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Abstract

The main purpose of this paper is to generalize the concept of linear
terms. A linear term is a term in which every variable occurs at most once.
K. Denecke defined partial operations on linear terms and partial clones.
Moreover, their properties are also studied. In the present paper, a general-
ized notion of the partial clone of linear terms, which is called k-terms clone,
is presented and we also study its properties. We provide a characterization
of the k-terms clone being free with respect to itself. Moreover, we attempt
to define mappings analogue to the concept of hypersubstitutions.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

To describe or to study algebraic properties of algebras, we need an appropriate
language as a tool for our desire. In universal algebra, the concept of identities is
used to classify algebras of the same type into classes which are called varieties.
Identities are made up of terms of the same type. Therefore, in the study of
identities we need to know the concept of terms.

Let n € N, where N is the set of all positive integers. The n-element set of
variables is denoted by X,, := {z1,...,2,}. We denote the set X to be the set
Unen Xn. Thus, the set X is a countable set of variables. Let {f; :i € I} be an
indexed set of operation symbols of type 7 = (n;);cr, where f; is of arity n; € N.
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In our setting, the set of variables and the set of operation symbols have to be
disjoint. For the rest of the paper, we fix the type 7 = (n;);cs, unless otherwise
stated.

An n-ary term of type 7 is defined inductively as follows.

1. Any variable in X, is an n-ary term of type .
2. If t1,...,t,, are n-ary terms of type 7, then fi(t1,...,t,,) is an n-ary term

of type 7.
By T,(X,) we denote the set of all n-ary terms of type 7 and let

T (X) = | T-(Xn)

n>1

be the set of all terms of type 7.

To make up new terms, one of the fundamental ways is to compose terms
by using superposition operations. Let m,n € N. Superposition operations are
mapping

Sh T X)) X (TH( X)) = Tr(Xon)

defined by the following inductive steps.

1. If t = o; € X, then S) (x4, t1,...,t,) == 1;.
2. If t = fi(s1,...,5n,;), then, under the assumption that S} (sj,t1,...,t,) is
already defined for all 1 < j < n;,

S,’?L(fi(sl, ey Sni),tl, v 7tn) = fi(SgL(Sl,tl, v 7tn)7 e ,S&(sni,tl, e 7tn))-
Then we get a many-sorted algebra

Clone(T) = <(TT(Xn))n€N; (ng,)m,nENa (xi)ign,n6N>'

Moreover, clone(7) satisfies the following identities.

(C1) Sh(Z,8n (1, X1, Xp), .., S0 (Y, X1, X))

(Sﬁ(é, 1,...,}/;)),)21,... ,Xn), m,n,p € N.

(C2) S (N, X1,..., X))~ X;forall1<i<mn,m,necN.

(C3) S*(Y,A,...., ) =Y, neN.

Here Z,?Z-,Xj are variables for terms for each 1 < ¢ < p, 1 < j < n, 5‘,’% is an
operation symbol, and \; is a variable for all 1 <1i <n (see [9]).

In General Algebra, many scientists study a subject which is called clone
theory, or function algebras. This subject plays a vital part of other branches of
science, for example, electrical engineering and computer engineering. Especially
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in computer science, in particular, in switching theory and theory of automata
(see [10]).

For any n € N, let A be a nonempty set. The usual notation for a tuple
in A" is (aq,...,a,) where a; € A for all 1 < i < n. We will use bold letters
to denote tuples and corresponding italic letters with subscript to denote their
components, that is, a := (ai,...,a,). For any n € N. Let (’)g‘n) and O4 be the
set of all n-ary operations on a nonempty set A and the set of all operations on
the set A, respectively. For any m,n € N, a mapping

smA: 00 x (0§ — o

defined by (f,g1,...,9n) — h, where h(a) := f(g1(a),...,gn(a)) for all a € A™,
is called a superposition operation. A nonempty subset X of Q4 is said to be a
clone on A if X contains all projections on A and is closed under superposition
. ) .. n,A . . n
operations, where the i-th n-ary projection proj,” on A is a mapping from A
to A defined by (a1,...,a,) — a; for all 1 <i <n.
We can consider a clone on A as a many-sorted algebra

cloneA = < ((9%)> ) (S:?LT’A)n,mGN’ <proj?7A)ign,neN >

The many-sorted algebra cloneA satisfies the identities (C1)—(C3).

Any many-sorted algebra satisfying (C1)—(C3) is called an abstract clone. On
the other hand, any clone of operations on a nonempty set A is called a concrete
clone. One can easily see that every concrete clone is an abstract clone. The
following theorem shows how an abstract clone relates to a concrete clone.

neN

Theorem 1 ([16]). Any abstract clone isomorphics to a concrete one.

