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KYBERNETIKA — VOLUME 58 (2022), NUMBER 3, PAGES 354-375

MIGRATIVITY PROPERTIES OF 2-UNINORMS
OVER SEMI-T-OPERATORS

L1-JuN YING AND FENG QIN

In this paper, we analyze and characterize all solutions about a-migrativity properties of
the five subclasses of 2-uninorms, i.e. C*, CP, CL, C?, C}, over semi-t-operators. We give the
sufficient and necessary conditions that make these a-migrativity equations hold for all possible
combinations of 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators. The results obtained show that for G € C¥,
the a-migrativity of G over a semi-t-operator F), , is closely related to the a-section of Fj, .
or the ordinal sum representation of t-norm and t-conorm corresponding to Fj,,,,. But for the
other four categories, the a-migrativity over a semi-t-operator F}, , is fully determined by the
a-section of F, .
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1. INTRODUCTION

Aggregation functions are usually used in the process of combining and integrating a
given number of data into a representative value. This process is indispensable in some
step for many fields and this is a reason why aggregation functions are considered as an
important tool in many applications, from computer science and mathematics to social
sciences and economics. Therefore, in recent decades, there is a significant increase
about the interest in aggregation functions, and the publications of some monographs
focusing completely on aggregation functions have supported this interest for a long time
[4, [6, 111 15, B3] 37].

Recently, bringing uninorms and nullnorms together, a new class of aggregation func-
tions called 2-uninorms was introduced by Akella [2]. This concept shares the same
idea with the ordinal sum of t-norms and generalizes uninorms in such a way that the
global neutral element is replaced by two local neutral elements e; and es. Since then,
many scholars have devoted themselves to study of the structural characterization of 2-
uninorms. Specifically, some classes of 2-uninorms have been characterized under some
appropriate continuity conditions. In 2018, Zong et al. have characterized the structures
of all five mutually exclusive classes of 2-uninorms [37]. The most eye-catching is that,
in a systematic analysis, the 2-uninorms with continuous underlying operators were ob-
tained by decomposing into the form of ordinal sum [I9] 20, 21} 22]. In recent years,
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under the assumption of removing commutativity of t-operators, t-operators and null-
norms wwere generalized and the notion of semi-t-operators was introduced by Drygas
[8]. These operators are interesting and important not only from the theoretical point of
view, but also from their applications because they also play an important and essential
role in many fields like fuzzy quantifiers, fuzzy logic framework, neural networks or ex-
pert system [25]. Meanwhile, based on the important role of semi-t-operator in different
fields, a complete characterization concerning it was presented in [§].

In addition to the characterization mentioned above, another research direction of
aggregation function is considered from their application aspect. One of the application
properties is the migrativity. Investigations of this property are directed towards finding
all solutions for different kinds of aggregation operations such as t-norms, t-conorms,
uninorms, 2-uninorms, nullnorms or semi-t-operators. As far as we know, the significance
of the migrativity property of different aggregation operators stems from its role in
different fields, for example, image processing, decision making processes and aggregation
of information.

To our best knowledge, the concept of a-migrativity properties of the t-norms was
put forward first as an open problem about whether there are strictly monotone t-
norm solutions to the migrative equation [16 [I7], and then it was formally affirmed by
Durante and Sarkoci [7] with the purpose to construct new t-norms by the means of
convex combinations about t-norms with this property and the drastic product t-norm
Tp. For any a € [0,1] and a t-norm 7', this property is the functional equation

T(az,y) =T(x,ay)  for all z,y €0,1]. (1)

The interest of this property not only comes from its applications as mentioned above,
but also from the theoretical point of view because it is useful and essential for strcturing
a new t-norm by convex combinations between two given ones [7, 28] 29]. Recently, with
the significant development of aggregation functions in theory, researchers have also
extended this property (Eq.(1)) by replacing the t-norm T and the product ax with
more general aggregation operators. In this sense, the most general functional equation
about a-migrativity for aggregation functions is described as

