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Abstract. In this paper, we define and characterize the notions of (implicative, maximal,
prime) ideals in hoops. Then we investigate the relation between them and prove that every
maximal implicative ideal of a V-hoop with double negation property is a prime one. Also,
we define a congruence relation on hoops by ideals and study the quotient that is made by
it. This notion helps us to show that an ideal is maximal if and only if the quotient hoop
is a simple MV-algebra. Also, we investigate the relationship between ideals and filters by
exploiting the set of complements.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Non-classical logic has become a formal and useful tool for computer science to
deal with uncertain information and fuzzy information. The algebraic counterparts
of some non-classical logics satisfy residuation and those logics can be considered
in a frame of residuated lattices, see [9]. For example, Héjek’s BL (basic logic,
see [10]), Lukasiewiczs MV (many-valued logic, see [8]) and MTL (monoidal t-norm
based logic, see [12]) are determined by the class of BL-algebras, MV-algebras and
MTL-algebras, respectively. All of these algebras have lattices with residuation as
a common support set. Thus, it is very important to investigate the properties of
algebras with residuation. Hoops are naturally ordered commutative residuated in-
tegral monoids, introduced by Bosbach in [8] and [12] then studied by Biichi and
Owens, a paper never published. In the last years, hoops theory was enriched with
deep structure theorems (see [4], [8], [12]). Many of these results have a strong im-
pact on fuzzy logic. Particularly, from the structure theorem of finite basic hoops
([4], Corollary 2.10) one obtains an elegant short proof of the completeness theo-
rem for propositional basic logic (see [4], Theorem 3.8), introduced by Hajek in [10].
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The algebraic structures corresponding to Hajek’s propositional (fuzzy) basic logic,
BL-algebras, are particular cases of hoops. The main example of BL-algebras in in-
terval [0, 1] endowed with the structure induced by a t-norm. MV-algebras, product
algebras and Gédel algebras are the best known classes of BL-algebras. Recent inves-
tigations are concerned with non-commutative generalizations for these structures.
The filter theory plays an important role in studying these algebras. From the logic
point of view, various filters have natural interpretation as various sets of provable
formulas. At present, the filter theory of hoops has been widely studied and some
important results are obtained. In particular, some types of filters such as (positive)
implicative filters and fantastic filters (see [3]) were introduced and some of their
characterizations were presented in [1], [2], [13], [11]. In MV-algebras, filters and
ideals are dual notions, also we have to remark that residuated lattices and hoops
are incomparable. Indeed, not all hoops are residuated lattices. It is noticeable that
a hoop is a meet semi-lattice one with respect to the meet operator aAb = a®(a — b)
but it has not a lattice structure. So, in this paper we claim that the notion of ideals
is missing in hoops. For this reason, in this paper, we define and characterize ideal,
implicative, maximal and prime ideals notions in hoops. Then we investigate the
relation between them and prove that every maximal implicative ideal of a V-hoop
with double negation property is a prime one. Also, we define a congruence relation
on a hoop by ideals and study the quotient that is made by it. This notion helps us
to show that an ideal is maximal if and only if the quotient hoop is a simple MV-
algebra. Also, we investigate the relationship between ideals and filters by exploiting
the set of complements.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First we recall the definition of a hoop. By a hoop we mean an algebraic structure
A, ®,—,1) where, for all z,y,z € A:

(
(HP1) (A,®,1) is a commutative monoid,;
(HP2) z — = =1;
(HP3) (x 0y) »z=a — (y = 2);
(HP4) 20 (x = y) =y © (y = z).

On a hoop A we define x < y if and only if x — y = 1. It is easy to see that < is
a partial order relation on A. A hoop A is bounded if there is an element 0 € A such
that 0 < x for all z € A. Let A be a bounded hoop. We define negation “’” on A
by 2’ =x — 0 forallz € A. If 2" = z for all x € A, then the bounded hoop A is
said to have the double negation property, or (DNP), for short. Suppose A is a hoop
such that for any z,y € A, we have z Vy = ((x = y) > y) A((y > z) = x). If Vv
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is a join operation on A, then the hoop A is called a V-hoop, which is a distributive
lattice. The following proposition provides some properties of hoops.

Proposition 2.1 ([5], [6]). Let (A,®,—,1) be a hoop. Then the following con-
ditions hold, for all x,y,z,a € A:

(1) (A, <) is a meet-semilattice, with t Ay =z © (x — y);

(ii

rOy<zifandonly ifz <y — z;
(iii <

rOy<z,yand x <y — x;

(iv) z—wz=1land 1 -z =u;
(v) 2<y—= (z0Oy);
(Vi) z—=y<(y—=2) = (x—2);

(vil) <y impliesz@a<y®a,z—rx<z—yandy— z<x— 2;

if A is a bounded hoop, then x < 2", x ® 2’ =0 and 2" = /;

if A is a V-hoop, then for anyn € N, (zVy)" - z2={(a1 ©a2 0 ...®ay,) =
z: a; € {z,y}};

(x) if AisaV-hoop, thenz® (yVz)=(x0y)V (z0O z).

(viii

~— — — ' ' ~— ~—

(ix

A nonempty subset F' of A is a filter of A if (F1): z,y € F impliessz ®y € F
and (F2): z € F and < y imply y € F for any z,y € A. The set of all filters in
a hoop A is denoted by F(A). F is a proper filter of a hoop A if F is a filter of A
and F' # A. If Ais a hoop and @) # X C A, then the intersection of all filters of A
containing X is denoted by (X) and is characterized by

(X)={a€A: 110220... 0z, < a for somen €N and z1,...,2, € X}
={achd:z1 = (2> (.. (xp—a)...))=1

for some n €N, z1,...,2, € X}.
In particular, for any element x € A we have
(z) ={a € A: 2" < aforsomen € N} ={a€ A: 2" — a =1 for some n € N}.

Let A and B be two hoops. A map ¢: A — B is called a homomorphism if for all
z,y € A we have p(1) = 1, p(z © y) = ¢(z) © ¢(y) and p(z = y) = p(z) = @(y).
If A and B are two bounded hoops, then ¢(0) = 0 (see [3], [4], [5]).

Definition 2.2 ([3]). Let F be a nonempty subset of a hoop A. Then F is called
a positive implicative filter of A if:
(PIF 1) 1€ F;
(PIF 2) (x@y) - 2z€ Fand x — y € F imply ¢ — z € F for any z,y,z € A.
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Notation. From now on, in this paper, (4, ®, —,0,1) or simply A is a bounded
hoop, unless otherwise stated.

