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Abstract
This paper constructs a ¢,-norm and a ¢,-conorm on the set of all normal and convex functions from [0, 1]
to [0, 1], which are not obtained by using the following two formulas on binary operations A and Y:

(f L g)(x) =sup{f(y) *g(2) |y & z =z},

(fYg)(z)=sup{f(y)*xg(z) |y V z =z},

where f,g € Map(]0,1],[0,1]), A and V are respectively a t-norm and a ¢-conorm on [0,1], and * is a
binary operation on [0, 1]. This result answers affirmatively an open problem posed in [3]. Moreover, the
duality between t,-norms and t¢,-conorms is obtained by the introduction of operations dual to binary
operations on Map([0, 1], [0, 1]).
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1. Introduction

In 1975, Zadeh [15] introduced the notion of type-2 fuzzy sets (T2FSs), that is, a fuzzy set with
fuzzy sets as truth values (simply, “fuzzy-fuzzy sets”), as an extension of type-1 fuzzy sets (FSs) and
interval-valued fuzzy sets (IVFSs), which was then equivalently expressed in different forms by Mendel
et al. [4, 5, 7, 8]. The definitions of triangular norms (briefly t-norms) and triangular conorms (briefly
t-conorms) on the real unit interval were introduced by Schweizer and Sklar [10] in the framework of
probabilistic metric spaces. These definitions exploits the main idea of Menger [9] that extends the
classical triangle inequality in metric spaces to probabilistic metric spaces. In 2006, Walker and Walker
[12] extended t-norm and t-conorm on I to the algebra of truth values on T2FSs and IVFSs. Then,
Herndndez et al. [3] modified Walker and Walker’s definition and introduced the notions of a ¢,-norm
and a t,-conorm by adding some “restrictive axioms” (see Definition 2.8 below). In particular, in [3] they
proved that the binary operation A (resp., Y) on the set L of all normal and convex functions is a ¢,-norm
(resp., a t,-conorm). They also proposed the following two open problems on the binary operations A
and Y (see Definition 2.5 below).

Question 1. [3] Apart from the t-norm, does there exist other binary operation ’ on I such that ‘A’
and Y’ are, respectively, a t.-norm and a t,.-conorm on L?

Question 2. [3] Determine other binary operations, which are not obtained using the formulas given for
the operations ‘A’ and Y’, that are either a t,.-norm or a t.-conorm on L.

Recently, in [13] we have answered negatively Question 1, proving that, if a binary operation * ensures
A be a t,-norm on L or Y be a t,-conorm on L, then * is a t-norm. This paper is devoted to solving
Question 2 by constructing a t,-norm ‘%’ (see Section 4) and a t,-conorm ‘%’ (see Section 6) on L, which
cannot be obtained by the formulas defining the operations ‘A’ and ‘Y.
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2. Preliminaries and basic concepts

Throughout this paper, let I = [0,1], Map(X,Y) be the set of all mappings from X to Y, and ‘<’
denote the usual order relation in the lattice of real numbers, with M = Map(I,I). Let V and A be the
maximum and minimum operations, respectively, on lattice I.

Definition 2.1. [14] A type-1 fuzzy set A in space X is a mapping from X to I, i.e., A € Map(X,I).
Definition 2.2. [11] A type-2 fuzzy set A in space X is a mapping
A: X —> M,

ie, A€ Map(X,M).

Definition 2.3. [11] A function f € M is
(1) normal if sup{f(x) |z € I} =1;
(2) convex if, for any 0 <z <y <z <1, f(y) > f(z) A f(2).

Let N and L denote the set of all normal functions in M and the set of all normal and convex functions
in M, respectively.
For any subset B of X, a special fuzzy set 1g, called the characteristic function of B, is defined by

1, x € B,
La(@) = {0, z € X\B.
Let J={1 [z cl}and K= {1, |0<a<b< 1}
Definition 2.4. [6] A binary operation * : I2 — I is a t-norm on I if it satisfies the following axioms:
(T1) (commutativity) x*xy =y *x for x,y € I;

(T2) (associativity) (zxy) *z =z * (y* z) for x,y,z € T;

) (
(T3) (monotonicity) = is increasing in each argument;
) (

(T4) (neutral element) 1xx =xz*1=x for z € I.

A binary operation * : I? — [ is a t-conorm on [ if it satisfies axioms (T1), (T2), and (T3) above; and
axiom (T4"): Oxxz =2z %0 =z for z € I.

Definition 2.5. [3] Let * be a binary operation on I, A be a t-norm on I, and V be a t-conorm on I.
Define the binary operations A and Y : M2 — M as follows: for f,g € M,

(f L g)(x) =sup{f(y) *g(2) |y & z =z}, (2.1)

and
(f Y g)(x) =sup{f(y) xg(2) |y V 2z =x}. (2.2)

Definition 2.6. [11] The operations of U (union), M (intersection), — (complementation) on M are
defined as follows: for f,g € M,

(fUg)(z) =sup{f(y) Ag(z) |y Vz ==z},
(fg)(x) =sup{f(y) ANg(2) |y Az ==},

and
(—f)(@) =sup{f(y) |1 -y ==} = f(1—2).