Let n € N and A be an algebra of type 7. Any given ¢t € T,(X,,) induces an
n-ary operation t* on A defined by the following steps.
1. If t = x;, then t& := proj?’A.
2. If t = fi(s1,..., Sn,;), then, under the assumption that s? is an n-ary opera-
tion on A for all 1 < j < n;, we define t* := fZA (s{&, . ,sﬁi).
The n-ary operation t* on A is called an n-ary term operation on A induced by
t. We denote the set of all n-ary operation on A by Tf‘(Xn). It turns out that
for any algebra A of type 7 we obtain the many-sorted algebra

clone(A) := <(TTA(Xn))n€N; (SZZA)mmeNv (x?)ign,neN> :

Clearly, clone(A) is a concrete clone. By the definition of operations induced by
terms, we can see that a mapping defined by ¢ — ¢ is a homomorphism from
clone(7) onto clone(A). Therefore, the following result holds.
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Corollary 2. Let A be an algebra of type 7. Then clone(r) is a homomorphic
image of clone(A).

Any algebra of type (n + 1,0,...,0) is called a unitary Menger algebra of
N——

n-times
rank n if it satisfies the following identities.

(C'1) o(2,0(Y1, X1y« Tn)yevey o Yn, T1y -5 Tp))
R o(0(Z, Y1y oy Yn)y Tlye vy Tp).

(C'2) o(ej,x1,...,xp) ~x; for all 1 < i < mn.
(C’3) o(z,eq,...,en) = x.

Here o is an (n + 1)-ary operation symbol, eq, ..., e, are nullary operation sym-
bols and z,21,...,Zn,¥Y1,...,Yn are variables. The readers can be found more
information and results about unitary Menger algebras of rank n in [15].

For any n € N and a nonempty set A, let us now mention

n-clone(7) := (T(X,,); S), z1,...,%n)
and
— (n). 77/714 -TL,A ‘77/714
n-cloneA := (0,"’; S;"*,proj;”", ..., proj,*")

the unitary Menger algebras of rank n. It is not difficult to see that n-clone(r)
and n-cloneA is a particular case of clone(7) and cloneA, respectively. In 1963,
Dicker showed the following result.

Theorem 3 ([7]). Let n € N and A be a nonempty set. Then n-clone(r) is
isomorphic to a subalgebra of n-cloneA.

It is clear that if n = 1, then n-cloneA is the monoid of all 1-ary functions
defined on A. Thus, the above result generalizes the following result: every
semigroup is isomorphic to a transformation semigroup.

Let us recall a particular class of terms which is called linear terms. For any
term ¢ of type 7, the set var(t) is the set of all variables occurring in ¢. A linear
term is a term in which any variable in the term occurs only once. Formally, an
n-ary linear term of type 7 is defined inductively as follows.

1. Any variable in X,, is an n-ary linear term of type 7.

2. If t1,...,t,, are n-ary linear terms of type 7 with var(t;) Nvar(t;) = () for all
1 <j<l<mn;, then fi(ti,...,t,,) is an n-ary linear term of type 7.
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We denote the set of all n-ary linear terms of type 7 by Ti"(X,,) and let

Ti(X) = | TE(X)

n>1

be the set of all linear terms of type 7 (see [2]).

In vector spaces, any vector can be represented as a linear combination be-
tween scalars and vectors. Recently, many authors studied various directions
concerning linear terms. In 2015, N. Lekkoksung and P. Jampachon studied
a class of mappings called non-deterministic linear hypersubstitutions. A non-
deterministic linear hypersubstitution is a mapping assigning to each operation
symbol a subset of linear terms preserving arity. They showed that the set of
all such non-deterministic linear hypersubstitutions together with a particular
binary operation forms a monoid (see [12]). In 2016, K. Denecke studied the
properties of linear clone, a subalgebra of clone(7r). The author obtained that
the linear clone satisfies (C1)—(C3) as weak identities (see [3]). In 2017, L. Lo-
hapan and P. Jampachon determined the semigroups properties of linear terms,
where the binary operation of this semigroup is induced by a generalized super-
position (see [11]). They characterized special elements in this semigroup, for
example, idempotent elements and regular elements. Moreover, they determined
its Green’s relations (see [13]). In 2019, D. Phusanga and J. Koppitz defined
a binary operation on the set of all linear terms adjoined a special symbol. It
turned out that they obtained a new semigroup. Some special elements of this
semigroup are characterized. Furthermore, its Green’s relations are studied (see
[14]). The above-mentioned list of authors shows the interest of a particular kind
of terms in some directions.

