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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 (t-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 x, y ∈ L have a greatest lower bound, called infimum and denoted as
x∧y, as well as a smallest upper bound, called supremum and denoted as x∨y. 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 x, y ∈ L, the expression x < y means that x ≤ y and x 6= 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 x‖y. Let Ie = {x ∈ L : x‖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

[a, b] = {x ∈ L : a ≤ x ≤ b}.

Other subintervals such as [a, b) and (a, b) are defined similarly. Let A(e) = ([0, e]× [e, 1])∪
([e, 1]× [0, e]).

Definition 2. [9, 14] Let (L,≤, 0, 1) be a bounded lattice. A binary operation U : L2 −→ 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, x) = x for all x ∈ L. In particular, an operation T : L2 −→ 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 Karaçal 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]).

Çaylı and Karaçal [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 ∨ y ∈ Ie for all x, y ∈ Ie. If Te is a t-norm on [0, e], then the function

UT : L× L −→ L defined by

UT (x, y) =































Te(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [0, e]2,

1, (x, y) ∈ (e, 1]2,

y, (x, y) ∈ [0, e]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [0, e],

x ∨ y, otherwise,

(1.1)

is 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 ∧ y ∈ Ie for all x, y ∈ Ie. If Se is a t-conorm on [e, 1], then the function

US : L× L −→ L defined by

US(x, y) =































0, (x, y) ∈ [0, e)2,

Se(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]2,

y, (x, y) ∈ [0, e]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [0, e],

x ∧ y, otherwise,

(1.2)

is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.
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Theorem 3. [5, Theorem 3.1] Let (X,≤, 0, 1) be a bounded lattice and e ∈ L \ {0, 1}.
Suppose that either x ∨ y > e for all x, y ∈ Ie or x ∨ y ∈ Ie for all x, y ∈ Ie. If Te is a

t-norm on [0, e], then the function Ut : L× L −→ L defined by

Ut(x, y) =































Te(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [0, e]2,

x ∨ y, (x, y) ∈ A(e) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

y, (x, y) ∈ [0, e]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [0, e],

1, otherwise,

(1.3)

is 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 ∧ y < e for all x, y ∈ Ie or x ∧ y ∈ Ie for all x, y ∈ Ie. If Se is a

t-conorm on [e, 1], then the function Us : L× L −→ L defined by

Us(x, y) =































Se(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]2,

x ∧ y, (x, y) ∈ A(e) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

y, (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [e, 1],

0, otherwise,

(1.4)

is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

For e ∈ L \ {0, 1}, it is clear that (0, e) ∈ [0, e]2 ∩ A(e) and (e, 1) ∈ [e, 1]2 ∩ A(e).
According to the method of Çaylı and Karaçal [5] in proving the above Theorems 3 and 4,
it follows that

0 = Te(0, e) = Ut(0, e) = 0 ∨ e = e,

and
1 = Se(e, 1) = Us(e, 1) = e ∧ 1 = e,

are both impossible. Meanwhile, consider the complete lattice L1 with the Hasse diagram
shown in Fig. 1 and take Se : {e, a, 1}

2 −→ {e, a, 1} by Se(x, y) = x∨y for (x, y) ∈ {e, a, 1}2.
Clearly, Ie = {b}. This implies that x ∧ y = b ∈ Ie for all x, y ∈ Ie, i.e., e satisfies the
hypothesis in Theorem 2. Applying Theorem 2 (i.e., [5, Theorem 3.12]) yields that US

defined by (1.2) is a uninorm on L1. However, US(0, a) = 0 < b = US(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 Aşıcı and Mesiar [1] to be uninorms. These extend the main results in [1, 5].
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Figure 1: The Hasse diagram of the lattice L1

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 Ie ∧ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪{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 Se is a t-conorm
on [e, 1] and the function US : L× L −→ L is defined by

US(x, y) =































0, (x, y) ∈ [0, e)2,

Se(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]2,

y, (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [e, 1],

x ∧ y, otherwise,

(2.1)

then the following statements are equivalent:

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

(ii) Ie = ∅; otherwise, for any y, z ∈ Ie, it holds that y ∧ z ∈ Ie or y ∧ z = 0;

(iii) Ie ∧ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {0};

(iv) ∧ is a t-norm on Ie ∪ {0, 1}.

Proof. Clearly, (ii)⇐⇒(iii)⇐⇒(iv). It remains to show that (i)⇐⇒(ii).

