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Abstract

This paper establishes some equivalent conditions of a uninorm, extending an arbitrary
triangular norm on [0, e] or an arbitrary triangular conorm on [e, 1] to the whole lattice.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

As an extension of the logic connective conjunction and disjunction in classical two-
valued logic, triangular norms (¢-norms) with the neutral 1 and triangular conorms (t-
conorms) with the neutral 0 on the unit interval [0, 1] were introduced by Menger [10] and
by Schweizer and Sklar [12], respectively. Then, the concepts were extended to uniorms by
Yager and Rybalov [14], replacing the neural element 1 of the t-norm or neural element 0
of the t-conorm by a value e lying anywhere in [0, 1].

On the other hand, a lattice [2] is a partially ordered set (L, <) satisfying that every
pair of two elements xz,y € L have a greatest lower bound, called infimum and denoted as
x Ay, as well as a smallest upper bound, called supremum and denoted as zVy. A lattice is
bounded if it has a top element and a bottom element, written as 0 and 1, respectively. Let
(L, <,0,1) denote a bounded lattice with top element 1 and bottom element 0 throughout
this paper.

For z,y € L, the expression x < y means that < y and x # y. The elements x and y
in L are comparable if x < y or y < x. Otherwise, x and y are called incomparable if x £ y
and y £ x, and in this case, it is denoted as z||y. Let I. = {z € L : z|e} for e € L.
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Definition 1. [2] Let (L, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and a,b € L with a < b. Define a
subinterval [a, b] as
la,b] ={z € L:a <z <b}.

Other subintervals such as [a, b) and (a, b) are defined similarly. Let A(e) = ([0, €] x [e, 1])U
([e, 1] < [0, e]).

Definition 2. [9, 14] Let (L, <, 0, 1) be a bounded lattice. A binary operation U : L? — L
is called a uninorm on L if it is commutative, associative, increasing with respect to
both variables and there exist some element e € L called the neutral element such that
U(e,z) = x for all x € L. In particular, an operation T : L? — L is called a t-norm
(t-conorm) if it is commutative, associative, increasing with respect to both variables and
has a neutral element e =1 (e = 0).

Uninorms on bounded lattices were originated from the work of Karagal and Mesiar [9],
whose results guarantee the existence of uninorms with any neural element e on any
bounded lattice L. Meanwhile, they also constructed the smallest uninorm and the greatest
uninorm with the neural element e € L. Recently, constructing new uninorms on bounded
lattices was investigated by many authors (see 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 13]).

Cayh and Karacal [5] obtained the following results:

Theorem 1. [5, Theorem 3.9] Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}.
Suppose that x V y € I, for all x,y € I.. If T, is a t-norm on [0, €], then the function
Ur: L x L — L defined by

T.(z,y), (z,y) €0,
L, (z,y) € (e, 1%,
Ur(z,y) = 4y, (z,y) €10, ¢] X I, (1.1)
x, (x,y) € 1. x [0,¢],
VY, otherwise,

18 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

Theorem 2. [5, Theorem 3.12] Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}.
Suppose that x Ny € I, for all v,y € I.. If S, is a t-conorm on [e, 1], then the function
Us: L x L — L defined by

4

0, (z,y) € [0,€)?,
Se(z,y), (z,y) € [e, 1%,
Us(l‘,y) =3Y (l‘,y) S [076] x I, (1'2)
x, (x,y) € 1. x [0,¢],
(T Ay, otherwise,

15 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.
2



Theorem 3. [5, Theorem 3.1] Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}.
Suppose that either xVy > e for all z,y € I, or xVy € I, for all v,y € I.. If T, is a
t-norm on [0, €], then the function U, : L x L — L defined by

4

Te(z,y), (z,y)€[0,e],
eVy,  (z,y) € Ale)U (L x L),
Uz, y) =19, (z,y) € 0,e] x I, (1.3)
x, (x,y) € I. x [0,€],
1, otherwise,

18 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

Theorem 4. [5, Theorem 3.5] Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}.
Suppose that either x Ny < e for all z,y € I, orx Ny € I, for all z,y € I.. If S, is a
t-conorm on [e, 1], then the function Uy : L x L — L defined by

(

Se(z,y), (z,y) € [e, 1],
T Ay, (x,y) € Ale) U (I x 1I.),
Us(z,y) = § ¥, (z,y) € e, 1] x L, (1.4)
, (x,y) € I, x [e, 1],
0, otherwise,

15 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

For e € L\ {0,1}, it is clear that (0,e) € [0,e]* N A(e) and (e,1) € [e,1]* N A(e).
According to the method of Cayh and Karagal [5] in proving the above Theorems 3 and 4,
it follows that

0="T.(0,e) =U(0,e) =0Ve=e,

and
1=25.(e,1)=Usle,1) =eNl=e,

are both impossible. Meanwhile, consider the complete lattice L; with the Hasse diagram
shown in Fig. 1 and take S, : {e,a,1}* — {e,a, 1} by S.(z,y) = zVy for (x,y) € {e,a, 1}
Clearly, I, = {b}. This implies that x Ay = b € I, for all z,y € I, i.e., e satisfies the
hypothesis in Theorem 2. Applying Theorem 2 (i.e., [5, Theorem 3.12]) yields that Ug
defined by (1.2) is a uninorm on L;. However, Ug(0,a) = 0 < b = Ug(0,b), which is
impossible, because a > b. This shows that [5, Theorem 3.12] does not hold. Thus,
we modify the above Theorems 2, 3, and 4 in the following (see Theorems 5, 6, and 7)
and obtain some equivalent characterizations of the binary operation defined by 1.1 to be
uninorms. Similarly, we also give some equivalent characterizations of the binary operations
constructed by Asgic1 and Mesiar [1] to be uninorms. These extend the main results in [1, 5].



Figure 1: The Hasse diagram of the lattice Lq

2. Modification of Theorem 2

This section is devoted to correcting Theorem 2 above and characterizing uninorm
property for the operation induced by a conorm on [e, 1] (see Theorem 5 below). In
particular, our result shows that this operation is a uninorm with the neural element e if
and only if I, A I, C I, U{0}, implying that the uninorm property of this operation is only
related to the property of e in the lattice L.

Theorem 5. Let (X,<,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}. If S. is a t-conorm
on le, 1] and the function Ug : L x L — L is defined by

;

0, (z,y) € 0,¢)%,
Se(z,y), (z,y) € [e, 1]%,
Us(z,y) = § v, (z,y) € e, 1] x L, (2.1)
x, (x,y) € I. x [e, 1],
(z A Y, otherwise,

then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Us is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(i) I. = 0; otherwise, for any y,z € I., it holds that y A z € I, or y N\ z = 0;
(iii) I. A 1. C 1. U{0};

(iv) A is a t-norm on I, U{0,1}.