We now focus on the study of linear clone (see [3]). It is not difficult to see
that the set TlTin(Xn) is not closed under the superpositions. For example, let
7 = (2) with a binary operation symbol f, and t = f(x9,x1),t1,t2 = f(x1,22)
be 2-ary linear terms of type (2). Then S2(t,t1,t2) = f(f(z1,72), f(21,22)) is a
term but not linear. K. Denecke introduced a partial superposition operation

ST, ) x (T, o TH(X,,)
as follows (see [3]). For any m,n € N,

Sph(t,s1,...,8,) if var(s;) Nvar(s;) =0
St 51, 8n) = forall1 <j<li<nmn,

not defined otherwise.

Then he obtained the many-sorted partial algebra

cloney, () := <<T1Tin(Xn))neN; (gm’n)m’neN , (xi)ign,neN> .
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We see that the operation S is defined under the condition
(L) var(s;) Nvar(s;)) =0 forall 1 < j <l <n.
Now, let us consider the following example.

Example 4. Let 7 = (2) with a binary operation symbol f, t = f(xz1,23) €
TN (X3), t; = f(z1,22),t0 = f(x1,23),t3 = flxs,24) € TH"(X,). We can see
immediately that var(t;) Nvar(t2) # 0 and var(tz) Nvar(ts) # 0, but

Sit,t, o, t3) = f(f(z1,22), flzs,24)) € Ti™(X4).

By the above example, it seems to mean that the condition (L) is too strong.
Our problem is whether we can reduce the condition (L) to a weaker one.

2. THE k-TERMS AND SUPERPOSITION ON THE SET OF k-TERMS

We define a generalized concept of linear terms and also a superposition operation
for this concept. To do that, we need a function that counts the occurrences of a
specific variable in the term.

Definition ([6]). Let n € N and ¢t € T,(X,,). For any variable z; € X,,, we
define the xj-variable count vb;(t) of ¢ as follows.

1. vbj(z;) :==1 and vbj(z;) := 0 for all i # j.

2. If t = fi(t1,...,tn,), then vb;(t) := D>, vb;(t).
Example 5. Let 7 = (2) with a binary operation symbol f. We consider a

ternary term ¢t = f(xa, f(f(z2,21),23)) of type 7. Then vby(t) = 1, vba(t) = 2
and vbs(t) = 1.

Now, we are ready to define our concept. Let n,k € N. An n-ary k-term of
type 7 is defined in the following steps.

1. Any variable in X,, is an n-ary k-term of type 7.

2. If t1,...,t,, are n-ary k-terms of type 7 with > %7, vby(t;) < k for all 1 <
[ <mn, then fi(t1,...,t,,) is an n-ary k-term of type 7.

By Tgk) (X,) we denote the set of all n-ary k-terms of type 7 and let
T0(x) = | T (x,)
n>1
be the set of all k-terms of type 7.

Example 6.
1. Let 7 = (3) with a ternary operation symbol f. Then T(Tl)(Xg) = {x1, z2}.
2. Let 7 = (3) with a ternary operation symbol f. Then
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1 T2 flx,@1,22)  f(21,22,71)
f($2,$1,$1) f($2,$2,$1) f($2,$1,$2) f($1,$2,$2)

are all elements of T (X2).

Remark 7.
1. For any k € N, Tgk)(X) - Tg)(X) for all [ > k.
2. If k = 1, then the condition 7", vbi(t;) < k for all 1 <1 < n of n-ary
k-terms of type 7 is equivalent to the condition var(t;) N var(t;) = (0 for all
1 < j <l < n; of n-ary linear terms of type 7.

By the above remark, we see that if £ = 1, then the concept of k-terms and
linear terms are coincided. Indeed,

T (X) = Thr(X).

T

Now, let us consider the following example. Let 7 = (2) with a binary oper-
ation symbol f, t = f(z1,21) € TS (X2) and t = f(z1,21),t2 = f(2,25) €
T (X;). Then A = S2(t,t1,t2) = f(f(z1, 1), fla1,21)) & T (X3) since
vbi(A) = 4 > 3. This example shows that the set T® (Xy) is not closed un-

der the superposition operations. We noticed already that the set of linear terms
is also not closed under such operation.

It is of interest which conditions making T(Tk)(Xn) closed under the superpo-
sition operations. To see this, let ¢ € T(Tk)(Xn), t1,...,ty € T(Tk)(Xm), and the
superposition

SP(tty, ... ) = A.