(i)=⇒(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist y0, z0 ∈ Ie such that y0 ∧ z0 /∈ Ie
and y0 ∧ z0 > 0. This implies that y0 ∧ z0 ∈ (0, e). Then,

US(y0 ∧ z0, US(y0, z0)) = US(y0 ∧ z0, y0 ∧ z0) = 0,

and
US(US(y0 ∧ z0, y0), z0) = US(y0 ∧ z0, z0) = y0 ∧ z0 > 0,

4
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Figure 2: Structure of US in Theorem 5.

which contradict with the associativity of US.

(ii)=⇒(i). Clearly, US is a uninorm when Ie = ∅. Without loss of generality, assume
that Ie 6= ∅. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that US is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any x, y ∈ L with x ≤ y, it holds that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z) for
all z ∈ L. Consider the following cases:

1. x ∈ [0, e).

1.1. If y ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, z) =



















0, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∧ z, z ∈ Ie,

(2.2)

and

US(y, z) =



















0, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∧ z, z ∈ Ie,

implying that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

1.2. If y ∈ (e, 1], then,

US(y, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

Se(y, z), z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie.
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This, together with (2.2) and Se(y, z) ≥ y, implies that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

1.3. If y ∈ Ie, then

US(y, z) =



















y ∧ z, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∧ z, z ∈ Ie.

(2.3)

This, together with (2.2), implies that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

1.4. If y = e, then US(y, z) = z. This, together with (2.2), implies that US(x, z) ≤
US(y, z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1]. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1]. Then,

US(x, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

Se(x, z), z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(2.4)

and

US(y, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

Se(y, z), z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(2.5)

implying that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z), because Te is increasing.

3. x = e. This implies that y ∈ [e, 1]. Clearly, US(x, z) = z = US(y, z) if y = e. If
y ∈ (e, 1], applying (2.5) and US(x, z) = z, it follows that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

4. x ∈ Ie. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1] ∪ Ie. Applying (2.1) yields that

US(x, z) =



















x ∧ z, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∧ z, z ∈ Ie.

(2.6)

4.1. If y ∈ (e, 1], from (2.5) and (2.6), it follows that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

4.2. If y ∈ Ie, from (2.3) and (2.6), it is clear that US(x, z) ≤ US(y, z).

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

Otherwise, consider the following cases:

6



1. x ∈ [0, e).

1.1. y ∈ [0, e).

1.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then US(x, US(y, z)) = 0 = US(US(x, y), z).

1.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y) = 0 and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(0, z) = 0, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y ∧ z) = 0 and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(0, z) = 0, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

1.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) = 0 and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x, z) = 0, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, Se(y, z)) = x and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x, z) = x, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) = x ∧ z and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x, z) = x ∧ z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.3. y ∈ Ie.

1.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y ∧ z) = 0 and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x ∧ y, z) = 0, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y) = x ∧ y and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x ∧ y, z) = x ∧ y, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

1.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y ∧ z)

=

{

x ∧ y ∧ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= x ∧ y ∧ z,

and US(US(x, y), z) = US(x∧y, z) = x∧y∧z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) =
US(US(x, y), z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1].

2.1. y ∈ [0, e).

2.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.1.2)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

2.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) and US(US(x, y), z) = US(x, z),
implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).
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2.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) and US(US(x, y), z) = US(x, z),
implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

2.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

2.2.1. If z ∈ [0, a1), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.2.2)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

2.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, Se(y, z)) = Se(x, Se(y, z)) =
Se(Se(x, y), z) = Se(US(x, y), z) = US(US(x, y), z).

2.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) = z and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(Se(x, y), z) = z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

2.3. y ∈ Ie.

2.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.3.2)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

2.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y) = y and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(y, z) = y, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

2.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y ∨ z)

=

{

y ∧ z, y ∧ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= y ∧ z,

and US(US(x, y), z) = US(y, z) = y ∧ z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) =
US(US(x, y), z).

3. x ∈ Ie.

3.1. y ∈ [0, e).

3.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.1.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

8



3.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 2.1.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

3.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y∧z) = x∧y∧z and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x∧y, z) = x∧y∧z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

3.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

3.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.2.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

3.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 2.2.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

3.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, z) = x∧ z and US(US(x, y), z) =
US(x, z) = x ∧ z, implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), z).

3.3. y ∈ Ie.