From [11], it follows that 9 = (M, L, 11, =, 10}, 1413) does not have a lattice structure, although U
and M satisfy the De Morgan’s laws with respect to the complementation —.
Walker and Walker [11] introduced the following partial orders C and < on M.

Definition 2.7. [11] fCgif fRg=f; f<gif fUg=g.

It follows from [11, Proposition 14] that both C and < are partial orders on M. Generally, the partial
orders C and < do not coincide. In [1, 2, 11], it was proved that C and < coincide on L, and the
subalgebra £ = (L, L, M, -, 10y, 1{1}) is a bounded complete lattice. In particular, 19y and 14y are the
minimum and the maximum of £, respectively.



Definition 2.8. [3] A binary operation T : L? — L is a t,-norm (t-norm according to the restrictive
axioms), if
01 is commutative, i.e. T(f, ) = Tv(g,f) for f,g € L;

02 is associative, i.e. T(T(f,g), h) = T(f7 T(g,h)) for f,g,h € L;

04

(o1) T

(02) T

(03) T(f,1(1y) = f for f € L (neutral element);

(04) T is increasing, i.e., for f, g, h € L such that f C g, T(f,h) C T(g, h);
(05)

05 ( 0,175 Lia,0]) = Lpo,0]3

(06) T is closed on J;
(O7) T is closed on K.

A binary operation S : L2 — L is a t,-conorm if it satisfies axioms (O1), (02), (04), (06), and (O7)
above; axiom (03’): §(f, 150y) = f; and axiom (O5’): §(1[011], 11ap) = 1a,1)- Axioms (O1), (02), (03),
(03’), and (O4) are called “basic arioms’, and an operation that complies with these axioms will be
referred to as t-norm and t-conorm, respectively.

Definition 2.9. For f € M, define

fH(@) =sup{f(y) | y < =},

Ly = SR ) [y <z} e (01],
) {f(()), =0,

and

f @) =sup{f(y) | y >z},

Ru(py = )80 (W) [y > a2}, 2 €[0,1),
S @) {f(l), =1

Clearly, (1) f&, f& and ff, ff are increasing and decreasing, respectively; (2) f&(z) Vv ff(z) =

fl(@) v fB(x) = sup,e{f(2)} and fB(x) Vv fiv(z) = sup,c;{f(2)} for all z € I. The following
properties of f& and f were obtained by Walker et al. [1, 2, 11].

Proposition 2.1. [11] For f,g € M,
(1) f< fL AT

(2) (f* bR =1

3) (= ) —ﬁ(fR) (=) ==(f5);
4) (S5 = (Y = supge {f(2)}:
(5) fCgifandonly if fENg<f<g¥;
(6) f < g if and only if f Ng* < g < fL;
(7) f

7 is convex if and only if f = fX A f2.

Theorem 2.1. [1, 2] Let f,g € L. Then, f C g if and only if f* > g* and f% < g'*.
The following result follows from the definitions of f* and f%.

Lemma 2.1. For f € M, f£(1) = f2(0) = sup,,{f(2)}.

Proposition 2.2. For f € M, fiv(z) = supte[O’z){fL(t)} for all z € (0,1].



Proof. Fix any z € (0, 1], noting that f(t) < fE(¢) for all t € [0,z), we have

fie (@) = tesg(l)p){f(t)} < Sup){fL(t)}-

te[0,z

Moreover, for any ¢ € [0, ), it follows from ¢ < X% < z that f&(t) < fEv(52) < fEv(2), implying
that
sup {f5(1)} < [ (@).

tel0,z)
Thus,
fro(a) = sup {f4(1)}.

te[0,x)

Lemma 2.2. For f e N, inf{z € I | fl(z) =1} <sup{z e 1| fl(z) =1}.

Proof. From f € N and Lemma 2.1, it follows that fZ(1) = f2(0) = sup{f(x) | « € I} = 1, which
means that both {z € I | f&(z) = 1} and {x € I | ff(x) = 1} are nonempty sets. Denote n = inf{x €
I'| fE(x) =1} and € = sup{z € I | fB(x) = 1}. If n = 0, this holds trivially. If n > 0, then for any
0 <a<mn, ff(a) < 1. This, together with fL(a) V ff(a) = sup,¢,;{f(z)} = 1, implies that ff(a) = 1.
Thus, a < &. Therefore,

§=supf{a|0<a<n}t=n.

3. Basic properties of *
In this section, basic properties of * determined by the binary operations A, V, A, and Y are obtained.
Proposition 3.1. (1) Let x be a t-norm on I. Then, x+xy =1 if and only if x =y = 1.