It is not difficult to see that for any 1 < j < m,

n

vbi(A) = > vbi(t)vb;(t).

=1
Or in another expression we use the multiplication of matrices, where in the

resulting matrix any row represents the vb;(A), as follows:

Vbl(tl) tee Vb1 (tn) Vb1 (t)

om(t) - Vblta)) \vbal®)

To see this, let us suppose that ¢ = x; for some 1 < i < n. Then vb;(4) =
vb;(t;) = Y/, vbi(t)vbj(t;). Now, we suppose that ¢t = fi(s1,...,s;) and
we assume more that for any 1 < p < n;, we have vb;(S}(sp, t1,...,ts)) =
> ey vbi(sp)vbj(t;). Since

A= Sgl(t,tl,. .. ,tn) = fi(SgL(Sl,tl, . ,tn),. .. ,S&(Sni,tl,. .. ,tn)),
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by the definition of vb;, we have

vbi(A) = Z Vb (S (Spt1y - tn) = Z vbi(sp)vh;(t) = Y vby(t)vh;(t).
p=1 =1 p=1 =1

By the above discussion, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 8. Ift = fi(s1,...,sp,) € Tgk)(Xn), t1,...,ty € T(Tk)(Xm), and
(K;) b (S (E b1, tn)) = > vby(E)vb;(t) < &
1=1

for any 1 < j <m, then S (t,t1,...,t,) € T(Tk)(Xm).

Remark 9. We note here that if & = 1, then the condition (L) implies the
condition (Kj) for any 1 < j < m, but not the converse. For instance, for
7 = (2) with a binary operation symbol f and ¢t = z1,t1 = f(x1,22),t2 =
f(za,m1) € T(Tl)(Xz). We see that for i = 1,2, vby(t)vb;(t1) + vba(t)vb;(t2) < 1,
but var(t1) N var(ta) # 0.

Now, we are ready to define the many-sorted partial operation
SE,: TW(X,) x (T (X)) o= TH)(X,.)

by

S k)

Sp(t ti, ... ty) if (Kj) holds for all 1 <j <m,
n,m(tat17---7tn) =

not defined otherwise,

for m,n,k € N.
As a consequence, we obtain a many-sorted partial algebra

clone® (1) := < (Tgk) (Xn)>n€N; (Sr(f,)n ,(l“z‘)z‘gn,neN>a

)m,nEN
the k-terms clone of type 7.

Remark 10. For any k,m,n € N, by Example 4 and Remark 9, we see that
dom(S5"™) ¢ dom(Sy(f%L).

One of the fundamental ways to define the concept of homomorphism on
partial algebras is considered in the following sense. Let A := (A;(f{);cs) and

B := (B;(fP)icr) be partial algebras of the same type 7. A mapping h: A — B

(2



ON PARTIAL CLONES OF k-TERMS 369

is called a weak homomorphism if for any i € I, (a1,...,an,;) € dom( fZA) implies
(h(a1),...,h(an,)) € dom(fP) and

h(fifar,. .. an,)) = fE(R(a1),. .. han,)),

where dom(f{!) and dom(f#) are the domains of f/* and fP, respectively (see
[1, 3]). In particular, a weak homomorphism from A to itself is called a weak
endomorphism on A.

Each (partial) algebra which has a generating system and any substitution
(a mapping from the generating system into the universe of the (partial) algebra)
can be extended to an (weak) endomorphism is called free with respect to itself.
The following result was proved.

Theorem 11 ([8]). Let n € N. The algebra
n-clone(r,) := (T, (X,); S}, z1,...,Tn)

is free with respect to Vi, the variety of unitary Menger algebras of rank n, and
freely generated by {fi(x1,...,xy) : 1 € I}, where 1, = (n;)ier such that n; =n
for alli e 1.

We will provide a characterization of clone(®) (1) being free with respect to
itself. To go to that point let us provide some ingredients.

Let m,n € N, where n > m. Define the set K, ,,, to be empty set if [%] >m
and to be the set

{a: {1,...,n} = {1,...,n} : range(a) = {1,...,mp}, {%1 < mg < m}

if {%] < m. Moreover, we define
Ky ={a:{1,...;n} = {1,...,n} :range(a) = {1,...,mo},mo > m}.
Let n,k € N. We denote the sets
X U{fi(x1,. .. 2n,) € T¥(X,) i € I}
and

X, UL filwr, ..o an,) € TW(X,) 1i € 1T}
UL Fi(@as(1)s -+ - Tag(nn) € TW(X0) : iy € Kypynyi € I}
U {filtag(1)s- - - s tagng) € T¥N(X,) oy € K, i € I0
such that |{t; : 1 < j < n;}| > n},
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by A(T]f% and Bg?z, respectively. Here I7 :={l € [ :ny <n}and Iy :={l € I :
ny > n}.
Next, for any n € N we define the set

(k)

Tn *°

{Ag% ifn>mn;foralliel

BSV)L if n < n; for some i € I.