3.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 1.3.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

3.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(z, y), x) (commutativity of US)

= US(z, US(y, x)) (by 2.3.3)

= US(US(x, y), z) (commutativity of US).

3.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

US(x, US(y, z)) = US(x, y ∧ z)

=

{

x ∧ y ∧ z, y ∧ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= x ∧ y ∧ z,

9



and

US(US(x, y), z) = US(x ∧ y, z)

=

{

x ∧ y ∧ z, x ∧ y ∈ Ie,

0, x ∧ y = 0,

= x ∧ y ∧ z,

implying that US(x, US(y, z)) = US(US(x, y), 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 Te is a t-norm on

[0, e] and the function Ut : L× L −→ L is defined by

Ut(x, y) =































Te(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [0, e]2,

x ∨ y, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e]× (e, 1]) ∪ ((e, 1]× [0, e]) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

y, (x, y) ∈ [0, e]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [0, e],

1, otherwise,

(3.1)

then the following statements are equivalent:

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

(ii) Ie = ∅; otherwise, for any y, z ∈ Ie, it holds that y ∨ z ∈ Ie or y ∨ z = 1;

(iii) Ie ∨ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {1};

(iv) ∨ is a t-conorm on Ie ∪ {0, 1}.

Proof. Clearly, (ii)⇐⇒(iii)⇐⇒(iv). It remains to show that (i)⇐⇒(ii).

(i)=⇒(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist y0, z0 ∈ Ie such that y0 ∨ z0 /∈ Ie
and y0 ∨ z0 < 1. This implies that y0 ∨ z0 ∈ (e, 1). Consequently,

Ut(y0, Ut(y0, z0)) = Ut(y0, y0 ∨ z0) = 1,

and
Ut(Ut(y0, y0), z0) = Ut(y0, z0) = y0 ∨ z0 < 1,

10
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Figure 3: Structure of Ut in Theorem 6.

which contradict with the associativity of Ut.

(ii)=⇒(i). Clearly, Ut is a uninorm when Ie = ∅. Without loss of generality, assume
that Ie 6= ∅. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that Ut is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any x, y ∈ L with x ≤ y, it holds that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z) for all
z ∈ L. Consider the following cases:

1. x ∈ [0, e).

1.1. If y ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, z) =



















Te(x, z), z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(3.2)

and

Ut(y, z) =



















Te(y, z), z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

implying that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z), because Te is increasing.
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1.2. If y ∈ (e, 1], then,

Ut(y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

1, z ∈ Ie.

This, together with (3.2) and Te(x, z) ≤ x, implies that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).

1.3. If y ∈ Ie, then

Ut(y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∨ z, z ∈ Ie.

(3.3)

This, together with (3.2) and Te(x, z) ≤ x, implies that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).

1.4. If y = e, then Ut(y, z) = z. This, together with (3.2), implies that Ut(x, z) ≤
Ut(y, z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1]. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1]. Then,

Ut(x, z) =



















x, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

1, z ∈ Ie,

(3.4)

and

Ut(y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

1, z ∈ Ie,

(3.5)

implying that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).

3. x = e. This implies that y ∈ [e, 1]. Clearly, Ut(x, z) = z = Ut(y, z) if y = e. If
y ∈ (e, 1], applying (3.5) and Ut(x, z) = z, it follows that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).

4. x ∈ Ie. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1] ∪ Ie. Applying (3.1) yields that

Ut(x, z) =



















x, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∨ z, z ∈ Ie.

(3.6)

4.1. If y ∈ (e, 1], from (3.5) and (3.6), it follows that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).
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4.2. If y ∈ Ie, from (3.3) and (3.6), it is clear that Ut(x, z) ≤ Ut(y, z).

i.2) Associativity. For any x, y, z ∈ L, it holds that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).
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 Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, Te(y, z)) = Te(x, Te(y, z)) =
Te(Te(x, y), z) = Te(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, z) = z and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(Te(x, y), z) = z, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, z) = z and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(Te(x, y), z) =
z, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

1.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, y) = y and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(y, z) = y, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(y, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(y, z) =
1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.3. y ∈ Ie.

1.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, y) = y and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(y, z) = y, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = UT (x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(y, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

1.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, y ∨ z)

=

{

y ∨ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= y ∨ z,

and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(y, z) = y ∨ z, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) =
Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1].

2.1. y ∈ [0, e).