3. IDEAL IN HOOPS

In this section, we introduce the notion of an ideal in a hoop and investigate some
of its properties.

Definition 3.1. Let I be a nonempty subset of A. I is called an ideal of A if it
satisfies the following conditions:
(1) 0 €1,
(12) for any z,y € I, 2’ — y € 1,
(I3) for any z,y € A, if x <y and y € I, then = € I.

It is clear that A and {0} are the trivial ideals of A. The set of all ideals of A is
denoted by ZD(A). I is called a proper ideal if T is an ideal of A and I # A. It can
be easily seen that an ideal I is proper if and only if it is not containing 1.

Example 3.2. Let A = {0,a,b,¢,d,1}. We define two operations ® and —
on A as follows:

—10 a b ¢c d 1 ®l0 a b ¢c d 1
0|1 11111 0|0 0O O0OO0O0O O
ald 1 d1d1 al0 a 0 a 0 a
blccl1l 111 b0 0 00 b b
c|b cdl1d1 c|0 a 0 a b ¢
d|la a b c 11 d|0 0 b b d d
110 a b c d 1 110 a b c d1

Routine calculations show that A is a bounded hoop. It is easy to see that I =
{0,a} € ID(A).

Figure 1. The Hasse diagram of A.

Let {I»: A € A} be a family of ideals in A. Then it is easy to see that [ I, is
AEA
an ideal of A but |J I, is not an ideal of A, in general.
AEA
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Example 3.3. Let A = {0,a,b,1}. We define two operations ® and — on A4
as follows:

©|0 a b1 =0 a b1
0[O0 0 0O 0|1 1 11
al|0 a 0 a a|b 1 b 1
b0 0 b b bla a 1 1
110 a b 1 110 a b 1

By routine calculations, A with these operations is a bounded hoop. It is easy to see
that I; = {0,a} and I = {0,b} are two ideals of A, but I3 = I Ul» = {0,a,b} is
not an ideal of A, because a©b=a' -b=b—b=1¢ Is.

1

0
Figure 2. The Hasse diagram of A.

Notation. For any x,y € A, we define + © y = 2’ — y. Easily by an example
we see that the operation © is not associative, but by adding (DNP) condition to
hoop A, the operation © is associative, because since y” = y, we have

/

(roy)oz=(@ =y wz=0" =y —2=(2"0y) =0 ==z

=@ o0y) wz=0@ 0y)=sz2=2"= (U —-2)=00(yo2).

Remark 3.4. Let I € ID(A). Then for any z € A, x € I if and only if 2" € I.
By Proposition 2.1 (viii) and (I3), if 2" € I, then it is easy to see that = € I. Let
ze€l, since0el, by (12), 2" =xz60€l.

Proposition 3.5. Let I be a nonempty subset of A. Then, for any x,y € A, the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) I €eID(A),
(i) 0eI; foranyx,ye I, x oy el andifr’ Gy el andx €I, theny € I.
(iii) 0O I; foranyz,y € [,zoy €l and if (¢’ — y') € I andz € I, then y € I.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let I € ZD(A). Then by Definition 3.1, 0 € I and, for any
z,y € I, &y € I. Now, suppose for any z,y € A, 2’ ©y € I and x € I. Since
2’ ©y < 2’ @y, by Proposition 2.1 (ii), y < 2’ — (2’ © y). Also, since 2’ ®y € I and
zel, by (12), 2’ — ('’ ©y) € I. Thus, by (I3), y € I.

(ii) = (iii): Suppose z < y and y € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (vii), ' < ’, and
so (v — 2') = 0. Hence, by (HP3) and Proposition 2.1 (viii), ' ©x < (y ©z)"” =0,
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andsoy’'©®x =0¢€ I. Sincey € I, by (ii), z € I. Now, let (z' — y') € Tand x € I for
any z,y € A. By Proposition 2.1 (vii), 2/ 0y < (2’ 0 y)" = (' ©y)) = (' = ).
Then ' ®y € I. Since z € I, by (ii), y € I.

(iii) = (i): It is clear that conditions (I1) and (I2) hold. Let, for any z,y € A,
z < yand y € I. By Proposition 2.1 (vii), ¥’ < /. Then ¢y’ — 2’ = 1, and so
(y = 2') =0¢€ 1. Since y € I, by (iil), z € I. Hence, I € ZD(A). O

In what follows, we investigate the relation between filters and ideals in any
hoop A. For this, for any § # X C A, we define X' = {z € A: 2’ € X}.

Proposition 3.6. If A has (DNP), then I € TD(A) if and only if I' = F € F(A).

Proof. (=) Let I € ID(A) and F = I'. Since 0 € I, we get that 1 € F.
Suppose z,y € F. Then 2,y € I. Thus, (z @ y) 0z’ @y <y € I, since
I € ID(A), we have (x @ y) © a2’ ©y' € I. Hence, (x©y) €I, andsoz©y € F.

/ /
<al.

Now, suppose © < y and « € F. Then 2’ € T and by Proposition 2.1 (vii), y
Since I €e ID(A) and 2/ € I, we get y' € I, and so y € F.

(<)Let Fe F(A)and I = F'. Since 1 € F, wehave 0 € I. Let z <y and y € .
Then ¢y < 2’ and y' € F. Since F € F(A), we have 2/ € F and so 2"/ € I. Hence,

x € I. Suppose z,y € I. Then «/,y’ € F. By Proposition 2.1 (viii),

(@ oy)= @ =2y =0 =y =2 (@ 0y)=0)=>0" =y =@ —=y") =1
Hence, (2’ ©y’) < (¢ — y)'. Since F € F(A) and 2’ ©y’ € F, we have (2/ — y)' € F,
and so (¢’ = y)” € I. Then 2’ — y € I. O

In the following example, we show that the condition (DNP) is necessary.

Example 3.7. Let A = {0,a,b,c,d,e, f,1}. Define two operations ©® and —
on A as follows:

=10 a b ¢c d e f 1 ®©|0 a b cde f 1
ot 1111111 0/{00O0O0O0O0OGO0TO
ald 1 1 1 d1 11 a|0 a aa 0 a a a
b|d f11df 11 b|0 a a b 0 a a b
cld e f1de f1 c|0 a b c 0 a b c
d|lc ¢c cc1l1 111 d{0 00 O0dddd
e|0 c ccd 1l 11 e|0 a aa de e e
f10 b ¢ ¢cd f 11 f10 a a b d e e f
110 a b cde f 1 110 a b cde f 1

By routine calculation, we can see that A with these operations is a bounded hoop.
Then it is easy to show that I = {0,a,b,c} € TD(A), but I’ = {1,d} ¢ F(A) because
d<e,fande,f¢F.
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c /

b

a d
0

Figure 3. The Hasse diagram of A.

