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Abstract: As new kinds of aggregation functions, overlap functions and semi overlap functions
are widely applied to information fusion, approximation reasoning, data classification, decision
science, etc. This paper extends the semi-overlap function on [0, 1] to the function on complete
lattices and investigates the residual implication derived from it; then it explores the construction of a
semi-overlap function on complete lattices and some fundamental properties. Especially, this paper
introduces a more generalized concept of the ‘semi-©-Z= function’, which innovatively unifies the semi-
overlap function and semi-grouping function. Additionally, it provides methods for constructing
and characterizing the semi-®-Z= function. Furthermore, this paper characterizes the semi-overlap
function on complete lattices and the semi-®-E function on [0, 1] from an algebraic point of view
and proves that the algebraic structures corresponding to the inflationary semi-overlap function, the
inflationary semi-®-Z function, and residual implications derived by each of them are inflationary
MTL algebras. This paper further discusses the properties of inflationary MTL algebra and its
relationship with non-associative MTL algebra, and it explores the connections between some related
algebraic structures.

Keywords: aggregation functions; complete lattices; semi-overlap functions; semi-®@-Z functions;
residual implication; inflationary MTL algebras
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1. Introduction

Overlap (grouping) functions originated from the problem of information aggregation
processes [1-5] and were introduced by Bustince and other scholars [1,6] in 2010. Since then,
overlap functions and grouping functions have developed rapidly in theory and practice.
For rich results in the field of theoretical research on overlap and grouping functions, see
the literature [7-12]. For universal applications in decision problems, image processing,
and other areas, see the literature [2,4,5,13-15]. As an extension of the overlap function, De
Miguel and other scholars [16] introduced the notion of the general overlap function and
showed that it performs better in solving some classification problems. Zhang and other
scholars [17] introduced the semi-overlap function on [0, 1], which relaxes the continuity
condition on the basis of the general overlap function. Thus, the semi-overlap function on
[0, 1] retains the ability to derive the residual implication. Moreover, a novel classification
algorithm was presented on the basis of the semi-overlap function in [17]. This shows
that the semi-overlap function has extensive applications in practical problems. In order
to make the semi-overlap function more widely applicable, this paper generalizes the
semi-overlap function on [0, 1] into the semi-overlap function on complete lattices and
explores some basic properties and the construction method of such functions.
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Qiao studied the unification problem of the 0-overlap function and the 1-grouping
function and introduced the concept of the ®-Z function [18,19], which has superiority
from an application point of view. It is known that the general overlap function [16] is
superior to some usual aggregation functions when it is used in fuzzy-rule classification
systems. Based on the above facts, we are inspired to try to unify the semi-overlap function
and the semi-grouping function on [0, 1] so as to promote their application expansion.
Note that the semi-overlap function and the semi-grouping function both satisfy symmetry,
monotone, and left continuity at the same time, but they have boundary conditions different
from each other. As a concept unifying the boundary conditions, this paper introduces
the notion of the semi-®-Z function on [0, 1]. We anticipate that the semi-®-Z function
introduced in this paper will produce good results in practical applications, especially in
practical classification problems. This paper, moreover, discusses the basic properties and
constructions of the semi-©-& function. It can provide some assistance to other scholars
studying similar theories.

It is well known that the overlap function is a generalization of t-norm, which satis-
fies continuous non-associative t-norms. The semi-overlap function on complete lattices
introduced in this paper is a further generalization of this concept. Many logicians and
algebraists have investigated t-norm [20-26]. Especially, the studies on t-norm in algebraic
structures are more abundant, such as BL algebra [27,28]. Inscribing operators from an
algebraic perspective is a commonly used research tool. In order to further extend the theo-
retical study of algebraic systems, this paper introduces an inflationary MTL algebra, which
inscribes the inflationary semi-overlap function and the inflationary semi-®-E function and
discusses its basic properties. In particular, in the form of a diagram, we will note that the
inflationary MTL algebra is distinguished from some existing algebraic structures.

This paper is organized as follows. As preliminaries, Section 2 recalls some basic
concepts used in subsequent sections. Section 3 introduces the novel concept of the semi-
overlap function on complete lattices, investigates its fundamental properties and con-
struction methods, and explores its relations with other aggregation functions. Section 4
addresses the unification of the semi-overlap function and the semi-grouping function,
which leads to the notion of the semi-®-Z function. This section moreover investigates its
related properties, its construction methods, and its structural aspects. Section 5 introduces
the notion of inflationary MTL algebras and demonstrates that the inflationary semi-overlap
functions, along with their derived residual implications, correspond to the MTL algebras.
Especially, this section investigates the interrelationships among various operators, the
correspondences between operators and algebraic structures, and the relations among
different algebraic structures. Finally, Section 6 provides some concluding remarks.

2. Preliminaries

This section provides foundational notions that will be utilized in subsequent discus-
sions.

Definition 1 ([6]). A function O: [0, 1]*> — [0, 1] is said to be an overlap function if, for all s,
t € [0, 1], it meets the following conditions:

(1) O is symmetric;

(2) O(s, t)=0iffst=0;

B O, t)=1iffst=1;

(4) OfCs, t) > O(s, m) whenever t > m;

(5) O is continuous.

Definition 2 ([8]). A mapping SO: [0, 1]? — [0, 1] is said to be a semi-overlap function if, for all s,
t € [0, 1], it meets the following conditions:

(1) SO is symmetric;

(2) SO(s, t)=0ifst=0;

(3) SO, t)=1ifst=1;
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(4) SO(s, t) < SO(s, m) whenever t < m;
(5) SO is left-continuous.

Definition 3 ([29]). A function GO: [0, 1]? — [0, 1] is said to be a 2-dimensional general overlap
function if, for all s, t € [0, 1], it meets the following conditions:

(1) GO is symmetric;

(2) Ifst=0then GO(s, t) = 0;

(B) Ifst=1then GO(s, t) =1;

(4) GO(s, t) > GO(s, m) whenever t > m;

(5) GO is continuous.

Definition 4 ([17]). Consider h, k € [0, 1] with h # k. A binary function F: [0, 112 — [0, 1] is said
to be a ©-E function if, for all s, t, m € [0, 1], it meets the following conditions:

(1) F(s, t) =F(t,s);

(2) FE(s,t)=hifs=hort=h;

8) FE(s,t)=kiffs=kandt=k

(4) F(s, t) < F(s, m) whenever t < m;
(5) Fis continuous.

Definition 5 ([30]). Let D be a complete lattice with the bottom element Op and the top element
1p. A mapping I: D 2 — D is said to be an implication on D if, for any s, t, m € D, it meets the
following conditions:

(I1) If s < t, then I(s, m) > I(t, m);

(12) If t <m, then I(s, t) < I(s, m);

(13) I(OD, OD) = I(OD, ID) = I(ID, ID) = ID;
(I4) I(1p, Op) = Op.

Proposition 1 ([30]). Let D be a complete lattice with the bottom element Op and the top element
1p. Let I: D> — D be an implication on D; then it meets the requirements below, for any s, t, m € D:

(IP) The identity principle, if I(s, s) = 1p.

(OP) The ordering property, if I(s, t) = 1p < s < t.

(CB) The consequent boundary, if t < I(s, t).

(IB) The iterative Boolean law, if I(s, I(s, t)) = I(s, t).