C(D(Oz,x),y) = O(va(a’y))v (2)

where C' and D are two aggregation functions, and it is called the («, D)-migrativity of
C or called that C' is a-migrative over D. Since then, the a-migrativity of aggregation
functions has attracted wider attention of many scholars. One of the most impressive and
influential results is probably given by Li et al. [14]. Their results show that the migrative
properties of two uninorms with continuous underlying operators is mainly determined
by the migrative properties of two representable uninorms or the a-section. Since we
are going to deal with 2-uninorm in this work, over here, we only recall some results
of migrative property related to 2-uninorms. Indeed, to our best knowledge, only the
migrativity involving nullnorms and 2-uninorm has been studied. Specifically speaking,
in 2019, Wang et al. [35] analyzed and investigated the migrativity between nullnorms
and 2-uninorms. Based on whether the absorbing elements of unllnorms and 2-uninorms
are the same, authors gave all solutions of the migrativity equations for every possible
combinations between 2-uninorms and nullnorms. Considering the wide application of
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migrative property and the importance of aggregation operators as already mentioned
above, the goal of this paper is to fill the gap mentioned above. In other words, as a
supplement of this topic from the theoretical point of view, we will continue to study
the migrativity of 2-uninorms. Specifically, we investigate the migrativity property of 2-
uninorms over semi-t-operators. We put forward the sufficient and necessary conditions
when the equation holds for all possible combinations about 2-uninorms over semi-t-
operators. In the process of our research, it is interesting to find that for G € C¥,
the c-migrativity of G over a semi-t-operator F),, is closely related to the a-section
of F,, or the ordinal sum representation of t-norm and t-conorm corresponding to
F, . But for the other four categories, the a-migrativity over a semi-t-operator F), , is
fully determined by the a-section of F),,. Since semi-t-operators are generalization of
nullnorms, in this sense, the results obtained in this paper generalize the conclusions of
Wang [35].

Next, we will specifically add a preliminary section to review the structures of uni-
norms, 2-uninorms, nullnorms and semi-t-operators after this introduction, which will
be used throughout this paper. In section 3, we investigate the migrativity property of
2-uninorms over semi-t-operators for the case F' € F, , with ;1 < v in detail. In section
4, we minutely discuss the migrativity property of 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators for
another case, i.e. ' € F), , with v < p. Section 5 is the Conclusion.

2. PERLIMINARIES

We will suppose that readers are already familiar with the basic facts and results related
to t-norms, t-conorms and uninorms. Meanwhile, we can also find the knowledge about
the definitions, notations and results of them in [T} 8L @] 12} [T4]. In this section, we will
just give some basic notations and facts of semi-t-operators and 2-uninorms.

Definition 2.1. (Drygas [§], Klement et al. [I2]) A pseudo-t-norm 7 is a binary oper-
ation T [0,1]? — [0, 1] which is increasing, associative and has 1 as the neutral element.
A pseudo-t-conorm S is a binary operation S: [0,1]> — [0, 1] which is increasing, asso-
ciative and has 0 as the neutral element.

Obviously, if the commutativity of t-norm (t-conorm) is omitted, we can just get
pseudo-t-norm (pseudo-t-conorm) from the above definition.

Definition 2.2. (Dryga$ [8]) A semi-t-operator is a binary operation F: [0,1]?> — [0, 1]
which is increasing, associative, fulfills F(0,0)=0, F(1,1)=1 and such that the functions
FO Fl Fy, Fy are continuous, where FO(z) = F(z,0), Fl(z) = F(z,1), Fo(x) = F(0, ),
Fi(z) = (1,z). We will use F), , to denote the family of all semi-t-operators F' satisfing
that F'(0,1) = g and F(1,0) = v.

Theorem 2.3. (Drygas [8]) Let F: [0,1]> — [0,1], F(0,1) = u and F(1,0) = v.
F € F,, if and only if there are a pseudo-t-norm T and a pseudo-t-conorm S such that

wS (5, 4 it z,y €[0,u],
v+ (1-v)T(F=2, =) if 2,y € [v1],

Flz,y) =4 p if ©<p<y, (3)
v if y<v<uo,

x if p<z<y,
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when p < v and

vS(%,4) if x,y€[0,v],
pA (1= ) TR )i a,y € 1],
Flz,y) =14 n if z<u<y, (4)
v if y<v<uo,
Y if v<y<uy,

when v < p.