By Proposition 3.6 and Example 3.7, we can see that in hoops the notion of ideals
is missing and filters and ideals are not dual notions, in general, except in a hoop
with (DNP). So, the condition (DNP) is necessary.

Proposition 3.8. Let A be a bounded V-hoop and I € ITD(A). Then for any
x,y € A, the following statements hold:
(i) x,ye I ifand only ifxVy € I;
(i) if z,y €I, thenx Ay € I.

Proof. Let I € IZD(A). By Proposition 2.1(iii), z Ay < z,y < aVy. If
z,y € I or x Vy € I, then by (I3) it is clear that z Ay € I or x,y € I, respectively.
Now, suppose z,y € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (x) and (viii), 2’ ® (z V y) =
(@ er)V(@ oy)=2"0y. Since 2’ Oy < y,y € I and I € ITD(A), we get ' Oy € I,
sozr’ ®(xVy) el Since x € I and I € ID(A), by Proposition 3.5, x Vyel. O

In the following example, we show that the converse of Proposition 3.8 (ii) may
not be true, in general.

Example 3.9. According to Example 3.2, I = {0,a} € ZD(A) and a A b =
a®(a—b)=a0d=0clbutbd¢l.

Proposition 3.10. Let I be a subset of a hoop A such that 0 € I. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(i) I € ID(A);
(ii) L(z,y)={z€ A: z0a' <y} C1I for any z,y € I;
(i) if (z@2')®y =0, then z € I for any z € A and z,y € I.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let a € L(z,y). Then a®z’ < y. Sincey € I and I € ZD(A),
a®z’ € I. Now, by Proposition 3.5, since € I and I € ZD(A), we get a € I.

(ii) = (iii): Let z,y € T and (z©2') ©@y' =0. Since 0,y € I and (z 0 2') ©y’ <0,
by (ii), we get z®a’ € L(0,y) C I, and so z®x’ € I. Moreover, since 2Oz’ < z@ 1z’
and z ©z',z € I, by (ii), z € L(z©® 2',z) C I. Hence, z € I.
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(iii) = (i): By assumption, 0 € I. Let x,y € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (ii), (vii)
and (viil), (' =2 y) @2’ ©y <y©y =0, and so by (iii), 2’ — y € I. Now, suppose
2’ ©y €I and z € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (viii), (y ©@ ') ® (2’ ©®y)' =0, and so
by (iii), y € I. Hence, I € ZD(A). O

Proposition 3.11. Let I be a nonempty subset of A. Then for any x,y,z € A,
the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) f I€eZID(A) andz® (y© ') €1, then x € I;
(i) if0el, (z0(yoa'))o0z €l and z €1, thenz € I.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Since I € ZD(A), it is clear that 0 € I and if (z® (y©z')) ®
2/ €I and z € I, then by (12), x ® (y ® 2')’ € I. Thus, by (i), z € I.

(ii) = (i): First we prove that I € ZD(A). For this, suppose z ©y' € I and y € I.
Then (z© (00 2") )0y =xoy' €1, and so by (ii), z € I. Now, let z,y € I. Then

(' =y o0e @ —y)))oyor<z"ox'=0el.

Since z € I, by (ii), (' = y) ©y’ € I. Also, from y € I, we have 2’ — y € I. Hence,
I € ID(A). Now, suppose z ® (y @ ')’ € I. By considering z = 0 in (ii), we get
el ([

Definition 3.12. Let ) # X C A. We recall that the smallest ideal containing X
in A is called the ideal generated by X in A and is denoted by (X]. It is also the
intersection of all ideals of A containing X.

Theorem 3.13. Let () # X C A. Then

(X]={acA: IneN: a<210(220...0(Xn-19Ty,)...)

for x1,2z9,..., 2, € X}.

Proof. Let B={a€ A: 3neN: a <2160 (220...0(xp_19xy)...) for z1,
Za,...,x, € X}. It is enough to prove that B is the smallest ideal containing X.
For this, first we show that B is an ideal of A. Since, for any x1,29 € X, we have
0 <21 ©x2,0 € B, and so (I1) holds. Now, let a,b € A such that a < b and b € B.
Since b € B, there exists n € N such that for x1,22,...,2, € X, b <216 (226...0
(Tn—19xy)...). Froma <b,weget a <b< 210 (220...9(xp_19x,)...), thus,
a<z19(x20...8(Tp-192y)...), and so a € B. Hence, (I3) holds. Now, suppose
a,b € B. Then there exist n,m € N such that z1,z2,..., %0, y1,92,-..,ym € X,
a <110 @0...0@p-19%,)...)and b < Y10 (Y20 ... O (Ym-1 O Ym)--.)-
By Proposition 2.1 (vii), (21 6 (226 ...6 (Tn—1 O xy)...)) < d/,and so a’ = b <
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(18 (x20...6(xp_10xy)...)) = b. Since b <Y1 © (Y26 ... 0 (Ym—19Ym) - - .),
by Proposition 2.1 (vii),

(10(..0@p10m,)...)) 2L (016(...0...0@-10w,)...))
1O .0...0WUn-19Yn)--.)

Then o’ = b < (£16(220...0(xn-102,)...)) = W1 (¥29...©(YUm-19Ym) --.)),
and 50 a Ob < 210 (1260 ...02, 91 O Y2 O ... Ym—-1 O Ym)...). Thus, a ©
b € B. Hence, B is an ideal of A. It is clear that X C B, because, for any
xz,y € X, by Proposition 2.1(iii), + < ¥y - * = y & z. Hence, x € B. Now,
let there exist C € ID(A) such that X C C. It is enough to prove that B C C.
Let a € B. Then there exists n € N such that for z1,z2,...,2, € X, we have
a <110 (226...8(Tp—1 ©xy)...). Since X C C and C € ID(A), by (12),
216 (226...0(xp—192y)...) € C, and so by (I3), a € C. Hence, B is the smallest
ideal of A containing X. Therefore, B = (X]. O

Notation. Consider a© (a©...6 (a6 a)...) =na= (a/)" ' - a. If A has
(DNP), then z © y = y © = and na = ((a’)")’.

