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New construction methods for uninorms via
functions with ¢ and uninorms on bounded
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Abstract In this paper, we study the construction methods for uninorms on
bounded lattices via functions with the given uninorms and ¢ € Lg (or p € Lg).
Specifically, we investigate the conditions under which these functions can be
uninorms on bounded lattices when ¢ € (0,¢)UI¢ and g € I} (or p € (¢, 1)U
and p € I%), respectively. Moreover, some illustrative examples and figures
are provided.
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1 Introduction

The concept of triangular norms (¢-norms for short) and triangular conorms (-
conorms for short) on [0,1], introduced by Menger [38], Schweizer and Sklar [42]43],
have been widely used in several aspects, such as fuzzy logic, fuzzy set theory and so on
(see, e.g., [BL27,37,44.47,55]). And then, as the generalization of t-norms and ¢-conorms,
the notion of uninorms on [0, 1], proposed by Yager and Rybalov [52], is an important
tool in many fields, such as fuzzy logics, neural networks, expert systems and so on (see,
e.g., [I8,25,26,41]).

Recently, the construction methods for the above operators have been widely in-
vestigated on bounded lattices by many researchers. In fact, the researchers proposed
construction methods for ¢-norms (resp. t-conorms) via t-norms (resp. t-conorms) (see,
e.g., [9,13]22-24]35/[39,[45],146]), t-subnorms (resp. t-superconorms) (see, e.g., [49]) and
closure operators (resp. interior operators) (see, e.g., [2113]). Afterward, the researchers
also provided construction methods for uninorms via t-norms (resp. t-conorms) (see, e.g.,
[1,[6-8,T0H12, 141 201, 21],33./48] ), t-subnorms (resp. t-superconorms) (see, e.g., [30,32L54]),
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closure operators (resp. interior operators) (see, e.g., [15,28,40,/53]), additive generators
(see, e.g., [29]) and uninorms (see, e.g., [17,49,[51]).

More especially, in [17] and [49], the researchers proposed new construction methods
for uninorms on bounded lattices via a given uninorm on [0, g] (or [o, 1]) of L, respectively.
These methods both stem from given uninorms on Ly and generalize some methods for
uninorms, t-norms and t-conorms in the literature. In [I7], G.D. Cayl et al. gave some
methods for uninorms with the uninorms on [0, p] and ¢-conorms on [p, 1] (or uninorms
on [o,1] and ¢-norms on [0,0]) on bounded lattices under the condition that ¢ < ¢ for
v € Ly \ [0, 0] (or the condition that ¢ < o for x € Lg \ [0,1]). In [49], Xiu and Zheng
proposed the new construction method for uninorms on arbitrary bounded lattices with
the given uninorm U* satisfying the condition that U*(s, k) € [0, ¢] implies (1, k) € [0, ¢]?
on [0, o] and the t-superconorms R with R(p, 0) = o on [g, 1] (or the given uninorm U*
satisfying the condition that U*(t,x) € [e,1] implies (t,x) € [e,1]* on [o,1]) and the
t-subnorms F with F(o, 0) = o on [0, g]).

Recently, in [51], Xiu and Zheng proposed the function with a given uninorm and
q € Lp (or p € Ly) and then discussed how the function can be a uninorm with ¢ €
{0} U, ,Ule,0]U(p,1] (or pe {1} Ul ,U][o,¢]U[0,0)). Motivated by this, we study the
functions with the given uninorm and ¢ (or p) on bounded lattices in this paper. That
is, we try to find conditions under which the function (1) (or (2))) with the given uninorm
and ¢ € (0,e) UTZU IS (or p € (¢,1)UI7 UIS) can be a uninorm on bounded lattices. In
this case, besides the results in [51], we have discussed all the cases of ¢ € Ly (or p € L)
with which the function (I]) (or (2])) can be a uninorm on bounded lattices. In details, in
Section 3, based on the given uninorm and ¢ € Lg, we first define the functions U by ().
Then, we discuss how the function given by (Il) with ¢ € (0,¢) U I¢ and g € I} can be a
uninorm, respectively. Moreover, the dual results are also provided. Meanwhile, we give
some examples and figures to illustrate the construction methods.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic notions of lattices and aggregation operators on
bounded lattices.

Definition 2.1 ( [4]) A lattice (Lg, <) is bounded if it has top and bottom elements,
which are written as 1 and 0, respectively, that is, 0 < ¢ <1 for all 1 € Lg.

Throughout this article, Ly is denoted as a bounded lattice with the top element 1
and the bottom element 0.

Definition 2.2 ( [4]) Let 0,0 € Ly with o < 0. A subinterval [p, o] of Ly is defined as
lo,0] ={t€Llg:0< <o}

Similarly, we can define [p,0) ={t €l : 0 <1 <o}, (o0l ={telp: o<t <0} and
(0,0) ={t€lp:0<t<oa}. Ifo and o are incomparable, then we use the notation
ol o. If o and o are comparable, then we use the notation o }f o.



In the following, I, = {t € Lg | ¢ || o}. I® ={t€Lg [t ff o} I ={r€lp||
oand v ffo}. I,o ={t€Lg |t ¢and| o} Obviously, I§ =0 and I,, = I,.

Definition 2.3 ( [45]) An operation T : Lg* — Ly is called a t-norm on Lg if it is
commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both wvariables, and it has the
neutral element 1 € L.

Definition 2.4 ( [7]) An operation S : Lg* — Lg is called a t-conorm on Lg if it is
commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both wvariables, and it has the
neutral element 0 € L.