Example 12. Let 7 = (3) with a ternary operation symbol f. Let us con-
sider f(f(z1,22,21),x2,22), f(f(x1,22,21),21,22) € T(Ts)(X2). We see that the
set {fi(Ta;(1)s- > Tay(ni)) € T(Tk)(Xn) ta; € Ky, nyi € In"} is exactly the set
{f (o) Ta2)s Ta3)) € Tf’) (X2) : a € K32}, and the set {fi(ta,(1);- -+ tain)) €
T(Tk)(Xn) coy € Kpyo,i€ I such that [{t; : 1 < j < n;}| > n} is exactly the
set {f(ta(): ta(2): ta(s) € T (Xa) : @ € K3, such that [{t; : j = 1,2,3}] > 2}.
Then f(x1,x2,z2) belongs to the set

{f (ZTa(1): Ta@) Ta@) € TP (Xs) 1 a € K3,2}
such that

Sé??z(f(xlaw2aw2)7f(x17x27w1)7x2) = S3(f (21,2, x2), f (21, 2, 71), 2)

= f(f (@1, 2, 21), T2, 72),
and f(f(z1,x2,21),21,x2) belongs to the set
{F (ta) ta@) o) € T (X2) : @ € Ky such that |{t; : j = 1,2,3}] > 2}
such that
SENF(F (w1, m2, 1), 21, 72), 21, 22) = S3(F(f (w1, w2, 71), 01, 22), 71, 72)

’ = f(f(wl,xz,w1)7x17x2)-

We can see that FT(@ - T(Tk)(Xn) for any k,n € N. By this setting, we obtain

the following result.

Lemma 13. The sequence (FT(@),@GN is a generating system of clone®) (1) for
any k € N.

Proof. Let k,m,n € N. It is clear that any z; € X,, is in the type of clone(k)(T),
thus, it is generated. Let t = fi(t1,...,tn,) € T(Tk)(Xm) and assume that
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t1y ... tn, € Tgk)(Xm) are generated. This implies that > 0", vby(t;) < k for
all 1<l <m. If n; <mforall i € I, then
( )m(fl(xb .. 7xni)7t17 cee 7tnl) — Snl(fz(xla cee 7xn¢)7t17 ... 7tnl)
= filtr, ... tn,).

If n; > m for some ¢ € I, then we separate our consideration into two cases. For
the first case, if the cardinality of {t1,...,¢n,} is mg < m. Then f;(t1,...,tn,) =
fi(ta;(1), - -+ s tas(ny)) for some o; € Ky, and 7 € I;". Suppose that |a~1(j)| = l;
for all 1 § j < mg. We observe that the term fi(xai(l), . ,ﬂ:ai(m)) is an m-ary
k-term of type 7 and for any 1 < j < m,

Vb](SmO(fl(wal(lﬁ <. 7wai(ni))7 tla v 7tm0))
mo

= b (filTa,1)s -+ Tay(nn))) VD5 (1)
p=1

mo U
= pvbi(ty) = > vb(t) <k
p=1 =1

Then

mO, (fz( "'7xai(ni))7t17"'7tm0)

me (i ( Tay(1)s+ s o)) 111+ tmo)
*fz(al(l . ozZ nl) fz(tla-- 1)-
For the last case, if the cardinality of {t1,...,tn,} is greater than m. Then we
have fi(t1,...,tn;) = fi ( i . ,tai(ni)) for some a; € K, , and i € 1", so it
is obvious that
S(k (fl( ai(1)r - tai(ni)) 1 I ) fl(tl,.. 1)

Therefore, we have that f;(t1,...,t,,) is generated. [ |

Proposition 14. Let k € N and 7 = (n;)ier with n; = 1 for all i € I. Then

clone®) (1) is free with respect to itself, and freely generated by (FT(ﬁ@))neN

Proof. Let n € N. Theorem 11 says that any mapping ¢’: FT(I%) — T-(X,,) can
be extended to an endomorphism on T,(X,,). Let ¢: FT(@ — T (Xy) be any
mapping. By the above argument, ¢ can be also extended to an endomorphism
on Tgk) (Xy). By Theorem 11 and Lemma 13, we obtain our proposition. [ |

Now, we ask the following question. What is going on in the case that
the operation symbols are not all unary? The following theorem addresses this
question.
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Theorem 15. Let 7 = (n;)ics be such that n; > 1 for some j € I. Then

clone®) (1) is free with respect to itself, and freely generated by (FT(ﬁ@))neN if and
only if k = 1.