Proposition 3.14. Let I € ID(A) and a € A. Then the following statements
hold:

(i) (a)={x € A: IneN: z <na};

(ii) if A is a hoop with (DNP), then (I U{a}|={z € A: In eN: z© (na)’ € I};
(iii) if A is a V-hoop with (DNP), then (I U{z}|N (T U{y}] = (T U {z Ay}].

Proof. (i) Let B = {z € A: 3n € N: z < na}. Then we prove that B
is the smallest ideal of A generated by a. For this, we show that B is an ideal
of A. Since 0 < a © a = 2a, it is clear that 0 € B. Let z < y for z,y € A
and y € B. Then there exists n € N such that < y < na. So, z € B. Now,
suppose x,y € B. Then there exist n,m € N such that £ < na and y < ma, and so
r < (a)" ! = aand y < (a')™ ! — a. By Proposition 2.1 (vii), ((¢/)"! — a)’ < 2’
and 2/ — y < ((a/)" ! = a)’ — y. Also,

and so,
Hence,
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Thus, £ © y € B. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.1 (viii), a < a’ - a =a S aq,
and so B is an ideal of A containing a. Suppose C' is an ideal of A containing a. Let
x € B. Then there exists n € N such that < na. Since a € C and C' € TD(A), hence
na € C, and so x € C. Hence, B C C. Therefore, (a] = {zx € A: In e N: = < na}.

(ii) Let E = {z € A: 3n € N: 2 ® (na)’ € I}. Since a ®a’ = 0 € I and for
any ¢ € I, t©a <z € I and I € ID(A), so it is clear that T U {a} C E. Let
x,y € E. Then there exist n,m € N such that x ® (na)’ € T and y ® (ma) € I.
Thus, there exist «, 8 € I such that z ® (na)’ < a and y ® (ma)’ < . Hence, by
(HP3), z < (na)’ — « and y < (ma)’ — 5. Then by Proposition 2.1 (vii),

¥ —=y<((na) = a) - y<((na) = a) = ((ma) — B) =(na) ©as (ma) o p.

Since A has (DNP), we get that (' — y) @ ((n +m)a)’ < a© S € I. The proof of
the other cases is similar to (i).

(iii) By definition of ©, it is easy to see that a ® (nz)’ = a ® (2/)". Suppose
a € (IU{x Ay}]. Then there exists n € N such that a ® (n(z Ay))’ € I. Thus, by
Proposition 2.1 (ii), (vii) and (DNP), we have,

a®(n(Ay) =a0((zAy))" 2a0@)", a0@)" =a0(nr) and aO(ny).

Then a € (JU{z}]N(TU{y}], and so (JU{xAy}] C (ITU{z}]N(IU{y}]. Conversely,
let @ € (I U{z}]N(IU{y}]. Then there exist n,m € N such that a ® (nz)" and
a®(my) € I, and so a®(z')" and a®(y" )™ € I. Let U = a® (/)" and V = a®(y')™.
Then by (HP3), U’ = (a® (2')") = (/)" = ¢’ and V' = (a © (¢/)") = (y/)™ — d'.
By routine calculations, we can see that,

(@)= (V' - U —=d)=1 and ()" = (V' = U —d))=1.
Then by Proposition 2.1 (ix), there exists p € N such that
[ Ay = (V! = (U = a'))
=@ Vy)lP = (V' - (U —d))
= N@o...0a)=> V' > U —d): ac{d y}}=1

Hence, a € (U {z Ay}]. O

Proposition 3.15. Let ¢: A — B be a hoop homomorphism. Then the following
statements hold:
(i) if ¢ is an epimorphism and I € ID(B), then p~1(I) € ID(A);
(i) if ¢ is an isomorphism and I € ID(A), then ¢(I) € ID(B);
(iii) if kero ={x € A: ¢(x) = 0}, then kerp € TD(A).
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Proof. (i) Let I € ZD(B). Since p(0) =0 € I, we have 0 € ¢~ 1(I). Suppose
r<yandy€ o 1(I). Then p(y) € I. Since x — y = 1 and ¢ is a homomorphism,
we obtain that p(z) < ¢(y), thus, p(z) € I, and so x € ¢~ 1(I). Let z,y € o 1(I).
Then p(z),¢(y) € I. Since I € ID(B), p(z' — y) = ¢'(x) = p(y) € I. Thus,
¥ —y € p1(I) and so o 1(I) € ID(A).

(ii) Let I € ID(A). It is clear that 0 € p(I). Let ¢ < y and y € ¢(I). Since
y € o(I), there exists a € I such that ¢(a) = y. Since = p(b) < p(a) = y, we
have 1 = ¢(1) = (b — a) = p(b) = (a). From the fact that ¢ is an isomorphism,
we get b < a. Moreover, since I € ZD(A) and a € I, we obtain b € I, and so x =
©(b) € o(I). Now, suppose z,y € ¢(I). Then there exist a,b € I such that p(a) =«
and ¢(b) =y. Since I € ITD(A), o’ - be I, and so 2’ — y = ¢'(a) = »(b) € p(I).
Hence, ¢(I) € ID(B).

(iii) Let kero = {x € A: ¢(x) = 0}. Since ¢(0) = 0, we have 0 € ker¢, and
so kerp # (). Suppose x,y € kerp. Then ¢(z) = ¢(y) = 0, and so p(z' — y) =
() = oly) =0 — 0=0. Hence, ' — y € kerp. Let z < y and y € ker .
Since ¢ is monotone, p(r) < ¢(y) = 0. Then p(x) = 0 and so = € ker . Hence,
ker p € ID(A). O

Let A be a hoop with (DNP) and I an ideal of A. Define the relation ~; on A
by z ~yyifand only if 2’ @y € I and ¢y ® x € I for any z,y € A. Similarly to the
proof of [7], Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 4.3, we can see that ~; is a congruence
relation on A. For any « € A, we denote by x/I the equivalence class of z, that is,
x/I={yeA: x ~ry}. Let A/T ={z/I: v € A} and we define on the set A/I the
operations

z/I@y/l=(xoy)/I, =z/l~y/l=@—y)/I, 0/I1=I,
and 1/I={a'€l: ze€ A}

Also, we define a partial order on A/I by x/I < y/I if and only if 2’ ® y € I. Then
by routine calculation we can prove that (A/I,®,~+,0/I,1/I) is a hoop.