13



2.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.1.2)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

2.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, z) and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(x, z),
implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, z) and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(x, z),
implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

2.2.1. If z ∈ [0, a1), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.2.2)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

2.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(1, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(1, z) =
1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2.3. y ∈ Ie.

2.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.3.2)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

2.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(1, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

2.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, y ∨ z)

=

{

1, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= 1,

and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(1, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

3. x ∈ Ie.

3.1. y ∈ [0, e).
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3.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.1.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

3.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 2.1.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

3.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, z) and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(x, z),
implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

3.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

3.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.2.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

3.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 2.2.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

3.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, 1) = 1 and Ut(Ut(x, y), z) =
Ut(1, z) = 1, implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

3.3. y ∈ Ie.

3.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 1.3.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).

3.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(z, y), x) (commutativity of Ut)

= Ut(z, Ut(y, x)) (by 2.3.3)

= Ut(Ut(x, y), z) (commutativity of Ut).
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3.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(x, y ∨ z)

=

{

x ∨ y ∨ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= x ∨ y ∨ z,

and

Ut(Ut(x, y), z) = Ut(x ∨ y, z)

=

{

x ∨ y ∨ z, x ∨ y ∈ Ie,

1, x ∨ y = 1,

= x ∨ y ∨ z,

implying that Ut(x, Ut(y, z)) = Ut(Ut(x, y), z).

�

Theorem 7. Let (X,≤, 0, 1) be a bounded lattice and e ∈ L \ {0, 1}. If Se is a t-conorm
on [e, 1] and the function Us : L× L −→ L is defined by

Us(x, y) =































Se(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]2,

x ∧ y, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e)× [e, 1]) ∪ ([e, 1]× [0, e)) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

y, (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [e, 1],

0, otherwise,

(3.7)

then the following statements are equivalent:

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

(ii) Ie = ∅; otherwise, for any y, z ∈ Ie, it holds that y ∧ z ∈ Ie or y ∧ z = 0;

(iii) Ie ∧ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {0};

(iv) ∧ is a t-norm on Ie ∪ {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 Te be a t-norm on

[0, e]. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
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(i) UT defined by (1.1) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(ii) Ie = ∅; otherwise, for any y, z ∈ Ie, it holds that y ∨ z ∈ Ie or y ∨ z = 1;

(iii) Ie ∨ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {1};

(iv) ∨ is a t-conorm on Ie ∪ {0, 1}.

Proof. Clearly, (ii)⇐⇒(iii)⇐⇒(iv). It remains to show that (i)⇐⇒(ii).

(i)=⇒(ii). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist y0, z0 ∈ Ie such that y0 ∨ z0 /∈ Ie
and y0 ∨ z0 < 1. This implies that y0 ∨ z0 ∈ (e, 1). Then,

UT (y0 ∨ z0, UT (y0, z0)) = UT (y0 ∨ z0, y0 ∨ z0) = 1,

and
UT (UT (y0 ∨ z0, y0), z0) = UT (y0 ∨ z0, z0) = y0 ∨ z0 < 1,

which contradict with the associativity of UT .

(ii)=⇒(i). Clearly, UT is a uninorm when Ie = ∅. Without loss of generality, assume
that Ie 6= ∅. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that UT is a commutative binary operation
with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any x, y ∈ L with x ≤ y, it holds that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z) for
all z ∈ L. Consider the following cases:

1. x ∈ [0, e).

1.1. If y ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, z) =



















Te(x, z), z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(4.1)

and

UT (y, z) =



















Te(y, z), z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

implying that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z), because Te is increasing.

1.2. If y ∈ (e, 1], then,

UT (y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∨ z, z ∈ Ie.

This, together with (4.1) and Te(x, z) ≤ x, implies that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).
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1.3. If y ∈ Ie, then

UT (y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y ∨ z, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∨ z, z ∈ Ie.

(4.2)

This, together with (4.1) and Te(x, z) ≤ x, implies that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).

1.4. If y = e, then UT (y, z) = z. This, together with (4.1), implies that UT (x, z) ≤
UT (y, z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1]. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1]. Then,

UT (x, z) =



















x, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∨ z, z ∈ Ie,

(4.3)

and

UT (y, z) =



















y, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

1, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∨ z, z ∈ Ie,

(4.4)

implying that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).

3. x = e. This implies that y ∈ [e, 1]. Clearly, UT (x, z) = z = UT (y, z) if y = e. If
y ∈ (e, 1], applying (4.4) and UT (x, z) = z, it follows that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).

