Max(R) are homeomorphic with Max(L(A)) =
Max(L(R)). Then for any m ∈ Max(A) one can find M ∈ Max(R) such that m∗ = M∗; conversely, for any
M ∈ Max(R) one can find m ∈ Max(A) such that M∗ = m∗.

According to Theorem 5.1, Corollary 4.10 and Lemma 5.5, the following properties are equivalent:

• a has LP (in the quantale A);

• a∗ = I∗ has Id−BLP (in the lattice L(A));

• I is a lifting ideal of R;

• If M is a maximal ideal of R then R/(I ∨M⋄) has no nontrivial idempotents;

• If m is a maximal element of A then |B([a ∨m⋄)A)| ≤ 2.

Therefore the equivalence (1) ⇔ (4) follows.

□

Remark 5.7. The previous proof of the equivalence (1) ⇔ (4) is based on the corresponding equivalence
(1) ⇔ (4) in Theorem 5.1. One can pose the problem to do a direct proof of this equivalence, without using
Theorem 5.1 and the reticulation. We shall present here a direct proof of implication (4) ⇒ (1).

Let us assume that for any maximal element m of A we have |B([a ∨m⋄)A)| ≤ 2.

In order to prove that a has LP , consider an element f of B([a)A). We want to prove that (f →
a)⋄∨ (¬a(f) → a)⋄ = 1. Assume by absurdum that (f → a)⋄∨ (¬a(f) → a)⋄ < 1, so that (f → a)⋄∨ (¬a(f) →
a)⋄ ≤ m, for some maximal element m of A.

According to the hypothesis (4), B([a ∨ m⋄)A) = {a ∨ m⋄, 1}. By applying Lemma 4.4(5), f ∈ B([a)A)
implies f ∨m⋄ ∈ B([a ∨m⋄)A). We shall distinguish two cases:

(a) f ∨m⋄ = a∨m⋄. We remark that f ≤ a∨m⋄ =
∨
{a∨e|e ∈ B(A), e ≤ m} and f is a compact element

of [a)A, so there exists e ∈ B(A) such that e ≤ m and f ≤ a ∨ e. By Lemma 2.2(3) we have f ≤ ¬e → a,
hence ¬e ≤ f → a. Since ¬e ∈ B(A), it follows that ¬e ≤ (f → a)⋄ ≤ m, contradicting e ≤ m (because
e ≤ m and ¬e ≤ m imply 1 = e ∨ ¬e ≤ m and m is a maximal element of A).

(b) ¬a∨m⋄
(f ∨m⋄) = a ∨m⋄. We remark that B([a ∨m⋄)A) = B([a ∨m⋄)[a)A) and
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¬a∨m⋄
(f ∨m⋄) = ¬a∨m⋄

(u
[a)A
a∨m⋄(f)) = u

[a)A
a∨m⋄(¬a(f)) = ¬a(f) ∨ a ∨m⋄ = ¬a(f) ∨m⋄.

Then ¬a(f) ∨m⋄ = a ∨m⋄, hence ¬a(f) ≤ a ∨m⋄. By using the compactness of ¬a(f) in [a)A and the
inequality ¬a(f) ≤

∨
{a ∨ e|e ∈ B(A), e ≤ m}, we get ¬a(f) ≤ a ∨ e, for some e ∈ B(A) with the property

that e ≤ m. Thus ¬a(f) ≤ ¬e → a, hence ¬e ≤ ¬a(f) → a, resulting ¬e ≤ (¬a(f) → a)⋄ ≤ m (because of
¬e ∈ B(A)). It follows that 1 = e ∨ ¬e ≤ m, contradicting that m ∈ Max(A).

In both cases (a) and (b) we obtained a contradiction, therefore the equality (f → a)⋄ ∨ (¬a(f) → a)⋄ = 1
holds. According to this equality, there exist e1, e2 ∈ B(A) such that e1 ∨ e2 = 1, e1 ≤ f → a and e2 ≤
¬a(f) → a.

From e1 ∨ e2 = 1 and e1 ≤ f → a we get ¬e2 ≤ e1 ≤ f → a, therefore ¬e2 ∨ a ≤ f → a (because
a ≤ f → a). Therefore ¬a(e2 ∨ a) = (e2 ∨ a) → a = e2 → a = ¬e2 ∨ a ≤ f → a = ¬a(f). We observe that f
and e2 ∨ a are elements of B([a)A), so from ¬a(e2 ∨ a) ≤ ¬a(f) we get f ≤ e2 ∨ a.

On the other hand, we remark that the inequality e2 ≤ ¬a(f) → a implies ¬a(f) ≤ e2 → a = (e2 ∨ a) →
a = ¬a(e2 ∨ a), which implies e2 ∨ a ≤ f . We conclude that f = e2 ∨ a = B(uAa )(e2), so a has LP .