Definition 2.5 ( [33]) An operation U : Lg* — Lg is called a uninorm on Ly (a uni-
norm if Ly is fized) if it is commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both
variables, and it has the neutral element ¢ € L.

Proposition 2.1 ( [33]) Let U be a uninorm on Ly with ¢ € Ly \ {0,1}. Then the
following statements hold:

(1) T.=TU|[0,¢]> = [0,¢] is a t-norm on [0,¢].

(2)S. =U| [e,1]* = [e, 1] is a t-conorm on [e,1].

Definition 2.6 ( [54]) Lete € Lg\ {0,1}. We denote by Upmn the class of all uninorms
U on Ly with neutral element e satisfying U(v, k) = K, for all (1,k) € (e,1] x (Lg \ [¢, 1]).

Similarly, we denote by Upnae the class of all uninorms U on Ly with neutral element
e satisfying U(e, k) = K, for all (v, k) € [0,¢) x (Lg \ [0,¢]).

Proposition 2.2 ( [32]) Let S be a nonempty set and Cy,Cs, .. .,C, be subsets of S. Let
G be a commutative binary operation on S. Then G is associative on C; UCy U ... UC, if
and only if all of the following statements hold:

(i) for every combination {i,j,k} of size 3 chosen from {1,2,...,n}, G(i,G(k,w)) =
G(G(t, k), w) = G(K, G(t,w)) for all v € C;, k € Cj,w € Cy;

(13) for every combination {i,j} of size 2 chosen from {1,2,...,n}, G(t,G(r,w)) =
G(G(¢,k),w) for all v € Ci,k € Ci,w € Cj;

(7i1) for every combination {i,j} of size 2 chosen from {1,2,....n}, G(1,G(k,w)) =
G(G(s,k),w) for all v € C;,k € Cj,w € Cj;

(iv) for everyi € {1,2,...,n}, G(t,G(k,w)) = G(G(t, k), w) for all 1, k,w € C;.

Theorem 2.1 ( [9]) Let o € Ly \{0,1}. IfV is a t-norm on [0,1] and W is a t-conorm
on [0, 0], then T : Lg® — Ly is a t-norm and S : Lg* — Lg is a t-conorm on Ly, where
(V(e, k) if (1,5) € [0, 117,

T(,k) =< Ak if 1 € {1, Kk},

L0 otherwise,

and
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W(e, k) if (1,5) €0, 0%,
S(t,k) =< tVk if 0 € {¢, K},
1 otherwise.

\



3 New construction methods for uninorms on bounded
lattices

In this section, we study the construction methods for uninorms on a bounded lattice
Lp via functions with the given uninorms and ¢ (or p). Specifically, based on functions
via a given uninorm U* on the subinterval [0, ] (or [0, 1]) of Ly and ¢ (or p), we propose
new methods to construct uninorms on Ly under some conditions on Ly and U*.

For convenience, we denote by U, the class of all uninorms U on Ly with neutral
element ¢ satisfying U(s, k) € [0, ¢] implies (¢, k) € [0, ¢]*>. Similarly, we denote by U; the
class of all uninorms U on Lp with neutral element e satisfying U(¢, k) € [e, 1] implies
(1, k) € [e,1]2.

Let o € Lg \ {0,1}, ¢ € Ly and U* be a uninorm on [0, g] with a neutral element e.
We can define a function U : Lg% — L by

(U*(1,k) if (1, k) € [0, 02,
L if (¢, k) € (Lg \ [0, 0]) x [0, ¢],
U, k) =< K if (¢, k) € [0,¢] x (Lg \ [0, 0]), (1)
LVEVq if(1,8) € L, X Iy,
1 otherwise.

\

Remark 3.1 The structure of the function U given by () is illustrated in Fig.1.

1y K 1 1 1 1 LVEVq
I K 1 1 1 1 1
IZ U*(¢, k) U* (¢, k) 1 U* (¢, k) 1 1
1
K 1 1 1 1 1
0
U*(¢, k) U* (¢, k) 1 U*(¢, k) 1 1
e
Ulm) | Ulw) | ¢ | TR | L
0 ¢ 0 E I I,

Fig.1. The function U given by ().

In the following, we discuss the function U given by () with ¢ € (0,¢)Ul¢ and g € I},
respectively.

First, we illustrate that the function U given by (I with ¢ € (0,¢) U I2 can be a
uninorm under some conditions.

Theorem 3.1 Let o € Ly\{0,1}, g € (0,e)U12, U* be a uninorm on [0, o] with a neutral
element ¢ and U[l()’g] be a function given by (). Suppose that «V k =1 for all 1,k € I,
with t # Kk, and 1V q=1 forall L€ 1, ,N 1.

(1) Let us assume that U* € U,. Then U[lo,g] is a uninorm on Ly with the neutral

element e € Ly if and only if v || k for all v € I, ,N 19 and k € 12 .
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(2) Moreover, let us assume that 15U I, U (0,1) # (). Then U[lovg] iS @ uninorm on

Lg with the neutral element ¢ € Ly if and only if U* € U, and ¢ || k for all v € I, ,N 19
and k € 1.

Proof. (1) Necessity. Let U[lo g be a uninorm on Lg with a neutral element e. We

prove that ¢ || < for all « € I, ,N 19 and k € 12.
Assume that there exist ¢ € I, ,N 19 and y € 12 such that ¢ }f k, i.e., K <t and ¢ <.
Then U[lo’g}(b, k) =1 and U[l(),g](l” t) =tV q= 1t Since ¢ < 1, the increasingness property

of Uy, is violated. Thus ¢ || s for all v € I, N 17 and & € I¢.