Notation. The quotient hoop via any ideal is always an MV-algebra, because
by Proposition 2.1 (viii), z ® (z") =2z @2’ =0€ [ and 2’ ©® 2’ =0. Then = ~ 2",
and so z/I =z"/I.

4. IMPLICATIVE IDEAL IN HOOPS

In this section, we introduce the notion of an implicative ideal in hoops and inves-
tigate some of its properties. Then we study the quotient structures that are made
by an implicative ideal.
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Definition 4.1. Let () # I C A. Then I is called an implicative ideal of A if for
any x,y,z € A it satisfies the following conditions:
(IM1) 0 € I;
(IM2) if z,y € I, thenz oy € I;
(IM3) ifx @y @z €eTandy®z €I, thenz® 2 €1.

Example 4.2. According to Example 3.7, it is easy to check that I = {0, a, b, ¢}
is an implicative ideal of A.

Proposition 4.3. If A has (DNP), then I is an implicative ideal if and only if
I' = F is a positive implicative filter of A.

Proof. Proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.6. O

Theorem 4.4. Every implicative ideal of A is an ideal of A.

Proof. Suppose [ is an implicative ideal of A and x < y such that y € I. Then
x — y = 1. By Proposition 2.1 (vii) and (viii), z > y < z = ¢’ = (x ©®%')’. Thus,
(x@y) =1, and so (x®y)” =0 € I. Since z ©y < (z ®y')”, we get that
20Oy =0€l. Let z=0. Thenz Oy 0z =20y =0clTandyoz =y el
Since I is an implicative ideal of A, x ® 2/ = x € I. Hence, I € TD(A). O

By the following example we show that the converse of the above theorem may
not be true, in general.

Example 4.5. In Example 3.2, I = {0,a} is an ideal of A. But it is not an
implicative ideal of A. Because if welet t =1,y =cand z=b,then 2Oy’ ® 2’ =
boOoc=0€el. Also,y® 2 =cOc=acl,bitz®z2 =cé¢l.

Proposition 4.6. Let I € ITD(A). Then for any x,y € A, the following state-
ments are equivalent:
(i) I is an implicative ideal;
(i) f z0y"©y" €1, thenz O ye€ I;
(iii) if 22 € I, then x € I;
(iv) {zxe A: 22 =0} C I.

Proof. (i)= (ii): Let s ©y” ®y” € I. Since I is an implicative ideal of A and
by Proposition 2.1 (vil), v ©y”" =0€ I, weget 2 ©y”’ € I. Fromz 0y <z ®y”
and I e ID(A), we get z Oy € I.

(ii)) = (i): Let 2@y ©2 € I and y ® 2’ € I for any z,y,z € A. Then by
Proposition 2.1 (vii), (02’ ©2)0(y0 ) = (202 02)o (2 = y) <2020y
Since I € ID(A) and 2 ©y' © 2’ € I, we get that (x © 2/ ©2') © (y ®2') € I. Then
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by Propositions 3.5 and 2.1 (viii), 2 ® (2/)" © (¢/)" =2 ® 2’ ©® 2’ € I. Thus, by (ii),
z ® 2z’ € I. Hence, I is an implicative ideal of A.

(i) = (iii): Let 2> € I. Since I € ID(A), by Remark 3.4, (z?)” € I. By
Proposition 2.1 (viii), we have

({E” @{E”) N (xz)// _ ( @:L‘ ) (({E2 / )

) -
= = (@ = (%) > 0))
= (@) = @)
= (%) = (" = @)

— T
= (2% = (z — 1))
— ')
//)

=z — ((z%)

=22 = ()" =1.

(%)
=z — (z — (z%)
(%)
So, 2" ®x" < (2%)". Since I € ITD(A) and (22)" € I, we get 102" ®z" = 2" 0a" € I.
Then by (ii), L@z =z € I.
(iii) = (ii): Let z0y" ©y" € I for any x,y € A. By Proposition 2.1 (viii) and (vii),
y <y thenyo©y <y” ®y”. Since 22 < x, we have 22 © 2 < z® y” ® y. Since
r@y" ®y" € I and I € ID(A), we obtain that (z®y)? € I. Then by (iii), z®y € I.
(iii) = (iv): Let a € {x € A: 22 = 0}. Then a® = 0 € I, by (iii), a € I, and so
{reA: 22 =0} C 1.
(iv) = (iii): Suppose z? € I for any z € A. Then 2%/I = 0/1. Since {0/} €
ID(A/I), by (iv), /I € 0/1. Hence, = € I. O

Corollary 4.7. Let I be an implicative ideal of A and J € ID(A) such that
I C J. Then J is an implicative ideal of A.

Proof. Since I C J and [ is an implicative ideal, then by Proposition 4.6,
{r € A: 22 =0} C I C J. As J € ID(A), hence by Proposition 4.6, J is an
implicative ideal of A. O

Corollary 4.8. Let I € ID(A). If I is an implicative ideal of A, then ' ANz € I
for any x € A.

Proof. Let I be an implicative ideal of A. Since x A 2’ < z,2’, we obtain
that (z A 2')2 < 2 ® 2’ = 0. Then (x A 2')? = 0. Thus, by Proposition 4.6,
{reA: 22=0}CI,andsox Aa' € 1. O

In the following example, we show that the converse of Corollary 4.8 may be not
true, in general.
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Example 4.9. According to Example 3.2, I = {0,a} € IZD(A). But, dAd' =
d®(d—d)=d®a=0 € I provided that, in Example 4.5, we show that I is not
an implicative ideal of A.

Proposition 4.10. Let I € ZD(A). If I is an implicative ideal of A such that
" oyoZelandx®y €1, thenxz® 2 € 1.

Proof. Let for any z,y,z € A, 2" ®©y ® 2z’ € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (vii)
and (viil) we have

@ oyo) ooy o) =(yo) »a)o "oy o)
=2o0GF s @y—=2) ooy’
<@y—2)or" oy’
=@y—2)o@@ =006y’
<y oy’ =0el

Since I € ID(A), (z" 0y0 ) o (" 0y”" ©7) e, andso 2"’ ©y”" ® 2 € I. Also,
from x © 3y’ € I, we have

(x@y')’@(y'@x”):y'Q(y'—>x’)®x”gx’G)x”:0€I.