If a semi-t-operator F' € F), , satisfies commutativity, then y = v. It means that F’
becomes a nullnorm with the zero element p by equations and . As a result, the
class of the nullnorms is a subclass of the semi-t-operators.

Now, let us take a look back to the definition and some results on 2-uninorms.

Definition 2.4. (Akella [2]) Assume that 0 < e; < k < ey < 1, where k € [0,1],
e1 € [0,k] and e € [k, 1]. A binary operation G: [0,1]?> — [0,1] is called a 2-uninorm if
it is increasing, commutative, associative and fulfills that G(e;,y) = y for all y € [0, k|
and G(ea,y) =y for all y € [k, 1].

Obviously, e; is the neutral element of G in [0, k] and es is the neutral element of G
in [k, 1]. Thus, for any k € (0,1), we get easily that the operator works as a uninorm in
[0, k] or [k, 1]?. In this paper, we will denote the underlying uninorm of the 2-uninorm
in [0, k] as U; and in a similar way, the underlying uninorm in [k, 1] as U. Meanwhile,
we will use U? to denote the class of all 2-uninorms.

Lemma 2.5. (Drygas$ [2]) Assume that 0 < e; < k < e3 < 1 and G € U?, then
G(0,1) € {0,k, 1}.

Based on this fact, we obtain three subclasses of operators in U? denoted by C?, C*,
C'. Next, we will give the structures of every kind of the 2-uninorms.

Theorem 2.6. (Dryga$ [2]) Let G € U?. If G(x,1) is continuous except at the points
x =e; and x = eq, then G(0,1) =0 and G(1,k) =k ifand only if 0 < e1 <k < ez <1
as well as there exist two t-norms 79, T¢ and two t-conorms S%, S¢ such that

T4 if (z,y) €[0,e1]?,
qd if (x,y) € [61,/€]2,

CURS IS e o .
k if (z,y) € [e1, k) x (k, 1] U (k, 1] x [e1, k),

min(z,y) otherwise.

We denote this kind of all 2-uninorms as CY.

Theorem 2.7. (Dryga$ [2]) Let G € U2 If G(z,1) is continuous except at the point
e1 and G(x,e;1) is continuous except at the point eg, then G(0,1) = 0 and G(1,k) =1
if and only if 0 < e; < k < ey < 1 as well as there exist two t-norms 7%, T and two
t-conorms S¢, S¢ such that
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T if (z,y)€0,e1]?,
Sd if (z,y) € [e1,k]?,
Te if (z,y) € [k, ea)?,
G(x,y) = S¢ if ('Tay) € [62’ 1]2a (6)
min(z,y) if (x,y) €[0,e1) x (e1,1] U (e, 1] x [0,e1),
max(z,y) if (z,y) € [e1,€2) X (e2,1] U (e2,1] x [e1, €2),
k if (x,y) € [e1,k) x (k,ea] U (k,ez] x [e1, k).

We use CY to denote this kind of all 2-uninorms.

Theorem 2.8. (Dryga$ [2]) Let G € U?. If G(x,0) is continuous except at the points
e1 and eq, then G(0,1) =1 and G(0,k) = k if and only if 0 < e; < k < ey < 1 as well
as there exist two t-norms 7¢, T and two t-conorms S%, S¢ such that

Td if (x,y) €0,e1]?,
Sd if (z,y) € [e1,k]?,
) e if (z,y) € [k, es]?,
G(Jﬁyy) - ge if (aj,z) S [62, i]z, <7)
k if (x,y) €[0,k) x (k,ea] U (k,ez] x [0, k),

max(x,y) otherwise.
We denote this kind of all 2-uninorms as C’,i.

Theorem 2.9. (Dryga$ [2]) Let G € U2 If G(z,0) is continuous except at the point
es and G(x,ez) is continuous except at the point ey, then G(0,1) = 1 and G(0,k) =0
if and only if 0 < e; < k < ey < 1 as well as there exist two t-norms 7%, T and two
t-conorms S¢, S¢ such that

T if (z,y)€[0,e1]?,
s it (2y) € [er, K],
T if (z,y) € [k, ea)?,

G(z,y) =4 S°¢ if (z,y) € [e2,1]?, (8)
min(z,y) if (x,y) €[0,e1) x (e1,e2] U (e, ea] x [0,e1),
max(z,y) if (z,y) € [0,e2) X (e2,1] U (e2,1] x [0, e2),

k if (z,y) € [e1,k) x (k,ea] U (k,ez] x [e1, k).