Sufficiency. It is obvious that UO g Is commutative and ¢ is the neutral element of
U[o d Thus, we just prove the increasingness and the associativity of U[o d
0.g(t:w) < U[O’g}(m,w) forall w € Lg.
It is obvious that U107Q](L,w) < U[O’g}(/{, w) if both ¢ and k belong to one of the intervals
[0,¢],12,(e,0],1I¢, 1., or (0,1] for all w € Ly. The residual proof can be split into all

Y Q?
possible cases:

1. 1€ 0,¢]
1.1. k€ 12U (e, g]
1.1.1. w e [0,e] U
U[IOQ(L ):
11.2. we LU, U (o
U[QQ (tyw) =w <

1.2. k€ I;U (0,1]
1.2.1. w € [0,¢]
U[lo,g}(baw) =U*(t,w) <1<k = U[lo’g}(l’ﬂ, w)

1.2.2. we 12U (e, 0]
UL, (hw) = U(nw) < o< 1= UL (k,w)

123 we UL, U (o 1]
U1 (t:0) = w <1 = Ujy (s, )
13. k€L,
13.1. w e [0,¢]
U[lo,g}(bvw) =U(w) <1<k= U[lqg}(li, w)

1.3.2. we 12U (e, 0
Ul (0 w) = U'(nw) < 0 < 1 = UL (k,w)

1.33. we ILU (o, 1]
U[l(],g}(buw) =w<1= U[loﬂ](li, w)

134. wel,
U[lo,g}(%w) =w<kKVwVg= U%QQ](KJ, w)

2.1€1?
2.1. Kk € (¢, 0

2.1.1. we[0,e] UI2U (e, 0]

U (:0) = U*(1,0) < U*(s,0) = U (5,0

I. Increasingness: We prove that if ¢ < k, then U}

I—‘Ib

bt



212 € UL, U (0,1]
U[IO,Q}(L’W) U[l(]g( )
2.2. k€ I5U (0,1]
221 we 0,
Ul gt w) =U*(t,w) <o < k=T 4(k,w)

2.2.2. w € 12U (e, 0]
UL w) = U(nw) < o< 1= UL (,w)

2.2.3. wEFUIeQU(g,l]

U[IOQ( ) U[l(]g( )
23. kel
2.3.1. w e [0,¢]

U[lo,g}(bvw) =U"(,w) <1<k = U[107Q}(I<L, w)

2.3.2. we 12U (e, 0]
Ul 0 w) = U (0, w) < 0 < 1 = Ul (s, )

2.33. we ILU (o, 1]
U[lO,Q}(L w) =1= U[lo g( )
2.34. we I,
Ulpg(tsw) =1=rVwVqg=TUj,(kw)

3. 1€ (e, 0,k €IjU(o1]
3.1. we[0,¢]
U[lo,g}(baw) =U(L,w) <<k = U[lo,g}(/@, w)

3.2. we I?U (e, 0
Up gt w) = U*(1,w) < 0 < 1=TUp 4(k,w)

[0,0]
33. we ISUTL,U (o 1]
Ul g(tsw) =1 =T (K, w)

[0,¢]
4. 1€l ke (o,1]
4.1. w e [0,¢]
Ul gy (1, w) = ¢ < 5 = Ujg (5, w)

4.2. wG]fU(e,g]UFUIeQU(Q,l]

U[IO,Q}(L’W) U[109( )
5. 1€ LK€ IjU(o ,1]
5.1. w e [0, ¢
Ul 4 (1,w) = ¢ < 5 = Uj (k)
52weﬁumdup (0,1]
U[IO,Q}(L’W) U[109( )

59.3. wel,
U[log}(aw):L\/w\/q<1—U[109( w)
II. Associativity: We demonstrate that UO o [Ulo o (Ew)) = UO aUi(e, k), w) for all

L, k,w € Lg. By Proposition 2.2] we need to con81der the following cases:
1. If 1, k,w € [0, eJUI2U(e, Q], then since U is associative, we have U, (¢, U , (K, w)) =



U[lo,g] (U[l(),g](l’7 K),w) = U[lo Q]("€ Ulo Q](L w))-
2. If 1, k,w € I5U(0, 1], then U[log (¢, UOQ]( w)) = U[Og (K, UOQ]( w)) = U[loﬂ}(U[lQQ](e, K),w) =

; 3. Assume that ¢, k,w € I ,.

3.1. Suppose that ¢, k,w }f q.

311 If v # K, k # wand ¢ # w, then Uy »(0, Ujy 1 (k,w)) = Uj 4(t, 6 Vw V q) =
Ul gt:1) = 1 = U (e VKV qw) = Ul (U (e, 8),w) and Uy 4 (k, Up (¢, w)) =
U g (hst Vw V q) = Upy 4k, 1) = 1.