4. x ∈ Ie. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1] ∪ Ie. Applying (1.1) yields that

UT (x, z) =



















x, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x ∨ z, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∨ z, z ∈ Ie.

(4.5)

4.1. If y ∈ (e, 1], from (4.4) and (4.5), it follows that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).

4.2. If y ∈ Ie, from (4.2) and (4.5), it is clear that UT (x, z) ≤ UT (y, z).

i.2) Associativity. For any x, y, z ∈ L, it holds that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).
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).
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1.1. y ∈ [0, e).

1.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, Te(y, z)) = Te(x, Te(y, z)) =
Te(Te(x, y), z) = Te(UT (x, y), z) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, z) = z and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (Te(x, y), z) = z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, z) = z and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (Te(x, y), z) = z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

1.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y) = y and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (y, z) = y, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, 1) = 1 and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (y, z) = 1, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z) = y ∨ z and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (y, z) = y ∨ z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.3. y ∈ Ie.

1.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y) = y and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (y, z) = y, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y∨z) = y∨z and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (y, z) = y ∨ z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

1.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z)

=

{

y ∨ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= y ∨ z,

and UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (y, z) = y ∨ z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) =
UT (UT (x, y), z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1].

2.1. y ∈ [0, e).

2.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.1.2)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

2.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, z) and UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (x, z),
implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).
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2.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, z) and UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (x, z),
implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

2.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

2.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.2.2)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

2.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, 1) = 1 and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (1, z) = 1, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

2.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z) = 1 and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (1, z) = 1, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

2.3. y ∈ Ie.

2.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.3.2)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

2.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z) = 1 and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (x ∨ y, z) = 1, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

2.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z)

=

{

x ∨ y ∨ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= x ∨ y ∨ z,

and UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (x∨y, z) = x∨y∨z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) =
UT (UT (x, y), z).

3. x ∈ Ie.

3.1. y ∈ [0, e).

3.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.1.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).
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3.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 2.1.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

3.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, z) and UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (x, z),
implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

3.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

3.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.2.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

3.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 2.2.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

3.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y∨z) = x∨y∨z and UT (UT (x, y), z) =
UT (x∨y, z) = x∨y∨z, implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

3.3. y ∈ Ie.

3.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 1.3.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

3.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (z, y), x) (commutativity of UT )

= UT (z, UT (y, x)) (by 2.3.3)

= UT (UT (x, y), z) (commutativity of UT ).

3.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (x, y ∨ z)

=

{

x ∨ y ∨ z, y ∨ z ∈ Ie,

1, y ∨ z = 1,

= x ∨ y ∨ z,
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and

UT (UT (x, y), z) = UT (x ∨ y, z)

=

{

x ∨ y ∨ z, x ∨ y ∈ Ie,

1, x ∨ y = 1,

= x ∨ y ∨ z,

implying that UT (x, UT (y, z)) = UT (UT (x, y), z).

�

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

This section is devoted to characterizing the uninorm property for the operations in-
troduced by Aşıcı 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 ⊂ L. Then, A and B are
comparable if there exist x ∈ A and y ∈ B such that x and y are comparable. Otherwise,
A and B are incomparable, i.e., x‖y for all x ∈ A and y ∈ B, and in this case, it is denoted
as A‖B.

Recently, Aşıcı 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 ∈ Ie and y ∈ (0, e] it holds x‖y, i.e., Ie‖(0, e]. If Te is a t-norm on [0, e],
then the function UTe

: L2 −→ L defined by

UTe
(x, y) =







































Te(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [0, e]2,

y, (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [e, 1],

0, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e)× Ie) ∪ (Ie × [0, e)) ,

x ∧ y, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e)× [e, 1]) ∪ ([e, 1]× [0, e)) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

x ∨ y, otherwise,

(5.1)

is 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 ∈ Ie and y ∈ (0, e] it holds x‖y, i.e., Ie‖(0, e]. If Se is a t-conorm on [e, 1],
then the function USe

: L2 −→ L defined by

USe
(x, y) =







































Se(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]2,

y, (x, y) ∈ [e, 1]× Ie,

x, (x, y) ∈ Ie × [e, 1],

0, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e)× Ie) ∪ (Ie × [0, e)) ,

x ∧ y, (x, y) ∈ ([0, e)× [e, 1]) ∪ ([e, 1]× [0, e)) ∪ (Ie × Ie) ,

x ∨ y, otherwise,

(5.2)
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is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e.