We use Cj to denote this kind of all 2-uninorms.

Theorem 2.10. (Dryga$ [2]) Let G € U2 If G(z,0) is continuous except at the point
e1 and G(z,1) is continuous except at the point e, then G(0,1) = k if and only if
0<e <k<ey <1 as well as there exist two t-norms 7%, T¢ and two t-conorms S¢,
5S¢ such that

T4 if (x,y) €0,e1]?,
Sd if (z,y) € [e1,k]?,
Te if (z,y) € [k,ea]?,
G(z,y) = S° if (z,y) € [e2, 1], (9)
max(z,y) if (z,y) €[0,e1) x (e1, k] U (e1, k] % [0,e1),
mln(xvy) if (xay) € [k762) X (62; 1] U (62; 1] X [kaGZ)v
k if (x,y) €[0,k) x (k,1]U (k,1] x [0, k)

We use C* to denote this kind of all 2-uninorms.
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In this paper, we denote the underlying t-norms and underlying t-conorms of a 2-
uninorm G as T, T¢ and S¢, S¢, as well as, the underlying t-norms and underlying
t-conorms of F), , as Tr and Sp, respectively.

Definition 2.11. Let a € (0,1), G € U? and F € F,,. A 2-uninorm G is said to be
a-migrative with respect to F' or (o, F')-migrative if

G(F(a,x),y) = Gz, F(a,y)) for all x,y € [0, 1]. (10)

Next, we investigate the migrativity property of 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators in
detail. Since F},, is degenerated into a nullnorm when p = v, we presuppose that F), ,
meet the condition of p # v and u, v ¢ {0,1}. Meanwhile, in order to highlight the
unique structure of 2-uninorm and distinguish it from the other aggregation operators,
we stipulate G € U? meet the condition of 0 < e; < k < e3 < 1. For analysing and
investigating the migrativity properties of 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators, depending
on Theorem there are two cases to consider: a) F € F, , with p < v, b) F € F,,
with p > v.

3. MIGRATIVITY PROPERTIES OF 2-UNINORMS OVER SEMI-T-OPERATORS
FOR THE CASE F € F,, WITH p <v

In this section, we mainly investigate the migrativity properties of a 2-uninorm G over a
semi-t-operator F for the case F' € F), , with u < v, where G € C*UCRUCYUC}UCS.
Further, according to the following proof, C* U C,g ucYu C} UG} are divided into two
subclasses: 1) C*, 2) CYUCYUCLUCE. Now, let us discuss the first case.

3.1. GeC*

Over here, by the order relation of a and p, v, we divide the discussion into the following
cases: (a) a € (0,p); (b) a € [u,v]; (c) @ € (v,1). Now, we start by discussing the case
(a) a € (0, p).

Theorem 3.1. Let G € C* and F € F,, with u < v. If a € (0, ut), then the following
conclusions are obtained.

(i) If p < ey <k, then G is not (a, F)-migrative.

(ii) If e; < p <k, then G is («, F')-migrative if and only if u = &k and U, is (¢, Sr)-
migrative.

(iii) If e3 < k < p, then G is («, F')-migrative if and only if
_ G(F(a,el)ay) if Yy € [07 k}v
Flewy) = { G, y) if y e[k, 1].

Proof. Our discussions are divided into the following situations.
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o If p <e; <k, then a = G(a,e1) = G(F(,0),e1) = G0, F(a,e1)) = G(0, ) = 0,
which contradicts with a # 0.

o If e; < pu <k, then we get @ € (0, k) from p < k. Based on this fact, we have k =
G(a,1) = G(F(a,0),1) = G(0, F(a, 1)) = G(0, p) = max(0, ) = p. It means that
when « € (0, ) and e; < p < k, it must be that u = k since G is («, F')-migrative.