3.1.2. If ¢« = & and 1,k # w, then Uy ;(t, Uy 4(k,w)) = Up 46,6V w V q) =
Upgt:) =1 =1VwVg=TUp,w) =Ty, U ,0),w0) = U (U 4t k), w) and

Ulo Q]("€ Ulo Q]( w)) = Ulo Q](L Ulo g]( w)) = Ulo Q](L U[IOQ( w)) = 1.
3.1.3. If k = wand k,w # ¢, then we also have U[o (¢, U[OM(/@,w)) U[lo d (U[IQQ}(L, K)yw) =
UO PG UO (t:w)) by the commutativity property of UO 0.0°
3.1.4. Ift = wand ¢,w # #, then we also have Uy, (¢, Uy (%, w)) = Ul 5 (Ujy (¢, ), w) =
UO PG UO o (t;w)) by the commutativity property of UO 0.0°
3.1.5. If t = k = w, then we can easily obtain U[QQ](L, U[O’g}(/i, w)) = UO 0. (U[o (s k), w) =
M()Q]("€ UOQ]( w)).
3.2. Suppose that there exist ¢ € I, , such that ¢ || g
3.2.1. If v ff g and w,w || ¢, then Uy (1, Ujy »(k,w)) = Ujy »(¢, sVwVq) = Upy 4, 1) =
1 = U (Lw) = Uy VeVagw) =Ty, (U, k),w) and Ty (k5T 4 (0w) =
U g(hst Vw V q) = Tjy 4k, 1) = 1.
3.2.2. If v,k fgand w || ¢, then U[log (¢, U[log (k,w)) = U[lo’g}(b, )=1= U[loﬂ}(/@, tVwV
q) = Ujy (5, U 4 (t,w)) and Uy (U, (¢ k), w) = U 4 (¢ V KV g, w). Moreover, we can
obtain that if « =, then v V £V g = ¢, Uy (U 4 (¢, 8),w) = Ul 4(1,w) = 1 and if ¢ # &,
then ¢V 1 Vg =1, Uj 4 (Up 4(t, 8),w) = Up »(1,w) = 1. Thus U, (¢, Ujp (8, w)) =
U[lo,g] (U[lo,g](% K),w) = Ulo o Ulo o(6w)).
3.2.3. If t,k,w || g, then Uy ,(e, Uy 4(k,w)) = Up »(t,1) = 1 = Up »(1,w) =

ThusU[log(LU[lOQ( w)) = Ulog](Ulog]( K),w) = Ul()g]( og]( w)

6. If o,k € Iy and w € I, U (0, 1], then Uy (¢, Up 4 (k,w)) = Ul 4, 1) = 1 =

U gtV EV q,w) =Tl (U (¢, %), w) and Uy, ,(k, Upy 4, w)) = Upg (K, eV EV q) = 1.
4. If ¢,k € [0,¢] and w € Ty U I, U (0, 1], then Uy (¢, Up (K, w)) = Upy »(t,w) =
W= U[lo,g] (U (v, k), w) = U[lo ol (U[lo,g}(% k), w).
5.1,k € 12U(e, 0] and w € T{U L, ,U (0, 1], then Uy » (¢, Ujy (K, w)) = U (¢, 1) =
1= [U[log(U*(L K),w) = Ulog](UoQ](L k),w) and U[IOQ( [09( w)) = UOQ](“al) = L
)-



U[l()v@](l’ w) = U[love] (U[low} (4, %), w).

7. If 1,k € I, and w € (o, 1], then Uy (0, Ujy 1 (k,w)) = Ujg 4 (2, 1) =1 = Ujy »(e V
KV .0) = Ub (U 1).)

8. If v € [0,¢] and w,w € I5 U (o,1], then Up ,(t, Up 4(k,w)) = U 4(,1) =
1 = Up y(k,w) = Ul (U 4t ), w) and Ujy (5, Uj (1, w)) = U (k,w) = 1. Thus
UOQ](Z’ UOQ]( w)) = UlOQ](Ul()Q]( K),w) = UIOQ]( OQ]( w)).

9. If v € [0,¢] and K,w € Loy, then Upy (¢, Uy 4(k,w)) = Up (1,6 Vw Vq) =
rVwVg=Uy ,(kw) =T (U, k), w).

10. If ¢ € T2 U (e, 0] and k,w € I3 U (0, 1], then Uy (1, Uy 4(k,w)) = Upy »(¢, 1) =
1= Ulo g(Lw) = U[log (U[log (1,k),w) and Ulo PIGE Ulo qbw)) = U[lo,g]( k,1) = 1. Thus
Uog](b UOQ]( w)) = U[loQ(U[log( K),w) = U[loQ(’i U[IOQ( w)).

11 If s € 12U (e, o]V} and k,w € I ,, then Uy (¢, Ujy (K, w)) = Ujy »(1, iVwVq) =
1= U 4(1,w) = Ul 4 (U (¢, ), w).

12. If v € I, and k,w € (o, 1], then Uy ,(¢, Up 4(k,w)) = Up 4, 1) = 1 =
Upo (15 w) = Up (U (e ), w).

13. If v € [0,¢),5 € 12U (¢,0] and w € I;U L, U (o, 1], then Uy (¢, Up
Upgt:1) = 1 = U g(U* (e, 6),w) = Ujy y(Up 4 (e, 6),w) and Upy 4 (k, Up (¢,
U[lo,g](”faw) 1. Thus Ulo Q](L Ulo Q]( w)) = U[loQ(U[log( K),w) = [Uog]("€ Ulo Q](La

4. If v € [0,e],s € I and w € I.,, then [Ulog](a Uog]< w)) = [Ulog](, ) =
1= U[o g (Fyw) = Ulo Q](Ulo g(t k), w) and Ulo PIGE U[log( w)) = U[log( w) = 1. Thus
UOQ](L UOQ]( w)) = U[lo,g](U[lo@]( K),w) = Ulo Q](’f Ulo Q]( w))-

15. It v € [0,¢],k € I, and z € (o,1], then Uy (¢, Up 4(k,w)) = Ujy »(¢,1) =
1 = Uy (k,w) = Ul (U (¢, %), w) and Uy (5, Uj (1, w)) = U (K, w) = 1. Thus
Ul 10 U (5:2)) = U (U (0 ). 0) = U (5, Uy 5 (,2).

