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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 q ∈ LB (or p ∈ LB).
Specifically, we investigate the conditions under which these functions can be
uninorms on bounded lattices when q ∈ (0, e)∪I̺

e
and q ∈ I e̺ (or p ∈ (e, 1)∪Iσ

e

and p ∈ I eσ), respectively. Moreover, some illustrative examples and figures
are provided.
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1 Introduction

The concept of triangular norms (t-norms for short) and triangular conorms (t-
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., [5,27,37,44,47,55]). And then, as the generalization of t-norms and t-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., [18, 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 t-norms (resp. t-conorms) via t-norms (resp. t-conorms) (see,
e.g., [9, 13, 22–24, 35, 39, 45, 46]), t-subnorms (resp. t-superconorms) (see, e.g., [49]) and
closure operators (resp. interior operators) (see, e.g., [2, 3]). Afterward, the researchers
also provided construction methods for uninorms via t-norms (resp. t-conorms) (see, e.g.,
[1,6–8,10–12,14,20,21,33,48]), t-subnorms (resp. t-superconorms) (see, e.g., [30,32,54]),
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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, ̺] (or [σ, 1]) of LB, respectively.
These methods both stem from given uninorms on LB and generalize some methods for
uninorms, t-norms and t-conorms in the literature. In [17], G.D. Çaylı et al. gave some
methods for uninorms with the uninorms on [0, ̺] and t-conorms on [̺, 1] (or uninorms
on [σ, 1] and t-norms on [0, σ]) on bounded lattices under the condition that ̺ < ι for
ι ∈ LB \ [0, ̺] (or the condition that ι < σ for x ∈ LB \ [σ, 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∗(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e] implies (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]2

on [0, ̺] and the t-superconorms R with R(̺, ̺) = ̺ on [̺, 1] (or the given uninorm U∗

satisfying the condition that U∗(ι, κ) ∈ [e, 1] implies (ι, κ) ∈ [e, 1]2 on [σ, 1]) and the
t-subnorms F with F(σ, ̺) = σ on [0, σ]).

Recently, in [51], Xiu and Zheng proposed the function with a given uninorm and
q ∈ LB (or p ∈ LB) and then discussed how the function can be a uninorm with q ∈
{0}∪ Ie,̺∪ [e, ̺]∪ (̺, 1] (or p ∈ {1}∪ Ie,σ ∪ [σ, e]∪ [0, σ)). Motivated by this, we study the
functions with the given uninorm and q (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 q ∈ (0, e) ∪ I̺

e
∪ I e̺ (or p ∈ (e, 1) ∪ Iσ

e
∪ I eσ) can be a uninorm on bounded lattices. In

this case, besides the results in [51], we have discussed all the cases of q ∈ LB (or p ∈ LB)
with which the function (1) (or (2)) can be a uninorm on bounded lattices. In details, in
Section 3, based on the given uninorm and q ∈ LB, we first define the functions U by (1).
Then, we discuss how the function given by (1) with q ∈ (0, e) ∪ I̺

e
and q ∈ I e̺ 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 (LB,≤) is bounded if it has top and bottom elements,
which are written as 1 and 0, respectively, that is, 0 ≤ ι ≤ 1 for all ι ∈ LB.

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

Definition 2.2 ( [4]) Let ̺, σ ∈ LB with ̺ ≤ σ. A subinterval [̺, σ] of LB is defined as

[̺, σ] = {ι ∈ LB : ̺ ≤ ι ≤ σ}.

Similarly, we can define [̺, σ) = {ι ∈ LB : ̺ ≤ ι < σ}, (̺, σ] = {ι ∈ LB : ̺ < ι ≤ σ} and
(̺, σ) = {ι ∈ LB : ̺ < ι < σ}. If ̺ and σ are incomparable, then we use the notation
̺ ‖ σ. If ̺ and σ are comparable, then we use the notation ̺ ∦ σ.
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In the following, I̺ = {ι ∈ LB | ι ‖ ̺}. I̺ = {ι ∈ LB | ι ∦ ̺}. Iσ̺ = {ι ∈ LB | ι ‖
̺ and ι ∦ σ}. I̺,σ = {ι ∈ LB | ι ‖ ̺ and ι ‖ σ}. Obviously, I̺̺ = ∅ and I̺,̺ = I̺.

Definition 2.3 ( [45]) An operation T : LB
2 → LB is called a t-norm on LB if it is

commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both variables, and it has the
neutral element 1 ∈ LB.

Definition 2.4 ( [7]) An operation S : LB
2 → LB is called a t-conorm on LB if it is

commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both variables, and it has the
neutral element 0 ∈ LB.

Definition 2.5 ( [33]) An operation U : LB
2 → LB is called a uninorm on LB (a uni-

norm if LB is fixed) if it is commutative, associative, and increasing with respect to both
variables, and it has the neutral element e ∈ LB.