Proof. Clearly, (ii)<=(iii)<=(iv). It remains to show that (i)<=-(ii).

(i)=(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist yo, 20 € I, such that yo A 2o & I
and yo A zg > 0. This implies that yg A 2z € (0, ¢e). Then,

Us(yo N 20, Us (0, 20)) = Us(yo A 20, yo A 29) = 0,

and
Us(Us(yo A 20, Y0), 20) = Us(yo A 20, 20) = Yo A 29 > 0,
4
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Figure 2: Structure of Ug in Theorem 5.

which contradict with the associativity of Ug.

(il)==(i). Clearly, Ug is a uninorm when I, = (). Without loss of generality, assume
that I, # (0. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that Ug is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any x,y € L with < y, it holds that Ug(x, z) < Us(y, 2) for
all z € L. Consider the following cases:

1. z €]0,e).
1.1. If y € [0,¢), then
(0, ze€l0,e),
x z=e
Us(x,z) =< ’ 2.2
s(@,2) x, z € (e, 1], (22)
(e Nz, z€I,
and
(0, z € [0,e),
y7 Z - 67
Us(y,z) =
YNz, z€l,

implying that Ug(zx, z) < Us(y, 2).
1.2. If y € (e, 1], then,

2, z€10,€e),
y? Z: 67
Us(y,z) =
S<y ) S€<yaz)7 zc (6, 1]7
z, z € I.



This, together with (2.2) and S.(y, z) > y, implies that Us(z, z) < Us(y, 2).
1.3. If y € I, then
yANz, z€]|0,e),
y7 z= 67
Us(y,z) = 2.3
WD e 2
yNz, z¢€l.
This, together with (2.2), implies that Ug(z, 2) < Us(y, 2).

1.4. If y = e, then Us(y, z) = z. This, together with (2.2), implies that Ug(z,2) <
US(y7 Z)

2. x € (e,1]. From = <y, it follows that y € (e, 1]. Then,

(2, z €0,e),
x z=c¢e
Us(x,2) =1 ’ 2.4
s, 2) Se(z,2), z€ (e 1], (24)
L 2, z €1,
and
(2, z€0,e),
y7 Z = 67
Us(y,z) = 2.5
W= s, ze (el (25)
L 2, z€el,

implying that Us(z, z) < Us(y, z), because T, is increasing.

.« = e. This implies that y € [e,1]. Clearly, Ug(x,z) = z = Us(y,2) if y = e. If
y € (e, 1], applying (2.5) and Us(z, z) = z, it follows that Ug(z, z) < Us(y, 2).

. x € I,. From z <y, it follows that y € (e, 1] U I.. Applying (2.1) yields that

r Az z€]0e),

x z=ce
Ug(z,2) = ’ ’ 2.6
s(@:2) x, z € (e, 1], (2.6)

x Nz, zé€l,.

4.1. It y € (e, 1], from (2.5) and (2.6), it follows that Ug(x, z) < Us(y, 2).
4.2. It y € I, from (2.3) and (2.6), it is clear that Ug(x, 2) < Us(y, 2).

1.2) Associativity. For any x,y, z € L, it holds that Ug(z, Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(x,y), 2).
If one of the elements x, y and z is equal to e, then the equality is always satisfied.

Otherwise, consider the following cases:



1. x €[0,e).

1.1. y € [0,e).

1.1.1. If z € [0,e), then Ug(x,Us(y, 2)) = 0 = Us(Us(z, y), 2).

1.1.2. If z € (e, 1],

then Us(x,Us(y,2)) = Us(x,y) = 0 and Us(Us(x,y),2) =

(
Us(0, z) = 0, implying that Ug(z, Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(x,y), 2).

1.1.3. If z € I, then Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(z,y A z) = 0 and Us(Us(z,y),2) =
US(07 Z) = 07 lmplylng that US('Tu US(y7 Z)) = US<US('T7 y)7 Z)

1.2. y € (e, 1].
1.2.1. If z € [0,e),

(x
Us(z,z) = 0, implying that Ug(z, Ug(y, 2))
1.2.2. It z € (e, 1], then Us(x, Us(y, 2)) = Us(z, S

Us(z,z) =z,
1.2.3. If z € I, the

then Ug(z,Us(y,2)) = Us

z) = 0 and Us(Us(x,y),2) =
US<US<'T73/)72>'
e(y,2)) = v and Us(Us(z,y),2) =
implying that Us(x,Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(z,y), 2).
n Ug(x,Us(y,2)) = Us(z,2z) = x A z and Us(Ug(x,y),2) =

I

z
U5($, Z) =T A 2, lmplylng that US(xa US(yaz)) = Us(Us(ZE,’y),Z)-

1.3. y e L.

1.3.1. If z € [0, ¢e), then Us(z,Us(y, 2)) = Us(z,y A z) = 0 and Us(Us(z,y), z) =
Us(z Ay, z) =0, implying that Us(ﬂf Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(z,y), 2).

1.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ug(z,Us(y, z)) = Us(z,y) = 2 Ay and Ug

Us(z,y), 2) =

(
US(x A Y,z ) =T A Y, 1mp1y1ng that US( U5<y7 )) US<US<x7y 72)
1.3.3. If z € I, then

and Us(Us(l‘,

Us(Us(x,y), 2).

2. z € (e 1].

2.1. y €[0,e).

Us(l’, U5<y7 Z)) = US('rvy A Z)

_JxAyANz, yVzel,
0, yANz=0,

=T ANYANz,

y),z) = Us(xAy, z) = xAyAz, implying that Us(x, Ug(y, z)) =
)

2.1.1. If z € [0, ¢), then

Us(l’,

Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ug)
= Us(2,Us(y, ) (by 1.1.2)
= Us(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

2.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Us(x, Us(y, 2)) = Ug(x, z) and Us(Us(z,y), 2) = Us(x, 2),

implying that

Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Us(7,y),2).
7



2.1.3. If z € I, then Us(z,Us(y, 2)) = Us(z, z) and Ug(Us(x,y), z) = Us(z, 2),
implying that Us(z, Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(z,y), 2).