(WBC) The weak boundary condition, if s # 1p implies I(1p, s) < 1p.
(SIB) The sub-iterative Boolean law, if I(s, t) < I(s, I(s, t)).

(EP) The exchange principle, if I(s, I(t, m)) = I(t, I(s, m)).

Definition 6 ([31,32]). An algebra (D, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is known as a residuated lattice if the
below terms are fulfilled, for all s, t, m € D:

(1) (D, A, V,0,1)is a bounded lattice with the top element 1 and the bottom element 0.

(2) (D; ®, 1) is a commutative monoid.

(B) (®, —)is an adjoint pair on D, whichm < s — tifand only ift > s @ m.

Definition 7 ([33]). An algebra (D, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is said to be a non-associative residuated
lattice if the terms are fulfilled as below, for all s, t, m € D:

(1) (D, A, V,0,1)is a bounded lattice with the bottom element 0 and the top element 1.

(2) (D; ®, 1) is a commutative groupoid with the neutral element 1.

(@) (®, —)isan adjoint pair on D, which m < s — t when and only when s @ m < t.

Remark 1. Let D be a nonempty set. The groupoid is an algebraic structure (D, ®), and ® is a
binary function defined on D.
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Definition 8 ([29]). Let ®: D? = Dand —: D?> — D be binary operators on D. (D, A\, V, ®, —,
0, 1) is called a general residuated lattice (GRL) if it meets the terms as below, for any s, t, m € D:

(1) (D, A, V,0,1)is a bounded lattice with the bottom element 0 and the top element 1.
(2) (D, ®) is a commutative groupoid.
B s@t<mifft<s—m.
A general residuated lattice (D, A\, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is called an inflationary general residuated
lattice (IGRL) if the binary operator ® is inflationary, i.e.,s @ 1 > s.

Definition 9 ([34]). An algebra (D, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is said to be an MTL algebra if it is a
residuated lattice that meets the following condition, for all s, t € D:

(1) (s—=1t)V (t —s)=1 (prelinearity).
An MTL algebra (D, A\, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is called a BL-algebra if s A\ t =s @ (s — t) (divisibility).

Definition 10 ([35]). Let (D, <) be a poset and A C D. The set of all upper bounds of A is denoted
by A" and the set of all lower bounds by A'. The smallest element of A" is called the supremum of A,
and it is written as VA.

3. Semi-Overlap Functions on Complete Lattices

The new concept of semi-overlap (grouping) functions on complete lattices is intro-
duced, along with specific examples, and its properties are explored. Unless otherwise
specified, D is a complete lattice with the bottom element Op and the top element 1p.

Definition 11. Let D be a complete lattice. A binary function SO: D2 — D is called a semi-overlap
function on D if it meets the terms as below, for any s, t, m € D and {t;| i € I} C D, for a non-empty
set of index I:

(501) SO(s, t) = SO(t, s).

(502) SO(s, t) = 0p if s = 0p or t = Op.
(503) SO(s, t) =1pifs=1pandt =1p.
(504) SO(s, t) < SO(s, m) whenever t < m.
(SO5) SO(s, Vier ti) = Vier SOC(s, ).

Definition 12. Let D be a complete lattice. A binary function SO: D x D — D is called an
inflationary semi-overlap function if it is a semi-overlap function and satisfies the inflationary
condition, for any s € D: SO(s, 1p) > s.

Definition 13. Let D be a complete lattice. A binary function SG: D> — D is called a semi-grouping
function on D that satisfies the following conditions, for any s, t, m € Dand {t;| i € I} C D, fora
non-empty set of index I:

(5G1) SG(s, t) = 5Gft, s).

(SG2) SG(s,t) = 0p if s = Op and t = Op.

(§G3) SG(s, t)=1pifs=1port=1p.

(5§G4) SG(s, t) < SG(s, m) whenever t < m.

(SG5) SG(s, Vier ti) = Vier SGs, t).

Remark 2. (1) Every semi-overlap function on a unit closed interval is a semi-overlap function on a
complete lattice.

(2) Any 2-dimensional general overlap function defined on [0, 1] is a semi-overlap function on
[0, 1].

In the examples below, there are some semi-overlap functions on complete lattices.
Example 1. (1) The binary function given by, for a € [0, 1]\{0} and s, t € [0, 1],

0 s+t<a
max{s,t} s+t>a

SO(s, t) = {
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is a semi-overlap function on [0, 1].
(2) The binary function given by, for any s, t € [0, 1],

SO(s,t) = max{O, s+ 12— l}

is a semi-overlap function on [0, 1].
(3) Let D be a complementary distributive complete lattice. Given the function SO: D x D
Op s<t

— D, foranys,t € D, SO(s,t) =
f Y (s£) sAt s>t

is a semi-overlap function on D, where t' is a

complement element of t.
(4) Let D be a complementary complete lattice, where t' is the complement element of t. The
function given by, for any s, t € D,

Op s<t
SO(st) = {Zs’t otherwise
s+t

is a semi-overlap function. However, it is clear that SO is not a binary general overlap function
onD.
(5) Let D be a complete lattice. The function given by, for a fix a € D\{Op, 1p}and s, t € D,

stSTH s,t<a

SO(s,t) =4 . .
min{s, t} otherwise
is a semi-overlap function on D.
(6) Let D be a complete lattice, a, b are elements of D, and Op < a < b < 1p. The binary function
SO: D x D — D is given by

Op s=0port=0p
1D S:tzlp

SO(s, t) = a sVt<aandsNt>0p
b b<sAt<lp

(sAt)Ab otherwise
is a semi-overlap function on D.

Proposition 2. Let D be a complete lattice and SO be a semi-overlap function on D. SO is associative
when and only when SO meets the exchange principle, SO(s, SO(t, m)) = SO(t, SO(s, m)), for any
s, t,m € D.

Proof.

(=) Suppose SO(s, SO(t,m)) = SO(SO(s, t), m),
SO(s,SO(t,m))= SO(SO(s, t), m)
= SO(SO(t,s),m)
= SO(t,S0(s, m))
(<) Suppose SO(s, SO(t,m)) = SO(t, SO(s, m)),
SO(s, SO(t,m))= SO(t,SO(s, m))

= SO(50(m,s),t)

= S0(m, SO(s, t))

= SO(SO(s,t), m).
Inspired by [36], we extend the semi-overlap function on subintervals of the complete

lattice by taking intersections outside this subinterval. In this way, a construction method
for semi-overlap functions on complete lattices is given as follows.
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Definition 14. Let D be a complete lattice, [m, n] C D, and SOlm 1l pe g semi-overlap function on
[m, n]. And the A-extension SO: D x D — D of SOI" ™ on D is given by

somnl(s,t) (s, t) € [m,n]*

SAt otherwise

SO(s,t) = {

Theorem 1. Let D be a complete lattice, SO ™ be a semi-overlap function on [m, n] withn =1,
and [m, n] C D. The A-extension SO of SO " is a semi-overlap function when and only when
the terms below hold: (i) if Z C D and (s, VZ) € [m, 1] x (m, 1], then Ssolm g vz)efs Azl z
e ZM. (i) ifZC Dand (s, VZ) ¢ [m, 112, then s A (VZ) = Vyeyz (s A 2).