Proposition 2.1 ( [33]) Let U be a uninorm on LB with e ∈ LB \ {0, 1}. Then the
following statements hold:
(1) Te = U | [0, e]2 → [0, e] is a t-norm on [0, e].
(2) Se = U | [e, 1]2 → [e, 1] is a t-conorm on [e, 1].

Definition 2.6 ( [54]) Let e ∈ LB \ {0, 1}. We denote by Umin the class of all uninorms
U on LB with neutral element e satisfying U(ι, κ) = κ, for all (ι, κ) ∈ (e, 1]× (LB \ [e, 1]).

Similarly, we denote by Umax the class of all uninorms U on LB with neutral element
e satisfying U(ι, κ) = κ, for all (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e)× (LB \ [0, e]).

Proposition 2.2 ( [32]) Let S be a nonempty set and C1, C2, . . . , Cn be subsets of S. Let
G be a commutative binary operation on S. Then G is associative on C1 ∪ C2 ∪ . . .∪ Cn 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(ι,G(κ, ω)) =
G(G(ι, κ), ω) = G(κ,G(ι, ω)) for all ι ∈ Ci, κ ∈ Cj , ω ∈ Ck;
(ii) for every combination {i, j} of size 2 chosen from {1, 2, . . . , n}, G(ι,G(κ, ω)) =
G(G(ι, κ), ω) for all ι ∈ Ci, κ ∈ Ci, ω ∈ Cj;
(iii) for every combination {i, j} of size 2 chosen from {1, 2, . . . , n}, G(ι,G(κ, ω)) =
G(G(ι, κ), ω) for all ι ∈ Ci, κ ∈ Cj , ω ∈ Cj;
(iv) for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, G(ι,G(κ, ω)) = G(G(ι, κ), ω) for all ι, κ, ω ∈ Ci.

Theorem 2.1 ( [9]) Let ̺ ∈ LB \ {0, 1}. If V is a t-norm on [̺, 1] and W is a t-conorm
on [0, ̺], then T : LB

2 → LB is a t-norm and S : LB
2 → LB is a t-conorm on LB, where

T(ι, κ) =











V(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [̺, 1]2,

ι ∧ κ if 1 ∈ {ι, κ},

0 otherwise,

and

S(ι, κ) =











W(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [0, ̺]2,

ι ∨ κ if 0 ∈ {ι, κ},

1 otherwise.
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3 New construction methods for uninorms on bounded

lattices

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

For convenience, we denote by Ub the class of all uninorms U on LB with neutral
element e satisfying U(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e] implies (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]2. Similarly, we denote by Ut the
class of all uninorms U on LB with neutral element e satisfying U(ι, κ) ∈ [e, 1] implies
(ι, κ) ∈ [e, 1]2.

Let ̺ ∈ LB \ {0, 1}, q ∈ LB and U∗ be a uninorm on [0, ̺] with a neutral element e.
We can define a function U : LB

2 → LB by

U(ι, κ) =































U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [0, ̺]2,

ι if (ι, κ) ∈ (LB \ [0, ̺])× [0, e],

κ if (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]× (LB \ [0, ̺]),

ι ∨ κ ∨ q if (ι, κ) ∈ Ie,̺ × Ie,̺,

1 otherwise.

(1)

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

1

ι

1

1

1

1

1

ι

1

1

1

1

ι ∨ κ ∨ q

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

In the following, we discuss the function U given by (1) with q ∈ (0, e)∪I̺
e
and q ∈ I e̺,

respectively.
First, we illustrate that the function U given by (1) with q ∈ (0, e) ∪ I̺

e
can be a

uninorm under some conditions.

Theorem 3.1 Let ̺ ∈ LB \{0, 1}, q ∈ (0, e)∪I̺
e
, U∗ be a uninorm on [0, ̺] with a neutral

element e and U1
[0,̺] be a function given by (1). Suppose that ι ∨ κ = 1 for all ι, κ ∈ Ie,̺

with ι 6= κ, and ι ∨ q = 1 for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq.
(1) Let us assume that U∗ ∈ Ub. Then U1

[0,̺] is a uninorm on LB with the neutral

element e ∈ LB if and only if ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺
e
.
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(2) Moreover, let us assume that I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1) 6= ∅. Then U1
[0,̺] is a uninorm on

LB with the neutral element e ∈ LB if and only if U∗ ∈ Ub and ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq

and κ ∈ I̺
e
.

Proof. (1) Necessity. Let U1
[0,̺] be a uninorm on LB with a neutral element e. We

prove that ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺
e
.

Assume that there exist ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and y ∈ I̺
e
such that ι ∦ κ, i.e., κ < ι and q < ι.

Then U1
[0,̺](ι, κ) = 1 and U1

[0,̺](ι, ι) = ι ∨ q = ι. Since ι < 1, the increasingness property

of U1
[0,̺] is violated. Thus ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺

e
.