2.2. y € (e, 1.
2.2.1. If z € [0,a;), then
Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Us(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ug)

= Us(z, Us(y, ) (by 1.2.2)
= Us(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

222 If z € (e, 1], then Ug(z, Us(y, )) = Us(x,Se(y,2)) = Se(x,Se(y,2)) =
Se(Se(w,y), 2) = Se(Us(,y), 2) = ( Us(z,y), 2)
223. If z € I, then Ug(z,Us(y,2)) = ( z) = z and Us(Us(z,y),2) =
Us(Se(x,y), z) = z, implying that Us(x,Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(z,y), 2).
2.3. yel..
2.3.1. If z € [0,¢), then
Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Us(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ug)

= US(Z, US( )) (by 1.3.2)
Us(Us(x,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

2.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Us(z,Us(y, 2)) = Us(z,y) = y and Us(Us(z,y),2) =
US<y7’Z) =Y, lmplylng that U5<x7 U5<y7 Z)) = US<US('T7y)7 Z).
2.3.3. If z € 1., then

Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Ug(x,y V 2)
yNz, yANzéel,
a {0, yNz=0,
=yANz,
and Ug(Us(z,y),2) = Us(y,z) = y A z, implying that Ug(z,Us(y, 2)) =
Us(Us(z,y), 2).
3. x€l,.
3.1. y €[0,e).
3.1.1. If z € [0, e), then

Us(xz,Us(y,2)) = Us(Us(z,9),z) (commutativity of Ug)
= Us(z,Us(y,x)) (by 1.1.3)
= Ug(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).



3.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Us(z,Us(y, 2)) = Us(Ug(z,y),z) (commutativity of Us)
= Us(z,Us(y,x)) (by 2.1.3)
Us(Us(x,y),z) (commutativity of Ug).

3.1.3. If z € I, then Us(z, Us(y, 2)) = Us(x,yNz) = xAyAz and Us(Us(z,y), z) =

US('T/\yv Z) = .T/\y/\Z, lmplylng that U5<5L’, U5<y7 Z)) = US<US('T7y)7 Z).
3.2. y € (e 1].
3.2.1. If z € [0,¢), then

Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Usg(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ug)

= Us(z, Us(y, ) (by 1.2.3)
= Ug(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

3.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Us(xz,Us(y,2)) = Us(Us(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ug)
— Us(2,Us(y,) (by 2.23)
Us(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).
3.2.3. If z € I, then Ug(x,Us(y, 2)) = Us(x, 2) = x A z and Us(Us(x,y), 2) =
Us(z,z) = x A z, implying that Ug(z, Us(y, 2)) = Us(Us(x,y), 2).
3.3. yel..
3.3.1. If z € [0, e), then

Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Usg(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ug)
= Us(2, Us(y,x)) (by 1.3.3)
= Us(Us(,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

3.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Us(z,Us(y,2)) = Us(Usg(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ug)
= Us(z, Us(y, ) (by 2.3.3)
= Ug(Us(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ug).

3.3.3. If z € I, then
U5($, US(y7 Z)) = Us(l',’y A Z)

T ANyNz, yANzel,
0, yNz=0,

=Tz ANYANz,



and

Us(Us(z,y),2) =Us(x Ny, z)

_JxAyANz, zAyEl,
B 0, x Ay =0,

= NYAz,

1mp1y1ng that U5<.§L’, U5<y7 Z)) = US<US<x7y)7 Z).

3. Modifications of Theorems 3 and 4

Similarly to Section 2, this section is devoted to correcting Theorems 3 and 4 and
characterizing the uninorm property (see Theorems 5 and 7) for some new binary operations
on the lattices.

Theorem 6. Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L'\ {0,1}. If T, is a t-norm on
[0, ¢e] and the function U, : L x L — L is defined by

(

T.(z,y), (z,y)€[0,ef?,
eVy,  (z,y) € ([0,¢] x (e, 1]) U ((e; 1] x [0,€e]) U (Le x L),
Uz, y) = § v, (z,y) € [0,¢] x L, (3.1)
x, (x,y) € I. x [0,€],
© otherwise,

then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Uy is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(ii) I. = 0; otherwise, for any y,z € I., it holds that yV z € I, oryV z = 1;
(ii) I v I. C L. U{1};

(iv) V is a t-conorm on I, U {0, 1}.

Proof. Clearly, (ii)<=>(iii)<=(iv). It remains to show that (i)<=-(ii).

(i)==(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist yo, z9 € I, such that yo V zo ¢ I,
and yo V 2o < 1. This implies that yo V 2y € (e, 1). Consequently,

Ui(vo, U(yo, 20)) = Ue(yo, yo V 20) = 1,

and
Ui(U(yo, ¥o), 20) = Ui(yo, 20) = Yo V 20 < 1,
10
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Figure 3: Structure of Uy in Theorem 6.

which contradict with the associativity of Us.

(ii)==(i). Clearly, U; is a uninorm when I, = (). Without loss of generality, assume
that I, # (). Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that U; is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any =,y € L with x <y, it holds that U(x, z) < Uy(y, z) for all
z € L. Consider the following cases:

1. z €]0,e).

1.1. If y € [0,¢), then

(T.(z,2), z€]|0,e),
T z=ce
Uz, 2z) ="’ ’ 3.2
(@, 2) 2, z € (e, 1], (32)
L2, z el
and
(T.(y,2), z€]0,e),
y’ Z: 67
Uiy, z) =
(9, 2) 2, z € (e, 1],
L2, zel,,

implying that Uy(x, z) < Uy(y, z), because T, is increasing.

11



1.2. If y € (e, 1], then,

Ut(y7 Z) =

z € [0,e),
z=ce,
z € (e, 1],
zel,.

This, together with (3.2) and T.(z, z) < x, implies that U;(z, 2) < U(y, 2).

1.3. If y € I, then

Ut<y7 Z) =

yVvz,

z € [0,e),
z=ce,
z € (e, 1],
z € I..

(3.3)

This, together with (3.2) and T.(z, z) < x, implies that U;(z, z) < U(y, 2).

1.4.
Ut(y7 Z)

)

x
Uz, z) = :f’
1

)

and

Ut<y7 Z) =

implying that Uy(x, z) < Uy(y, 2).

If y = e, then U;(y,2) = z. This, together with (3.2), implies that U;(z, z) <

2. x € (e,1]. From = < y, it follows that y € (e, 1]. Then,

z €]0,e),
z=e,
z € (e, 1],
z € I,

z € [0,e),
z=e,
z € (e, 1],
z €I,

(3.5)

.« = e. This implies that y € [e,1]. Clearly, Uy(z,2) = 2z = Ui(y,2) if y = e. If
y € (e, 1], applying (3.5) and U(z, z) = z, it follows that U;(z, z) < Ui(y, 2).