Theorem 11. Let (X,≤, 0, 1) be a bounded lattice, e ∈ L \ {0, 1}, and Te be a t-norm on

[0, e]. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) UTe
defined by (5.1) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(ii) The following hold:

ii-1) P = ∅ or Te|P×[0,e)∪[0,e)×P ≡ 0, where P = {x ∈ (0, e) : ∃y ∈ Ie, x ≤ y};

ii-2) Ie ∧ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {0}.

Proof. (i)=⇒(ii).
(i)=⇒ii.1). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist x0 ∈ [0, e) and y0 ∈ P such that

Te(x0, y0) > 0. From y0 ∈ P, it follows that there exists z ∈ Ie such that y0 ≤ z0. Since
UTe

is increasing, applying (5.1) yields that

0 < Te(x0, y0) = UTe
(x0, y0) ≤ UTe

(x0, z0) = 0,

which is a contradiction.
(i)=⇒ii.2). Suppose that Ie ∧ Ie * Ie ∪ {0}, i.e., there exist y1, z1 ∈ Ie such that

0 < y1 ∧ z1 and y1 ∧ z1 /∈ Ie. This implies that y1 ∧ z1 ∈ (0, e). From (5.1) and the
associativity of UTe

, it follows that

0 = UTe
(y1, UTe

(y1, z1)) = UTe
(UTe

(y1, y1), z1) = y1 ∧ z1 > 0,

which is a contradiction.

(ii)=⇒(i). When P = ∅, this has been proved in [1, Theorem 6]. Now assume that
Te|P×[0,e)∪[0,e)×P ≡ 0 and Ie ∧ Ie ⊂ Ie ∪ {0}. Firstly, it is not difficult to verify that UTe

is
a commutative binary operation with the neutral element e.

i.1) Monotonicity. For any x, y ∈ L with x ≤ y, it holds that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z) for
all z ∈ L. Consider the following cases:

1. x ∈ [0, e).

1.1. If y ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, z) =



















Te(x, z), z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x, z ∈ (e, 1],

0, z ∈ Ie,

(5.3)

and

UTe
(y, z) =



















Te(y, z), z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y, z ∈ (e, 1],

0, z ∈ Ie,

implying that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z), because Te is increasing.
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1.2. If y ∈ (e, 1], then,

UTe
(y, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y ∨ z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie.

This, together with (5.3) and Te(x, z) ≤ z, implies that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).

1.3. If y ∈ Ie, then x ∈ P. Applying (5.3) and (5.1) follows that

UTe
(x, z) =



















0, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x, z ∈ (e, 1],

0, z ∈ Ie,

and

UTe
(y, z) =



















0, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y, z ∈ (e, 1],

y ∧ z, z ∈ Ie,

(5.4)

implying that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).

1.4. If y = e, then UTe
(y, z) = z. This, together with (5.3), implies that UTe

(x, z) ≤
UTe

(y, z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1]. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1]. Then,

UTe
(x, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x ∨ z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(5.5)

and

UTe
(y, z) =



















z, z ∈ [0, e),

y, z = e,

y ∨ z, z ∈ (e, 1],

z, z ∈ Ie,

(5.6)

implying that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).

3. x = e. This implies that y ∈ [e, 1]. Clearly, UTe
(x, z) = z = UTe

(y, z) if y = e. If
y ∈ (e, 1], applying (5.6) and UTe

(x, z) = z, it follows that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).
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4. x ∈ Ie. From x ≤ y, it follows that y ∈ (e, 1] ∪ Ie. Applying (5.1) yields that

UTe
(x, z) =



















0, z ∈ [0, e),

x, z = e,

x, z ∈ (e, 1],

x ∧ z, z ∈ Ie.

(5.7)

4.1. If y ∈ (e, 1], from (5.6) and (5.7), it follows that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).

4.2. If y ∈ Ie, from (5.4) and (5.7), it is clear that UTe
(x, z) ≤ UTe

(y, z).

i.2) Associativity. For any x, y, z ∈ L, it holds that UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z).
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 UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, Te(y, z)) = Te(x, Te(y, z)) =

Te(Te(x, y), z) = Te(UTe
(x, y), z) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y) = Te(x, y) and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(Te(x, y), z) = Te(x, y), implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, 0) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(Te(x, y), z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

1.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, z) = Te(x, z) and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x, z) = Te(x, z), implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y∨z) = x and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x, z) = x, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, z) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.3. y ∈ Ie.