Sufficiency. It is obvious that U1
[0,̺] is commutative and e is the neutral element of

U1
[0,̺]. Thus, we just prove the increasingness and the associativity of U1

[0,̺].

I. Increasingness: We prove that if ι ≤ κ, then U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) ≤ U1

[0,̺](κ, ω) for all ω ∈ LB.

It is obvious that U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) ≤ U1

[0,̺](κ, ω) if both ι and κ belong to one of the intervals

[0, e], I̺
e
, (e, ̺], I e̺, Ie,̺ or (̺, 1] for all ω ∈ LB. The residual proof can be split into all

possible cases:
1. ι ∈ [0, e]
1.1. κ ∈ I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺]

1.1.1. ω ∈ [0, e] ∪ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ U∗(κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.1.2. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = ω ≤ 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.2. κ ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
1.2.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.2.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ̺ < 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.2.3. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = ω ≤ 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.3. κ ∈ Ie,̺
1.3.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.3.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ̺ < 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.3.3. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = ω ≤ 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

1.3.4. ω ∈ Ie,̺
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = ω ≤ κ ∨ ω ∨ q = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

2. ι ∈ I̺
e

2.1. κ ∈ (e, ̺]
2.1.1. ω ∈ [0, e] ∪ I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ U∗(κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)
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2.1.2. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.2. κ ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
2.2.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.2.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ̺ < 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.2.3. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.3. κ ∈ Ie,̺
2.3.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.3.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ̺ < 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.3.3. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

2.3.4. ω ∈ Ie,̺
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = κ ∨ ω ∨ q = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

3. ι ∈ (e, ̺], κ ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
3.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

3.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = U∗(ι, ω) ≤ ̺ < 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

3.3. ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω)

4. ι ∈ I e̺, κ ∈ (̺, 1]
4.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = ι ≤ κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

4.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺] ∪ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

5. ι ∈ Ie,̺, κ ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]
5.1. ω ∈ [0, e]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = ι < κ = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

5.2. ω ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺] ∪ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1]

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)
5.3. ω ∈ Ie,̺

U1
[0,̺](ι, ω) = ι ∨ ω ∨ q ≤ 1 = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω)

II. Associativity: We demonstrate that U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U1(ι, κ), ω) for all
ι, κ, ω ∈ LB. By Proposition 2.2, we need to consider the following cases:

1. If ι, κ, ω ∈ [0, e]∪I̺
e
∪(e, ̺], then since U∗ is associative, we have U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) =

6



U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

2. If ι, κ, ω ∈ I e̺∪(̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) =

1.
3. Assume that ι, κ, ω ∈ Ie,̺.
3.1. Suppose that ι, κ, ω ∦ q.
3.1.1. If ι 6= κ, κ 6= ω and ι 6= ω, then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, κ ∨ ω ∨ q) =

U1
[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U1

[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) =

U1
[0,̺](κ, ι ∨ ω ∨ q) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1.

3.1.2. If ι = κ and ι, κ 6= ω, then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, κ ∨ ω ∨ q) =

U1
[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = ι ∨ ω ∨ q = U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, ι), ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and

U1
[0,̺](κ,U

1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = 1.

3.1.3. If κ = ω and κ, ω 6= ι, then we also have U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) =

U1
[0,̺](κ,U

1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) by the commutativity property of U1

[0,̺].

3.1.4. If ι = ω and ι, ω 6= κ, then we also have U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) =

U1
[0,̺](κ,U

1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) by the commutativity property of U1

[0,̺].

3.1.5. If ι = κ = ω, then we can easily obtainU1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) =

U1
[0,̺](κ,U

1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

3.2. Suppose that there exist ι ∈ Ie,̺ such that ι ‖ q.
3.2.1. If ι ∦ q and κ, ω ‖ q, then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, κ∨ω∨q) = U1
[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) =

U1
[0,̺](κ, ι ∨ ω ∨ q) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1.

3.2.2. If ι, κ ∦ q and ω ‖ q, then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ι∨ω∨

q) = U1
[0,̺](κ,U

1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) and U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω). Moreover, we can

obtain that if ι = κ, then ι ∨ κ ∨ q = ι, U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) = 1 and if ι 6= κ,

then ι ∨ κ ∨ q = 1, U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](1, ω) = 1. Thus U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) =

U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

3.2.3. If ι, κ, ω ‖ q, then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](1, ω) =

U1
[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ι∨ κ ∨ q) = 1.

4. If ι, κ ∈ [0, e] and ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, ω) =

ω = U1
[0,̺](U

∗(ι, κ), ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

5. If ι, κ ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺] and ω ∈ I e̺∪ Ie,̺∪ (̺, 1], then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](U

∗(ι, κ), ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1.