. x € I,. From z <y, it follows that y € (e, 1] U I.. Applying (3.1) yields that

T,
T,

Uz, z) = )

TV z,

z € [0,¢e),
z=e,
z € (e, 1],
z € ..

4.1. If y € (e, 1], from (3.5) and (3.6), it follows that U(x, z) < Uy(y, 2).

12



4.2. If y € I, from (3.3) and (3.6), it is clear that U;(z, z) < Uy(y, 2).

1.2) Associativity. For any x,y, z € L, it holds that U (x, Uy(y, 2)) = U(Uy(z,y), 2).
If one of the elements x, y and z is equal to e, then the equality is always satisfied.
Otherwise, consider the following cases:

1. x €[0,e).

1.1. y € [0,e).
1.1.1. If z € [0,e), then Uy(z,U(y,2)) = Uz, Te(y,2)) = Te(z,T.(y,2)) =
T6<Te<x7y)7z) = Te(Ut(xuy)7 Z) = Ut(Ut('ruy)7 Z).
1.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Uy(z,Ui(y,2)) = U(z,2z) = z and Uy(U(x,y),2) =
Ul(T.(z,y), z) = 2z, implying that U(x, U(y, 2)) = U (U(x,y), 2).
1.1.3. If z € I, then Uy(x, Uy(y, 2)) = Uiz, 2) = zand Up(Ui(x,y), 2) = U(Te(x,y), 2)
z, implying that Uy (z, Ui(y, 2)) = Up(Ui(x, y), 2).
1.2. y € (e, 1].
1.2.1. If z € [0,e), then U(x,Ui(y,2)) = Ux,y)
Uiy, z) =y, implying that U;(z, U;(y, 2)) = Uy
1.22. If z € (e, 1], then Uy(z,Ui(y,2)) = U(z,1) = 1 and U(Ui(x,y),2) =
Uiy, z) = 1, implying that Us(x, Ui(y, 2)) = U(U(z,y), 2).
1.2.3. If z € I, then Uy(z, U(y, 2)) = Up(x, 1) = 1 and Up(Us(x, y), 2) = U(y, 2) =
1, implying that U;(x, Uy(y, 2)) = U(Ui(x, y), 2).
1.3. y e [l..
1.3.1. If z € [0,e), then U(x,U(y, z)

) = Ulz,y) = y and U(Ui(z,y),2) =
Uiy, z) =y, implying that U (x, Uy(y, 2) ¢

) =

U,

) = Ui(Ui(=,y), 2).
Ur(z,1) = 1 and Uy(Uy(z,y),2) =
(y,2)) = U(Ui(z,y), 2)-

1.32. If z € (e, 1], then Uy(x, Uy, 2)
Ui(y, z) = 1, implying that Uy(z,
1.3.3. If z € I, then
Ut(xa Ut(ya Z)) = Ut(l‘a Y \% Z)

_JyVvz yvzel,
B 1, yVz=1,

=yV2,

and Up(Ui(z,y),2) = Uly,z) = y V z, implying that Uy(z, Uy, 2)) =
Ut(Ut(xay)az)'

2. z € (e 1].

2.1. y € [0,e).

13



2.1.1.

2.1.2.

If z € [0,¢), then

U(z, Uy, 2)) = U(U(z,y), x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Uiz, Uiy, 2)) (by 1.1.2)
= U(Uy(x,y), 2) (commutativity of Uy).

If z € (67 1]7 then Ut(l‘a Ut(yaz)) = Ut(xa Z) and Ut(Ut(xay)az) = Ut(l‘az)a
implying that U, (z, U(y, z)) = U (U(z,y), 2).

2.1.3. If z € I, then Uy(z,Uy,2)) = Ui(z,2) and Up(U(z,y),2) = Uiz, 2),
implying that Uy(z, Ui(y, 2)) = U(Ut(z,y), 2).
2.2. y € (e 1]
2.2.1. If z € [0,a,), then

2.2.2.

Uz, Uiy, 2)) = Ug(Uy(z,y),x) (commutativity of Uy)

= Ui(z, Uy, x)) (by 1.2.2)

= U;(Uy(x,y),2) (commutativity of Uy).
2)

If z € (e, 1], then Uy(z,U(y,2)) = Ulz,1) = 1 and U (U(z,y),2) =
Ui(1, z) = 1, implying that Uy(z, U(y, 2)) = Uy(Ui(z, y), 2).

2.23. If z € I, then Uy(x,Ui(y, 2)) = U(z, 1) = 1 and Uy(U(x,y), 2) = Up(1, 2) =
1, implying that U, (z, U(y, 2)) = Ut(U( Y)s 2).
2.3. yel..
2.3.1. If z € [0, e), then

2.3.2.

2.3.3.

U(xz,U(y, 2)) = U(U(2,y), ) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z, Uiy, x)) (by 1.3.2)

= U(Ui(x,y), 2) (commutativity of Uy).
If z € (e 1], then Uz, U(y, )) Ui(z,1) = 1 and Uy(U(z,y),2) =
Ui(1,z) = 1, implying that Ui(x, Ui(y, 2)) = U(Ui(x, y), 2).

If z € I, then
Uz, Uy, z)) = U(z,y V 2)

)1, yvzel,
B 1, yvz=1,

=1,

and U (Uy(x,y), z) = U(1, 2) = 1, implying that U;(x, Uy(y, 2)) = U(Ug(x, y),

3. x€el,.

3.1.

y € 0,e).
14
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3.1.1. If z € [0, e), then

Uz, Ui(y, 2)) = Ue(Us(2,y), x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z,U(y,z)) (by 1.1.3)
= U( Y

=

(,y),2) (commutativity of U;).
3.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ui(z, Uy, 2)) = U(U(z,y),x) (commutativity of Uy)
Ui(z Uiy, x)) (by 2.1.3)
Ut(Ut T,y

),z) (commutativity of Uy).

3.1.3. If z € I, then U(x,Ui(y, 2)) = U(z, z) and Uy(Ui(x,y), 2) = Uiz, 2),
implying that U;(x, U(y, 2)) = U(U(z,y), 2).
3.2. y € (e, 1].
3.2.1. If z € [0, e), then

Uz, Ui(y, 2)) = U(Us(2,y), x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z, Uiy, x)) (by 1.2.3)
= U( Y

S

(,y),2) (commutativity of U;).
3.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ui(z, Uy, 2)) = U(U(z,y),x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z, Uiy, ) (by 2.2.3)
= U(Ui(x,y), 2z) (commutativity of U;).