Since I € ID(A), (z @ y") ® (¥ ® ") € I, and so ¢y ® 2" € I. Since I is an
implicative ideal of A, we get that 2’ ® 2’/ € I. Moreover, by Proposition 2.1 (viii),
Zox<2Z o2, andsoxr®2 €l O

By the next example, we can show that the converse of Proposition 4.10 may be
not true, in general.

Example 4.11. According to Example 3.2, I = {0,a} € ZD(A). Let y © 2" ®
Z=b0d0d =b0c®a=0€landz@y =cOV =c®c=aecl By
assumption, t @ 2’ = c®d = c®a = a € I. But by Example 4.5, we show that I is
not an implicative ideal of A.

Proposition 4.12. Let I be a nonempty subset of A. Then for any x,y,z € A,
the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) I is an implicative ideal of A;
(ii) T €eZD(A) and if (x ©y') ©y €1, thenz ©y € I;
(iii) T € ID(A) and if (x©y')© 2" €I, then (x©2') O (y©2') € I;
(iv)0elTandif ((ze0y)0y )07z el andz€l, thenz Oy €1.
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Proof. (i) = (ii): By Theorem 4.4, I is an ideal of A. Let (z ©y') © ¢y’ € I.
Since I is an implicative ideal of A and by Proposition 2.1 (viii), y ®y' =0 € I, we
have z ©y' € I.

(if) = (iii): Let (zx ©®y') ® 2’ € I. Then by Proposition 2.1 (vi),

rOWe)eZod=00dolF 2y)<(@oy)oel

and I € ID(A); thus, z© (y© ) 02 © 2 € I. By (ii), (x02) 0 (yo ) =
Oy o el

(iii) = (i): Suppose (zx @ y')® 2z € [ and y ® 2’ € I. Then by (iii), (z ©®2') ®
(yoz) el Sincey®z €I and I €ID(A), z©z" € I. Hence, I is an implicative
ideal of A.

(ii) = (iv): Since I € ID(A),0€ I. Let ((z ©y') ®y') ©2' € I and z € I. Since
I € ID(A), we have (x ©y') 0y € I. By (ii), z 0y € I.

(iv) = (ii): First we prove that I € ZD(A). For this, suppose x ® ¢y’ € I and
yel. Wehavez ©y' =200 ©0 ©y € I. Then by (iv), € I. Now, let z,y € I.
By Proposition 2.1 (viii), (' » y) 02’ 02’ 0y < 2”0z’ @2’ =0 € I. By (12),
(' = y) o0’ oy €1I. Since y € I, by (iv), (¢/ > y) @z’ € I. Also, from x € I,
we obtain that @’ — y € I. Hence, I € ZD(A). Now, suppose (x @ y') ©@y’ € I. Let

z=01in (iv). Then by (iv), z @y’ € I. O
Notation. As we know, a Boolean algebra is a structure (B, +,-,—,0,1), with
two binary operations “4” and “-”, a unary operation “—" and two distinguished el-

ements 0 and 1 such that B with these operations makes a complemented distributive
commutative algebra.

Theorem 4.13. If A is a bounded V-hoop with (DNP), then I is an implicative
ideal if and only if A/I is a Boolean algebra.

Proof. (=) Let I be an implicative ideal of A. Then by Proposition 4.6, for
any a € A,aNa’ €. Since a/I Nad' /T = (aNd')/I, weget a/T ANa'/T=0/I. Also,
since (a/IVa'/I) = (aVd) /I = (a" Na")/I =0/1, we have (a/IVd'/I)" =1/I.
Since A has (DNP), a/IV a'/I =1/1. Hence, A/I is a Boolean algebra.

(<) Suppose A/I is a Boolean algebra, z @y’ ® 2’ € I and y ® 2’ € I for any
x,y,2 € A. Since x ©y' ©®z' € [ and y® 2z’ € I, we have (x ©y' ©®2)/I =0/ and
(y©®2')/I =0/I. Moreover, since A/I is a Boolean algebra, y/IVy'/I =1/I. Then
by Proposition 2.1 (x),

(0 I=x/ICZ/ I/ I=x/ICZ /T (y/IVy' /)
=(@/IoZ/Toy/I)V(z/IeZ/TIoyY/I)=0/I.

Hence, x ® 2’ € I. Therefore, I is an implicative ideal of A. O
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Proposition 4.14.
(i) If ¢: A — B is a hoop homomorphism and I is an implicative ideal of B, then
@ 1(I) is an implicative ideal of A.
(ii) If ¢: A — B is surjective and I is an implicative ideal of A, then (1) is an
implicative ideal of B.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.15. O

Proposition 4.15. Let I € ID(A). Then I is an implicative ideal of A if and
only if, for any a € A, the set I, = {x € A: ©x ® d' € I} is the least ideal of A
containing I and {a}.

Proof. (=) Letae€ A. Since0 € Aand 00 a’ =0 € I, we have 0 € I, # 0.
Suppose ' @y € I, and x € I,. Then (z' ©®y) ®a’ € I and x ® a’ € I. Since T is
an implicative ideal, we get that y ®a’ € I, and so y € I,. Now, let z,y € I,. Then
x®d €I and y®a € I. By Proposition 2.1 (vi), we have, (' = y) 0z’ ©ad =
Zo@ - yod <ycd €I Since I € ID(A) and y ©® a’ € I, we have
(2 = y)©2' ©ad’ € I. Moreover, from z®a’ € I and the fact that I is an implicative
ideal, we obtain that (2’ — y) ®a’ € I. Then 2/ — y € I,. Hence, I, is an ideal
of A. Also, since a ®a’ =0 € I, we get a € I,. Let z € I. By Proposition 2.1 (iii),
x®a <z Since I € ITD(A) and x € I, we have x ® @’ € I, and so = € I,. Hence,
I C I,. Now, suppose there exists J € ZD(A) such that I U {a} C J. Let = € I,.
Then z©a’ € I CJ,andso z®a’ € J. Since J € ID(A) and a € J, we have x € J.
Hence, I, C J. Therefore, I, is the least ideal of A containing I and {a}.