Thus U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

6. If ι, κ ∈ Ie̺ and ω ∈ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 =

7



U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

7. If ι, κ ∈ Ie,̺ and ω ∈ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U1
[0,̺](ι ∨

κ ∨ q, ω) = U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

8. If ι ∈ [0, e] and κ, ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

9. If ι ∈ [0, e] and κ, ω ∈ Ie,̺, then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, κ ∨ ω ∨ q) =

κ ∨ ω ∨ q = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

10. If ι ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺] and κ, ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ (̺, 1], then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

11. If ι ∈ I̺
e
∪(e, ̺]∪I e̺ and κ, ω ∈ Ie,̺, then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, κ∨ω∨q) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

12. If ι ∈ Ie,̺ and κ, ω ∈ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 =

U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω).

13. If ι ∈ [0, e], κ ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺] and ω ∈ I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1], then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) =

U1
[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U1

[0,̺](U
∗(ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) =

U1
[0,̺](κ, ω) = 1. Thus U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

14. If ι ∈ [0, e], κ ∈ I e̺ and ω ∈ Ie,̺, then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

15. If ι ∈ [0, e], κ ∈ Ie,̺ and z ∈ (̺, 1], then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](κ, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, ω) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

16. If ι ∈ I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺], κ ∈ I e̺ and z ∈ Ie,̺, then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](1, z) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, z)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

17. If ι ∈ I̺
e
∪(e, ̺]∪I e̺, κ ∈ Ie,̺ and z ∈ (̺, 1], then U1

[0,̺](ι,U
1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U1
[0,̺](1, ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1. Thus

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](U
1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](κ,U
1
[0,̺](ι, ω)).

Therefore, U1
[0,̺] is a uninorm on LB with the neutral element e.

(2) Next we just prove that if I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1) 6= ∅, then the condition U∗ ∈ Ub is
necessary for that U1

[0,̺] is a uninorm on LB.
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Suppose that I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1) 6= ∅ and U1
[0,̺](ι, κ) is a uninorm on LB. We prove that

if U∗(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e], then (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]2. The proof can be split into all possible cases:
(i) U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]× (I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺]) ∪ (I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺])× [0, e].

Now we just prove that U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]×(I̺
e
∪(e, ̺]), and the other

case can be proved immediately by the commutativity property of U∗. Assume that there
exists (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]×(I̺

e
∪(e, ̺]) such that U∗(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]. Take z ∈ I e̺∪Ie,̺∪(̺, 1). Then

U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 and U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U1

[0,̺](U
∗(ι, κ), ω) = ω.

Since ω 6= 1, the associativity property of U1
[0,̺](ι, κ) is violated. Thus U

∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for

all (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]× (I̺
e
∪ (e, ̺]) ∪ (I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺])× [0, e].

(ii) U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ I̺
e
× I̺

e
.

Assume that there exists (ι, κ) ∈ I̺
e
× I̺

e
such that U∗(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]. Take ω ∈

I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1). Then U1
[0,̺](ι,U

1
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U1

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 and U1
[0,̺](U

1
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) =

U1
[0,̺](U

∗(ι, κ), ω) = ω. Since ω 6= 1, the associativity property of U1
[0,̺](ι, κ) is violated.

Thus U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ I̺
e
× I̺

e
.

(iii) U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ (e, ̺]2 ∪ (e, ̺]× I̺
e
∪ I̺

e
× (e, ̺].

Now we just prove that U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈ (e, ̺]2 ∪ (e, ̺] × I̺
e
, and

the other case can be proved immediately by the commutativity property of U∗. By
the increasingness property of U∗, we can obtain that κ = U∗(e, κ) ≤ U∗(ι, κ). Since
κ ∈ I̺

e
∪ (e, ̺], we can obtain that U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e]. Thus U∗(ι, κ) /∈ [0, e] for all (ι, κ) ∈

(e, ̺]2 ∪ (e, ̺]× I̺
e
∪ I̺

e
× (e, ̺].

Hence, U∗(ι, κ) ∈ [0, e] implies (ι, κ) ∈ [0, e]2.

Remark 3.2 In Theorem 3.1, whether q ∈ (0, e) or q ∈ I̺
e
, if q ∦ ι for ι ∈ Ie,̺, i.e. q < ι,

then ι ∨ κ ∨ q = ι ∨ κ for κ ∈ Ie,̺. Moreover, if ι ‖ q for ι ∈ Ie,̺, then ι ∨ κ ∨ q = 1 for
κ ∈ Ie,̺. Therefore, whether q ∈ (0, e) or q ∈ I̺

e
do not affect the conclusion.

If we take e = 0 in Theorem 3.1, then we can obtain the existing result.

Remark 3.3 In Theorem 3.1, if taking e = 0, then U∗ is a t-conorm and Ie = I0 = ∅.
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 U1
[0,̺] : LB

2 → LB

can be obtained as follows:

U1
[0,̺](ι, κ) =











U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [0, ̺]2,

ι ∨ κ if 0 ∈ {ι, κ},

1 otherwise.