(2) Let x be a t-conorm on I. Then, x xy =0 if and only if t =y = 0.

Lemma 3.1. (1) Let A be a t-norm on I and x be a binary operation on I. Then,
(f L g9)A) = f(1) xg(1).
(2) Let V be at-conorm on I and % be a binary operation on I. Then,

(f ¥ 9)(0) = f(0) * g(0).

Proof. Since A is a t-norm, from Proposition 3.1, we have

(f Lg)(1) =sup{f(y) *g(2) [y & z=1} = f(1) x g(1).

Similarly, we have
(f Y 9)(0) = sup{f(y) * g(2) | yvz = 1} = f(0) * g(0).
O

Proposition 3.2. Let A be a t-norm on I and * be a binary operation on I. If A is commutative on L,
then x is commutative.

Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that % is not commutative. Then, there exist u,v € [ such that
u* v # v x u. Choose two functions f, g € M, as follows

fl@) = (u—-1z+1,

and
g(z) = (v—Dx+1,

for z € I. It can be verified that f,g € L, as both f and g are decreasing. Since A is commutative,
Lemma 3.1 yields

uxv=f(1)xg(1)=(f Lg)(1)
=L )A)=91)xf(1) =vxu,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, * is commutative. O
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Proposition 3.3. Let A be a t-norm on I and * be a binary operation on I. If A is a t-norm on L, then
0x0=0%x1=1%0=0and 1x1=1.

Proof. Since 11y is the neutral element of A, from Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, it follows that
0=1403(1) = (11} A Lgo3)(1)

=1(13(1) x Loy (1)
=1x0=0x1;

0=140.5}(0) = (Lg0.5) A L(13)(0)
> 11053(1) x 113(0) (as 1 A0 =0)
=0x*0;

and

1=173(1) =1y A1ay(D)
= 1{1}(1) * 1{1}(1) =1x1.

O

Proposition 3.4. Let V be a t-conorm on I and x be a binary operation on I. If Y is a t-conorm on L,
then0x0=0%x1=1%x0=0and1x1=1.

Proof. Since 1y, is the neutral element of Y, from Lemma 3.1, it follows that

0=1413(0) = (113 Y 1403)(0)

— 1113(0) % 10y (0) = 0% 1; e
0=141;(0) = (110} Y 1413)(0)
— 1403(0) % 1413 (0) = 1% 0; 32
and
0=145;(1) = (05 ¥ Li03)(1)
> 140.5)(0) * 10y (1) (as OV1 = 1) (3.3)

=0=x0.

It follows from (3.1)—(3.3) that, for y,z € I, one has 11} (y) * 1103(2) € {0,1 % 1}. This implies that

1=1413(1) = (1) Y 1g0p)(1)
= sup{0, 1113(1) * 1403 (0)} (as 1v0 = 1)
=1x1.

O

Proposition 3.5. Let A be a t-norm on I and * be a binary operation on I. If A is a t-norm on L,
then, for x1,x2 € I, one has 1z 1y A 1ipsy = Liz pny)-

Proof. Proposition 3.3 yields

(a) fory,z € I, 1{11}(y) * 1{962}(2) € {0, 1};

(b) 142y (y) * 1y (2) = 1 if and only if y = 21 and 2z = x.
This, together with

(Lizyy A L)) (@) = sup{lipy(y) * L(uy)(2) |y A 2 = 2},

implies that
Loy A LYooy = Lz ao)-
O

Proposition 3.6. Let V be a t-conorm on I and * be a binary operation on I. If Y is a t-conorm, then,
Jor xi,xa € 1, one has 1z 1y Y 1ippy = Liz 900} -



Proof. Proposition 3.4 yields
(a) for Y,z € 1, ]-{zl}(y) * 1{962}('2) € {Oa 1};
(b) 1gz1(y) * 1{z,1(2) = 1 if and only if y = 2, and 2z = x.

This, together with

(Lzyy Y Lapy) (@) = sup{1(e,} (¥) * 12y (2) | yV2 = 2},

implies that
Loy ¥ Lao) = Yoy vaa)-

4. Construction of a t,.-norm on L

For any f,g € L, let ny, = inf{x € I | fL(z) =1} Ainf{z € I | g*(z) = 1} and &5, = sup{x € I |
fE(z) =1} Asup{z € I'| g%(x) = 1}. By Lemma 2.2, we have ns , < ;.

Definition 4.1. Define a binary operation % : L2 — M as follows: for f,g € L,
(1) f=1py, fhg=gkf=g;
(2) g=1py, fhg=gkf=[;
(3) f# 141y and g # 141y,

fr) v gh(t), tel0,mgg),

3 t € [nf,9,1.9):

N ) 4.1

(f#g)(t) FRE AgRE), t= £f.90 "
0, te (Eﬁgvl]‘

Clearly, f+#g is increasing on [0,&y,4).
Proposition 4.1. For f,g € L, f¥%g is normal and convez, i.e., f¥g € L.
Proof. Consider the following two cases:
(1) if f =11y or g = 14y, it is clear that f¥&g € L;

(2) if f # 141y and g # 1y}, applying (4.1), it is easy to see that f¥#g is convex, since it is increasing on
[0,&5,4) and decreasing on [y 4, 1]. It remains to show that f¥#g is normal.