3.23. If z € [, then Uy(z,Ui(y,2)) = Uz,1) = 1 and Up(Ui(z,y),2) =
Ui(1, z) = 1, implying that U(z, U(y, 2)) = U(U(z, y), 2).
3.3. y e l..
3.3.1. If z € [0, e), then

Uz, Ui(y, 2)) = Ue(Us(2,y), x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z, Uiy, z)) (by 1.3.3)
= Ut( (l‘, Yy

=

), 2) (commutativity of Uy).
3.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ui(z, Uy, 2)) = U(U(z,y),x) (commutativity of Uy)
= Ui(z, Uiy, ) (by 2.3.3)
= U(Ui(x,y), z) (commutativity of U;).

15



3.3.3. If z € I, then

Uz, Uy, z)) = U(z,y V 2)

_Jxvyvz yvzel,
B 1, yVz=1,

=xVyVz,
and

Ui(Ui(z,y),2) = U(z V y, 2)

_JxVyVz xVyel,
B 1, zVy=1,

=xzVyVz,
implying that U, (z, U(y, z)) = U (U(z,y), 2).
[ |

Theorem 7. Let (X,<,0,1) be a bounded lattice and e € L\ {0,1}. If S, is a t-conorm
on le, 1] and the function Uy : L X L — L is defined by

4

Se(z,y), (2,y) € [e, 1%

e Ay,  (zy)€([0,e) x[e,1])U([e, 1] x [0,€)) U (L x L),
Us(z,y) = § v, (z,y) € [e,1] X L, (3.7)

z, (x,y) € I. x [e, 1],

0, otherwise,

\

then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Us is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(i) I. = 0; otherwise, for any y,z € I., it holds that y A z € I, or y A\ z = 0;
(iii) I AL, C I U{0};

(iv) A is a t-norm on I, U{0,1}.

Proof. It can be proved similarly to the proof of Theorem 6. |

4. Characterizations of binary operations defined by 1.1

Theorem 8. Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice, e € L\ {0,1}, and T, be a t-norm on
[0,e]. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

16



(i) Ur defined by (1.1) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(i) I. = 0; otherwise, for any y,z € I., it holds that yV z € I, or yV z = 1;
(iii) I v I. C L. U{1};
(iv)

Proof. Clearly, (ii)<=>(iii)<=(iv). It remains to show that (i)<=-(ii).

v) V is a t-conorm on I, U {0,1}.

(i)=>(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist yo, 20 € I, such that yo V 2o ¢ I,
and yo V 2o < 1. This implies that yo V zo € (e,1). Then,

Ur(yo V 20, Ur(yo, 20)) = Ur(yo V 20,90 V 20) = 1,
and
Ur(Ur(yo V 20,%0), 20) = Ur(yo V 20, 20) = Yo V 20 < 1,
which contradict with the associativity of Ur.

(ii)==(i). Clearly, Ur is a uninorm when I, = (). Without loss of generality, assume
that I, # (). Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that Uz is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any z,y € L with <y, it holds that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, 2) for
all z € L. Consider the following cases:

1. z €0,e).
1.1. If y € [0,¢), then

(T.(z,2), z€][0,e),
x z=e
Ur(x,2) = ’ ’ 4.1
A=Y e 4y
L2, zel,,
and
(T.(y,2), z€]0,e),
y7 Z - 67
Ur(y,z) =
= 2 € (e, 1],
L 2, z €1,

implying that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, z), because T, is increasing.
1.2. If y € (e, 1], then,

Y, z € 0,e),
y7 2267
Ur(y,z) =
r(y,2) 1, z € (e, 1],
yVz, ze€l.

This, together with (4.1) and T,(z, z) < x, implies that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, 2).
17



1.3. If y € I, then

Y, z € (0,e),
y7 2267
Ur(y,z) = 4.2
r(y:2) yVz, zE€lel] (42)
yVz, z€l,.

This, together with (4.1) and T,(x, z) < x, implies that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, 2).

1.4. If y = e, then Ur(y, z) = z. This, together with (4.1), implies that Ur(z,2) <
UT(y7 Z)'

2. x € (e,1]. From = < y, it follows that y € (e, 1]. Then,

x, z€10,e),
x z=ce
Ur(z,z) =<’ ' 4.3
A PR ) 4
xVz, ze€l,
and
Y, z€10,e),
y’ Z:67
Ur(y,z) = 4.4
R HN (4.4
yVz, zel,,

implying that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, z).

3. x = e. This implies that y € [e,1]. Clearly, Ur(z,z) = z = Up(y,2) if y = e. If
y € (e, 1], applying (4.4) and Ur(z, z) = z, it follows that Urp(z, z) < Ur(y, 2).

4. z € I.. From x <y, it follows that y € (e, 1] U I.. Applying (1.1) yields that
z, z €10,e),
x, z=ce,

xVz, z€ (el
xrVz z€I,.

Ur(z,2) = (4.5)

4.1. It y € (e, 1], from (4.4) and (4.5), it follows that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, 2).
42. If y € I, from (4.2) and (4.5), it is clear that Ur(z, z) < Ur(y, 2).
1.2) Associativity. For any x,y, z € L, it holds that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).

If one of the elements x, y and z is equal to e, then the equality is always satisfied.
Otherwise, consider the following cases:

1. x €[0,e).
18



1.1. y € [0,e).
1.1.1. If z € [0,e), then Up(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(x,T.(y,2)) = T.(x,T.(y,2)) =
T(Tu(2, ), 2) = ToUr(2,), 2) = Ur(Ur(z, 1), 2).
1.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ur(z,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(z,2) = z and Ur(Ur(z,y),z) =
Ur(T.(x,y),z) = z, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).
1.1.3. If z € I, then Ur(z,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(x,z) = z and Urp(Ur(z,y),2) =
Ur(T.(x,y), z) = z, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y), 2).
1.2. y € (e, 1].
1.2.1. If z € [0,e), then Up(z,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(z,y) = y and Ur(Ur(x,y),z) =
Ur(y, z) =y, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Up(Ur(z,y), 2).
1.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then Urp(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(xz,1) = 1 and Up(Ur(z,y),2) =
Ur(y, z) = 1, implying that Urp(z,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y), 2)
1.2.3. If z € I, then Ur(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(z,yV 2) = yV z and Ur(Ur(z,y),2) =
Ur(y,z) =y V z, implying that Ur(x, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).
1.3. y e I.
1.3.1. If z € [0,¢), then Up(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(z,y) = y and Ur(Ur(z,y),2) =
Ur(y, z) =y, implying that Urp(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Up(Ur(z,y), 2).
1.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Urp(x, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(z,yVz) = yVz and Up(Ur(z,y), 2) =
Ur(y,z) =y V z, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).
1.3.3. If z € I, then

Ur(z,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(x,y V 2)

_Jyvz, yvzel,
B 1, yVz=1,
=yVz
and Ur(Ur(x,y),z) = Ur(y,z) = y V z, implying that Ur(z,Ur(y, 2)) =
UT(UT(ZE,?/),Z)-
2. z € (e 1].