Obviously, U1
[0,̺] is just the t-conorm S in Theorem 2.1.

The next example illustrates the method of uninorms with q ∈ (0, e) in Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.1 Given a lattice LB11 = {0, q, e, k, c, ̺,m, t, s, d, 1} depicted in Fig.1.1 and
a uninorm U∗ : [0, ̺]2 → [0, ̺] shown in Table 1. It is easy to see that LB11 and U∗

satisfy the conditions in Theorem 3.1 with q ∈ (0, e). Based on Theorem 3.1, the uninorm
U1

[0,̺] : LB
2
11 → LB11 with the neutral element e is defined as in Table 2.
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Fig.1.1. The lattice LB11

Table 1: The uninorm U∗ on [0, ̺].
U∗ 0 q e k c ̺
0 0 0 0 k c ̺
q 0 q q k c ̺
e 0 q e k c ̺
k k k k k c ̺
c c c c c c ̺
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺

Table 2: The uninorm U1
[0,̺] on LB11.

U11 0 q e k c ̺ m t s d 1
0 0 0 0 k c ̺ m t s d 1
q 0 q q k c ̺ m t s d 1
e 0 q e k c ̺ m t s d 1
k k k k k c ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
c c c c c c ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
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 1 1
d d d d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Moreover, we give the example to illustrate the construction method of uninorms in
Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.2 Given a lattice LB12 = {0, f, e, c, q, ̺,m, t, s, d, 1} depicted in Fig.1.2 and
a uninorm U∗ : [0, ̺]2 → [0, ̺] shown in Table 3. It is easy to see that LB12 and U∗

satisfy the conditions in Theorem 3.1 with q ∈ I̺
e
. Based on Theorem 3.1, the uninorm

U1
[0,̺] : LB

2
12 → LB12 is defined as in Table 4.
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Fig.1.2. The lattice LB12

Table 3: The uninorm U∗ on [0, ̺].

U∗ 0 f e c q ̺
0 0 0 0 c q ̺
f 0 f f c q ̺
e 0 f e c q ̺
c c c c c q ̺
q q q q q q ̺
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺

Table 4: The uninorm U1
[0,̺] on LB12.

U12 0 f e c q ̺ s t m d 1
0 0 0 0 c q ̺ s t m d 1
f 0 f f c q ̺ s t m d 1
e 0 q e c q ̺ s t m d 1
c c c c c q ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
q q q q q q ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
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 d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Remark 3.4 In Theorem 3.1, the conditions ι ∨ κ = 1 for all ι, κ ∈ Ie,̺ with ι 6= κ, and
ι ∨ q = 1 for all ι ∈ I̺

e
∩ Iq can not be omitted, in general.

The next example illustrates the fact in Remark 3.4.
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Example 3.3 Given a lattice LB13 = {0, q, e, ̺,m, t, s, d, 1} depicted in Fig.1.3 and a
uninorm U∗ : [0, ̺]2 → [0, ̺] shown in Table 5. We can see that U∗ ∈ Ub and ι ‖ κ for
all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and y ∈ I̺

e
. Since t ∨m = d < 1 and m ∨ q = d < 1, the conditions that

ι ∨ κ = 1 for all ι, κ ∈ Ie,̺ with ι 6= κ and ι ∨ q = 1 for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq in Theorem 3.1 do
not hold. Based on Theorem 3.1 with q ∈ (0, e), we can obtain a function U1

[0,̺] on LB13,

shown in Table 6. Since U1
[0,̺](t,m) = d < 1 and U1

[0,̺](s,m) = 1, U1
[0,̺] does not satisfy

the increasingness. Thus, U1
[0,̺] is not a uninorm on LB13.
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Fig.1.3. The lattice LB13

Table 5: The uninorm U∗ on [0, ̺].

U∗ 0 q e ̺
0 0 0 0 ̺
q 0 q q ̺
e 0 q e ̺
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺

Table 6: The function U1
[0,̺] on LB13.

U13 0 q e ̺ s t m d 1
0 0 0 0 ̺ s t m d 1
q 0 q q ̺ s t m 1 1
e 0 q e ̺ s t m d 1
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
s s s s 1 1 1 1 1 1
t t t t 1 1 d d 1 1
m m m m 1 1 d d 1 1
d d d d 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Remark 3.5 (1) If ̺ = 1, then U1
[0,̺] = U∗.

(2) If U∗ ∈ Ub, then U1
[0,̺] ∈ Ub.

(3) U1
[0,̺] ∈ Umax if and only if U∗ ∈ Umax.

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

Theorem 3.2 Let ̺ ∈ LB \ {0, 1}, q ∈ I e̺, U∗ be a uninorm on [0, ̺] with a neutral
element e and U2

[0,̺] be a function given by (1). Suppose that ι∨ q = 1 for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq.