(a) Ifnyy < &fg, then (fkg)(t) =1 for all t € [ny4,87,4);

(b) If s 4 = &y,4, consider the following two subcases:
(b.1) ns4 =0. It follows from (4.1) that

FEO) A gT(0), t=0,

(fg)(t) = {0 ol

Since f and g are normal, from Lemma 2.1, it is clear that
F(0) A g™ (0) = sup{f(2)} Asup{g(z)} = 1.
xel zel
(b.2) ns4 > 0. From Proposition 2.2, it follows that

(f#g)" (11,g)
= sup {(f*xg)()}

tE[O,nf,g)

= sup {f¥t)}v sup {g"(t)}
te[0,my,4) t€(0,m7,9)

= I (ngg) V g™ (n7,q).
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If fEv(nsg) Vgt (nys,e) = 1, then clearly f#g is normal. If fLv(ns )V gl (ns4) < 1, noting
that 1= sup;c/{f(t)} = 5 (ns.q) V F(ny9) and 1 = sup,c {g(t)} = g™ (11.9) V 9% (01,9,

we have
) = " (np) = 1,
which, together with 1y, = &s,4, implies that

(f#9)(n5,9) = 1.

Thus, f¥%g is normal.

Remark 1. (i) Proposition 4.1 shows that the binary operation # is closed on L, i.e., %(L?) C L.

(ii) From the proof of Proposition 4.1, it follows that, for f,g € L, if s, = &7 4, then (fkg)Ev (&) =1
or (f#g)(€p) = 1.

Proposition 4.2. For f,g € L\{1{1},

R vet(), tel0mp,),
(f#g)"(t) = {17 Lo o) (4.2)
1’ 3 € [O’é-fag)a
(f#g) () = [Erg) A" (Erg)s t=Epg (4.3)
0, tG(ffﬁg,l].

Proof. (1) If npy < 4.4, since fE(t) V gL () is increasing, (4.1) evidently implies (4.2) and (4.3).

(2) If g g = &y,g, the result follows from Remark 1 (ii) and (4.1). O
Theorem 4.1. % satisfies (O1).
Proof. For f,g € L,

(A1) if f =11y or g = 1y1y, then clearly fkg = gk f;

(A.2)if f # 11y and g # 1y}, then

fL(t)\/gL(t)v le [O’Ufag)v
17 te[nfgvgfg)a
(FHo)(1) = oo
fR(gfyg)AgR(gfyg)7 tzgf,ga
0, te (Eﬁg,l],
and the commutativity of % follows from the commutativity of V and A. (|

Lemma 4.1. For f,g € L\{113}, fkg # 1(13.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that f#g = 1gy. Then, npy = &g = 1 and fL(¢) v g%(t) = 0 for
€ [0,1). Since f& > f and g~ > g, we have f(t) = g(t) = 0 for t € [0,1). This, together with f,g € L,
implies that
f=9=1py,

which is a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.2. % satisfies (02).

Proof. For f,g,h € L,
(B.1) if one of f, g, and h is equal to 1;;y, then it is easy to verify that (f&g)&h = f#*(g%kh);
B.2) if none of f, g, and h are equal to 1,11, then
{1}

FE@) v gE (1), t €10,15.9),
1, t € [nr.g:81.9):
*g)(t) =
(f g)( ) fR(gf,g) A gR(gf,g)7 t = 5f,g5
0, t € (1,951,



and

g=(t) v h (1), t €[0,ng.1),
15 te [ng,hvgg,h)v
*h)(t) =
(g )( ) gR(gg,h) A hR(fgyh)v t=2E&g.n,
0, te (Eg,h,l].
By Lemma 4.1, we have f¥#g # 1{1y and g¥%h # 1(13.
Proposition 4.2 implies that
Fre) v gh(t), tel0,m5.),
xa)E (1) = .9
(Fe)" () {1, t € [ng.g,1],
17 t € [Oa§f79>a
(F%g) (1) = FR(Erg) AgR(Erg), t=Erg,
0, t e (Ef,ga 1],
and
L L
#h L 5 = g (t) Vh (t)’ le [Oangﬁ)’
(geh) () {L e
15 te [Oagg,h)a
(gkh) (1) = < gB(&gn) ARE(Egn), t=Egn,
0, t e (Eg,ha 1].
Since f¥g,g%h, f,h € L\{l{l}}, we have
((f¥kg)*h)(t)
(fHg)™(t) v hE (1), t € [0,Mf#g,n)s
_ 1, te [nf‘ﬁg,hvgf‘ﬁg,h)a (44)
(F#9)*(Epagn) NP (Epugn), = Efugn
0, te (gf‘ﬁ’g,ha 1]5
and
(fH(g¥kh))(t)
fE@) v (gkh)"(t), t € 10,77.g%n),
o 17 te [nf,g‘ﬁhagf,g‘&h% (45)
fR(gf,g‘&h) A (gﬁ%h)R(gf,gx&h)a t= €f,g‘&h7
0, t € (&f,.g%n, 1]
Clearly,
1N = Nf#kgh = Nf gkh
=inf{lz | f*(x)=1}
Ainf{z € I'| g"(x) =1}
Ainf{z € I| h*(z) =1}
= Nf,g \Ng,hs
and