Proof. (<) This direction follows the proof given in [3, Lemma 3.2].

(=) Assume that k € N~ {1}. Suppose that clone®)(r) is free with respect

to itself. For any n > n;, we define a mapping ¢y, : FT(fQ — Tgk) (X,) by

fj(xl,...,wl) 1fk2n],
(Pn(t) = fj(xl, e, X1, X2, ,xnj_k+1) if k< n;
k-times

for all t € FT(k)
If £ > nj, then we put t = f;(t',z1,...,21) € Tgk)(Xn), where vby (t') =
max{pn; — (p—1): n? < k and p € N}. Since @,, is a weak endomorphism,

B (fi(@1,. . 21)) = 2, (SN (fi (@1, - 2n,), 21,0, 1))
= S8 (o (fi (@1, 20,)), B (@1)s - P (1))
= S (fi(z1, ... @), 21,0 21)
= Sﬁ(fj(xl,...,xl),wl,...,xl)
= fj(x1,...,21)

This implies that vby (3, (t')) = n? . We now observe that

(fj(xl, . ,xnj),t,xg,...,xn) € dom(S,gf,)L),

but

(<Pn(fj($la--- 7xnj))’¢n(t)7¢n(x2)v"w@n(mn))
= (fi(z1,...,21), B, (t), @2, ..., xp) & dom(S,(f%)

since @, (t) is not defined, indeed, vby(Sy(fj(z1,...,21),P,(t),x2,...,Tp)) =

n?“ > k. This is a contradiction.

Now, if k& < nj < n, then we put t = fj(w1,...,2p;) € Tgk)(Xn) and t' =

fi(@r, o 1,22, 00 kg1) € Tg )(Xn). Since p,, is a weak endomorphism,
k-times

we see that @, (t) = /. This implies that

(fj(xh cee 7wnj)7taw27 ce 7wn) € dom(SS?T)L)’



ON PARTIAL CLONES OF k-TERMS 373

but
(Spn (fj(xh s 7wnj))7¢n(t)7¢n(x2)7 s 7¢n(wn))
= (fj(ml, X1, T2, ,xnj_k+1),t',x2, o ,xn) ¢ dom(S,(f,)@)
k-times
since Vbl(Sﬁ(fj(wl,...,wl,wg,...,xn].,kﬂ),t’,wg,...,wn)) = k% > k. Thisis a
k-times
contradiction. Altogether, we have that clone® (1) is not free with respect to
itself. Therefore, we obtain our theorem. [ |

3. PROPERTIES OF clone®(7)

In the study of clonej,(7), K. Denecke showed that this many-sorted partial
algebra satisfies (C1)—(C3) (see [3]). In this section we show that our many-sorted
partial algebra clone(k)(T) also satisfies these properties as weak identities.

We first recall the concept of weak identities. An equation s ~ ¢ of terms
over the many-sorted partial algebra A is said to be a weak identity in A if after
evaluation there holds: if the right hand side is defined, then the left hand side
is defined or conversely, and both sides are equal (see [1, 3]).

Theorem 16. For any k € N, the many-sorted partial algebra clone® (1) satis-
fies (C1)—(C3) as weak identities.

Proof. Let k € N.

(C1): We replace the variables by arbitrary t,...,t, € Tgk) (Xn),81,-..,8, €
T(Tk) (Xm), t € Tgk) (Xp), where m,n,p € N, and the operation symbol by the
partial fundamental operation of clone*) (7). Then we have

sk (t, SE) (1,51, 5n)s 2 SE (b1, ,sn)>
(1) ~ SE, (Sé’f%(t,tl,-.-,tp),sl,---,sn).