16. If ¢ € 18U (e, 0],k € I and z € Loy, then Up (e, Uy »(k,w)) = Up (1, 1) =
1 = Uy 4(1,2) = Uy 4(Uj (e, 5),w) and Ujy »(x, U 4(¢,2)) = Ujy »(k,1) = 1. Thus
U[lo@](%U[lo@](’f» w)) = Ulo Q](Ulo Q]( K),w) = Ulo Q](”€ Ulo Q]( w)).
17. If v € I8U(e, o]UI}, k € I, and 2 € (o, 1], then Up, (¢, U 4 (5, w)) = Uj (¢, 1) =
1 = U[lo g(Lw) = U[log <U[0 g(t k), w) and Ulo PG Ulo gLw)) = U[o g(,1) = 1. Thus
UOQ](L UOQ]( w)) = UOQ]<UOQ]< K),w) = U[Og(’% U[Og( w)).

Therefore, U[o, d is a uninorm on Ly with the neutral element e.

2) Next we just prove that if I°U I, , U (o, 1 (), then the condition U* € U, is
o )@
necessary for that U[lo, , 18 a uninorm on Lg.

('%aw ) =



Suppose that I U I, ,U (¢, 1) # () and U[l(),g](l” k) is a uninorm on Ly. We prove that

if U*(¢, k) € [0,¢], then (i, k) € [0, ¢]>. The proof can be split into all possible cases:

(i) U*(¢, k) ¢ [0,¢] for all (¢,k) € [0,¢] x (12U (e, 0]) U (18U (e, 0]) x [0,¢].

Now we just prove that U*(¢, k) ¢ [0, ¢] for all (¢, k) € [0, e] X (I2U(e, g]), and the other
case can be proved immediately by the commutativity property of U*. Assume that there
exists (¢, ) € [0,¢] x (I¢U(e, g]) such that U*(¢,x) € [0,¢]. Take z € I;UI, ,U(g,1). Then
UOQ](L UOQ]( w)) = U[o g(t:1) =1 and [Ulo Q](U[o g6 K),w) = U[Og (U*(t, k), w) = w.
Since w # 1, the associativity property of UO (4 k) is violated. Thus U*(¢, k) ¢ [0, ¢] for
all (1, k) € [0,¢] X (I U (e, 0]) U (18U (e, 0]) x [0, ¢].

(ii) U*(¢, k) ¢ [0, ¢] for all (¢, k) € 12 x I2.

Assume that there exists (1, k) € 12 x 12 such that U*(¢,k) € [0,¢]. Take w €
I5U I, U (0,1). Then Uy 4, Uy »(k,w)) = Up 4(¢,1) = 1 and Uy, 4 (U (1, ), w) =
Ulo 0,(U(t,K),w) = w. Since w # 1, the associativity property of UO (4, k) 1s violated.
Thus U*(¢, k) ¢ [0,¢] for all (¢,k) € 18 x I¢.

(iii) U* (¢, k) € [0,¢] for all (¢, k) € (e, 0] U (e, 0] X T2 U T2 X (¢, g].

Now we just prove that U*(t,x) ¢ [0,¢] for all (1,k) € (e, 0]* U (e, 0] x I¢, and
the other case can be proved immediately by the commutativity property of U*. By
the increasingness property of U*, we can obtain that k = U*(e, k) < U*(¢,k). Since
Kk € 12U (e, o], we can obtain that U*(¢, k) ¢ [0,e]. Thus U*(¢, k) ¢ [0,¢] for all (¢,k) €
(e, 0 U e, 0] x TEUIE x (e, o].

Hence, U*(¢, k) € [0, ¢] implies (¢, x) € [0, ¢]%. O

Remark 3.2 In Theorem[31, whether g € (0,¢) orq € 12, if gl forv € I, ,, i.e. ¢ <u,
then 1NV kV q =1V k for k € I, ,. Moreover, if v || q for v € I.,, then 1tV KV qg=1 for
k € I, ,. Therefore, whether g € (0,¢) or g € 1¢ do not affect the conclusion.

If we take ¢ = 0 in Theorem [B.I], then we can obtain the existing result.

Remark 3.3 In Theorem [31, if taking ¢ = 0, then U* is a t-conorm and I, = Iy = &.
In this case, the conditions in Theorem [3.1] naturally hold.

By the above fact, if taking e = 0 in Theorem|[3. 1], then the t-conorm U[o J ‘Lg? — Ly
can be obtained as follows:

U*(e, ) if (1, 8) €10, 0],
Up gt k) =t Ve if 0 € {4, K},
1 otherwise.

Obuviously, Uo g 18 Just the t-conorm S in Theorem [2_1.

The next example illustrates the method of uninorms with ¢ € (0, ¢) in Theorem 311

Example 3.1 Given a lattice Ly, = {0,q,¢,k,c, 0,m,t,s,d, 1} depicted in Fig.1.1 and
a uninorm U* : [0, 0> — [0, 0] shown in Table . It is easy to see that Lgy; and U*
satisfy the conditions in Theorem[3.1 with q € (0,¢). Based on Theorem[31], the uninorm
U[o d: : Lp2, — Lgqy, with the neutral element ¢ is defined as in Table[2.