In addition, for (z,y) € [0,k]?, we have kU1 (Sp(%, %), %) = kU; (M 4 =

"k
G(F(a,2),y) = Gz, Fla,y)) = kUx(F, %) = KUI(§, Sr(§, 1) since G is
[0,

k
(o, F)-migrative. Next, let 2 = £ and yl = = ¥, it is obvious that (z*,y Helo, 1)%
ThUS, we have UI(SF(%7x )7y ) Ul( ! SF(kvy )) fOI’( 1 ) ] . So U1
is (¢, Sr)-migrative. On the contrary, when p = k and U; is (%, Sr)-migrative,
we easily get G is (a, F')-migrative by a simple calculation.

o Ife; < k < p. First of all, we prove that e; > p. If not, i.e. es < pu, then we obtain
that 1 = G(F(«, e2),1) = G(eg, F(a, 1)) = G(ea, ) = p by F(a,e3) > eg. This is
impossible for p # 1. So we get e; > p. In this case, for any y € [k, 1], we have
G(M’y) = G(F(aae2>7y) = G(827F(04,y)) = F(a’y) by F(a’y) 2 F(a?k) > k.
Assume y = k, it is straightforward that F(o,k) = G(u, k) = k. Therefore,
when y € [0, k], we get clearly that G(F(«a,e1),y) = G(e1, F(a,y)) = F(a,y) by
F(a,y) < F(a, k) = k. On the contrary, note that

| G(F(ayer),y) if yelo,k],
F(a7y)_{ G(p,y) ! if ze [k, 1].

Next, our discussions are divided into the following situations.

— Assume (z,y) € [0,k]?, then we get G(F(a,2),y) = G(G(F(a,ey),),y) =
G(G(z, F(a,e1)),y) = Gz, G(F(a,e1),y)) = Gz, F(a, y)).

— Assume (z,y) € [k, 1]?, then it is obvious that G(F(a, z),y) = G(G(u, z),y) =
G(G(%M)ay) = G(l‘, G(/’L’y)) = G(Z‘,F(O{, y))

— Assume (x,y) € [0,k] x [k, 1], we get G(F(a,z),y) = G(G(F(a,e1),x),y) =
G(z,G(F(a,e1),y)) and G(z, F(a,y)) = G(z,G(p,y)) = Gy, G(p, x)). Note
that G(F(a,e1),y) > G(F(a,e1),k) = k, by the structure of G € C*, we
obtain that G(z, G(F(a,e1),y)) =k = Gy, G(u,z)) = Gy, k) = k.

— Assume (y,z) € [0,k] x [k, 1], then it holds G(F (o, z),y) = G(G(, x),y) =
G(.’L‘, G(Ma y)) and G(LL‘7 F(O‘vy» = G(‘T7 G(F(a7el)7y)) = G(y, G(F(a7 61)733))‘
Note that G(F(a,e1),r) > G(F(a,e1),k) = k, from the structure of G € C*¥,

we get G(z,G(u,y)) = G(z, k) = k = Gy, G(F(a,e1),x)).

O

Remark 3.2. For the above Theorem (ii), the migrativity for uninorms over t-
conorms has already been investigated by Mas et al. in [26] 27].

Similar to Theorem we get the following theorem for the case (¢), i.e. a € (v,1).

Theorem 3.3. Let G € C* and F € F,,, with u < v. If a € (v,1), then the following
conclusions are obtained.
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(i) If k < ea < v, then G is not (o, F)-migrative.

(ii) If k < v < es, then G is (a, F)-migrative if and only if v = k and Us is (2=£, Tp)-
migrative.

(iii) If v < k < eg, then G is (a, F)-migrative if and only if

G(v,y) if yelo0,kl,
F<“’y):{ C(Flasea)y) if e b1 (13)

Remark 3.4. For the above Theorem (ii), the migrativity for uninorms over t-norms
has already been investigated by Mas et al. in [26] 27].

In the end, we discuss the case a € [, V].

Theorem 3.5. Let G € C* and F € F,, with u < v. If @ € [p,v], then G is (o, F)-
migrative if and only if o = k.