Assume that the right-hand-side of Equation (1) is defined. This means that
SO (SEAE b, )51, sn) = SE(SE(L b, ty), 1, 5n),

and for any 1 <i <m,

Vbi(SgL(Sg(t,tl, Ces ,tp),sl, Ces ,Sn)) < k,
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or,

ZVbj (Sﬁ(t, t1,... ,tp))vbi(sj) < k.
j=1

This yields
n p
(Z Vbl(t)Vbj(tl)> Vbi(Sj) < k.
j=1 \i=1
Since for any 1 <i <m
n p p n
> <Z vbl(t)vbj(tl)) vbi(s;) = vbj(t) (Z Vbl(tj)vbi(sl)) ,
j=1 \i=1 j=1 =1

any variable x; occurring in
Sﬁl(t, So (1,81, -y 8n), -y Si(tp, S1,- - ,sn))

is not exceed k. Therefore, the left-hand-side of Equation (1) is defined, indeed,

Sg;% (t, Sﬁf,)n(tl, S1y- .- ,Sn), - ,Sg?%@(tp, S1y- .- ,Sn)>
— qu(t, Sh(t1,81, -, 8n), -+, S (tp, S1, .. - ,sn)).

By (C1), we obtain our (1).
(C2): We replace the variable \; by z; € X,,, 5% by S,S"f)n and X1,...,X, by
t1, . sty € T(Tk)(Xm). Then we have

ST(LI?T)YL(‘TM tla s 7tn) ~ t;.

Since t1,...,t, € Tg‘c)(Xm)7 for any 1 < j < m, vb;(Sp(zi, t1,...,ts)) < k.
Thus, S,Slfgn(xi,tl, coytn) RST (Tt ty) R

(C3): This can be proved similarly to (C2) since vb;(Sh(t, z1,...,2y,)) < k
for any 1 < j < m.

Altogether, we have that clone®)(7) satisfies (C1)-(C3) as weak identities. m

4. A MAPPING WHOSE RANGE IS THE SET OF k-TERMS

A mapping whose domain is the set of all operation symbols and whose range
is the set of all terms preserving arities, is called a hypersubstitution. The set of
all hypersubstitutions forms a monoid under a particular binary operation. This
concept was first precisely given by Denecke, Lau, Poschel and Schweigert (see
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[4]). There are many papers contributing to this subject. For more information
about hypersubstitutions and their applications can be found in [5] and [9].

Let us define the concept of hypersubstitutions in a formal way. A hy-
persubstitution of type 7 is a mapping o: {f; : i € I} — T,(X) such that
o(fi) € Tr(Xy,) for any ¢ € I. The set of all hypersubstitutions of type 7 is
denoted by Hyp(7).

For any hypersubstitution o can be extended to a mapping : T,(X) —
T-(X) defined as follows.

1. glz] ;= for all z € X.
2. If fi(s1,...,8n,) € T+(X,) and assume that &[s;] is already defined for all
1 <j <mny, then G[fi(s1,...,5n,)] == Sni(a(fi),a[s1],-.-,0[Sn;]), where n is
the maximum arity of the terms &[s1],...,T[sp,].
It was proved that the structure Hyp(7) := (Hyp(7); on, 0iq) is @ monoid, where
oy, is a binary operation on Hyp(7) defined by o7 oy, 09 := 71 0 02, and oyq(f;) :=
fi(z1,...,zp,) is a neutral element (see [9]).

In this section, we will consider the set of such mappings whose range is a
restriction to the set of k-terms.

Definition. Let k¥ € N. A hypersubstitution of type 7 is a k-hypersubstitution
of type T if its range is the set of k-terms of the same type. Denoted by Hyp®*) (1)
the set of all k-hypersubstitution of type 7.

Any k-hypersubstitution of type 7 is usually denoted by o). When it is
clear from the context, we always drop the superscript k.

It is not difficult to observe that Hyp*)(r) C Hyp(r) for any k € N, but
Hyp(k) (1) is not closed under the binary operation oy. In other word, the set
Hyp®)(7) together with oy, does not form a monoid as the following example
shows.

Example 17. Let 7 = (2) with a binary operation f, k = 3, o1(f) = f(z1,21)
and oo(f) = f(f(x1,21),22). We see that 01,09 € Hyp® (7). But
(01 00 02)(f) = G1[f(f (1, 21),22)] = f(f (1, 21), f(w1,71)) & T (Xa).
That is, o1 o, o9 & Hyp® (7).
Any k-hypersubstitution ¢ of type 7 can be extended to a partial mapping
5: TV (X) —o— T(Tk)(X) defined as follows. For any n € N, let ¢ € T (Xn),
1. olz] :=x for all z € X.
alfi(si,...,sn,)] if (K;) holds
2. Olfi(s1,--.,8n;)] = for all 1 < j <m,
not defined otherwise,

for all fi(s1,...,8n,;) € T(Tk)(Xm).
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We observe here that for any o € Hyp®(r) and t = fi(s1,...,8n,) €
T (Xn), o[t] is defined if and only if

val (fi))vb;(@lsi]) <k

forall 1 <j<n.