0
Fig.1.1. The lattice Ly,

Table 1: The uninorm U* on [0, o].
U*|0 k

R O T O
R o O OO
R O T Q O
RN O T O
R o X I
R O 0 O O OO0
R R R IR

Table 2: The uninorm IU[IQ g on Lpi;-

Uy |0 q ¢ kE ¢ o m t s d 1
0O0]0 0 0 kE ¢ o m t s d 1
q |0 q q kE ¢ o m t s d 1
e |0 q e k ¢ o m t s d 1
kK |k kE kK kE ¢ o 1 1 1 1 1
c c ¢ ¢ ¢ c¢c o 1 1 1 1 1
oo o 0 0 0 o 1 1 1 11
m | m m m 1 1 1 m 1 1 1 1
t t ¢t ¢t 1 1 1 1 ¢t 1 1 1
s |s s s 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
d|d d 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
tr |1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 11

Moreover, we give the example to illustrate the construction method of uninorms in
Theorem [B.11

Example 3.2 Given a lattice Lgo = {0, f,¢,¢,q,0,m,t,s,d, 1} depicted in Fig.1.2 and
a uninorm U* : [0, 0> — [0, 0] shown in Table 3. It is easy to see that Ly, and U*
satisfy the conditions in Theorem [31] with ¢ € 12. Based on Theorem [31], the uninorm
Ul . Lgly — Lgy, is defined as in Table[])

[0,0]
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0
Fig.1.2. The lattice gy

Table 3: The uninorm U* on [0, g].

U*

R QO K O~

R Q O 0 O

RN Q 6O OO OO
R K O &0 +H Ole
R K O O O OI6
R Q Q Q Q QK
n P P I

Table 4: The uninorm IU[IO’ g on Lgis-

Us| 0 f ¢ ¢ g o s t m d 1
010 O 0 ¢ q 0o s t m d 1
f10 f f ¢ q o s t m d 1
e |0 q e ¢c q o s t m d 1
c |lc ¢ ¢ ¢c g o 1 1 1 1 1
g |9 ¢ g g qgq o 1 1 1 11
oo 0o o0 ¢ o0 o 1 1 1 11
s |s s s 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
t |t ¢t ¢t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
m | m m m 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
d |d d 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11

Remark 3.4 In Theorem (3.1, the conditions oV k=1 for all v,k € I, , with v # K, and
tVqg=1 forallve 12N 1, can not be omitted, in general.

The next example illustrates the fact in Remark [3.41

11



Example 3.3 Given a lattice Lg;3 = {0,q,¢,0,m,t,s,d,1} depicted in Fig.1.3 and a
uninorm U* : [0, o> — [0, o] shown in Table[d. We can see that U* € Uy, and ¢ || k for
allvel,,NI"andy € I2. SincetVm=d<1andmVq=d <1, the conditions that
NV Ke=1 forall i,k €., witht# K and .V q=1 for all v € I, ,N 1, in Theorem[3.1 do
not hold. Based on Theorem [31 with q € (0,¢), we can obtain a function U[lo,g} on Lgqs,

shown in Table[d. Since Uy, ,(t,m) =d < 1 and Uy, 4(s,m) = 1, Uy, ; does not satisfy

the increasingness. Thus, UL . is not a uninorm on Lgs.
7 10,0] 13

0
Fig.1.53. The lattice L3

Table 5: The uninorm U* on [0, g].

U110 q e p
0|0 O 0 o
10 q¢ q o
e |0 g e o
o 10 0 0 Q0

Table 6: The function U[loﬂ} on Lg3.

IS

H&Swmrbm@oaq
RS o OO0 oo
R AaS e QR OWw
RS R e Ole
|l el el i e [ (O B [ B (o T I [
== = = = = 3 [ W
= = QL —~ /) R+
e Y e o T -

[ = i = S S T = e

12



Remark 3.5 (1) If o =1, then U = U~
(2) If U* € Uy, then U[QQ} € U.

(3) UL € Upae if and only if U* € Uz

[0,¢]

[0,0] —

Next, we illustrate that the function U given by (1) with ¢ € I} can be a uninorm on
bounded lattices under some conditions.

Theorem 3.2 Let o € Ly \ {0,1}, ¢ € I}, U* be a uninorm on [0, o] with a neutral
element e and [U[QO’Q} be a function given by (). Suppose that 1N q =1 forallv e I, ,N1,.
(1) Let us assume that U* € U,. Then Uﬁ)’d is a uninorm on Ly with the neutral

element e € Ly if and only if v || y for all v € I, ,NI? and k € I¢.
(2) Moreover, let us assume that I U I, U (0, 1) # 0. Then UOQ]

Lg with the neutral element ¢ € Ly if and only if U* € Uy, and ¢ || k for all v € I, , N 19
and k € 1.

1S @ untnorm on

Proof. (1) Necessity. Let U[20’ g be a uninorm on Lg with a neutral element e. We

need to prove that ¢ || x for all v € I, ,NI? and k € I¢.

Assume that there exist ¢ € I, ,NI? and y € I¢ such that ¢ }f k, i.e., K <t and ¢ < q.
Then Ufo g(t k) =1 and Ufo g(t:t) =1V g =g. Since g < 1, the increasingness property
of Uf, , is violated. Thus ¢ || & for all ¢ € I, N I? and & € I¢.

Sufficiency. It is obvious that U2 . is commutative and e is the neutral element of

[0,¢]
Uﬁ)’ d Thus, we just prove the increasingness and the associativity of U[zo’ d

I. Increasingness: It can be obtained by the proof of Theorem B.1]in a similar way.

II. Associativity: By Proposition and Theorem B] it is enough to check only
those cases that are different from the cases in Theorem B.11

1. Suppose that ¢, k,w € I ,.

1.1, If o,k,w ) g, thenU%Q](LU[zOg(/ﬁw)) Ul gt VwVq) = Ug (tq) =
1 = U (qw) = Ul gt VeV qw) = U ,(Uf 4t k), w) and T ,(k, T ,(w)) =
U (ks t Vw Vv q) = U (K, q) = 1.