(1) Let us assume that U∗ ∈ Ub. Then U2
[0,̺] is a uninorm on LB with the neutral

element e ∈ LB if and only if ι ‖ y for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺
e
.

(2) Moreover, let us assume that I e̺ ∪ Ie,̺ ∪ (̺, 1) 6= ∅. Then U2
[0,̺] is a uninorm on

LB with the neutral element e ∈ LB if and only if U∗ ∈ Ub and ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq

and κ ∈ I̺
e
.

Proof. (1) Necessity. Let U2
[0,̺] be a uninorm on LB with a neutral element e. We

need to prove that ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺
e
.

Assume that there exist ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and y ∈ I̺
e
such that ι ∦ κ, i.e., κ < ι and ι < q.

Then U2
[0,̺](ι, κ) = 1 and U2

[0,̺](ι, ι) = ι ∨ q = q. Since q < 1, the increasingness property

of U2
[0,̺] is violated. Thus ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺

e
.

Sufficiency. It is obvious that U2
[0,̺] is commutative and e is the neutral element of

U2
[0,̺]. Thus, we just prove the increasingness and the associativity of U2

[0,̺].
I. Increasingness: It can be obtained by the proof of Theorem 3.1 in a similar way.
II. Associativity: By Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 3.1, it is enough to check only

those cases that are different from the cases in Theorem 3.1.
1. Suppose that ι, κ, ω ∈ Ie,̺.
1.1. If ι, κ, ω ∦ q, then U2

[0,̺](ι,U
2
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U2

[0,̺](ι, κ ∨ ω ∨ q) = U2
[0,̺](ι, q) =

1 = U2
[0,̺](q, ω) = U2

[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U2
[0,̺](U

2
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U2

[0,̺](κ,U
2
[0,̺](ι, ω)) =

U2
[0,̺](κ, ι ∨ ω ∨ q) = U2

[0,̺](κ, q) = 1.

1.2 Assume that there exists ι ∈ Ie,̺ such that ι ‖ q.
1.2.1. If ι ∦ q and κ, ω ‖ q, then U2

[0,̺](ι,U
2
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U2

[0,̺](ι, κ∨ω∨q) = U2
[0,̺](ι, 1) =

1 = U2
[0,̺](1, ω) = U2

[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U2
[0,̺](U

2
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U2

[0,̺](κ,U
2
[0,̺](ι, ω)) =

U2
[0,̺](κ, ι ∨ ω ∨ q) = U2

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1.

1.2.2. If ι, κ ∦ q and ω ‖ q, then U2
[0,̺](ι,U

2
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U2

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U2
[0,̺](κ, ι ∨

ω∨q) = U2
[0,̺](κ,U

2
[0,̺](ι, ω)) and U2

[0,̺](U
2
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) = U2

[0,̺](ι∨κ∨q, ω) = U2
[0,̺](q, ω) = 1.

1.2.3. If ι, κ, ω ‖ q, then U2
[0,̺](ι,U

2
[0,̺](κ, ω)) = U2

[0,̺](ι, 1) = 1 = U2
[0,̺](1, ω) =

U2
[0,̺](ι ∨ κ ∨ q, ω) = U2

[0,̺](U
2
[0,̺](ι, κ), ω) and U2

[0,̺](κ,U
2
[0,̺](ι, ω)) = U2

[0,̺](κ, 1) = 1.

(2) It can be proved with the proof of Theorem 3.1(2) in a similar way.
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If we take e = 0 in Theorem 3.2, then we can obtain the existing result in the
literature.

Remark 3.6 In Theorem 3.2, if taking e = 0, then U∗ ia a t-conorm and Ie = I0 = ∅.
In this case, the condition in Theorem 3.2 naturally holds.

By the above fact, if taking e = 0 in Theorem 3.2, then we obtain the t-conorm
U2

[0,̺] : LB
2 → LB as follows:

U2
[0,̺](ι, κ) =











U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [0, ̺]2,

ι ∨ κ if 0 ∈ {ι, κ},

1 otherwise.

Obviously, U2
[0,̺] is just the t-conorm S in Theorem 2.1.

The next example illustrates the method of uninorms in Theorem 3.2.

Example 3.4 Given a lattice LB21 = {0, f, e, c, ̺, q,m, t, d, 1} depicted in Fig.2.1 and a
uninorm U∗ : [0, ̺]2 → [0, ̺] shown in Table 7. We can see that LB21 and U∗ satisfy the
conditions in Theorem 3.2. By Theorem 3.2, the uninorm U2

[0,̺] : LB
2
21 → LB21 is defined

as in Table 8.

•
0

•f

•e

•c

•̺

• d

•
1

•
m•

t •q

❅
❅

❅
❅

❅
❅

❅❅

�
�

�
�

�
�

��

❅
❅

❅
❅

�
�

��
�
�
�
�

❅
❅
❅❅

Fig.2.1. The lattice LB21

Table 7: The uninorm U∗ on [0, ̺].

