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1. Introduction

Let S be a poset with a greatest element 1. We denote order in S by
‘<’ and, whenever they exist in S, L.u.b and g.1.b by v’ and ‘A’ respectively.
An orthocomplementation of S is a bijection w:S — S such that z v 2w
exists for each z in S and (i) zww = 2, (ii) * < y implies yo < zrw and
(ili) z vew = 1. If a poset S admits an orthocomplementation w we call
the pair (S, w) an orthoposet. If (S, w) is an orthoposet then 0 = lw is
the least element of S and # A zw = 0 for each z in S. Elements # and y in
an orthoposet are orthogonal when z =< yw, in this case we sometimes write
z | y. Note that 2 | 0 for any # and # | y implies y | . If X is a non-
empty subset of S and x in S is orthogonal to each element of X we write
z | X. A subset X of S is said to be orthogonal when z | y for any z # y
in X. In particular the empty set [J and a set which consists of a single
element of S are orthogonal sets. An orthoposet which is in fact a lattice
is called an ortholattice. An orthoposet (S, w) is said to be an orthomodular

poset when

(1.1) x | y=2xvyexistsin S,

and

(r.2) z=Zyw and zAy=0=z=yo.

In an orthomodular poset any finite orthogonal subset has a lLu.b and
xAY = (xw v yo)w exists whenever = yw. In the definition of an ortho-
modular poset one may replace the implication (1.2) by any one of the
three following implications which, in the presence of (1.1), are each
equivalent to (1.2).

r=yo and zvy=1=>2=yo,
TSyo=> (VY Ayo =z,
r=Zy=>zv({yrze)=uy.

The asserted equivalence of these implications is contained essentially in
Birkhoff [1] who, however, considers only the case of an ortholattice. An
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orthomodular poset S is said to be completely orthomodular when any
orthogonal subset of S has a Lu.b in S. An orthomodular poset which is in
fact a lattice is called an orthomodular lattice.

Interest in orthomodular posets and lattices is stimulated and, in part,
motivated by the fact that in the Mackey-von Neumann formulation of
non-relativistic quantum mechanics, Mackey [2], the quantum logic has
the structure of a completely orthomodular poset. For some purposes it is
convenient to assume that the quantum logic is a complete orthomodular
lattice, and the convenience of this assumption leads one to enquire if a
completely orthomodular poset can be embedded in a complete ortho-
modular lattice. For instance one can ask if the completion by cuts of an
o.m poset is orthomodular. In answer to this question we show firstly that if
the completion by cuts of an orthomodular poset is crthomodular then the
poset has a certain property which we call the A-property. We then show
that if a completely orthomodular poset does have the A-property then it is
a complete orthomodular lattice. In particular since, as we show below, any
orthomodular lattice has the A4-property it follows that a completely
orthomodular poset which is a lattice must be a complete lattice.

" The axiomatic formulation of non-relativistic quantum mechanics
leads to a number of related problems. In this connection A. Ramsay has
asked if the completion by cuts of any orthomodular lattice is itself ortho-
modular (Birkhoff [1], problem 36). With this problem in mind we obtain
a necessary and sufficient condition for the completion by cuts of an ortho-
poset to be orthomodular, although we make no use of the result in this

paper.
2. The A-property

An orthomodular poset (S, w) will be said to have the A-property
when for any non-empty set {a,:7 € J} of elements of S with )\ {a;:7e J} = 0
and any element b of S such that & | a;, for eachjin J, theset {a;v b:7 € J}
has a glb in S. In an orthomodular lattice the A-property always holds,
in fact we have the stronger result.

PrOPOSITION (2.1). Let (S, w) be an orthomodular lattice. Let {a;: ] € J}
be a non-empty set of elements of S such that a = A {a,:7 € J} exists in S.
If b is any element of S such that b | a; for each | in J then

AN{a;vb:jeJt=avbd
exists in S.

Proor. If ¢ is any lower bound to the set {4;vb:7€ J} then so is
cv bva. Since S is orthomodular

(cvbva)rbo < (a;vb)Abw = a,
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for each 7 in J. Since bw = a; = a we have
a=Z(cvbva)rbo = Aa; =a.
Thus (¢ v bV a) A bw = a and so, using orthomodularity again we have
bva=>bv{(cvbva)rbw}=cvbva

whence ¢ < b v a. This shows that b v 4 is the g.1.b of the set {a;vd :j e J}.
A dual form of this result is worth stating as the

COROLLARY. If (S, w) is an orthomodular lattice and \/ c; = ¢ exists in
S then
V(g Vaw)as = (cvaw) Az
for any z in S.
We conclude this section with

LEmMa (2.1). Let (S, o) be an orthomodular poset with the A-property.
Let a;, 1€ J and b be as defined above, that is \ a; = 0 and b | a;, then

Nf{a;vb:jeJ} =0

Proor. By the assumed A-property ¢ = A {a;v b :7e J} exists in S.
Since ¢ = b the meet ¢ A bw exists in S, using the orthomodularity of S
and the fact that a4, | & we have

cAbo < (a;vb)Abo = a;, je].

Since A @; = 0 we have ¢ A bw = 0, since ¢ = b and S is orthomodular
we have ¢ = b.

3. The completion by cuts of an orthoposet

Let (S, w) be an orthoposet. For any non-empty subset X of S let Xo .
be its set of lower bounds in S and let Xt be its set of upper bounds in S.
If X = {x} consists of a single element of S we write o and x7. For any
non-empty subset X of S we write Xo = {zw : z € X}.