Proof. Sufficiency. It is clear that (SO1), (502), and (SO3) are valid. Thus, it is sufficient
to indicate that SO satisfies (5SO4) and (SO5). For any s, t, p € D witht <p, (1) if s & [m,
1], then SO(s, t) =s At <s A p=S50C(s, p); (2) if s, t €[m, 1], then p €[m, 1] and SO(s, t) =
solm (s, t) < SOl (s, p) = SO(s, p); (3) if s €[m, 1] and t, p & [m, 1], then SO(s, t) =s A t <
sAp=50C(s,p); 4)ifs,p €[m,1]and t € [0, m), then SO(s,t) =s At=t <m < solm s, p) =
50(s, p). Then it can be obtained that SO is monotone, i.e., satisfies (SO4).

Assume thats € D, Z C D and VZ exists in D. We divide the situation into the following
categories: (1) if s ¢ [m, 1], then based on (i), we have that SO(s, VZ) = (s A (VZ)) = Vzez (s
A z)=Vzez50(s, z); (2) if s € [m, 1] and VZ ¢ [m, 1], then Z N [m, 1] = @, and based on (ii),
we can obtain that SO(s, VZ) =s A (VZ) = Vzez (s A 2) = V2250, z); (3) if s € [m, 1] and
VZ € [m, 1], then Z N [m, 1] # @, so V(Z N [m, 1]) = VZ. Then we have SO(s, VZ) = SO (s,
V(Z N [m, 11) = Vaez 1) SO (s, 2) € {SO(s, 2) | z € Z N [m, 11" C {SO(s, 2) | z € Z}HL.
Since SO is monotone, we can obtain that SO(s, VZ) € {SO(s, z) | z € Z}*. Hence, SO(s, VZ)
= V3250, z); (4)ifs € [m, 1], Z N [m, 1] = @ and VZ € (m, 1]. Based on (i), we have that
SO(s, VZ) = SO (s, vZ) e (s Az)| z € Z) ={SO(s, z) | z € Z}*. Since SO is monotone,
it is clear that SO(s, VZ) € {SO(s, z) | z € Z}*. Hence, SO(s, VZ) = V,¢zSO(s, z). Therefore,
SO satisfies (SO5).

Necessity. This is easily verified. []

Example 2. Let D be a meet continuous lattice and m € D. Then for every semi-overlap function
SO 1 oy [m, 1] with SOM (s t) > s A t, foralls, t € [m, 1], the N-extension SO ofSO[m' 1l jg
a semi-overlap function.

In addition, we research the residual implication induced by the semi-overlap function
on complete lattices.

Theorem 2. Let D be a complete lattice and SO: D> — D be a semi-overlap function. The operator
defined as follows is the residual implication induced by the SO on D, for any s, t, m € D:

Iso(s, t) = sup{fm € D1 SO(s, m) < t}.

Furthermore, Iso satisfies I1 and 12, and it is easy to show that it satisfies Iso(0p, Op) = Iso(Op,
1p) =Iso(1p, 1p) = 1p, and Iso(1p, Op) = Op.

Theorem 3. Let D be a complete lattice of dense order, and SO is a semi-overlap function on D. The

following terms are equivalent, for any s, t, m € D:

(1) S0(s, Isp(s, t) < t;

(2) SO and Iso satisfy the residuation principle, i.e., SO(s, m) < t when and only when
m < Iso(s, t);

(3) Iso(s, t) =maxfm € D1 SO(s, m) < t}.

Proof. This equivalence proof can easily be derived. J
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Proposition 3. Let D be a complete lattice and SO: D> — D be a semi-overlap function. Then the
following propositions hold:

(1) Iso satisfies (EP) when SO is associative, i.e., SO(s, SO(t, m)) = SO(t, SO(s, m)), Vs, t,
m e D;

(2)  Iso satisfies (IP) when and only when SO meets SO(s, 1p) <'s, Vs € D;

(B) Iso satisfies (OP) when and only when SO meets SO(s, 1p) =, Vs € D;

(4) Iso satisfies (CB) when and only when SO(s, t) < minfs, t}Vs, t € D;

(5) Iso satisfies (SIB) when and only when Iso satisfies (CB);

(6) Iso satisfies (IB) when and only when SO(s, t) = min{s, ], Vs, t € D;

(7)  Iso satisfies (WBC) if 1p is the unit element of SO, Vs, t € D.

Op and 1p represent the minimum and maximum values in D, respectively.

Proof. (1) Let SO(s, SO(t, m)) = SO(t, SO(s, m)) = n. Then, according to the residuation
principle, SO(t, m) = I(s, n) and SO(s, m) = I(t, n). Hence, m = I(t, I(s, n)) = I(s, I(t, n)), i.e., I(s,
I(t, m)) = I(t, I(s, m)).

(2) It is certain that Iso(s, s) = sup{m | SO(s, m) < s} = 1p, and so SO(s, 1p) <s. The
converse is also easily proved.

(3) (=) Since s <5, we have I5o(s, s) = sup{me D| SO(s, m) < s} =1p =50(s, 1p) <.
Then Ispo(s, SO(s, 1p)) = sup{m € D| SO(s, m) < SO(s, 1p)} = 1p, and so we have thats <
S0(s, 1p). Hence, we can obtain that SO(s, 1p) =s.

(«<=) Suppose Iso(s, t) = sup{m € D| SO(s, m) < t}, because SO(s, m) < SO(s, 1p) =5 <
t; hence, Iso(s, t) = 1p. And suppose Iso(s, t) = sup{m € D1 SO(s, m) < t} = 1p, and we have
s=S50(s, 1p) < t. Then Isp(s, t) =1p & s < t.

(4) (=) According to the monotone requirement, ¢ < Iso(s, t) = sup{m € DI SO(s,
m) < t}. So, SO(s, t) < SO(s, m) < t. Similarly, s < Iso(t, s) = SO(t, s) < s. Thus, SO(s,
) < min{s, t}.

(<) Suppose SO(s, t) < min{s, t}; then, SO(s, t) < t,and t € {m € DI SO(s, m) < t}. This
shows that t < sup{m € DI SO(s, m) < t} =I50(s, t).

(5) Since SO is increasing, we have that t < Iso(s, t) < t < sup{m € DI SO(s, m) < t}
& {meDI SO, m) <t} C{me DI SO(s, m) <sup{n € DI SO(s, n) < t}} < sup{m € DI
SO(s, m) < t} <sup{m € DI SO(s, m) < supi{n € DI SO(s, n) < t}} & sup{m € DI SO(s, m)
<t} <sup{m € DI SO(s, m) < Iso(s, )} < Iso(s, t) < Iso(s, Iso(s, t))-

(6) (=) Forany s, t € D, and if I5p satisfies the property (IB), then it also satisfies (SIB).
Thus, by (5), Iso satisfies (CB). Therefore, by (4), we have that SO(s, ) < min{s, t}. On the
other hand, suppose that SO(s, t) < min{s, t}. Then, it holds that SO(s, t) < t, and, since SO
is left-continuous and increasing, we have that Iso(s, t) = sup{m € D1 SO(s, m) < t} > t.
Therefore, there exists m € D, with m > t, such that SO(s, m) < t < Isp(s, t). It follows that
{meDI| SO(s,m) <t}C{m € D| SO(s, m) < Iso(s, t)}, and therefore, I5o(s, t) = sup{m € D|
S50(s, m) < t} <sup{m € D| SO(s, m) < Iso(s, t)} < Iso(s, Iso(s, t)), which is a contradiction
to the property (IB). Thus, SO(s, t) = min(s, t}.