&= Efmgh = Efguh

—sup{e € T| [(x) = 1}
Asup{z € T | gfi(z) = 1}
Asup{z € T | K (z) =1}

=&f,9 NEg,h-

Thus, for ¢ € [0,7),

((fog)®h)(t) = (f5(t) Vg

8
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and
(f#(gkh))(t) = FE(2) V (g"(t) v RE (1)),
and the associativity holds. Clearly, for ¢ € [n,&) U (£, 1],

((fHg)&h)(t) = (f¥(g#kh))(?).

To finish the proof we have to show that ((f#g)#%h)(&) = (f*(gkh))(E).

Consider the following three cases:
(B.2.1) If &5, = &g.n, then & = &5 5 = &, 1, implying that
(f#g) (&) = fT(€) A g™ (8),
and
(g%h)T(€) = g" (&) AR"(€).
Then, (4.4) and (4.5) yield
((fHg)xh) (&) = (&) A g™ (&) ART(E) = (FR(g%h))(€)-
(B.2.2) If &5,y < &gony then &5y =sup{z € I | fB(z) =1} <sup{z € I | g%(z) =1} (as sup{z € I |

ff(z) =1} > sup{z € I | g%(x) = 1} implies that &, = sup{z € I | g%(x) =1} > sup{z € I | ¢T(z) =
1} Asup{z € I | hf}(z) = 1} = ¢, 1), which means that there exists & > ;4 such that gf(2) = 1. Thus,

gR(gf,g) 2 gR(i) =L
Therefore, since £ = &g N &g, n = Ef,g, We get
(f#9)(€) = (f&g) (Erg) = FH(Er.g) A g™ (Erg) = FT(Exg)- (4.6)
From &f < &g < sup{w € I | hf{(z) = 1}, it follows that there exists 2’ > £f, such that hf'(z') = 1,
implying that
h(€) = hfi(&r,4) = hfi(a") = 1. (4.7)
(4.7) together with (4.4) and (4.6) implies that
((fHg)kh)(&) = FH(&).
Since £ = &5, < &1, then we have (g#h)f(£) = 1, which together with (4.5) implies that
(f#(gkh))(€) = FT(E) A (g%h) (&) = FH().

Therefore,
((f*g)xh)(€) = (f#*(9%h))(€) = [T(€).

(B.2.3) If &7,y > &g4.n, then similarly as in the previous case we can show that

((fHg)&h)(€) = (fH(gHkh))(E) = h"(€).

Summing up (B.2.1)—(B.2.3), we have

((f#&g)#h)(E) = (f#*(g%h))(E).

Theorem 4.3. % satisfies (03).
Proof. This follows directly from (1) and (2) of Definition 4.1. O
Theorem 4.4. % satisfies (04).



Proof. We have to show that, for f,g,h € L with f C g, f#h C g%h. There are the following possible
cases:

(D.1) if h = 171y, then fkh = f C g = g¥kh;
(D.2) if f =1y}, then g = 174y (as f C g), implying that f&h = h C h = g¥kh;
(D.3) if g = 1{1} and f # 1{1} = h, then

fE@) vt (), t €[0,m7n),
15 t e [nf,hvgf,h)a
*h)(t) =
S FRErn) AR Epn)s = Epns
0, t e (gf,hv 1]

By Proposition 4.2, one has

Lo JIE@) VR, te[0,m5),
(fEh)“(t) = {1, t € [ng.n, 1], (4.8)
and
1, te [07§f,h),
(f&R) () = S fR(Ern) ADEEpn), t=Epn, (4.9)
0, te (ff,h,l].
Clearly,
(f#h)" > nt,
and
(f &) (Epn) < B (Epn). (4.10)

Additionally, for t < &y, it follows from &, < sup{x € I | hf{(z) = 1} that there exists t < & < £ such
that h%(2) = 1. Thus, h®(t) > hf*(2) = 1 since h' is decreasing, implying that, for t € [0, ),

(f#h)E(t) < 1=hnE(1). (4.11)
(4.11) together with (4.10) and (4.9) implies that
(f%h)® < .

By Theorem 2.1 there is
f#*h C h=gkh.