(<) Let I € ID(A) and for any z,y,2 € A, let 2 0y ©2 € [and y ® 2’ € I.
According to the definition of I,, it is clear that x ® ¢’ € I, and y € I,. Since
I, € ID(A), we get that x € I, and so x ® 2’ € I. Hence, I is an implicative ideal
of A. O

Proposition 4.16. Let I,J be two ideals of A. Then the following statements
hold:
(i) I, =1 ifand only ifa € I;
(ii) 1f a < b, then I, C I;
(iii) if I C J, then I, C Jg;
(iv) (IﬂJ)a—I NJ, and (TUJ), =1, U Jy;
) 1

(v C (Ia)e-

Proof. (i) By Proposition 4.15, since I U {a} C I, and I, = I, we have a € I.
Now, if a € I, since I, is the least ideal of A containing I and {a}, it is clear that
I,=1.
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(ii) Let a < band « € I,. Then z ®a’ € I. Since a < b, by Proposition 2.1 (vii)
and (viii), ' < d/, andso z OV <z ®d. Since I € ITD(A) and x ©® o’ € I, we have
z®b €I. Then z € I.

(iii) Let I,J € ID(A) and I C J. If x € I,, then 2 ®a’ € I, and so z ©® a’ € J.
Hence, z € J,.

(iv) Since INJ C I, J, by (iil), (INJ)e C I,NJ,. Let x € [,NJ,. Thenx®a’ €1
and z ©® a’ € J, thus, t ©a’ € INJ. Hence, x € (I NJ),. The proof of the other
case is similar.

(v) Let « € Ingp. Then 2 ® (a©b) =2 © (¢’ — b) € I. By (HP3), we have,

(dob)—=(a—=b) =@ —=b)—((dob)—=0)=( —b)—(d—0b)=1

Thus, (¢’ ©V) < (¢/ = b), andso 2z (¢’ ©V) < @ (a’ — b)’ € I. Since I € ID(A),
x©® (a @) € I. Hence, x € (I,)p. O

Proposition 4.17. Let A be a bounded hoop with (DNP). Then the following
statements are equivalent:
(i) any ideal I of A is an implicative ideal;
(if) {0} is an implicative ideal of A;
(iii) for any a € A, the set A(a) = {x € A: © ®a' =0} is an ideal of A.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Since {0} is a trivial ideal of A, by (i), the proof is clear.

(if) = (iii): Since 0 € A and 0 ® @’ = 0, we have 0 € A(a) # 0. Suppose
z,y € A(a). Then z©®ad =y©a’ =0. Since A has (DNP), z = 2" € A(a). Then by
Proposition 2.1 (vi), (z' = y) 0y ©d = (¢’ 2 y)O(y = 0)0d <2’ 0d =20d.
Since x ® @’ = 0, we get that (z' — y) ©y' ©@a’ =0 € {0}. Also, y ®a’ =0 € {0}.
Since {0} is an implicative ideal of A, (z' — y) ©®d’ =0, so ' — y € A(a). Now,
suppose < y and y € A(a). Then by Proposition 2.1 (vii), z ®@d’ < y ® a’ = 0,
thus, z © @’ = 0. Hence, « € A(a). Therefore, A(a) is an ideal of A.

(iii) = (i): Let I € ID(A) such that 1 ©y ©® 2’ € I and y ® 2/ € I for any
x,y,z € A. Since I € ID(A), A/I is a hoop. Then by (iii), for any a/I € A/I
we have A/I(a/I) € ID(A/I). Then (x ©y')/I ®2'/I = 0 and y/I ® 2'/I = 0.
Thus, (x ©y')/I € A/I(z/I) and y/I € A/I(z/I). Since A/I(z/I) € ID(A/I), we
have ©/I € A/I(z/I). Then z/I ® z'/I = 0. Hence, x ® 2’ € I. Therefore, I is an
implicative ideal of A. O
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5. PRIME, MAXIMAL AND BOOLEAN IDEALS IN HOOPS

In this section, we introduce prime, maximal and Boolean ideals in a hoop and
investigate the relation between these ideals and implicative one. Also, we study the
quotients that are made by them.

Definition 5.1. Let P be a proper ideal of A. P is called a prime ideal of A if
x Ay € P implies x € P or y € P for any x,y € A. The set of all prime ideals of A
is denoted by Spec(A).

Example 5.2. According to Example 3.3, we can easily see that both ideals I;
and I> are prime ideals of A.

Proposition 5.3. If A is a V-hoop with (DNP), then I is a prime ideal if and
only if I' = F is a prime filter of A.

Proof. Proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.6. O

Proposition 5.4. Let A be a V-hoop with (DNP) and let P be a proper ideal
of A. Then P is a prime ideal if and only if, for any I, J € TD(A) such that INJ C P,
weget [ CPorJCP.

Proof. (=) Suppose I,J € ID(A) such that INJ C P,but I ¢ P and J ¢ P.
Then there exist x € I — P and y € J — P. Since z Ay < z,y and I,J € ID(A),
xAy €INJ C P,and so x Ay € P. Since P € Spec(A), we get that z € Pory € P,
which is a contradiction. Hence, I C P or J C P.

(<) Let P € ZD(A) such that for any x,y € A, x Ay € P. If 2,y ¢ P, then by
Corollary 3.14, (P U {z}] N (PU{y}] = (PU{z Ay}] = P. Thus, by assumption,
(PU{z}]C Por (PU{y}] C P,and soxz € P ory € P, which is a contradiction.
Hence, P € Spec(A). O

Proposition 5.5. Let ¢ : A — B be a hoop homomorphism. Then the following
statements hold:
(i) if ¢ is an epimorphism and P € Spec(B), then ¢~1(P) € Spec(A);
(ii) if ¢ is surjective and P € Spec(A) such that P # B, then ¢(P) € Spec(B).

Proof. By Propositions 3.15 and 5.4, the proof is clear. O

Theorem 5.6. Let A be a V-hoop with (DNP), let I be a proper ideal of A and
0 # S C Asuch that INS = 0. If S is A-closed, then there exists P € Spec(A) such
that I C Pand PNS = 0.
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Proof. LetX={J € ZID(A): I C JandJNS ={}. Since I € X, hence ¥ # (.
If {Jx}ren is a family of ideals of A that are in ¥, then by Zorn’s lemma we can see

that P = J J» is a maximal element of ¥. So, it is enough to prove that P is a prime
AEA
ideal. Since PNS = 0, it is clear that P is proper. Now, suppose zAy € Pforz,y € A

such that z,y ¢ P. Then by Corollary 3.14, (PU{z}|N(PU{y}] = (PU{zAy}] = P.
Since P C (PU{z}|N(PU{y}] and P is a maximal element of ¥, we get (PU{z}] ¢ &
and (PU{y}] ¢ X, s0o (PU{z}]NS # 0 and (PU{y}]NS # 0. Then there exist
a€ (PU{z}jNnSand be (PU{y}]NS. Since S is A-closed, we have

anbe [(PU{z}]Nn(PU{y}InS=PNS

So, we consequence that P NS # (), which is a contradiction. Then, P € Spec(A).
Therefore, there exists P € Spec(A) such that I C P and PN S = 0. O

Corollary 5.7. Let A be a VV-hoop with (DNP). Then for any proper ideal I of A
there exists P € Spec(A) such that I C P.