2.1. y €[0,e).
2.1.1. If z € [0, ¢), then

Ur(x,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur)
= Ur(z,Ur(y,z)) (by 1.1.2)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ur).

2.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(x, z) and Ur(Ur(x,y), z) = Ur(x, 2),
implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).
19



2.1.3. If z € I, then Up(z,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(x, 2) and Ur(Ur(x,y),z) = Ur(z, 2),
implying that Urp(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Up(Ur(z,y), 2).

2.2. y € (e, 1.
2.2.1. If z € [0,¢), then

Ur(x,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur)
= Ur(z,Ur(y,z)) (by 1.2.2)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur).

Ur(1, z) = 1, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y), 2).
2.23. If z € I, then Ur(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(xz,y V z) = 1 and Up(Ur(
Ur(1,z) = 1, implying that Ur(x,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y), 2).

23. yel..
2.3.1. If z € [0,¢), then

222 If z € (e, 1], then Ur(z,Ur(y,z)) = Up(z,1) = 1 and Ur(Ur(z,y),2) =
x,Y), 2

Y),2) =

Ur(x,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur)
= Ur(z,Ur(y,z)) (by 1.3.2)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur).

2.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Up(x,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(z,y V 2) = 1 and Ur(Ur(z,y), z) =
Ur(x Vy,z) =1, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y), 2).
2.3.3. If z € 1., then
UT(:Ea UT(ya 2)) = UT(xa Yy \ 2)
_JxzVvyVvz yvzel,
B 1, yVz=1,
=xzVyVz,
and Ur(Ur(x,y), z) = Ur(xVy, z) = xVyVz, implying that Ur(z, Ur(y, 2)) =
UT(UT(ZE,?/),Z)-
3. x€l,.
3.1. y € [0,e).
3.1.1. If z € [0, e), then

Ur(z,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ur)
=Ur(z,Ur(y,x)) (by 1.1.3)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur).
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3.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ur(z,Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ur)
=Ur(z,Ur(y,x)) (by 2.1.3)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ur).
3.1.3. If z € I, then Up(x, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(z, z) and Ur(Ur(x,y), 2) = Up(z, 2),
implying that Up(x, Ur(y, 2)) = Up(Ur(x,y), 2).
3.2. y € (e 1].
3.2.1. If z € [0,¢), then
Ur(x,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur)
= Ur(z,Ur(y,z)) (by 1.2.3)
= Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur).
3.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then
Ur(z,Ur(y,2)) = Ur(Ur(z,y),x) (commutativity of Ur)
— Un(z,Unly, ) (by 2.2.3
= Ur(Ur(z,y),z) (commutativity of Ur).

3.23. If z € I, then Up(z,Ur(y, 2)) =
Ur(xVy, z) = xVyVz, implying
3.3. y e L.
3.3.1. If z € [0, e), then

UT(ZL‘, UT(y, Z)) = UT

Ur(Ur

3.3.2. If z € (e,

UT(ZL‘, UT(y,Z)) = UT
- UT(27
— Ur(Uy

1], then

(Ur

3.3.3. If z € I, then

Ur(z,Ur(y, 2)) =

21

(UT(Za y),
= Ur(z, Ur(y,

(z,9),

(2,
U

T

(z,

Ur(z,yVz) = xvVyVz and Ur(Urp(z,y), 2) =

that Urp(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Ur(Ur(x,y), 2).

x) (commutativity of Ur)

z)) (by 1.3.3)
z) (commutativity of Ur).

y),x) (commutativity of Ur)

(y,2)) (by 2.3.3)
Y), %) (commutativity of Ur).

UT(ZE,?/ \ Z)

{

zVy\Vz,

xVyVz, yVzel,
1, yVz=1,



and
UT(UT(xv y)v Z) = UT(‘T \ Y, Z)

xVyVz, xVyéel,
1, rVy=1,

=xzVyVz,
implying that Urp(z, Ur(y, 2)) = Up(Ur(z,y), 2).

5. Characterizations of uninorms constructed by Asict and Mesiar [1]

This section is devoted to characterizing the uninorm property for the operations in-
troduced by Asict and Mesiar [1] (see Theorems 11 and 12). First, the incomparability is
defined for two subsets of a lattice.

Definition 3. Let (L, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice and A, B C L. Then, A and B are
comparable if there exist x € A and y € B such that = and y are comparable. Otherwise,
A and B are incomparable, i.e., z||y for all x € A and y € B, and in this case, it is denoted

as Al B.
Recently, Agic1 and Mesiar [1] obtained the following results:

Theorem 9. [1, Theorem 6| Let (L, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice with e € L\ {0,1} such
that for all x € I, and y € (0,€] it holds x|y, i.e., I.||(0,e]. If T, is a t-norm on [0, €],
then the function Ur, : L> — L defined by

(T.(z,y), (2,y) €0,e],
Y, (z,y) € [e, 1] x I,
I EZ (x,y) € I. x [e, 1],
I 0 ) e 0.0 x L) U x 0,6), ol
zAy,  (2,y) € ([0,e) x [e,1]) U([e, 1] x [0,€)) U (Le x L),
CARE otherwise,

18 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

Theorem 10. [1, Theorem 7| Let (L, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice with e € L\ {0,1} such
that for all x € I, and y € (0, €] it holds x|y, i.e., I.]|(0,¢e]. If S. is a t-conorm on le, 1],
then the function Usg, : L> — L defined by

(Se(z,),  (2,9) € [e,1]?,
Y, (z,y) € [e, 1] x L,
2 (z,y) € 1. X [e, 1],
Us(z,y) = 0, (z,y) € ([0,e) x I.) U (I, x [0,€)), (5:2)
T Ay, (z,y) € ([0,e) x [e,1]) U ([e, 1] x [0,e)) U (I X I.),
LTV, otherwise,
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18 a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

Theorem 11. Let (X, <,0,1) be a bounded lattice, e € L'\ {0,1}, and T, be a t-norm on
[0,¢e]. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Ur, defined by (5.1) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;
(ii) The following hold:

ii-1) & =0 or T.|sxpp.c)up,e)x» =0, where P = {z € (0,¢) : Iy € I, x < y};
ii-2) I AL C I, U{0}.