(D.A4) If f # 111y, 9 # 141y, and h # 11y, then from the definition of #, it follows that

fL(t)\/hL(t)a le [Oanf,h)’

1, t € [nf.n:nf0),
(f#h)(t) = el

FEpn) ANREpn), t=npn,

0’ t € (nf,ha 1])

and

g=(t) v RE (1), t € 10,ng,1),

17 te [77g hy Mg h)v
(g%h)(t) = e

gR(ng,h) A hR(ng,h)a t= Tg,h»

0, te (ng,ha 1].

From f C g and Theorem 2.1, it follows that f* > g* and f# < g’. Therefore,
{wellgh@x) =1} C{z el f(2) =1},

and
{zel|ffa)=1}C{zell|g(x)=1},

implying that
inf{z e I|g"@x)=1}>inf{z e I| fl(z) =1},

10



and

sup{z € I | fB(z) =1} <sup{z e I|g%x) =1}

Thus,
Neh < Mg and nyp < Mg p-

Further, by Proposition 4.2 there is

fL( )V hER), te[0,n5n),

fi*?h
€ [Uf,ha 1])
1, t € [0,m7.n),
(f#h) fEpn) AR (pn), =g,
0, te (nf,ha 1])
and
YV hRE®), telo
gﬁ’h S [ 7ng,h)a
7 te [ng,ha 1])
1, te [0, 77g7h),
(g%h)" 9% (ng,n) AR (Mgn)s t = 1gn,
0, te (ngyh’ 1]'

From f® < g%, it follows that
(f#h)™ < (gkh)".

From fL > gL, it follows that, for ¢t € [0,774),

(fRh)E(t) > (g%h)E(2).
It is clear that, for ¢t € [nf,1],
(f&R)E(t) = 1> (g%h)"(1).

Thus,
(f#h)" > (gxh)".

(4.13) together with (4.12) and Theorem 2.1 implies that

f#h C g¥h.

Theorem 4.5. % satisfies (05).

Proof. Assume 0 < a < b < 1. Then we can distinguish the following cases:
(E.l) If a =1, then 1[011]7’%1[(1117] = 1[071]7ﬁ1{1} = 1[071];

(E.2) If a < 1, then
1y =1,

1y =1

0, z€l0,a)
1L _ 9 ] 9
a1 (7) {1, x € la, 1],

and

1, z€][0,0]
1R — ) ) )
01 (%) {o, ve b1,

(4.12)

(4.13)

which implies that inf{x € T | 1[0 1] (x) =1} Ainf{z € T | l[La,b] () =1} =0 and sup{z € I | 1[1871](:5) =

1} Asup{z € T|1f ,(x) =1} =b.

Consider the following two subcases:

11



(E.2.1) If b = 0, we have
(Lo, & L) () = S 1, t=0,

implying that 1[071]75\&’1[(171)] = 1[070] = 1[071)] as [0, 0) = @
(E.2.2) If b > 0, we have

1[L0,1] (t)v 1[La,b] (t), te€][0,0),
1’ tE [Oab)v

(Lo & Lo ) (1) = (4.14)
1[13,1] (0) A 1[12,1)] (b), t=0b,
0, t € (b,1].
(4.14) together with 1[13’1] (b) A 1[12717] (b) = 1 implies that 1o 1)%1q,5) = Lj0,5- O

Theorem 4.6. For x1,72 € I, 15y %1,y = 1iz paoy- In particular, % satisfies (06).
Proof. Clearly, 1(,,y%1(,,} = 1{,,; when 22 =1 by Theorem 4.3.
Moreover, for x € I,
0, tel0,z)
1L t _ 9 9 9
@) {1, te w1,

and

1, te|0,a]
1R t _ ) ) )
= {O, te (z,1].

Then, for 0 < 3 < 29 < 1, inf{x € I | lfml}(z) =1} ANinf{z € T | I{LZZ}(SC) =1} = 27 and
sup{z € I | lﬁcl}(z) =1} Asup{z € I | 1@2}(:0) =1} = 21. Clearly, (1{,;,3%1,,1) " (21) = 0. From
Remark 1 (ii), it follows that

07 te [0,561),
(Lo *lgny)(t) = 1, t =1,
0, t S (561, 1],

which, together with the commutativity of %, implies that
1{m1}i’(\*71{m2} = 1{962}?‘\4’1{961} =1 € J.
O
Theorem 4.7. For [a1,b1], [az,b2] C I, 1ia, 5,1%L{ay.60] = Liairas,binbe]- 11 particular, % satisfies (O7).

Proof. Clearly, 1(q, 5,1%1{a5,55] = Ljag,bo)®1jay,5,) € K when [a1,b1] = {1} or [ag,be] = {1} by Theo-
rem 4.3.
Moreover, for 0 < a <b <1,

and
1, te]0,b]
]_R t) = 9 9 9
a1 () {0, te (b1].