U∗ 0 f e c ̺
0 0 0 0 c ̺
f 0 f f c ̺
e 0 f e c ̺
c c c c c ̺
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺

Remark 3.7 In Theorem 3.2, the condition that ι ∨ q = 1 for all ι ∈ I̺
e
∩ Iq can not be

omitted, in general.

The next example illustrates the fact in Remark 3.7.
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Table 8: The uninorm U2
[0,̺] on LB21.

U21 0 f e c ̺ q t m d 1
0 0 0 0 c ̺ q t m d 1
f 0 f f c ̺ q t m d 1
e 0 q e c ̺ q t m d 1
c c c c c ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ 1 1 1 1 1
q q q q 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
t t t t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
m m m m 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
d d d d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Example 3.5 Given a lattice LB22 = {0, e, ̺,m, t, s, q, d, 1} depicted in Fig.2.2 and a
uninorm U∗ : [0, ̺]2 → [0, ̺] shown in Table 9. We can see that U∗ ∈ Ub and ι ‖ κ for
all ι ∈ Ie,̺ ∩ Iq and κ ∈ I̺

e
. Since m ∨ q = d < 1, the condition that ι ∨ q = 1 for all

ι ∈ I̺
e
∩ Iq in Theorem 3.2 do not hold. By Theorem 3.2, we can obtain a function U2

[0,̺]

on LB22, shown in Table 10. Since U2
[0,̺](t,m) = d < 1 and U2

[0,̺](t, s) = 1, U2
[0,̺] does not

satisfy the increasingness. Thus, U2
[0,̺] is not a uninorm on LB22.

•
0

•
e

•̺

•d

•
1

•s

•t

•q

•m

❅
❅

❅
❅

❅

�
�

�
�

�

❅
❅
❅
❅❅

❅
❅

�
�
�
�
�

❅
❅
❅
❅
❅

Fig.2.2. The lattice LB22

Table 9: The uninorm U∗ on [0, ̺].

U∗ 0 e ̺
0 0 0 ̺
e 0 e ̺
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺

Remark 3.8 (1) If ̺ = 1, then U2
[0,̺] = U∗.

(2) If U∗ ∈ Ub, then U2
[0,̺] ∈ Ub.

(3) U2
[0,̺] ∈ Umax if and only if U∗ ∈ Umax.
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Table 10: The function U2
[0,̺] on LB22.

U22 0 e ̺ s t m q d 1
0 0 0 ̺ s t m q d 1
e 0 e ̺ s t m q d 1
̺ ̺ ̺ ̺ 1 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
q q q 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
d d d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Similarly, let σ ∈ LB \ {0, 1}, p ∈ LB and U∗ be a uninorm on [σ, 1] with a neutral
element e. Then we define a function U : LB

2 → LB by

U(ι, κ) =































U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [σ, 1]2,

ι if (ι, κ) ∈ (LB \ [σ, 1])× [e, 1],

κ if (ι, κ) ∈ [e, 1]× (LB \ [σ, 1]),

ι ∧ κ ∧ p if (ι, κ) ∈ Ie,σ × Ie,σ,

0 otherwise.

(2)

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

0 σ e 1 Ie
σ

Iσ
e

Ie,σ

σ

e

1

Ie
σ

Iσ
e

Ie,σ

0 0

0 U∗(ι, κ)

ι

0

0

0

U∗(ι, κ)

U∗(ι, κ)

0

0

κ

U∗(ι, κ)

U∗(ι, κ)

U∗(ι, κ)

κ

κ

0

U∗(ι, κ)

U∗(ι, κ)

U∗(ι, κ)

0

0

0

0

ι

0

0

0

0

0

ι

0

0

ι ∧ κ ∧ q

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

In the following, we discuss the function U given by (2) with p ∈ (e, 1) ∪ Iσ
e
and

p ∈ I eσ, respectively.
First, we illustrate that the function U given by (2) with p ∈ (e, 1) ∪ Iσ

e
and U∗ can

be a uninorm on bounded lattices under some conditions. That is, the dual result of
Theorem 3.1 is given.

Theorem 3.3 Let σ ∈ LB\{0, 1}, p ∈ (e, 1)∪Iσ
e
, U∗ be a uninorm on [σ, 1] with a neutral

element e and U3
[σ,1] be a function given by (2). Suppose that ι ∧ κ = 0 for all ι, κ ∈ Ie,σ

with ι 6= κ, and ι ∧ p = 0 for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip.
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(1) Let us assume that U∗ ∈ Ut. Then U3
[σ,1] is a uninorm on LB with the neutral

element e ∈ LB if and only if ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip and κ ∈ Iσ
e
.