Proof. (i)=(ii).

(i)==ii.1). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist zy € [0, e) and yy € & such that
Te(z0,y0) > 0. From yo € £, it follows that there exists z € I, such that yy < 2. Since
Ur, is increasing, applying (5.1) yields that

0 < Te(zo,Y0) = Ur, (20, y0) < Ur. (0, 20) =0,

which is a contradiction.

(i)=ii.2). Suppose that I. A I, ¢ I. U {0}, ie., there exist 1,21 € I. such that
0 < y1 Az and y; A 21 ¢ I.. This implies that y; A z; € (0,e). From (5.1) and the
associativity of Ur,, it follows that

0= Ur.(y1,Ur.(y1, 21)) = U, (Ur.(y1,91), 21) = y1 A 21 > 0,

which is a contradiction.

(i)=(i). When & = (), this has been proved in [1, Theorem 6]. Now assume that
Te|2x0.e)u0,e)x2 = 0 and I, A I, C 1. U{0}. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that Uy, is
a commutative binary operation with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any z,y € L with < y, it holds that Ur, (z, z) < Ur.(y, 2) for
all z € L. Consider the following cases:

1. z €10,e).
1.1. If y € [0,¢), then

(T.(z,2), z€][0,e),
x z=ce

U ,Z) = ' ’ 5.3
L0, z €I,

and

(T.(y,2), z€]0,e),
y’ Z - 67

Ur(y,z) =

1.(y, 2) " R

L0, z €1,

implying that Ur, (x, z) < Ur,(y, z), because T, is increasing.
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1.2. If y € (e, 1], then,

2, z € 0,e),
Y Z - 67
Ur.(y,2) = 4
yVz, z€el]
z, z € 1.

This, together with (5.3) and T,(x, z) < z, implies that Uz, (z,2) < Ur.(y, 2).
1.3. If y € I, then z € &. Applying (5.3) and (5.1) follows that

0, z€]0,e),
x, z=c¢
Ur(z,2) =<’ ’
r.(@:2) x, z€ (e 1],
0, ze€l,,
and
0, z € (0,e),
y7 2267
Ur.(y,z) = 5.4
A ! o
yNz, z¢€l,,

implying that Ur, (z,2) < Ur,(y, 2).
1.4. If y = e, then Ur.(y, 2) = 2. This, together with (5.3), implies that Uz, (z, z) <
UTe (y’ 2)

2. x € (e,1]. From = < y, it follows that y € (e, 1]. Then,

2, z€10,e),
x z=ce
Ur (z,2) =< "’ ' 5.5
r.(2:2) xVz z€(el], (55)
z, zel,,
and
2, z€10,€),
y’ Z:6’
Ur(y,z) = 5.6
7.(9:2) yVz, z€(el], (56)
z, zel,,

implying that Ur, (z, 2) < Ur(y, 2).

3. © = e. This implies that y € [e,1]. Clearly, Ur,(z,2) = z = Ur.(y,2) if y = e. If
y € (e, 1], applying (5.6) and Uy, (z, z) = z, it follows that Ur, (2, 2) < Ur.(y, 2).

24



4. x € I.. From x <y, it follows that y € (e, 1] U I.. Applying (5.1) yields that

0, z € 10,€),
xXr Z =€
U ,Z) = ' ' 5.7

r Nz, zé€l,.

4.1. If y € (e, 1], from (5.6) and (5.7), it follows that Ur, (x, z) < Ur,(y, 2).
42. If y € I, from (5.4) and (5.7), it is clear that U, (z, 2) < Ur,(y, 2).

1.2) Associativity. For any x,y, z € L, it holds that Ur, (z,Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur, (Ur, (z,y), 2).
If one of the elements x, y and z is equal to e, then the equality is always satisfied.
Otherwise, consider the following cases:

1. x €[0,e).

1.1. y € [0,e).
1.1.1. If z € [0,e), then Ur, (z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(z,T.(y,2)) = Te(z,Tc(y, 2)) =
T.(Te(x,y), 2) = To(Ur. (2, y), 2) = Ur, (Ur,(z,y), 2)-
1.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Uy, (2, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur.(z,y) = Te(z,y) and Uz, (Ur, (z,y), 2) =
Ur.(Te(x,y), 2) = Te(x, y), implying that Ur, (x, Uz, (y, 2)) = Ur (U, (,y), 2).
1.1.3. If z € I, then Ur (x,Ur(y,2)) = U (2,0) = 0 and Ug, (Ur,(x,y),2) =
Ur, (Te(z,y), z) = 0, implying that Ur, (z, Uz, (y, 2)) = Uz (Ur. (2, y), 2).
1.2. y € (e, 1].
1.2.1. If z € [0, e), then Uy, (z, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur.(z, 2) = To(z, z) and U, (Ur, (x,y),2) =
Ur, (2, 2) = Te(x, 2), implying that Ur, (z, Uz, (y, 2)) = Uz, (Ur, (2,y), 2).
1.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ur, (z, Ur, (y, 2)) = Ug, (z,yVz) = x and Ur, (Ur, (x,y), 2) =
Ur,(z, z) = x, implying that Ur, (z, Uz, (y, 2)) = Ur, (Ur,(,y), 2).
1.2.3. If z € I, then Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(x,2) = 0 and Uz, (Ur,(z,y),2) =
Ur,(z,z) = 0, implying that Ur. (x,Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur, (U, (z,9), 2).
1.3. ye [..
1.3.1. If z € [0,¢), then Ug,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur.(2,0) = 0 and Ur, (Ur,(z,y), 2) =
Ur, (0, z) = 0, implying that Uy, (z, Te( )) Ur,(Ur.(x,y), 2).
1.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Uy, (z,Ur.(y,2)) = Ur.(x,y) = 0 and Uy, (Ur.(z,y),2) =
Ur, (0, 2) =0, implying that Ur, (z, Uz, (y, 2)) = UTE(UTE(:L’, ), 2).
1.3.3. If z € I, then

UTe (x’ UTe (y7 Z)) = UTe (x’ y /\ Z)

_J0, ynzel,
B 0, yNz=0,

)
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and UTE<UT6(.T,y),Z) = UT5<072) = 07 1mp1y1ng that UTe('ra UTe(y7z)) =
UTe(UTe('Z‘7y)7Z)'

2. x € (e 1].