(<) For any s, t € D, if SO(s, t) = min{s, t}, Iso(s, t) = sup{m € D| min(s, m) < t} =
:D' z i i Then, whenever s < t, we have Iso(s, Iso(s, t)) = Iso(s, 1p) = 1p = Iso(s, t). On
the other hand, if s > t, we have Iso(s, Iso(s, 1)) = Iso(s, t).

(7) For any s, m € D, and if 1p is the unit element of SO, Iso(1p, s) = sup{m € D150(1p,
m) < s} =sup{m € DI m < s} =s. Itis known that 1p is the maximal element and s # 1p.
Hence, Iso(1p, s) < 1p. O

4. Semi-O-Z Functions on [0, 1]

Here we introduce the notion of semi-®-Z functions as a concept of unifying semi-
overlap and semi-grouping functions, give some specific examples, and explore the con-
structions of semi-@-Z functions and their specific structures.
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Definition 15. Let h, k € [0, 1] be such that h # k. A binary function SF: [0, 1 12 = [0, 1] is said
to be a semi-©-Z function if, for all s, t, n € [0, 1], it meets the following conditions:

(SF1) SF(s, t) = SE(t, s).

(SF2) SF(s,t) =hifs=hort=h.

(SF3) SF(s, t) =kifs=kand t = k.

(SF4) SF(s, t) < SF(s, n) whenever t < n.
(SF5) SF is left-continuous.

Remark 3. When h = 0 and k = 1, semi-©-E function is a semi-overlap function. When h =1 and k
=0, a semi-O-E function is a semi-grouping function.

Definition 16. A semi-@-E function SF: [0, 1]* — [0, 1] is known as inflationary if for any s € [0,
1]: SF(s, 1) > s.

Example 3. (1) The binary function SF: [0, 11> — [0, 1] with h = 1/2 and k = 1 shown below, for
anys, t €[0,1],

max{s, t} (st) € [O,%] X [O,%
SF(s,t) = ¢ SO(s,t)  (s,t) € [3,1] x [},1]
] (s,t) €0, x [}, 1)UL, 1] x [0, 3]

is a semi-®O-Z function (as shown in Figure 1). Furthermore, the function SO on [0, 1] is as follows:

3 s+t<1
max{s,t} s+t>1

SO(s, t) = {

10 00

Figure 1. Semi-®-Z function SF.

(2) For a € (0, 1), the binary function SF: [0, 12 = [0, 1] with h = 0 and k = 1 shown below,
foralls, t €[0,1],
2st S,t S a

SF(s,t) = {S_H

max{s,t} otherwise

is a semi-@-E function. It should be noted that the function is also a semi-overlap function on [0, 1].

Theorem 4. Let f: [0, 112 = [0, 1] and g: [0, 112 — [0, 1] be two commutative and symmetric
binary functions. Given a binary function SF: [0, 12 = [0, 1], foranys,t, h, ke [0,1],

SF(s) =t (=)
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is a semi-©-& function, where f and g meet the terms below,

(1) fls)=hifs=hort=h

(2) g, t)=1ifs=kandt=k

B) fls,)+g(s, ) —1—h#0;

(4) Kf(s,t) + hg(s, t) > h(k+1);

(5) (k—1)f(s, t) + (h — 1)g(s, t) > 1— hk;

6) (k= h)f(s, t) — his left-continuous and f (s, t) + g(s, t) — 1 — h is right-continuous;
(7) (k= h)f(s, t) is increasing and f(s, t) + g(s, t) is decreasing.

Proof. (SF1) Obviously symmetry holds.
(SF2) If t = h, then f(s, t) = h, so

B (s,h)—h
SF(s,h) =h+ (k- h)f(s,h)ig(m

_ )
=h+ (k= h) s =i
=h

Due to symmetry, the calculation of s = 1 is the same as that of ¢ = h.
(SE3)If s=kand t =k, then g(s, t) =1, and

k)~
SF(k,k) =h+ (k— h)f(k,k)fJ%UE, )—1-h
B (k )~
Y
= : + (k- h)ﬁ(k:k)—h

(SF4) A fractional function is guaranteed to be monotonically increasing if the numerator
part is monotonically increasing and the denominator part is monotonically decreasing.
(SF5) A function in fractional form is guaranteed to be left-continuous when the numerator
part is left-continuous and the denominator part is right-continuous. Given these points,
we can show that SF is a semi-®-E function. [

Through the research in this paper, the relations between the semi-©-Z function and
the correlation functions are shown in Figure 2:

Semi O-= function

Semi overlap function

Left continuous
conjunctive Left .
uninorm; continuous
Left continuous | tnorm
s-norm

Uninorm

Figure 2. The relations diagram.

Proposition 4. Let SF: [0, 112 = [0, 1] be a semi-@-Z function with h € (0, 1) and k € [0, 1].
Then, for (s, t) € [0, h] x [h, 1] and (s, t) € [h, 1] x [0, h], SF(s, t) = h.

Proof. For (s, t) € [0, h] x [k, 1], we obtain & = SF(0, h) < SF(s, t) < SF(h, 1) = h. Similarly,
for (s, t) € [k, 1] x [0, h], we have SF(s, t) = h. Thus, we conclude that SF (s, t) = h. [J
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Theorem 5. Let SF be a semi-O-E function on [0, 1] with k > hand h, k € [0, 1]. Then there exists
a semi-overlap function SO such that for all s, t € [0, 1],

h+ (k—h)s,h+ (k—h)t) — h

50(s, 1) = S

k—h
Proof. (501) The symmetry clearly holds.
(802) If s = 0, then
SO(s,t) = 5P(h+(k—h)kOth+(k7h)t),h
_ SE(bh(k—)t)—h
o k—h
— h=h
~ k—h
=0

Due to symmetry, the calculation of ¢ = 0 is the same as that of s = 0.
(SO3)If s=1and t =1, then

SO(s, t) = SEUEUILIE(k=i))—h

(SO4) Since SF is monotone and k — & > 0, SO must be monotone.
(SO5) SF is left-continuous, and it is easy to check that SO is left-continuous.
In summary, it can be seen that SO is a semi-overlap function. [J

Theorem 6. Let SF be a semi-©-E function on [0, 1] with k <h and h, k € [0, 1]. Then there exists
a semi-grouping function SG such that for all s, t € [0, 1],

SG(s,1) = SEUE (=Rl (h=K)E) —k

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 5. []

Subsequently, we conduct in-depth research on the framework of the semi-®-% func-
tion. But, before that, we introduce a function that is subsequently used as follows.

Definition 17 ([37]). A mapping H: [m, n]* — [m, nl is called an MC function on [m, n] if it
meets the following conditions for all s, t, a € [m, n]:
(1) H(s, t) > H (s, a) whenever t > a.
(2) H is commutative.

The MC function H: [m, n]*> — [m, n] is said to be an MC-RU function if the following
conditions are satisfied:
@ H(,t)=nifs=nort=n.
(4) H is continuous.

Correspondingly, the MC function H: [m, n]? — [m, n], which satisfies (5) and (6), is said to
be an MC-LU function.

(5) H is continuous.
(6) H(s,t)=mifs=mort=m.