Remark 5.8. It is clear that Theorem 5.6 extends Theorem 5.1 to the abstract framework of quantale theory.
On the other hand, Theorem 6.3 of [26] generalizes Theorem 5.1 to a framework of universal algebra: it
characterizes the lifting congruences of a semidegenerate congruence modular algebra M . We observe that in
general Theorem 6.3 of [26] is not a consequence of Theorem 5.6 (because the set Con(M) of congruences of
the algebra M does not have a quantale structure). In the very special case when the commutator operation
of Con(M) is associative, Con(M) becomes a coherent quantale and Theorem 5.6 can be applied, so Theorem
6.3 of [26] can be deduced from our main result.

An ideal I of a commutative ring R is regular if it is generated by a set of idempotents of A (see [1]).
Then I is regular if and only if I = I⋄. Similarly, an ideal J of a bounded distributive lattice L is regular if
it is equal to the ideal [J ∩B(L)) generated by J ∩B(L). It is clear that J is regular if and only if J = J⋄.
According to [24], an element a of a quantale A is regular if it is a join of complemented elements. It is
obvious that a is regular if and only if a = a⋄. Of course, a⋄ is a regular element of A.

The following lemma shows that the function (·)∗ : A → Id(L(A)) maps the regular elements of A to
regular ideals of L(A).

Lemma 5.9. If a is a regular element of A then a∗ is a regular ideal of L(A).

Proof. We want to prove that a∗ = [a∗ ∩ B(L(A))). Assume that x is an element of a∗. By Lemma 3.2(1),
the following hold:

a∗ = (
∨
{e|e ∈ B(A), e ≤ a})∗ =

∨
{e∗|e ∈ B(A), e ≤ a}

hence there exist e1, · · · , en ∈ B(A) such that ei ≤ a, for i = 1, · · · , n and x ∈
∨n

i=1 e
∗
i = (

∨n
i=1 ei)

∗ (the
last equality follows by using Lemma 3.2(1)).

Denoting e =
∨n

i=1 ei we have e ∈ B(A), e ≤ a and x ∈ e∗, so there exists c ∈ K(A) such that x = λA(c)
and c ≤ e. Therefore x = λA(c) ≤ λA(e), hence x ∈ [a∗ ∩B(L(A))). We conclude that a∗ ⊆ [a∗ ∩B(L(A))),
and the converse inclusion is obvious.

□

Lemma 5.10. If I is a regular ideal of L(A) then there exists a regular element b of A such that I = b∗.

Proof. Assume that I is a regular ideal of L(A), so I⋄ = I. Let us define b = (I∗)
⋄. Then b is a regular

element of A and, by using Lemmas 5.2 and 3.1(2), we get b∗ = ((I∗)
⋄)∗ = ((I∗)

∗)⋄ = I⋄ = I. □

Example 5.11. Let us consider the frame A = {0, a, b, c, d, e, 1}, defined by the following diagram:



Lifting Elements in Coherent Quantales-TFSS Vol.1., No.1., (2022) 137

�
�

@
@
�

�
@

@
�
�

@
@
�

�
@

@

rr rrr rr

0

ba

c

d e

1

We observe that B(A) = {0, 1}, B([a)A) = B({a, c, d, e, 1} = {a, 1} and B([b)A) = B({b, c, d, e, 1} =
{b, 1}, therefore a and b are lifting elements of A. On the other hand, B([c)A) = B({c, d, e, 1}) = {c, d, e, 1},
hence the Boolean morphism B(uAc ) : B(A) → B([c)A) is not surjective. We conclude that c = a ∨ b is not a
lifting element of A.

According to the previous example, the join a∨ b of two lifting elements a and b of a coherent quantale A
is not necessarily a lifting element of A. The following proposition and its corollary emphasize an important
case whenever it happens.

Proposition 5.12. Let a and b be two elements of the quantale A. If a has LP and b is a regular element
of A then a ∨ b is a lifting element of A.

Proof. According to Theorem 5.6, in order to prove that a ∨ b is a lifting element of A it suffices to check
that for any maximal element m of A we have

|B([a ∨ b ∨m⋄)A)| ≤ 2.

Assume that m ∈ Max(A). Let R be a commutative ring such that the reticulations L(R) and L(A) of
R and A are identical. One can find an ideal I of the ring R and a maximal ideal M of R such that I∗ = a∗

and M∗ = m∗.

By Lemma 5.9, b∗ is a regular ideal of the lattice L(A), hence, by using Lemma 5.10, one can find a regular
ideal J of R such that J∗ = b∗. We observe that (I ∨ J)∗ = I∗ ∨ J∗ = a∗ ∨ b∗ = (a ∨ b)∗ (cf. Lemma 3.2(1)).