Proof. First, let us assert that a > k is impossible. Otherwise, by the fact that G is
(o, F)-migrative, we have o = G(a, e2) = G(F(a, k), e2) = G(k, F(a,ez)) = Gk, a) =
k. But this contradicts with the assumption that o > k. Further, we claim that
a < k is also impossible. Indeed, since G is (o, F')-migrative, we have a« = G(a,e1) =
G(F(o, k), e1) = G(k,F(a,e1)) = G(k, o) = k, which also contradicts with the assump-
tion that o < k. Therefore, it must be that o = k.
On the contrary, when a = k, we know G is («, F')-migrative by a simple calculation.
0

For the following discussions, we stipulate that G belongs to one of the other four
classes, i.e. G€ CPUCYUCLUC].
32. GeCQuuctucs

Over here, by the order relation of a and u, v, we divide the discussion into the following
cases: (a) a € (0,u); (b) a € [, v]; (¢) @ € (v,1). Now, we start by discussing the case
(a) a € (0, p).

Theorem 3.6. Let G € CPUCYUC} UC) and F € F,, with u < v. If a € (0,p),
then the following conclusions are obtained.

(i) If p < ey <k, then G is not (a, F')-migrative.
(ii) If e; < p <k, then G is not («, F')-migrative.
(iii) If e; < k < p, then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if e > p and

G(F(a,e1),y) if yel0,k],

Fla,y) = { Glu,y) if yelk,1]. -

Proof. Let us prove these results one by one.
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e Suppose that p < e; < k. Similar to proof of the case G € C* in Theoremm (i),
we have G € CQ UCY U C} U C} is not («, F)-migrative.

e Suppose that e; < g < k and G is (o, F)-migrative. We discuss this subcase by
two steps.

— If G € C}. Considering a € (0, 1) and e; < pu < k, then we have G(F(«,0),1)
= G(a, 1) € {a, k}. However, from structure of C}, it holds that G(0, F'(a, 1))
= G(0, ) = 0, which contradicts with the fact that o # 0 and k # 0.

— For the other three cases, i.e. G € C{Y UCl UC}. From the basic facts that
G(z,y) = max(z,y) for any (x,y) € [e1, k] X (e2,1] and F(a,eq) € [e1, k], we
get easily G(F(a,e1),1) = max(F(«,e1),1) = 1. On the other hand, we have
G(e1, F(a, 1)) = G(ey, u) = p, which contradicts with the fact that p # 1.

So, we get the conclusion by summarizing the discussions above.

e Suppose that e; < k < p. Similar to the case G € C* in Theorem (iii), we
obtain the necessity is true for all the four categories.

To see the sufficiency, we get it by a simple calculation.

Similarly to the results above, we can obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.7. Let G € CRUCYUCLUC} and F € F,,, with u < v. If a € (v,1), then
the following conclusions are obtained.

(i) If k < ez < v, then G is not (o, F)-migrative.
(ii) If £ < v < eq, then G is not (a, F')-migrative.

(iii) If v < k < eq, then G is (a, F)-migrative if and only if e; < v and

[ G(v,y) if yelo,k],
Flavy) —{ G(F(yoz,eg),y) if ?gje [k, 1]. (15)

In the end, we investigate the case (b), i.e. a € [, V].

Theorem 3.8. Let G € CYUCYUCLUCE and F € F,,, with u < v. If a € [, V], then
G is not (a, F')-migrative.

Proof. Assume that G € C) UCY U Cl UC} and G is (o, F)-migrative. Then we
have o = G(a,e1) = G(F(a,y),e1) = Gy, F(a,e1)) = Gy, a) = G(a,y) for any fixed
a € [p,v] and a < k. Meanwhile, it also holds that a = G(«, e2) = G(F(a,y), e2) =
Gy, F(o,e2)) = Gy, ) = G(ay,y) for any fixed o € [u,v] and o > k. So, these two
facts imply that & = G(a, y) for any y € [0, 1] when « € [p, v] and G is («, F)-migrative.
Next, to complete our proof, we need consider the following cases.
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e If G € C)UCY. From the structure of G € Cp UCY, we have G(z,y) = min(z, y)
for any (x,y) € [0,1] x [0, e1), then we have « = G(a,0) = 0 for all @ € [0,1], and
it is clearly true for all a € [u, v], which contradicts with a # 0.

e If G € C} UC]. From the structure of G € C} UC}, we have G(z,y) = max(z,y)
for any (x,y) € [0,1] X (e, 1], and then we have o = G(«,1) =1 for all « € [0, 1],
and it is obviously true for all & € [, v], which contradicts with o # 1.