Theorem 7. Let SF be a semi-©O-E function on [0, 1] with h < k and h, k € [0, 1]. Then there
exists an MC-RU function H: [0, hi2 — [0, k], a semi-overlap function N: [h, k> — [h, k], and an
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MC-LU function K: [h, 112 — [h, 1], where K(s, t) > N(s, t), such that, for all s, t € [0, 1], (the
structure of SF is shown in Figure 3)

H(s,t) (s,t) €[0,h] x [0, H]

SE(s, 1) = K(s,t) (s,t) € [h,1] x (k1] U (k,1] x [1, k]
’ N(s,t) (s,t) € [ k] x [hk]

h (s,t) € [0,h] x [1,1] U [h,1] x [0,H]

0 1

Figure 3. Structure diagram of SF on [0, 1].

Proof. By the monotone and left continuity requirements for a semi-@-Z function, it is
known that the value of the region [0, k1] x [i, 1] U [k, 1] x [0, k] takes the constant & and
that Proposition 4 corroborates this conclusion. Naturally, we can divide the SF definition
interval except for & into two [0, h]? and [k, 1]%, which we will discuss separately in the
following two intervals.

ST satisfies SF1, SF2, SF3, SF4, and SF5 on [0, 1].

(1) Fors, t € [0, h]?, suppose that there exists a function H: [0, h]? — [0, h], which satisfies
symmetry, monotone, continuity, and the condition that H(s, t) =hifs=hor t = h.
Since k > h, we need not discuss the case of k in this region. That is, H satisfies SF1,
SF2, SF3, and SF5 on [0, k]. Such a function H is an MC-RU function.

(2) Fors,t € [h, 1]?, since it has its special idempotent and zero elements, in this section, it
is further subdivided into the following two parts:

(i) Suppose that there exists a function K: [i, 1]> — [k, 1], which satisfies symmetry,
monotone, continuity, and the condition that K(s, t) = hif s = h or t = h. That is, K
satisfies SF1, SF2, SF3, and SF5 on [k, 1]. Such a function H is an MC-LU function.

To ensure the left continuity of SF and that idempotent and zero elements exist, we
introduce the following function.

(ii) Suppose that there exists a function N: [#, k]?> — [h, k], which satisfies symmetry,
monotone, left continuity, and boundary conditions. The boundary conditions
are, (a)ifs=hort=nh,then N(s, t) = h; (b)if s=kand t =k, then N(s, t) = k. It is
clear that such a function N is a semi-overlap function. N ensures that the zero
and idempotent elements of SF hold. That is, N satisfies SF1, SF2, SE3, SF4, and
SF5 on [h, k].

There is an overlap between the intervals of the definitions of N and K. To avoid
redundant conditions and condition conflicts, we simplify the interval of the definition of
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Kto (s, t) € [h, 1] x (k, 1] U (k, 1] x [h, k]. To ensure the monotone requirement of SF, the
condition K(s, t) > N(s, t) needs to be added.

From the above proof it follows that there exists an MC-RU function H: [0, h]?2 — [0,
h], a semi-overlap function N: [h, k]?> — [h, k], and an MC-LU function K: [k, 1]> — [}, 1],
where K(s, t) > N(s, t), which can form a semi-O-Z function SF on [0, 1] with h < k. [J

Theorem 8. Let SF be a semi-O-E function on [0, 1] with k <hand h, k € [0, 1]. Then there exists
an MC-RU function H: [0, hI? = [0, k], a semi-grouping function M: [k, hl? — [k, h], and an
MC-LU function K: [h, 1] = [h, 1] such that, foralls, t € [0, 1], (the structure of SF is shown in
Figure 4)

H(s,t) (s,t) €[0,h] x [0,k] U[0,k] x [k, K]
SE(s, 1) = K(s,t) (s,t) € [h,1] x [1,1]
’ M(s,t) (s, t) € [k h] x [k, h]

h (s,t) € [0,1] x [, 1] U [h,1] x [0, H]

where H and M need to satisfy that H(s, t) = M(s, t), when s =k or t = k.

1

0 1

Figure 4. Structure diagram of SF on [0, 1].

Proof. According to Proposition 4, the constant /1 is taken as the value of the known region
[0, h] x [k, 11U [k, 1] x [0, k]. So, the definition interval of the semi-®-Z function, except
for h, is divided into two parts: [0, h]? and [, 1]%. Then we can discuss them separately in
the following two intervals.

(1) Fors,te[h 1], suppose that there exists a function K: [k, 1]? — [h, 1], which satisfies
symmetry, monotone, continuity, and the condition that K(s, t) =hif s=hor t = h.
Since k < h, we need not discuss the case of k in this region. That is, K satisfies SF1,
SF2, SF3, and SF5 on [k, 1]. Such a function K is an MC-LU function.

(2) Fors, t € [0, h]?, since it has its special idempotent and zero elements, this section is
further subdivided into the following two parts:

(i) Suppose that there exists a function H: [0, h]? — [0, h], which satisfies symmetry,
monotone, continuity, and the condition that H(s, t) =hif s=hort =h. Sucha
function H is an MC-RU function. That is, H satisfies SF1, SF2, SF3, and SF5 on
[0, A].

To ensure that SF is left-continuous and has its own idempotent and zero elements,

we introduce the following function.

(ii) Suppose that there exists a function M: [k, h]? — [k, h], which satisfies symmetry,
monotone, left continuity, and boundary conditions. The boundary conditions
are, (a) if s=hort=h, then M(s, t) = h; (b) if s =k and t = k, then M(s, t) = k. It is
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clear that such a function M is a semi-grouping function. M ensures that the
zero and idempotent elements of SF hold. That is, M satisfies SF1, SF2, SF3, SF4,
and SF5 on [k, h].

There is an overlap between the intervals of the definitions of M and H. To avoid
redundant conditions, condition conflicts, and unnecessary confusion, we simplify the
interval of the definition of H into (s, f) € [0, k] x [0, k] U [0, k] x [k, k]. To ensure the
monotone requirement of SF, the condition that H(s, t) = M(s, ), when s = k or t = k, needs
to be added.

From the above proof, it follows that there exists an MC-RU function H: [0, h]? — [0,
h], a semi-grouping function M: [k, h]?> — [k, h], and an MC-LU function K: [k, 11> — [k, 1],
which can form the semi-®-E function SF on [0, 1] with k < h. OJ

Definition 18. Given a semi-©-& function SF: [0, 112 = [0, 1], the function that is defined as
follows is the residual implication induced by SF, for any s, t € [0, 1]:

Rgp(s, t) = sup{m € [0, 1] | SF(s, m) < t}.

Theorem 9. Let SF be an inflationary semi-©-Z function with h, k € [0, 1]. The binary operator
Rgr is a fuzzy implication when and only when

Vm € [0,1), SF(0, m)=0.

Proof. (<) Since SF is monotonically non-decreasing, it follows from the definition of Rsp
that Rgr must be monotonically non-increasing for the first variable and monotonically
non-decreasing for the second variable. Since SF (0, m) = 0, we have Rgr(0, 0) = sup{m €
[0, 1) SF(0, m) <0}, so Rsr(0, 0) = sup{m € [0, 1)| SF(0, m) < 0}=1; likewise, Rgr(0, 1) = 1.
Similarly, since SF is inflationary and Rsr(1, 0) = sup{m € [0, 1) | SF(1, m) < 0}, we obtain
SF(1,m) <0, som < 0and m= 0. Therefore, Rsr(1, 0) = sup{m € [0, 1)| SF(1, m) <0} =0. In
summary, it can be seen that Rgr is a fuzzy implication.