An application of Lemma 5.5 for the pairs (a ∨ b,m), (I ∨ J,M) gives the equality |B([a ∨ b ∨m⋄)A)| =
|B(R/(I ∨ J ∨M⋄))|.

Since a has LP it results that the ideal I∗ = a∗ of L(A) has Id − BLP (cf. Corollary 4.10). A new
application of Corollary 4.10 shows that I is a lifting ideal of R. Recall that J is a regular ideal of R, so, by
using Corollary 3.19 of [43], it follows that I ∨ J is a lifting ideal of R.

According to Theorem 5.6, we have |B(R/(I∨J∨M⋄))| ≤ 2, therefore we conclude that |B([a∨b∨m⋄)A)| ≤
2. Thus a ∨ b is a lifting element of A. □

We have seen in Section 4 that any complemented of A is a lifting element. This property will be
generalized by the following corollary.

Corollary 5.13. Any regular element of the coherent quantale A is a lifting element of A.

Proof. Assume that b is a regular element of A. It is obvious that 0 has LP . If one takes a = 0 in
Proposition 5.12 it follows that b = 0 ∨ b has LP . □

Let us consider the quantale A = {a, b, c, d, 1} from Example 4.19. We observe that B(A) = {0, 1},
B([a)A) = {a, 1} and B([c)A) = {c, 1}, hence a and c are lifting elements. On the other hand, we have
B([b)A) = {b, a, c, 1}, so b = a ∧ c is not a lifting element. This example shows that in general the meet of
two lifting elements is not a lifting element. The following proposition achieves a particular case whenever
the meet of two lifting elements is a lifting element.
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Proposition 5.14. Let a, b be two non-coprime elements of A. If a has LP and |B([b)A)| ≤ 2 then a∧ b has
LP .

Proof. Assume that a, b are two non-coprime elements of A, a has LP and |B([b)A)| ≤ 2.
Let R be a commutative ring such that L(A) and L(R) are identical. We can find two ideals I, J of R

such that I∗ = a∗ and J∗ = b∗. Then I is a lifting ideal of the ring R (by Proposition 5.3).
By using Proposition 4.7 we get |B([b)A)| = |B(L(A)/b∗)| = |B(L(R)/J∗)| = |B(R/J)|.
According to the hypothesis |B([b)A)| ≤ 2, we get the inequality |B(R/J)| ≤ 2, i.e. the quotient ring

R/J has no nontrivial idempotents. Since a ∨ b < 1, we have a ∨ b ≤ m, for some maximal element m
of A. One can find a maximal ideal M of R such that m∗ = M∗. In accordance with Lemma 3.2(1) we
have (I ∨ J)∗ = I∗ ∨ J∗ = a∗ ∨ b∗ = (a ∨ b)∗ ⊆ m∗ = M∗, hence, by applying Lemma 3.1(2) we get
I ∨ J = ((I ∨ J)∗)∗ ⊆ (M∗)∗ = M . Thus I, J are non–coprime ideals of the ring R, therefore we can apply
Proposition 1.2 of [40] or Proposition 3.2 of [43]. It follows that I ∩ J is a lifting ideal of R. By using
Lemma 3.2(2) we have (a ∧ b)∗ = a∗ ∩ b∗ = I∗ ∩ J∗ = (I ∩ J)∗, hence a ∧ b is a lifting element of A (by
Proposition 5.3).

□
Recall from [36] that a ring R is said to be a clean ring if any element of R is the sum of a unit and an

idempotent. An important theorem of [36] asserts that a commutative ring R is a clean ring if and only if
any ideal of R is a lifting ideal (i.e. the quantale Id(R) has LP ). By Corollary 4.11, the following lemma
holds:

Lemma 5.15. A commutative ring R is a clean ring if and only if the reticulation L(R) of R has Id−BLP .

Proposition 5.16. Let a be an element of a coherent quantale A such that a ≤ r(A). If the quantale [a)A
has LP then A has LP .