Remark 18. For any k € N, let o € Hyp*)(7). We remark that the extension
of o is not a weak endomorphism. Let us consider the following example. We fix
k = 2. Let 7 = (2) with a binary operation symbol f. We can see easily by these
settings:

L oo(f) = f(x2,22),
2. tle,
3. tl =T,

4. ty = f(th(nyxZ))?

that 3[5;22) (t,t1,t2)] is defined and it is equal to 1, but 55722) (a[t],olt1],0te]) is
not define since ty ¢ dom(a).

By the above discussion, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 19. Let k,m,n € N and o € Hyp® (7). IfSnm( [t],a[t1],...,0[tn])
is defined, then U[ST(L,,)n(t,tl, .y ty)] is also defined. Moreover,

(2) S @1, l0), - Fltal) =7 [SELt b1, )]

Proof. Assume that S,Slfgn(ﬁ[t],ﬁ[tl],...,3[25”]) is evaluable. That is, oft] €

TW(X,,) and G[t1],. .., 5[ta] € TV (X,n), and

> vbi(@[t)vh;(alt]) < K,
=1

for all 1 < j < m. We show by induction on the complexity of the n-ary k-term

t of type 7. If t = z; € X,,, then S,S’f)n(a[xi],8[t1],...,Ef[tn]) = S (a[x;],0t1],
L Glta]) = ST (21,5t ..., Gltn]) = G[ti] = ST (zi, 1, - ., tn)] = SN (24, 1,

.., tn)]. This shows that 3[5&’%(@,&, ...,tp)] is defined and that (2) is valid.
Now, let t = fi(s1,...,8n;). Assume that, for all 1 < j <n;, if Sr(L]f,)n(?i[sj],a[tl],
..,0[ty]) is defined, then E[S,(L]fgl(sj,tl, ...,tn)] is defined and both are equal.
Since

S (Gl fi(s1,- . s0)], 5[], - -, 5[tn])
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is defined,

B GLfi(s1, - 50,)].5lt), -, 5 ltn])
= s,g@ (S7i(o (f),E[sl],...,E[sni])ﬁ[tl],...,G[tn])
o(

= S(k ( (fl) 7)71(8[31]7 8[t1]7 s 78[tn])7 s 757(11767)71(8[3711]7 8[t1]7 s 78[tn]))
(by Theorem 16)

—s}z’;m( (f),5[S¢), (sl,tl,...,tn)],...,8[57(37“2”(sm,t1,...,tn)])

(by our presumption)

= S"i (o Qf) T[S sttty oo tn)]s o T[S (Snistas - 1))
=T [fi(SE (st b1, otn)y o, ST (s ths )]

=0o[fi(S (sl,tl, catn)s e S (St - t)]

:3[521( (81,...,8ni),t1,...,tn)]

=G [SP) (fi(s1s- - Sn)s -t

This implies that G[Sﬁllf,)yb(fi(sl, ey Sn;)stl, ..., ty)] is defined and the equality
holds. [

As a particular case of the above result, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 20. Leto € Hyp(l)(T). Then we have that & is a weak endomorphism
on clone™ (7).

Proof. Let m,n € N. Following from Proposition 19, we need to show only that
S}:%(&[t], alt1],...,0[ts]) is defined if G[Sﬁbl,,)n(t, t1,...,t,)] is defined. We assume
that 3[57(3,%(25,@, ..., ty)] is evaluated. Since o(f;) € T(Tl)(Xm) foralli eI, it is
clear that 7[t] € Tgl)(Xn) and &[t;] € T(Tl)(Xm) for all 1 < j < n. This means
that &[t] = o[t] and &[t;] = o[t;] for all 1 < j < n. Let us now consider

G[SU (it tn)] = T[S (tth, . tn)] = F[SD (b1, )]

n, n,

Since
vb; (vb; (S2 (@[, 8[t], .., 8[ta)))) = vb; (B[S (t tr,. .. t0)]) <1

for all 1 < j < m, we have that &[S\ (t, t1, - ., t,)] = SB@[H],5t1], -, T lta]) =

S.(B[t],5[t1], - .., 5[ta]). This shows that S\ (G[t],5[t1],. .., 5[ts]) is defined
Furthermore, Sﬁbl,,)n(ﬁ[t], [t1],...,0tn)) = 8[57(1172,1(t,t1, contn)] |
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By Theorem 15, the following result is obtained.

Corollary 21. Let k € N and o € Hyp®) (7). Then & is a weak endomorphism
on clone®) (1) if and only if k = 1.
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