(=) It is easy to conclude from the fact that the fuzzy implication satisfies I1 and 12,
where SF is monotonically non-decreasing. When Rgr(0, 0) = sup{m € [0, 1) | SF(0, m) < 0}
=1, SF(0, 1) < 0; then, for any m € [0, 1), we can obtain SF (0, m) = 0. Hence, this direction
holds. O

Theorem 10. Let SF be an inflationary semi-@-E function with h = 0 and k € [0, 1]. The binary
operator Rgr is a fuzzy implication.

Proof. This proof is easily obtained by referring to Theorem 9. J

Proposition 5. Let SF: [0, 1] — [0, 1] be a semi-O-= function. Then Rgr is the residual implication
induced by SF, and for any s, t, h, k € [0, 1], the following propositions hold:

(1) Rgsp(h, h)=1.

(2) Rgp(s, h) =h.

(3 Rsplk, 1) > k.

4) s<tandh<t=> Rgp(s, t) > h.

(5) Rgp(s,)=1=s<t

6) s 75 0 = Rgp(s, 0) = 0.

(7)  Rsp(h,s)=1.

(8) Rsp(s, 1)=1.

Proof. (1) Rsp(h, h) =sup{m € [0, 1]| SF(h, m) < h}, since SF(h, m) = SF(h, 1) = h. Then we
can obtain Rgr (h, h) = 1.
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(2) Rgp(s, h) = sup{m € [0, 1]1 SF(s, m) < h}, since SF is monotonically increasing and
SF(s, h) = h. Then we can obtain Rgf (s, h) = h.

(3) Rsp(k, 1) = sup{m € [0, 1]| SF(k, m) < 1}, since SF(k, k) = k < 1. Then we can obtain
Rsp(k, 1) > k.

(4) When h < 't, Rgr (s, t) = sup{m € [0, 1] SF(s, m) < t}, since SF(s, h) =h < t.

It is easy to prove that (5)—(8) are true. O

It is natural for scholars to examine the block structure of the residual implication. As
the next step, we explore the residual implications of special semi-®-Z functions as well.

Corollary 1. A semi-O-Z function SF, where k=1 and h =0 (k = 0 and h = 1), is by definition a
semi-overlap function (semi-grouping function), and its residual implication Rgr is derived from a
semi-overlap function (semi-grouping function).

Theorem 11. Let SF be an inflationary semi-©-Z function where k =1 and h € (0, 1) and the
operators H and N be the same as in Theorem 7 (the structure of SF is shown in Figure 5). The
residual implication Rgr is given by the following for any s, t € [0, 1]:

1 (s,t) € [0, ] x [h,1]
% (s,t) € [1,1] x [0,k
Rer(s:1) Ru(s,t) (s,1) € [0,h) x [0,k
In(s,t)  (s,t) € [1,1)?
1(k)
h Ni(s, t)
h
0 1(k)

Figure 5. Structure diagram of SF on [0, 1].

Proof. Based on structural features, we divide the study of residual implication into four
parts as follows.

(1) For (s, t) € [0, h] x [0, K], it holds that
Rsp(s, t) = sup {m € [0, h] | SF(s, m) < t}.

Since H is a continuous and monotone binary function, there exists a residual implica-
tion derived from it. So, Rgr(s, t) = sup {m € [0, h]| SE(s, m) < t} = Ry(s, ).

(2) For (s, t) € [h, 1]?, it holds that
Rsp(s, t) = sup {m € [h, 1]| SF(s, m) < t}.

N has a residual implication, and Ry is a fuzzy implication. So, we can obtain Rgr(s, )
=sup {m € [0, 1] SF(s, m) < t} = IN(s, t).
(3) For(s,t)e A,A=[0,h] x [, 11U {0} x [0, 1], it holds that

Rsr(s, t) =sup {m € [0, 1] SF(s, m) < t}.
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Since SF is always equal to / in this range and h < ¢, it follows that Rgp(s, t) = sup {m €
Al SF(s,m) <t}=sup{mec Al h<t}=1.

(4) For(s,t) € B,B=[h,1] x [0, h), it holds that
Rsp(s, t) =sup {m € [0, h) | SF(s, m) < t}.

Since SF is constant equal to / in this range and & > t, Rgp(s, t) = sup {m € B| SF(s, m)
< t}is null. So, we can obtain the residual implication as shown in Figure 6.

1(k)

1 Iy (s, t)

nl

0 1(k)

Figure 6. Residual implications derived from SF. [J

One point to be emphasized is that the residual implication derived from such a
semi-O-E function is not necessarily a fuzzy implication. Next, a semi-©-Z function is
given, whose derived residual implication must be a structural form of fuzzy implication.

Theorem 12. Let SF be an inflationary semi-©-Z function where h = 0 and k € (0, 1) and the
operators K and N be the same as in Theorem 7 (the structure of SF is shown in Figure 7). The
residual implication Rgr is given by the following for any s, t € [0, 1]:

Ri(s,t)  (s,t) € [0,k] x [k, 1] U [k, 1] x [0,k] U [k, 1]*

Rsp(s,t) = {RN(S,f) (s,t) € [0,k]?

In particular, the semi-®-E function is inflationary and h = 0; i.e., when s =hor t = h, SF (s,
t) =h = 0. By Theorem 10, Rgr is a fuzzy operator as follows:

op(s, ) — LG (s,8) € [0,k] x [k, 1] U [k, 1] x [0,K] U [k, 1)2
SV (s, ) (s,) € [0,k

0(h) 1

Figure 7. Semi-®-Z function SF.
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Proof. Based on structural features, we divide our study of residual implication into three
parts as follows.

(1) For (s, t) € [0, k] x [0, k], there is
Isp(s, t) = sup {m € [0, k]| SF(s, m) < t}.

It is known that N has a residual implication, and it is also a fuzzy implication.
Therefore, it is known that, in this region, Isr(s, ) = sup {m € [0, k]| SF(s, m) < t} = In(s, £).

(2) For(s,t)e A, A=[0,k] x [k, 11U [k, 1] x [0, k] U [k, 1]?, it holds that
Isp(s, t) =sup {m € [0, 1] | SE(s, m) < t}.

In this case, K is chosen to be an inflationary semi-@-& function with 0 as the zero
element and k as the idempotent element, which must have a residual implication due to
monotone and left continuity. Then it can be easily checked that the residuated implication
is a fuzzy implication by Theorem 10. Therefore, it can be shown that, in this region, Isr(s,
t) =sup {m € [0, 1]1 SE(s, m) <t} = Ik(s, t).

(8) For (s, t) € B, B={0} x [0, 1], it holds that Isr(s, t) = sup {m € [0, 1]| SF(s, m) <t} =
sup {m € [0, 1]1 SF(0, m) < t}. And since SF(0, m) =0, Isg(s, t) = sup {m € [0, 1] | SF(0,

m) < t}=1.

The above content has been proven. It can be clearly seen that the residual implication
derived from such a semi-@-Z function must be the fuzzy implication(as shown in Figure 8).

1

0(h) 1
Figure 8. Residual implications derived from SF. [J

5. Inflationary MTL Algebra

In this section, we propose and investigate inflationary MTL algebras by characterizing
an inflationary semi-overlap function and inflationary semi-®-Z functions from an algebraic
perspective. First, we introduce the notion of inflationary MTL algebras.