Then, for [ay,b1], [az,bs] C I with [a1,b1] # {1} and [az,bs] # {1}, we have inf{z € I | l[Lahbl](:c) =
Aamf{z e I|1f, (@) =1} =a1 Aaz and sup{z € I [ 1]}, (z) =1} Asup{z € [ |1 | \(x) =1} =

[a2,b2] la1,b1 [az,b2

12



b1 A by. From (4.1), it follows that

(1[1111171]7%1[&27572])(7&)
1[@17,)1]@) v 1[@27,)2] (), tel0,a1Aas),

_ 1, t e [a1 /\ag,bl/\bg),
1 @O ALE (), t= b1 Abs,
0, te (bl/\anl]a

0, te€l0,a1Aa2),
= 1, tE[a1 /\ag,bl/\bQ],
0, tE(bl/\bg,l],

which, together with the commutativity of %, implies that

1[(11,171]7%1[(127172] - 1[(12,1)2]7%1[(11&1] = 1[(11/\(12,b1/\b2] S K

Theorems 4.1-4.7 imply the following result.

Theorem 4.8. The binary operation ¥ is a t,.-norm on L.

5. % cannot be obtained by A and Y

This section shows that the ¢,-norm % constructed in Section 4 cannot be obtained by operations A
or Y.
The following theorem provides a sufficient condition ensuring that * is a t-norm on 1.

Theorem 5.1. [13, Theorem 21] Let A be a continuous t-norm on I and x be a binary operation on I.
If X is a t-norm on L, then * is a t-norm.

Theorem 5.2. For any binary operation * on I and any t-norm A on I, there exist f,g € L such that
f*g £ f Ag, ie, % cannot be obtained by A.

Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist a binary operation * on I and a t-norm A on I such
that, for any f,g € L, one has f%g = f A g.

First we will show that A= A.

For 21,29 € I, Theorem 4.6 gives

Lo # Lz} = Liainza)

Further, Theorem 4.8 and Proposition 3.5 yield

Loy % ey = Loy A Yaoy = Loy nas)-
Thus

)

1 ANxo =21 A 29 for all zy, 20 € I, ie., A= A.

Clearly, A= A is a continuous ¢t-norm on /. From Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 5.1, it follows that * is
a t-norm on I and

(f#g)(x) =sup{f(y) *g(z) |y Az = x}. (5.1)
Choose a function ¢ € L by
1, x€]0,0.75],

Yle) = {0.5, z € (0.75,1].
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y=y(x)

0.5f-===mmmmmmmmmmmmmenes e

Then,
P (x) =1,
1, x€[0,0.75],
vR(@) = P
0.5, =€ (0.75,1],
0, z€l0,0.8),
]_ =
10.8) (@) {1, z€[0.8,1],
and

1, z€l0,0.8]
1R _ ) ) )
0.5 (®) {0, z € (0.8,1).

From (4.1), we have

~[1, ze0,075],
(WL (®) = {0, € (0.75,1].
In particular,
(¥#k140.8))(0.8) = 0. (5.2)

(5.2) together with (5.1) and the fact that * is a ¢-norm implies that

0= (1*1.5)(0.8)
=sup {¥(y) * Lyo83(2) |y Az =0.8}
> 15(0.8) % 1.5 (0.8) = 0.5% 1 = 0.5,

which is a contradiction. O

Theorem 5.3. Let x be a binary operation on I, A be a t-norm on I, and V be a t-conorm on I. Then,
we have

(1) the binary operation Y defined by (2.2) is not a t-norm on L;
(2) the binary operation A defined by (2.1) is not a t-conorm on L.

Proof. (1) Suppose on the contrary that Y is a t-norm on L. Then, we have f Y 171} = f for any f € L
as 1y1y is the neutral element of Y. For 0 < ¢ <1, take f¢ : [ — I as f¢(x) = (1 — {)x + (. Clearly,
f¢ € L, which together with Lemma 3.1 implies that

¢ =fc(0) = (f¢ ¥ 1(13)(0) = f¢(0) x 1413(0) = ¢ 0. (5.3)
Similarly, we have 0% ¢ = (. Moreover, for g € L with g(z) =1 —z (z € I), we have
0.5 = g(0.5) = (g Y 141y)(0.5)

= sup{g(y) * 11}(2) | yvz = 0.5}
> g(0) * 111, (0.5) (as 0V0.5 = 0.5)

=g(0)x0 =1 (by (5.3)),
which is a contradiction.

(2) Similarly as in the previous case we can prove that A is not a t-conorm on L. O
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Theorems 4.8 and 5.3 imply the following result.

Corollary 5.1. The t.-norm % cannot be obtained by Y.

Remark 2. Theorems 4.8 and 5.2, and Corollary 5.1 show that there exists a t,-norm % on L, which
cannot be obtained using the formulas defining the operations A and Y. This gives a positive answer to
Question 2.