LEMMA (3.1). Let (S, w) be an orthoposet and write 2 = wo, then 02 = S,
SQ = 0 and, for any non-empty subsets X, Y of S (1) X7 = Xwow, (2)X LY
implies YQ C X0, (3) X C X022, (4) XQ00Q = XQ and (5) X160 = XQQ.

We omit the proof of the statements in the lemma since they are
straightforward and easily proved, for example Maclaren [3]. It follows,
as shown by Maclaren, that ¥ = {Xvo: (] C X C S}, the completion by
cuts of S, is orthocomplemented by £, that is (%, 2) is a complete ortho-
lattice. We prove

LemMmA (3.2). Let (S, w) be an orthomodular poset with the A-property,
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then for X in € and y in S
X2Jyo and X nyl = {0} > X = yo.

ProoF. Assume the antecedent in the implication above but suppose,
contrary to what it is asserted to imply, that there is an « in X such that
z £ y. Since z and y are in X and X in ¥ the set (x U y)ro is a subset of X.
Since {0} is the least element of the lattice ¥ and since lattice meet in % is
set intersection

{0} C (x v y)ro N yws C X N y2 = {0}.
Thus
(x U y)to N ywo = {0}.
If zis in (x U y)7 then z = y and so 2 A yw exists in S. But

{zryw 1ze (U y)T}o C (2 L Y)10 N Yoo
and so
AN{zryow i ze (@ Uy)r}=0.
By orthomodularity
yv (@Aryw) =2z, Vze (xuy)r
and ySzovy = (zAyw)o for each z in (xuy)r, we have then
y 1 z Ayo for each z in (x U y)v. Thus from lemma (2.1)

Y= Ay Eryo) ize @Uy)T)
=Af{z:ze @yl

It follows that # < y contrary to assumption. This contradiction establishes
the desired result.
We prove now

ProprosITION (3.1). Let (S, w) be an orthomodular poset. If (€, 2) s
orthomodular then (S, w) has the A-property.

ProoF. Let {a;:j e J} be a non-empty subset of S whose g.1l.b is 0.
Let b in S be such that b | a; for each  in J. We have to show that the set
{a;vb:je JthasaglbinS. Eachseta,cisin € and () {a,0: 7€ J} = {0}.
The set bo is in € and since b < 4,0 we have

bo C a;w0 = a;owo = a;042,

that is bo is orthogonal in € to each of the ;0. Since € is an orthomodular
lattice by assumption it has the 4-property and so

N {(a; v b)ro :j € J} = bo.

If ¢ in S is a lower bound to the set {a;v b : § € J} then ¢ belongs to each of
the sets (a; U b)te and so ¢ < b. But b is itself a lower bound to the set
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{a;v b :je J}and is therefore its g.l.b. This establishes the desired result.
Let (S, w) be an orthoposet, let X be a subset of S and let Y be an orthogonal
subset of X. The set union of a non-decreasing chain of orthogonal subsets
of X each of which contains Y is itself an orthogonal subset of X containing
Y. It follows that there exist maximal orthogonal subsets of X which
contain the orthogonal set Y. We say that an orthoposet (S, w) has the
B-property when for any non-empty subset X of S and any maximal
orthogonal subset M of Xvo one has Mro = Xto. We prove that

ProroSITION (3.2). The completion by cuts of an orthoposet is ortho-
modular if and only if the orthoposet has the B-property.

ProOF. Let (S, w) be an orthoposet and let (%, 2) be its completion
by cuts. We show that the B-property in S implies orthomodularity in %
by showing that if (S, w) does have the B-property then

X, YVe?, XCYQ&(XUY)io=S=X =Y.

To do so suppose that (S, w) has the B-property and assume the antecedent
in the implication above. Let M be a maximal orthogonal subset of X and
let P be a maximal orthogonal subset of Y. Then

S={(XvuY)re = (Mrou Prs)roc = (M v P)ro.
It follows that M u P is a maximal orthogonal subset of S for
x|l MuP)=>ze(Mu P)Q2 = {0}

Let N D M be a maximal orthogonal subset of Y@ which contains M then
N | Pand .
(NuP)jro= (YRuUY)re=S.

Since M U P is maximal and M U P C N u P we must have M = N that
is X = Mt6 = Nvo = Y. This establishes the orthomodularity of €.
Now assume that € is orthomodular, we show that S has the B-property.
Let X be any non-empty subset of S and let M be a maximal orthogonal
subset of X7o. Since M is maximal we have MQ n Xto = {0}, but
X102 Mvo = MQQ and so, by orthomodularity in ¥, Xvo = Mvs. This
is the desired result.

4. Completely orthomodular posets with the A-property

We prove

LeEmMMA (4.1). Let (S, w) be an orthomodular poset with the A-property.
Let X C S be in €, the completion by cuts of S, and let M be a maximal ortho-
gonal subset of X. If x = \/M exists in S then X = zo.
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Proor. Let X and M be as defined in the statement of the lemma.
Since M C X and X is in € the element # is in X and so xo C X. If y is in
X n 28 then y < zw and so y is orthogonal to each element of M. But y is
in X and M is a maximal orthogonal subset of X thus y = 0. We have then
both X 2 o and X n 22 == 0 and, since S has the 4-property it follows from
lemma (3.2) that X = =ze¢. This is the desired result.

We are now able to establish our final result, namely

PROPOSITION (4.1). A completely orthomodular poset with the A-property
is a complete orthomodular lattice.

Proor. Let (S, w) be a completely orthomodular poset with the
A-property. Since VY exists in S for any orthogonal subset Y of S, it
follows from lemma (4.1) that each element X of % is of the form zo for a
unique x in S. That is S is isomorphic with its completion by cuts and so,
in addition to being orthomodular, is also a complete lattice.
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