Definition 19. An algebra (A, A\, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is said to be an inflationary MTL algebra if it is
an IGRL that meets the following condition: for any s, t € A,

1) (—=0t®1)V({Et—(s®1)) =1 (general prelinearity).

Example 4. The operators @ and —« are defined as below.

1 5s>09,t>09
St = .
max{0,s +t—1} otherwise

t—s+1 08>s>t
S — @t = . .
1 otherwise
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Then, ([0, 1], A\, V, ®, =, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra, for any s, t € [0, 1].

Proposition 6. Let (A, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) be an inflationary MTL algebra. For any s, t € A, the
terms below hold:

(1) If1is the unit of ®, thens — s =1;

2) s<t—omes—-m>t

@) Ift—s=1thens>t

4) s>tet—(s1)=1

Proof.
(1) s—s=supfmlmeAs@m<sf=1lands® 1 <s,since ® satisfiess ® 1 > s. Hence,
s®1=s.

2 Ift—sm=sup{slscAt®s<m}]thens > m=sup{tltcA s®t<m} The
converse also holds true. Hence, the claim holds.

B t—s=sup{mlmeA t@m<s}=1 Thereist® 1 <s. Itis known thatt <t ® 1.
Hence, we canobtaint <t® 1 <sand s > t.

(4) TItisclear that,ifs >t thent - (s®1)=1.Sinces ® 1 >t® 1, wehavet = (s ® 1)
=sup{mlmeAtedm<s®@ll=1. Andt—>(s®1)=1=s>tt—>(s®1)=sup
mimeA,teom<s®1}=1,s0s®1>t® 1, and we can obtains > t. [J

Remark 4. If the inflationary MTL algebra has a unit element 1, we have the general prelinearity,
which meets the prelinearity.

Proposition 7. Let D be a complete lattice, © be an inflationary semi-overlap function on D, and
—w be the residual implication derived from ®. Then the algebra (D, A\, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an
inflationary MTL algebra.

Proof. Firstly, we can show that (D, A, V, ®, =, 0, 1) is an IGRL. Then we need to show
that (D, A, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra. For any s, t € D, (i) when s > ¢,
wehaves ® 1 >t ® 1 by the monotone of ®,s0t =g (s®@1)=sup{ml me D, t @m<s
®1}=1.Then (s =g (t ® 1)) V (t =g (s ® 1)) =1. (ii) When s < ¢, the proof is similar to (i),
whichleadsto (s g (t® 1))V (t =g (s® 1)) =1.

As proved by the foregoing, (D, A, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra. [

Proposition 8. Let ® be an inflationary semi-©-E function on [0, 1] and —g be the residual
implication derived from @. Then the algebra ([0, 1], A\, V, ®, =, 0, 1) is an inflationary
MTL algebra.

Proof. Clearly, we can show that ([0, 1], A, V, 0, 1) is a complete lattice. ([0, 1]; ®) is a
commutative groupoid (®, —¢) that satisfies the residual principle.
Thus, we need to show that ® and —« satisfy general prelinearity: (s =g (t ® 1)) V (¢
o (s®1))=1,foranys, t € [0, 1]. (i) Whens >, wehaves ® 1 >t ® 1,50t =g (s® 1)
=supf{mlmeD,t@m<s®1}=1.Then(s ¢ (t® 1)V (t = ¢ (s®1)) =1. (ii) When s
<'t, the proof is similar to (i). These two pointslead to (s =g (t ® 1)) V (t =g (s® 1)) =1.
Thus, ([0, 1], A, V, ®, =, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra. [J

Proposition 9. Let @ be a semi-O-E function on [0, 1] with h <k and h, k € [0, 1]. Select the part
of ® on [h, k] that satisfies the conditions that (1) it is continuous on [h, kI, (2) s ® k > s, for any
s € [h, ki, and — g is the residual implication derived from ®. Then the algebra ([h, k], A, V, ®,
—w, h, k) is an inflationary BL algebra.

Proof. For h <k, the structure of the semi-®-Z function is known from Theorem 7. Then
we can take the residual implication —g from ® in the structure, as in Theorem 11, which
shows that the residual implication also exists in [/, k]. Then it is easy to show that ([4, k],
A, V, ®, =, h, k) is an IGRL. Furthermore, for any s, t € [k, k], (i) when s > ¢, we know
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thats @ k>t ®k,and t =g (s@k)=sup {m|l me[h k], t ®m <s®k}=k. Then (s =g (¢
® k) V (t =g (s ® k) =k. (ii) When s < ¢, the proof is similar to (i), which leads to (s — (¢
R k) V (t =>g (s ® k)) = k. It can be concluded that ([h, k], A, V, ®, =&, h, k) satisfies the
general prelinearity. Finally, we prove that it satisfies the divisibility property. When s <'t,
wehavet ® h <s <t <t®k, since ® is continuous on [/, k], based on the Intermediate
Value Theorem, so there exists m € [h, k] such that t ® m = s. Then we can obtain m < ¢
—gsands=t®@m <t =g (t =g s). Furthermore, since t —g s <t —g s, we haves >t
—g (t 2% 5). Thenthereiss At=s=t =g (t =g 5).
In summary, ([i, k], A, V, ®, =&, h, k) is an inflationary BL algebra. [

Remark 5. If a map is the inflationary semi-©-Z function in Proposition 8, then the inflationary
BL algebra ([h, kI, N\, V, ®, =, h, k) in Proposition 9 is a subalgebra of the inflationary MTL
algebra ([0, 1], A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) in Proposition 8.

Proposition 10. Let ® be an inflationary ©-Z function on [0, 1] withh =0, k € (0, 1], and — ¢
is the residual implication derived from @. Then the algebra ([0, 1], A\, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an
inflationary BL algebra.

Proof. Itis easy to check that ([0, 1], A, V, ®, =, 0, 1) is an IGRL. (i) Suppose s > t. Then
thereiss®1>t®1,s0t —¢ (s ® 1) = 1. This can also be proven when s < t. Both cases
leadto (s > (t® 1)V (t > (s® 1)) =1. (ii) Whens < t,thenwehave t 0 < s <t < ¢
® 1, since ® is continuous on [0, 1], based on the Intermediate Value Theorem that there
exists m € [0, 1] such that t ® m =s. Then we can obtainm <t —gsands=t @ m <t —g
(t - ). Furthermore, since t g s <t —g s, wehaves >t —g (f =g s). Then we have s
ANt=s=t—g (t >g s). Therefore ([0, 1], A, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an inflationary BL algebra. [J

From an algebraic structure perspective, the semi-©-E function on [0, 1] is a substantial
generalization of the ®-Z function on [0, 1]. The former can only generate an inflation-
ary MTL algebra; for instance, in Example 6, (D, A, V, ®, —g, 0, 1) is an inflationary
MTL algebra but not an inflationary BL algebra. The latter can generate an inflationary
BL algebra.

The above is our research content on inflationary MTL algebra, and the following is
the related content on non-associative MTL algebra that is closely related to it.

Definition 20. An algebra (A, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is said to be a non-associative MTL algebra
(briefly, naMTL) if it is a non-associative residuated lattice that meets the following conditions, for
anys,t € A:
(1) (s —=t)Vayt —s) =1 (a-prelinearity);
@) (s—=t)V Byt — s) =1 (B-prelinearity).

ap(s)=@®b) = (@a®(b®s), Bis)=b—(a— (a®b) ®s)).