Proof. Since I is a proper ideal of A, there exists x € A — I. Let S = {z}.
Then by Theorem 5.6, the proof is clear. O

Definition 5.8. Let M be a proper ideal of A. Then M is called a mazimal
ideal of A if no proper ideal of A strictly contains M. It means that if there exists an
ideal J of A such that M C J C A, then M = J or J = A. The set of all maximal
ideals of A is denoted by Max(A).

Example 5.9. According to Example 3.3, we can easily see that both the ide-
als I; and I are maximal ideals of A.

Proposition 5.10. Let A be a V-hoop with (DNP). Then every maximal ideal
of A is a prime one.

Proof. Let M € Max(A) and x Ay € M for any z,y € A. If = ¢ M, then
M C (M U{x}]. Since M € Max(A), we get (M U {z}] = A. In a similar way, if
y ¢ M, then (M U {y}] = A. By Corollary 3.14, A = (M U {z}] N (M U {y}] =
(M U{x Ay} = M, which is a contradiction. Hence, M € Spec(A). O

Proposition 5.11. Let ¢: A — B be a hoop homomorphism. Then the following
statements hold:
(i) if ¢ is an epimorphism and M € Max(B), then ¢~ (M) € Max(A);
(ii) if ¢ is surjective and M € Max(A) such that (M) # B, then o(M) € Max(B).

Proof. By Propositions 3.15 and 5.4, the proof is clear. O
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Theorem 5.12. Let A be a hoop and M a proper ideal of A. Then the following
statements are equivalent:
(i) M is a maximal ideal of A;
(ii) A/M is a simple hoop;
(i) |ZD(A/M)| = 2.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let M € Max(A). Then for any J € ITD(A) such that
M CJ,J/M eID(A/M). Since M € Max(A) and M C J, we get that J = A. So,
A/M has just trivial ideals. Hence, A/M is a simple hoop.

(ii) = (iii): It is clear.

(iii) = (i): Let |ZD(A/M)| = 2. Suppose M,J € ID(A) such that M C J.
If J # A, then {0} = M C J/ M C A/M. Thus, ID(A/M)| > 2, which is a
contradiction. Hence, M is a maximal ideal of A. O

Definition 5.13. An ideal I of A is called a Boolean ideal if x A x’ € I for any
x,y € A.

Example 5.14. According to Example 3.3, we can easily see that both the
ideals I; and I5 are Boolean ideals of A.

According to Corollary 4.8, every implicative ideal is a Boolean ideal, but by
Example 4.9, converse may be not true, in general.

Theorem 5.15. Let A be a bounded V-hoop with (DNP) and let I be a proper
ideal of A. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) I is a prime implicative ideal of A;
(ii) [ is a maximal implicative ideal of A;
(il) if z,y ¢ I, thenx©y €l and 2’ Oy € I;
(iv) if @ ¢ I, then there exists n € N such that z, =z’ 62’ ©...02 € I;
(v) zelora’ el

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let I be a proper ideal of A such that I ¢ Max(A). Then
there exists J € ZD(A) such that I C J C A. Thus, there is an element x € J — 1.
Since (#'A2)Or' =z0(x = 2')Oz’ =0 I C J, we get that Az’ € (JU{z}] C J.
Since x Az’ € (I U{z}],if z A2’ € I, from I € Spec(A), then 2’ € I, and so 2’ € J.
Since J € ID(A), x©x’ =1 € J, which is a contradiction. If z Az’ = z, then x < 2/,
and so 22 = 0. Since [ is an implicative ideal of A, by Proposition 4.6, « € I, which
is a contradiction. Hence, I € Max(A).

(ii) = (i): By Proposition 5.10, the proof is clear.

(ii) = (iii): Suppose z,y ¢ I. Since I € Max(A), we have (JU{x}] = (TU{y}] = A.
Then y € (I U{z}] and z € (U {y}]. Thus, 20y € I and 2/ ©y € I.
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(i) = (iv): If # ¢ I, since 1 ¢ I, then by (ii), 1© 2’ € Tand z© 1" =0 € I.
Thus, 2’ € I. So, for n = 1, the proof is clear.

(iv) = (v): Let « ¢ I. Then there exists n € N such that 2, = 2’©62'0...02" € I.
Since 2’ < xf, and I € ID(A), we have 2’ € I.

(v) = (ii): Suppose I ¢ Max(A). Then there exists J € ZD(A) such that I C
J C A. Let x € J—1I. Then by (iii), ' € I, and so 2’ € J. Since z,2’ € J and
J €ID(A),1 =42 — 2 € J. Thus, J = A, which is a contradiction. Hence,
I € Max(A). Now, suppose x € I for any € A. By Proposition 4.6, it is enough to
prove that x € I. Let x ¢ I. Then by (iii), 2’ € I. Since I € TD(A) and 22,2’ € I, we
have (2?)) — 2’ € I. Then (z — 2') > 2/ = ((x ®z) - 0) = 2/ = (2%) — 2’ € I.
Since x < (r — ') — 2’ and I € ID(A), we have x € I. Therefore, I is an
implicative ideal of A. O

Corollary 5.16. Let A be a bounded V-hoop with (DNP). If every proper ideal
of A is an implicative ideal, then Spec(A) = Max(A).

Proof. By Theorem 5.15, the proof is clear. U

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we define and characterize the notions of (implicative, maximal,
prime) ideals in hoops. Then we investigate the relation between them and prove
that every maximal implicative ideal of a V-hoop with (DNP) is a prime one. Also,
we define a congruence relation on hoops by ideals and study the quotient that is
made by it. This notion helps us to show that an ideal is maximal if and only if the
quotient hoop is a simple MV-algebra. Also, we investigate the relationship between
ideals and filters by exploiting the set of complements.

Acknowledgement. The authors wish to express their appreciation for sev-
eral excellent suggestions for improvements in this paper made by the editor and
referees.
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