Proof. Let us consider a commutative ring R such that L(A) = L(R) so there exists an ideal I of R such
that a∗ = I∗. Assume that M is a maximal ideal of the ring R, so M∗ is a maximal ideal of the lattice
L(A) = L(R). Thus one can find a maximal element m of A such that m∗ = M∗. By the hypothesis, we
have a ≤ m, so I∗ = a∗ ⊆ m∗ = M∗. It follows that I ⊆

√
I = (I∗)∗ ⊆ (M∗)∗ = M (by Lemma 3.1,(2) and

(7)), therefore I ⊆ Rad(R) (recall that Rad(R) is the Jacobson radical of the ring R).
By using Proposition 4.7 we get the following lattice isomorphisms: L([a)A) ≃ L(A)/a∗ ≃ L(R)/I∗ ≃

L(R/I), hence, by applying Corollary 4.11, the following implications hold:
[a)A has LP ⇒ L([a)A) has Id−BLP ⇒ L(R/I) has Id−BLP ⇒ R/I is a clean ring.
According to Proposition 1.5 of [36], R is a clean ring. Then the lattice L(A) = L(R) has Id− BLP , so

A has LP (by Corollary 4.11).
□

Following [10], a quantale A is said to be B-normal if for all coprime elements a, b of A there exist
e, f ∈ B(A) such that a ∨ e = b ∨ f = 1 and ef = 0. By using Theorem 5.6 we present here a short proof of
the following result of [10]:

Proposition 5.17. A coherent quantale A has LP if and only if A is B-normal.

Proof. Assume that A has LP and a, b are two coprime elements of A. Let us denote x = ab. By applying
the condition (3) of Theorem 5.6 for x, one can find e ∈ B(A) such that e ≤ a and ¬e ≤ b. Denoting f = ¬e
it follows that a ∨ f = b ∨ e = 1 and ef = 0, hence A is B–normal.

Conversely, let us suppose that the quantale A is B–normal. Let a, x, y be three elements of A such that
x, y are coprime and a = xy. Since A is B–normal, there exists e, f ∈ B(A) such that x ∨ e = b ∨ f = 1 and
ef = 0. Then ¬e → x = ¬f → y = 1 (cf. Lemma 2.2(3)) and e ≤ ¬f , therefore e ≤ ¬f ≤ y and ¬e ≤ x.
Thus the property (3) of Theorem 5.6 is verified, so A has LP .
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□
Recall from [37] that a quantale A is normal if for all coprime elements a, b of A there exist x, y ∈ A such

that a ∨ x = b ∨ y = 1 and xy = 0.

Proposition 5.18. [10] If A is a normal coherent quantale then the Jacobson radical r(A) of A is a lifting
element.

Proof. It suffices to verify the condition (3) of Theorem 5.6. Let c, d ∈ K(A) such that c ∨ d = 1 and cd =
r(A). Since A is normal there exist x, y ∈ A such that c∨x = d∨y = 1 and xy = 0, so x∨y∨c = x∨y∨d = 1.
According to Lemma 2(2) of [10] we have x∨ y ∨ (cd) = 1, hence x∨ y ∨ r(A) = 1. By applying Lemma 22 of
[10], it follows that x∨y = 1. From x∨y = 1 and xy = 0 we get x, y ∈ B(A) and y = ¬x (cf. Lemma 2.2(4)).

We observe that x∨ c = 1 implies y = y(x∨ c) = xy∨ cy = cy, so y ≤ c. Similarly, y∨d = 1 implies y ≤ d.
We have proven that y ∈ B(A), y ≤ c and ¬y ≤ d, therefore the condition (3) of Theorem 5.6 is verified.

□

6 Concluding Remarks

The study of the coherent quantales with Boolean Lifting Property (LP ) and the elements with LP began
in [10]. The results of [10] are focused on quantales with LP rather than on elements with LP . The present
paper deals with the lifting elements of a coherent quantale (= the elements that satisfy LP ).

We proved many algebraic and topological properties of lifting elements in a coherent quantale. Among
them we mention a characterization theorem and a lot of its consequences (new or old results). The inspiration
points of the paper are the results obtained in [40] and [43] for the lifting ideals in commutative rings.

Two methods are applied to prove the results of this paper. The first one consists in applying a proposition
that provides an isomorphism between the Boolean center B(A) of a coherent quantale A and the Boolean
algebra of clopen subsets of the prime spectrum Spec(A) of A. The second method uses the transfer properties
of the reticulation L(A) of A. According to a Hochster theorem [28], for any coherent quantale A one can
find a commutative ring R such that the results on the lifting ideals of R can be transferred to the lifting
elements of A.

Our general results can be applied to concrete algebraic structures for which a Boolean Lifting Property
can be defined: rings, bounded distributive lattices, commutative l-groups, orthomodular lattices, MV -
algebras, BL- algebras, pseudo- BL algebras, residuated lattices, etc.

An important open problem is to extend the construction of reticulation and the study of lifting properties
from quantales to more larger classes of multiplicative lattices.
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[33] L. Leuştean, Representations of Many-valued Algebras, Editura Universitara, Bucharest, (2010).

[34] J. Martinez, Abstract ideal theory, Ordered Algebraic Structures, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl.
Math., 99, Marcel Dekker, New York, (1985).
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