Example 5. Let a binary function ®: [0, 11> — [0, 1] be a continuous non-associative t-norm and
—g: 10, 11> — [0, 1] be residual implication derived from © given by the following, for any s, t €
[0, 1]:

1 1
s®t = -st+ Emax{O,s—i—t—l};

2
z 2t <s<1
. 2t4+1-—s
min{ === 1} 0<s <2t
S—>®t: {SJrl }
1 s=0
t s=1

Then, ([0, 1], A\, V, ®, =g, 0, 1) is an naMTL.
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Proposition 11. Let (A, A\, V, ®, —, 0, 1) be an naMTL. The following properties hold for any s, t
€ A:

1) (s—=>t)®s<s t

2) (s—t)—=t>s,t.

(B) s=>(t®1)=(Vi—t

4 1—s=s.

Proof.

(1) Itisobviousthats —¢t<1.Then(s =+ ®s<s®1=s. Ands—t <s —t, according
to the residual principle. Hence, it can be concluded that (s — f) ® s < t.

(2) From (1) and the residual principle, it can be concluded that (s — f) —+¢ > s. And since
s—=t)Rt<t®1=t weknow that (s — t) =t > t.

(3) Whens>t,s—»t=s—=({t®1)=(sVi)—>t=s—t Andwhens<t (sVt)—t=t—
t=lands - (t®1)=s —>t=1.50,s > (t®1)=(s V) =t

(4) Sincel ® s =5 <, according to the residual principle, it can be concluded that 1 —
s=s. [

Proposition 12. The naMTL must be an inflationary MTL algebra.

Proof. Let the algebra (A, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) be an naMTL, for any s, t € A. It follows from
the definition that the naMTL can be viewed as a GRL satisfyings @ 1 =5, (s — t) V aj(t
—s)=1,and (s — t) V B;(t — s) = 1. Since s ® 1 = s, which satisfies s © 1 > s, naMTL is a
special class of IGRL. And since s ® 1 =s, it is easy to prove that (s — t) V af(t — s) = (s —
t) V Byt — s) = 1. So, it follows that the naMTL must be an inflationary MTL algebra. [

However, an inflationary MTL algebra is not necessarily an naMTL algebra. The
following is an example to support it.

Example 6. Let D be a complete lattice with operations defined by Tables 1 and 2 and the order
by Figure 9. Then the structure (D, A, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra but not an
naMTL algebra. Leta=sand b =s. (D, A\, V, ®, —, 0, 1) is an inflationary MTL algebra but does
not satisfy a, B-prelinearity, and (t — s) Vaj(s — t) =t # 1, so it is not an naMTL algebra.

Table 1. The operation —.

— 0 s t m n 1
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
s 0 1 t t m 1
t 0 s 1 S n 1
m 0 1 1 1 S 1
n 0 1 1 1 1 1
1 0 s t m n 1
Table 2. The operation ®.
® 0 s t m n 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
s 0 S m n n S
t 0 m t m n t
m 0 n m n n m
n 0 n n n n m
1 0 S t m m 1
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0
Figure 9. A Hasse diagram.

Proposition 13. For an IGRL D in total order and s <t < s — t =1, a. B-prelinearity is equivalent
to general prelinearity.

Proof. (=) If the algebra D satisfies «.3-prelinearity, (s — ) V aj(t — s) =1 and (s — 1)
VB (t — s) = 1. It is clear that the general prelinearity holds. And if s <t,thens — (t ® 1) =
1. So, the general prelinearity holds.

(<) If the algebra D satisfies the general prelinearity, then (s = (t ® 1)) V (t = (s ® 1))
=1.Ifs<t®1,therearetwocases,s<t<t®landt <s<t® 1. First, whens <t <t®
1,s - t=1,weobtain (s = t) Vaj(t - s)=1and (s — t) V pj(t = s) =1. And when t <
<t®1l,wehave(s > ) Vajt =>s)=c—=>HVa()=(—>HV[@®b) = @x(bx1)]
Since ® is inflationary and monotone, we can obtaina ® b <a ® (b ® 1) and (s — t) V af(t
—s8)=@®b)— @®(®®1))=1. Likewise, (s =+t Vit >s)=(—=>HVB(1)=(—1t)V
[b—(@— ((a®b) ®1))]. Supposeb — (a = (a1 ®b)®1))=1. Thenb <a — (@ ®b) ® 1).
Based on the residual principle, a ® b < (2 ® b) ® 1, and it is obviously valid. Thus, since (s
—t)Vaj(t —s)=1and (s —t) V Bj(t — s) = 1, we can show that «.(3-prelinearity holds. []

Next, based on the known research and the research in this paper, the corresponding
relations between operators and algebraic structures, as well as the relations between
various algebraic structures, are presented in Figures 10 and 11, respectively. (In Figure 10,
the dashed arrow represents the operator corresponding to this algebraic structure, while
the solid arrow represents the operator’s extension.)

Left-continuous : i Inflationary
- Inflationary semi
non-associative —> . (= general overlap
overlap function .
t-norm function
Non-associative Inflationary MTL : Weak inflationary
MTL algebra algebra BL algebra

0] i

MTL algebra <= BL algebra = Non-associative

BL algebra
. . Continuous
Left continuous Continuous L.
| C=> non-associative
t-norm t-norm
t-norm

Figure 10. The corresponding relations between operators and algebraic structures.
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Inflationary general residuated lattice

Non-associative residuated lattice
Inflationary MTL | Non-associative MTL
algebra algebra
Weak Non-
inflationary associative | BL
BL algebra BL algebra | algebra
MTL algebra
Inflationary general Residuated lattice
residuated lattice

Figure 11. The relations diagram of some algebraic structures.

6. Conclusions

This paper extends semi-overlap functions on [0, 1] to a function on complete lattices.
We investigated its residual implication, its fundamental properties, and its construction
methods, thereby advancing the theoretical understanding of the semi-overlap function.
Furthermore, we investigated the semi-overlap function with the semi-grouping function
based on their respective properties, leading to the introduction of the semi-®-Z function.

We further investigated the fundamental properties and construction methods of the
semi-®-Z function, demonstrating that the semi-®@-E function can be constructed from
two binary functions f and g that meet specific conditions. In addition, we elucidated the
structural characteristics of the semi-®-Z function under various conditions, indicating
that it can be characterized by functions such as the semi-overlap function and the MC-RU
function. The results are detailed in Theorems 5 and 6. Furthermore, we examined the
residual implication derived from the semi-®-Z function.

Finally, we examined the inflationary MTL algebra and provided a characterization
of the semi-overlap function and the semi-®-Z function from an algebraic perspective.
At the same time, it is proved from the perspective of algebraic structures that the semi-
®-Z function is a generalization of the ©-E function. The relations between the relevant
operators and their corresponding algebraic structures are illustrated in Figure 10, while
Figure 11 describes the relations between the relevant algebraic structures.

This study provides new ideas for the study of aggregation functions and enriches the
theoretical study of overlap functions. Further research could explore the extension of the
semi-O-& function on [0, 1] and on complete lattices and provide a more in-depth study of
the algebraic structure. Furthermore, further research should provide some solutions to
problems in practice; for example, the manuscript by the authors of [38] proposed solutions
to problems in decision-making.
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