Summing up, we get the desired conclusion. (|

Next, let us analyse and investigate the migrativity properties of 2-uninorms over
semi-t-operators for the case F' € F), , with v < p.

4. MIGRATIVITY PROPERTIES OF 2-UNINORMS OVER SEMI-T-OPERATORS
FOR THE CASE F € F,, WITH v <

Over here, we mainly analyse and investigate migrativity properties of 2-uninorms G over
semi-t-operators F' for the case F' € F), , with v < y, where G € CXUCPUCYUCLUCS.
Firstly, we introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let G € CFUCPUCYUCLUCE and F € F,, with v < p. If G is
(v, F)-migrative, then it must be e; < v and ey > p.

Proof. Firstly, we prove e; < v. Otherwise, we have e; > v. Then since G is (o, F)-
migrative and the structure of F' and G, it holds that F'(«,e1) < e; for any « € (0,1)
and 0 = G(F(a,e1),0) = G(e1, F(«,0)). Depending on the value of G(ey, F(«,0)), we
need consider the following situations. If o € (0,v], then we obtain G(e1, F(c,0)) =
G(er,a) = a by a < v < e, which is a contradition. If o € [v,1), then we obtain
G(e1, F(a,0)) = G(e1,v) = v, which is also a contradiction. So, it must be e; < v if G
is (o, F')-migrative for any a € (0,1).

Next, we prove that es > p. On the contrary, suppose that e; < u. Then since G is
(ar, F)-migrative and the structure of F' and G, it holds that F(a,e2) > ey for any o €
(0,1) and 1 = G(F(a,e3),1) = G(es, F(a,1)). According the value of G(ea, F(c, 1)),
we divide our discussion into the following situations. If a € (0, u|, then we obtain
G(ez, F(a, 1)) = G(eq,) = p, which is a contradition. If o € [p,1), then we obtain
G(ea, F(a,1)) = G(ea,a) = a by a > p > eq, which is also a contradiction. So, if G is
(ar, F)-migrative for any « € (0, 1), then it must be es > p. O

According to the following proof, C* U C? U CY U C} U C} are divided into two
subclasses: 1) C*, 2) CQUCY U C} UC}. Now, let us discuss the first case.

4.1. Ge C*k

Note that G € C*UCYUCYUCLUC} and F € F,,, with v < p. If G is (o, F)-migrative,
then from Lemma we know that it must be e; < v and ey > u. Therefore, in the
following, we always start our discussions with the assumptions of e; < v and ey > pu,
ie. 0 <el <v < pu<ey <1 On the other hand, in virtue of the possible position of k,
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there are three cases to discuss, i.e. (1) k € (e1,v]; (2) k € (v, 1); (3) k € [i, e2). Hence,
we know that there only exists three corresponding order relations among ey, k, es, v
and p as following: (a) 0<e; <k<v<pu<es<l;(b)0<er<v<k<pu<es<l;
()0<eg<v<u<k<e <Ll

Now, we start with the case (a) 0 <e; <k <v <pu<ey<l.

Proposition 4.2. Let G € C* and F € F,,owithv<p If0<e <k<v<pu<e<
1 and a € (0,e1] U [eg, 1), then G is not (a, F)-migrative.

Proof. Since proof of the case a € [ea, 1) is similar to that of the case o € (0,e1], we
just prove the case a € (0, e1] over here. At present, we start with the assumptions of
G is (o, F)-migrative and a € (0,e1]. Then we have a = G(a,e1) = G(F(a,0),e1) =
G(0, F(ayer)) ={0,k, F(a,e1)} from e; < F(a,e1) <v < eg. Notethat a =kora=0
is impossible because it contradicts with the assumption of a € (0, e;], it means that
a = F(a,er). In this case, we get « = G(0, F(a,e1)) = G(0, ) = 0, which contradicts
with o # 0. So, G is not («, F')-migrative. O

Proposition 4.3. Let G € C* and F € F,,withv<pu IfO<e <k<v<pu<e<
1 and « € (e1, k], then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if

G(a, ) ifye [Oyk]a
Fla,y) = { G(u,z) ifz € [k, 1]. "