1.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, 0) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(0, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(0, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

1.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y ∧ z)

=

{

0, y ∧ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= 0,
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and UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) = UTe
(0, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) =

UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z).

2. x ∈ (e, 1].

2.1. y ∈ [0, e).

2.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.1.2)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

2.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y) = y and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(y, z) = y, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

2.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, 0) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(y, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

2.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

2.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.2.2)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

2.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y∨z) = x∨y∨z and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x∨y, z) = x∨y∨ z, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

2.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, z) = z and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x ∨ y, z) = z, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

2.3. y ∈ Ie.

2.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.3.2)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

2.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y) = y and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(y, z) = y, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

2.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y ∧ z)

=

{

y ∧ z, y ∧ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= y ∧ z,
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and UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) = UTe
(y, z) = y ∧ z, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) =

UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z).

3. x ∈ Ie.

3.1. y ∈ [0, e).

3.1.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.1.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

3.1.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 2.1.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

3.1.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, 0) = 0 and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(0, z) = 0, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

3.2. y ∈ (e, 1].

3.2.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.2.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

3.2.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 2.2.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

3.2.3. If z ∈ Ie, then UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, z) = x∧z and UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z) =

UTe
(x, z) = x ∧ z, implying that UTe

(x, UTe
(y, z)) = UTe

(UTe
(x, y), z).

3.3. y ∈ Ie.

3.3.1. If z ∈ [0, e), then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 1.3.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).

3.3.2. If z ∈ (e, 1], then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(z, y), x) (commutativity of UTe
)

= UTe
(z, UTe

(y, x)) (by 2.3.3)

= UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) (commutativity of UTe
).
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3.3.3. If z ∈ Ie, then

UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(x, y ∨ z)

=

{

x ∧ y ∧ z, y ∧ z ∈ Ie,

0, y ∧ z = 0,

= x ∧ y ∧ z,

and

UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z) = UTe
(x ∧ y, z)

=

{

x ∧ y ∧ z, x ∧ y ∈ Ie,

0, x ∧ y = 0,

= x ∧ y ∧ z,

implying that UTe
(x, UTe

(y, z)) = UTe
(UTe

(x, y), z).

�

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

(i) USe
defined by (5.2) is a uninorm on L with the neutral element e;

(ii) P := {x ∈ (0, e) : ∃y ∈ Ie, x ≤ y} = ∅;

(iii) Ie‖(0, e].

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

(i)=⇒(iii). Suppose that Ie and (0, e] are comparable, i.e., there exist x0 ∈ (0, e] and
y0 ∈ Ie such that x0 ≤ y0. Clearly, x0 6= e. Since USe

is increasing, applying (5.2) yields
that

0 < x0 = USe
(x0, x0) ≤ USe

(x0, y0) = 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 P = ∅.

Example 1. Consider the complete lattice L with the Hasse diagram shown in Fig. 4
and take Te : {0, a, e}2 −→ {0, a, e} by Te(x, y) = x ∧ y for (x, y) ∈ {0, a, e}2. Clearly,
Ie = {b, c}. The binary operation UT defined by (1.1) is given in Table 1. Applying
Theorem 8 shows that UT is a uninorm on L, since b∨c = 1. However, applying Theorem 1
can not conclude that UT is a uninorm on L.
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Figure 4: The Hasse diagram of the lattice L in Example 1

UT 0 a b c e 1
0 0 0 b c 0 1
a 0 a b c a 1
b b b b 1 b 1
c c c 1 c c 1
e 0 a b c e 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 1: The binary operation UT in Example 1
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[1] E. Aşıcı and R. Mesiar. On the construction of uninorms on bounded lattices. Fuzzy Sets Syst., 2020.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2020.02.007.

[2] G. Birkhoff. Lattice Theory. American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, Rhode Island,
1973.

[3] S. Bodjanova and M. Kalina. Construction of uninorms on bounded lattices. In 2014 IEEE 12th
International Symposium on Intelligent Systems and Informatics (SISY), pages 61–66. IEEE, 2014.
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[8] F. Karacal, Ü. Ertuğrul, and R. Mesiar. Characterization of uninorms on bounded lattices. Fuzzy

Set. Syst., 308:54–71, 2017.
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