1.2 Assume that there exists ¢ € I, , such that ¢ || ¢.

1.2.1. If t fgand K, w || g, thenU[QOQ (¢, UQOQ]( w)) = U[QOQ (1, KVwVq) = U[QOQ( 1) =
1 = U[2Og (lw) = U[QO ](L VEVqw) = U20 Q](UZO Q](L, K),w) and U20 Q](H Uog]( w)) =
U g(rse Vo vg) =UF (k1) = 1.

1.2.2. If 1,k }f g and w || ¢, then [U[QOQ(L Ufog(m,w)) OQ](L 1) = 1—UZOQ](H,L\/

w) =

wVq) = U[209 (K, UOQ]( w)) andUOQ](UOQ]( K), OQ](L\/H\/q, w) = U%O’g}(q,w) = 1.
1.2.3. If ,k,w || g, then Uf (1, U, 4(k,w)) = Uf 4, 1) = 1 = Uf ,(1,w) =
Ul gtV EVqw) =TUg 1(Uf (k) w) and UF ,(x, UF) 5(¢,w)) = UR, 4(k, 1) = 1.

(2) It can be proved with the proof of Theorem [B.I}(2) in a similar way. O

13



If we take e = 0 in Theorem B.2] then we can obtain the existing result in the
literature.

Remark 3.6 In Theorem[3.3, if taking ¢ = 0, then U* ia a t-conorm and I, = Iy = &.
In this case, the condition in Theorem [F.2 naturally holds.
By the above fact, if taking ¢ = 0 in Theorem [3.3, then we obtain the t-conorm
Uf - Ls® = Ls as follows:
U*(e, k) if (e, 5) € [0, 0],
U[Qo,g}(Lv K)=4qLVK if 0 € {¢, K},
1 otherwise.

Obviously, U%O,g] is just the t-conorm S in Theorem [21.

The next example illustrates the method of uninorms in Theorem

Example 3.4 Given a lattice Lyy, = {0, f,¢,¢c,0,q,m,t,d, 1} depicted in Fig.2.1 and a
uninorm U* : [0, 0]* — [0, o] shown in Table[] We can see that Lgy, and U* satisfy the
conditions in Theorem[3.3. By Theorem[3.2, the uninorm U%QQ] : Lp3, — Lpoy is defined
as in Table[8.

~+

0
Fig.2.1. The lattice Ligy,

Table 7: The uninorm U* on [0, o].

U0 f e ¢ o
010 O 0 ¢ o
f10 f f ¢ o
e |0 f e ¢ o
clc ¢ ¢ ¢ p
el 0 0 0 0

Remark 3.7 In Theorem[3.2, the condition that NV q¢ =1 for all v € I2 N I, can not be
omitted, in general.

The next example illustrates the fact in Remark 3.7
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Table 8: The uninorm U[zo’ g on Lpo;.

IS

—_
— = = = = e e e e |

}—‘&.SNQ@QN\&OS
RS s 0 00 oo
F QS SRR 0RO
H S SRR 0 6w Ole
H =R == 00 0 ol
e S e S S S SISO S TS
— o DR
T s

Example 3.5 Given a lattice Lgoy = {0,¢,0,m,t,s,q,d,1} depicted in Fig.2.2 and a
uninorm U* : [0, o]* — [0, o] shown in Table[d. We can see that U* € U, and ¢ || k for
all v € I,,N 19 and k € I2. Since mV q = d < 1, the condition that .V q = 1 for all
L€ 12N 1, in Theorem[3.2 do not hold. By Theorem[3.3, we can obtain a function U[zo’g}

on Lpgy, shown in Table[ID Since Uy, ,(t,m) =d <1 and Uf) ,(t,s) = 1, Uf, ; does not

15 not a uninorm on Lpgys.
1

2

satisfy the increasingness. Thus, U[o, J

0
Fig.2.2. The lattice gy

Table 9: The uninorm U* on [0, g].

U110 ¢ o
010 0 o
e |0 e o
e 1o 0 ¢

Remark 3.8 (1) If o =1, then U%o,g] =U".
(2) If U* € Uy, then Ug, ,; € Us.

(3) U2 . € Upae if and only if U* € Uz

[0, 0]
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Table 10: The function Uﬁ)’ g on Lpgs.

Up |0 ¢ 0o s t m q d 1
010 0 o s t m qg d 1
e |0 e o s t m qg d 1
o lo o o1 1 1 1 1 1
s |s s 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
t t t 1 1 d d 1 1 1
m | m m 1 1 d d 1 1 1
qg |qgq g 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
d |d d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
111 1 11 1 1 1 11

Similarly, let o € Lg \ {0,1}, p € L and U* be a uninorm on [, 1] with a neutral
element e. Then we define a function U : Lg? — Lg by

;

U*(¢, k) if (1, k) € [0,1]%,
L if (¢, k) € (Lp \ [0,1]) X [e, 1],
U, k) =< K if (1,k) € [e,1] x (Lg \ [0,1]), (2)
tARAD i (4, K) € Ly X Iy,
0 otherwise.

\

Remark 3.9 The structure of the function U given by (2) is illustrated in Fig.3.