(2) Let us assume that I eσ ∪ Ie,σ ∪ (0, σ) 6= ∅. Then U3
[σ,1] is a uninorm on LB with the

neutral element e ∈ LB if and only if U∗ ∈ Ut and ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip and κ ∈ Iσ
e
.

Proof. It can be proved with the proof of Theorem 3.1 in a similar way.
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 e = 1, then U∗ be t-norm, U3
[σ,1] also be t-norm,

and Ie = I1 = ∅. In this case, the condition in Theorem 3.3 naturally holds.
By the above fact, if taking e = 1 in Theorem 3.3, then we obtain the t-conorm

U3
[σ,1] : LB

2 → LB as follows:

U3
[σ,1](ι, κ) =











U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [σ, 1]2,

ι ∧ κ if 1 ∈ {ι, κ},

0 otherwise.

Obviously, U3
[σ,1] is just the t-norm T in Theorem 2.1.

Remark 3.11 In Theorem 3.3, the conditions that ι∧κ = 0 for all ι, κ ∈ Ie,σ with ι 6= κ,
and ι ∧ p = 0 for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip can not be omitted, in general.

Remark 3.12 Let U3
[σ,1] be a uninorm in Theorem 3.3.

(1) If σ = 0, then U3
[σ,1] = U∗.

(2) If U∗ ∈ Ut, then U3
[σ,1] ∈ Ut.

(3) U3
[σ,1] ∈ Umin if and only if U∗ ∈ Umin.

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

Theorem 3.4 Let σ ∈ LB \ {0, 1}, p ∈ I eσ, U∗ be a uninorm on [σ, 1] with a neutral
element e and U4

[σ,1] be a function given by (2). Suppose that ι∧ p = 0 for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip.

(1) Let us assume that U∗ ∈ Ut. Then U4
[σ,1] is a uninorm on LB with the neutral

element e ∈ LB if and only if ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip and κ ∈ Iσ
e
.

(2) Let us assume that I eσ ∪ Ie,σ ∪ (0, σ) 6= ∅. Then U4
[σ,1] is a uninorm on LB with the

neutral element e ∈ LB if and only if U∗ ∈ Ut and ι ‖ κ for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip and κ ∈ Iσ
e
.

Proof. It can be proved with the proof of Theorem 3.2 in a similar way.
If we take e = 1 in Theorem 3.4, then we can obtain the existing result in the

literature.

Remark 3.13 In Theorem 3.4, if taking e = 1, then U∗ is a t-norm and Ie = I1 = ∅. In
this case, the condition in Theorem 3.4 naturally holds.
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By the above fact, if taking e = 1 in Theorem 3.4, then we obtain the t-conorm
U4

[σ,1] : LB
2 → LB as follows:

U4
[σ,1](ι, κ) =











U∗(ι, κ) if (ι, κ) ∈ [σ, 1]2,

ι ∧ κ if 1 ∈ {ι, κ},

0 otherwise.

Obviously, U4
[σ,1] is the same as the t-norm T in Theorem 2.1.

Remark 3.14 In Theorem 3.4, the condition that ι ∧ p = 0 for all ι ∈ Ie,σ ∩ Ip can not
be omitted, in general.

Remark 3.15 (1) If σ = 0, then U4
[σ,1] = U∗.

(2) If U∗ ∈ Ut, then U4
[σ,1] ∈ Ut.

(3) U4
[σ,1] ∈ Umin if and only if U∗ ∈ Umin.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we study the construction methods for uninorms on bounded lattices
via functions with the given uninorms and q ∈ LB (or p ∈ LB). Specifically, we investigate
the conditions under which these functions can be uninorms on bounded lattices when
q ∈ (0, e) ∪ I̺

e
and q ∈ I e̺ (or p ∈ (e, 1) ∪ Iσ

e
and p ∈ I eσ), respectively. Besides the above

cases, Xiu and Zheng [51] discussed how the functions U given by (1) and (2) can be a
uninorm with q ∈ {0}∪Ie,̺∪ [e, ̺]∪(̺, 1] and p ∈ {1}∪Ie,σ∪ [σ, e]∪ [0, σ), respectively. Up
to now, the functions given by (1) and (2) have been discussed with all cases of q ∈ LB and
p ∈ LB, respectively. Moreover, our methods generalize some methods in the literature.
See Remarks 3.3, 3.6, 3.10 and 3.13.

Considering the construction methods for uninorms on bounded lattices, if p and q
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 q ∈ LB or p ∈ LB. 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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[1] E. Aşıcı, R. Mesiar, On the construction of uninorms on bounded lattices, Fuzzy Sets
Syst. 408(2021)65–85.
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[35] F. Karaçal, Ü. Ertuğrul, M. Kesicioğlu, An extension method for t-norms on subin-
tervals to t-norms on bounded lattices, Kybernetika 55(6)(2019)976–993.
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