2.1. y €[0,e).
2.1.1. If z € [0, e), then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur.(Ur.(2,y),z) (commutativity of Ur,)
=Ur (2, Uz (y,x)) (by 1.1.2)
= Ur.(Ur,(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).

2.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ur,(x,Ur.(y,2)) = Ur,(x,y) =y and Ug, (Ur,(x,y),2) =
Ur(y,z) =y, implying that Uz, (z, U, (y, 2)) = Ur.(Ur.(z,y), 2).
2.1.3. If z € I, then Ur,(2,Ur.(y,2)) = U (2,0) = 0 and Ur,(Ur.(x,y),2) =
Ur,(y, z) = 0, implying that Ur, (z, U, (y, 2)) = Ur. (Ur.(x,y), 2).
2.2. y € (e1].
2.2.1. If z € [0,¢), then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur.(Ur.(2,y),z) (commutativity of Ur,)
- UTe (Z’ UTe (y7 x)) (by ]‘22)
= Ur.(Ur,(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).

2.2.2. Ifz € (e, 1], then Ur, (2, Uz, (y, 2)) = Ur,(x,yVz) = 2VyVz and Ur, (Ur, (2, y), 2) =
Ur.(2Vy,z) = xVyVz, implying that Ur, (z, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur, (U, (z,y), 2).
223. If z € I, then Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(2,2) = z and Ur,(Ur,(x,y),2) =
UTe (.’L‘ V', Z) =z 1mp1y1ng that UTE(ZL’, UTe<y7 Z)) = UT5<UTe<x7y>7 Z)'
2.3. yel..
2.3.1. If z € [0,¢), then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur.(Ur.(2,y),z) (commutativity of Uz, )
=Ur, (2, Ur(y,x)) (by 1.3.2)
= Ur,(Ur,(z,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).

2.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then Ur, (z,Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur.(x

Ur.(y, z) = y, implying that Ur, (x, U, (y, 2)
2.3.3. If z € 1, then

y) =y and Uz, (Ur,(z,y),2) =
) = Ur,(Ur.(x,y), 2).

UTe (x’ UTe (y7 Z)) = UTe (l‘7 y /\ Z)

JyANz, yAzel,
B 0, yANz=0,

=yAz,
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and Ur, (Ur, (2,y), 2) = Ur,(y, 2) = y A 2, implying that Ur, (v, Ur,(y, 2)) =
UTe(UTe ('Z‘7 y)’ Z)
3. x€l,.
3.1. y €[0,e).
3.1.1. If z € [0,¢), then
Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,)
- UTe(z7 UTe (y’ l‘)) (by ]‘]‘3)
= Ur,(Ur,(x,y),z) (commutativity of Ur,).
3.1.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,)
= UTe(z7 UTe (y’ l‘)) (by 2]‘3)
= Uz, (Ur,(x,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).
3.1.3. If z € I, then Ur, (x,Ur.(y, 2)) = Ur,(2,0) = 0 and Ur, (Ur, (2,y), 2) =
Ur, (0, 2) = 0, implying that Uz, (z, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur. (Ur.(z,y), 2).
3.2. y € (e, 1].
3.2.1. If z € [0,¢), then
Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,)
= Ur.(2,Ur.(y,z)) (by 1.2.3)
= Ur,(Ur.(x,y),z) (commutativity of Ur,).
3.2.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ur,(x,Ur.(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y), ) (commutativity of Ur,)
= Ur.(z,Ur.(y,z)) (by 2.2.3)
= Uz, (Ur,(x,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).
3.2.3. If z € I, then Uy, (¢, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur. (2, 2) = xAz and Ur, (Ur, (x,y), 2) =
Ur,(x,z) = x A z, implying that Ur, (z, Ur,(y, 2)) = Ur, (Ur.(x,y), 2).
3.3. y e L.
3.3.1. If z € [0, ¢), then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,)
= Ur.(2,Ur.(y,z)) (by 1.3.3)
= Ur,(Ur,(x,y),z) (commutativity of Ur,).

3.3.2. If z € (e, 1], then

Ur,(z,Ur,(y,2)) = Ur,(Ur.(2,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,)
= UTe(z7 UTe (y7 l‘)) (by 233)
= Uz, (Ur,(x,y),2) (commutativity of Ur,).
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3.3.3. If z € I, then

UTe ('T7 UTe <y7 Z)) = UTe (':U’ y \/ Z)

_JrxAyANz, yNzel,
0, yANz=0,

=Tz ANYANz,
and
Ur.(Ur.(2,9),2) = Ur.(z Ay, 2)

rANyANz, xANyéel,
0, x Ay =0,

=xNYAz,
implying that Ur, (z, Uz, (y, 2)) = Ur. (Ur.(x,y), 2).
[ |

Theorem 12. Let (X,<,0,1) be a bounded lattice, e € L\ {0,1}, and S, be a t-conorm
on le,1]. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Us, defined by (5.2) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;
(i) Z:={rxe(0,e):yel, x<y}=0
(iii) Ze[|(0, ].

Proof. Applying Theorem 10, it is clear that (iii)<= (ii)==(i).

(i)=(iii). Suppose that I. and (0, e] are comparable, i.e., there exist zo € (0, e] and
yo € I, such that xg < yo. Clearly, xy # e. Since Ug, is increasing, applying (5.2) yields
that

0 <o = Us, (20, 70) < Us, (z0,90) = 0,

which is a contradiction. [
Remark 1. (1) Theorems 1 and 2 are respectively direct corollaries of Theorems 8 and 5.
(2) Theorem 9 is a direct corollary of Theorem 11, when & = ().

Example 1. Consider the complete lattice L with the Hasse diagram shown in Fig. 4
and take T, : {0,a,e}*> — {0,a,e} by T.(z,y) = z Ay for (x,y) € {0,a,e}* Clearly,
I. = {b,c}. The binary operation Uz defined by (1.1) is given in Table 1. Applying
Theorem 8 shows that Ur is a uninorm on L, since bV ¢ = 1. However, applying Theorem 1
can not conclude that Ur is a uninorm on L.
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Figure 4: The Hasse diagram of the lattice L in Example 1

HQQO‘QO$
_ oo 0 oo oOlo
e 0 oo O
e =l =k~
— 0O O = O OO0
— 0o 0 S Oln
e e ]

Table 1: The binary operation Ur in Example 1
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