6. A t,.-conorm that is not obtained by A and Y

This section introduces the dual operation for every binary operation on M and proves the duality
between t,.-norm and t,.-conorm, also between A and Y. As an application, a t,.-conorm on L, which
cannot be obtained by A and Y, is obtained.

Definition 6.1. Let { be a binary operation on M. Define the dual operation OC of ¢ as follows: for
f,9eM,
£0%g = ~((=)0(9)).

Proposition 6.1. For a binary operation ¢ on M, (08)F = ¢.

Proof. For f,g € M, from Definition 6.1, it follows that f(0%)Cg = =((=f)0C(—g)) = =(=(f0g)) =
f0g. O

Theorem 6.1. Let { be a binary operation on M such that O(L?) C L, i.e., O is closed on L. Then,
Olrz is a tr.-norm (resp., t-norm) on L if and only if <>B|L2 is a t.-conorm (resp., t-conorm) on L.

Proof. Clearly, OC is closed on L. By Proposition 6.1, it suffices to show that <>B|L2 is a t,-conorm
provided that Q|pz2 is a t,-norm.

(i) O satisfies (O1).
For f,g € L, since ¢ satisfies (O1), we have fO0Cg = =((—=f)0(=g)) = =((—g)O(—f)) = g0t f.
(ii) OC satisfies (O2).
For f,g,h € L, we get
(FOP9)0Ph = =((~(£0%9))0(=h)) = ~((=)O (=) O(~h)),

and
FO8(g0%h) = ~((=)0(=(g0%h))) = ~((=£)O((—9)O(=h))),

and the associativity of <>B follows from the associativity of ¢.

(iii) ¢ satisfies (03").

For f € L, since 11y is the neutral element of ¢, we have
18110y = ~(()0(~1(0y) = ()01 ay) = =~(=f) = 1.

(iv) OF satisfies (O4).
For f,g,h € L with f C g, Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.1 yield
(=) (@) = (D) = A - 2) < g"(1 - 2) = (=(g")(2) = (~9)* (@),
and
(=) (@) = (f) () = FH 1 - 2) 2 g"(1 - 2) = (=(g"))(x) = (=9)"(2).
Applying again Theorem 2.1, we obtain =g = —f. Since ¢ satisfies (04), we have
(—9)0(=h) T (=f)O(=h).

Thus,
FO%h = ~((=£)0(=h)) T ~((~9)0(=h)) = g0h.
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(v) OF satisfies (05).
Since ¢ satisfies (O5), it follows that

1[0,1]081[a,b]
==((=110,1)0(-1ap)))
= (110,110 1-b,1-q])
=1p0,1-q] = 1{a,1-

(vi) OC satisfies (O6).
For 1,72 € I, since ¢ satisfies (O6), then there exists w3 € I such that 1, 1011 _4,3 = 14ay3,
implying that
1{I1}<>B1{12}
= (121 1)0(1(a}))
= (111530 [1—0})
= —|1{Z3} = 1{1—@3} eJ.

(vii) ¢ satisfies (O7).

For [ay,b1], [az, b2] C I, since ¢ satisfies (O7), then there exist [a3, b3] C I such that 11y, 14,10 [1—by,1-a) =

1(43,b5), implying that

1[a1,b1]<>cl[a2,b2]
= ﬁ((ﬁl[ahbl])O(ﬁl[azﬁbz]))
= (Tp—ty,1-a1]0 1=bs,1-as])
= L{ag,65] = L1-b5,1-a5) € K.

O

Theorem 6.2. A binary operation on M is obtained by A if and only if its dual operation is obtained by
Y.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1, it suffices to prove the necessity. Assume that A is a binary operation satisfying
that there exist a binary operation * on I and a t-norm A on I such that, for f,g € M, (f A g)(z) =
sup{f(y)*g(z) |y & z=2a}. Take V:I? - [ as aVy =1 — (1 — z)A(1 — y) for any (z,y) € I?. Clearly,
V is a t-conorm on I. For any f,g € M and = € I, we have

(f 28 9)(@) = (=((=f) A (~9)) (@)
= (=) A (=g)(A — )
=sup{(—~f)(y) * (~9)(2) |y 2 z =1 -z}
=sup{f(1—y)xg(1-2)[yArz=1—u}
=sup{f(y) * g(2) | yvz = z},
implying that AL can be obtained by Y. O
Theorems 4.8, 6.1, and 6.2 imply the following result.
Corollary 6.1. Let % = % Then,

(1) % is a t,-conorm on L;

(2) * cannot be obtained by A and Y.
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7. Conclusion

Employing the functions f© and f¥, we have constructed in this paper two binary operations % and

* =% on L (see Definitions 4.1 and 6.1) and proved that % is a ¢,-norm on L and * is a ¢,-conorm
on L. Both % and # cannot be obtained by using the formulas defining the operations A and Y. These
results give a positive answer to an open problem (see Question 2) in [3]. Combining this result with our
main results in [13], the two open problems posed by Herndndez et al. [3] are completely solved.
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