Lo 0 0 K 0 0 LAKAg
Lo 0 K 0 0 0
15 0 U* (¢, k) U*(¢, k) U* (¢, k) 0 0
1
L U*(¢, k) U*(¢, k) U* (¢, k) L L
e
0 U* (¢, k) U*(¢, k) U*(¢, k) 0 0
o
0 0 K 0 0 0
0 o e 1 I I I.o

Fig.3. The function U given by (2).

In the following, we discuss the function U given by (2) with p € (e,1) U I7 and
p € I}, respectively.

First, we illustrate that the function U given by () with p € (e,1) U I7 and U* can
be a uninorm on bounded lattices under some conditions. That is, the dual result of
Theorem [B.1] is given.

Theorem 3.3 Leto € Lg\{0,1}, p € (e,1)UI?, U* be a uninorm on [o, 1] with a neutral
element ¢ and U[i’nu be a function given by [2)). Suppose that L Nk =0 for all v,k € 1.,
with v # K, and t Ap =0 for all v € I, N I,.

16



(1) Let us assume that U* € U;. Then U 1) U a uninorm on Ly with the neutral

element ¢ € Ly if and only if o || k for all v € Iw NIP and k € I7.
(2) Let us assume that IS U1, ,U(0,0) # (. Then Uf’ml] is a uninorm on Ly with the

neutral element ¢ € Ly if and only if U* € Uy and ¢ || & for all v € I, ,NIP and k € I7.

Proof. It can be proved with the proof of Theorem Bl in a similar way. O
If we take e = 1 in Theorem 3.3 then we can obtain the existing result.

Remark 3.10 In Theorem[3.3, if taking ¢ = 1, then U* be t-norm, U o1 also be t-norm,
and I, = I; = &. In this case, the condition in Theorem [3.3 naturally holds

By the above fact, if taking ¢ = 1 in Theorem [3.3, then we obtain the t-conorm
U?o,l] Lg% — Lg as follows:

U*(t, ) if (v, k) € [0, 1]%,
U?o‘l( )_ L/\’% iflE{L,KJ},
0 otherwise.

Obviously, U?o,l] is just the t-norm T in Theorem [21.

Remark 3.11 In Theoreml[3.3, the conditions that t ANk = 0 for all v,k € 1., with 1 # K,
and Lt A\p =0 for all v € I, , N I, can not be omitted, in general.

Remark 3.12 Let U7, ; be a uninorm in Theorem 3.3
(1) If e =0, then[Uol] = U~

(2) If U* € U, then U[o,u € U,.

(3) U‘F’Ul € Upnin if and only if U* € Upnin.

At last, we illustrate that the function U given by (2) with p € I¢ and U* can be a
uninorm on bounded lattices under some conditions. That is, the dual result of Theorem
is given.

Theorem 3.4 Let 0 € Ly \ {0,1}, p € IS, U* be a uninorm on [o,1] with a neutral
element ¢ and Uﬁﬂ} be a function given by (2)). Suppose that t A\p =0 for all v € 1., N I,,.
(1) Let us assume that U* € U;. Then Uﬁﬂ] 15 a uninorm on Ly with the neutral

element e € L if and only if v || k for allv € I, , N IP and k € 17 .
(2) Let us assume that IS U1, ,U(0,0) # (0. Then Uﬁﬂ] is a uninorm on Ly with the

neutral element ¢ € Ly if and only if U* € U; and v || k for all v € I, , N IP and k € I7.

Proof. It can be proved with the proof of Theorem in a similar way. O
If we take e = 1 in Theorem [3.4] then we can obtain the existing result in the
literature.

Remark 3.13 In Theorem[3], if taking ¢ = 1, then U* is a t-norm and I, = I, = @. In
this case, the condition in Theorem [3.4) naturally holds.
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By t];e above fact, if taking ¢ = 1 in Theorem then we obtain the t-conorm
Ut . Lg® — Lg as follows:
[0,1] B B

U*(t, ) if (v, k) € [0, 1]%,
Uy(r) =t AR if 1 € {1, K},
0 otherwise.

Obviously, U?

o] 18 the same as the t-norm T in Theorem [2.1.

Remark 3.14 In Theorem[3]), the condition that « Ap =0 for all v € I, , N I, can not
be omitted, in general.

Remark 3.15 (1) If o =0, then Up, ; = U*.
(2) [f U* e Z/{t, then U‘[lo’l] S Z/{t.
(3) Uﬁﬂ} € Uppin if and only if U* € Uppin.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we study the construction methods for uninorms on bounded lattices
via functions with the given uninorms and ¢ € Ly (or p € Lg). Specifically, we investigate
the conditions under which these functions can be uninorms on bounded lattices when
q € (0,e)Ulgand q € I} (or p € (¢,1) UI7 and p € I}), respectively. Besides the above
cases, Xiu and Zheng [51] discussed how the functions U given by (Il) and (2) can be a
uninorm with ¢ € {0} U1, ,U[e, 0]U(0,1] and p € {1} U, ,U|o,¢]U[0, o), respectively. Up
to now, the functions given by ([Il) and (2]) have been discussed with all cases of ¢ € L and
p € Lg, respectively. Moreover, our methods generalize some methods in the literature.
See Remarks B.3], 3.6, B.10 and B.I31

Considering the construction methods for uninorms on bounded lattices, if p and ¢
are included in functions, then we usually need to choose the appropriate cases of p and
q to guarantee that the functions are uninorms. Moveover, it is necessary to investigate
that how the functions can be uninorms with all cases of ¢ € Ly or p € L. In this case,
the construction methods can be studied comprehensively and then provided a novel
perspective to study the constructions of uninorms and other operators.
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