Proof. Firstly, assume that G is («, F)-migrative, then, for a € (eq, k] and y € [k, 1],
it must be F(a,y) = G(F(a,y),e2) = Gy, F(a,e2)) = Gy, u) = G(p,y) from F(a,y)
> F(a,k) > k. Based on this fact, we have F(«a, k) = G(u, k) = k by taking y = k.
It means that e; < F(a,e1) < F(o,k) = k. Therefore, it holds a = G(a,e1) =
G(F(a,0),e1) = G(0, F(a,e1)) = {0, F(a,e1)} because of F(a,e1) € [e1, k], and then
we get @ = F(a,e1) because a # 0. Further, for any y € [0,k], we have F(a,y) =
G(F(o,y),e1) =Gy, Flayer)) = Gy, o) = G(a,y) from F(a,y) < F(a, k) = k.
Conversely, it is a simple calculation. O

Proposition 4.4. Let G € C* and F € F,,withv<pu If0<e <k<v<pu<e<
1 and « € (k,v], then G is not («, F)-migrative.

Proof. Assume G is (o, F)-migrative, then we have o = G(«, e3) = G(F(,0),e3) =
G(0,F(a,e2)) = G(0,u) = k by p € (k,e2). This contradicts with the assumption of
a € (k,v]. O

Proposition 4.5. Let Ge C*and F€ F,, withv < p. If0<e; <k <v<pu<es<
1 and a € (v, e2), then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if F(«,y) = G(F(a,e2),y) for
all y € [0, 1].

Proof. If Gis («, F)-migrative. Then from F(«, e2) € (k, es], we get k = G(F(«, e2),y)
= G(eq, F(a,y)) = G(eq,v) = v for any y € [0, k]. It means that v = k from G is («a, F)-
migrative. Therefore, we have F(a,y) = v =k = G(F(a,e2),y) for any y € [0, k]. For
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any y € [k, 1], we have F(a,y) = G(F(a,y), e2) = G(y, F(, e2)) = G(F(a, €2),y) from
F(a,y) > Fla, k) =v =k.

Conversely, we have G(F(a,z),y) = G(G(F(a,e2),x),y) = G(G(z, F(a,e2)),y)
Gz, G(F(a, ), 9)) = G(, (o)) for any (z,) € [0, 1]

Ol

Proposition 4.6. Let G € C* and F € F,, with v < pu. Suppose that T¢ and Tr
are continuous. If 0 < e; <k <v < pu<ey <1and a € [u,e), then the following
conclusions are obtained.

(i) If @ is an idempotent element of F', then G is («, F')-migrative if and only if v = k
and G(a, ) = a.

(ii) If o is not an idempotent element of F, then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if

v =k and T° and Tr have ordinal sums of the form T¢ = ((:2:’2, ebzikk,Tj)...)

and Tp = (..(T=4, i:’;,TFA)..), where a,b € [, es], TG and Tra are continuous
Archimedean t-norms such that T is (

a—a

b—a’ TFA)—migratiVe.

Proof. Let us prove these conclusions one by one.

e If ovis an idempotent element of F', then we have F'(«, es) € (k, es] for any fixed a €
[, e2). Further, from the structure of G and F as well as proof of Proposition
we get v = k and a = G(a,e3) = G(F(a,1),e2) = G(1, F(a,e2)) = {1, F(a, e2)}
for a € [, e2). Furthermore, we get a = F(a, e3) because of o # 1. Then from
Proposition [4.5] we have F(a,y) = G(F(a, e2),y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0,1]. In
particular, let y = «, we have G(a, o) = a.. Conversely, since « is the idempotent
element of G and F' together with continuity of T¢ and Ty, we know T¢ and Tg
have ordinal sums of the form

a—k a—k
T¢ — ( 07 7T61 , ,1,TC2 )
O T )
and o—p o
T :( 7;7T1 ) ;al,zﬂ )7
F= ({0 - F><1_M i)

where T, T and T}, T? are continuous t-norms. From v = k as well as the
structure of G and F, we get easily that F(«o,y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0,1].
Therefore, it is obvious that G is («, F')-migrative.

e If v is not an idempotent element of F. By proof the above item (i), we know for
any fixed o € [u,e2), if G is (o, F)-migrative, then it holds F(«,y) = G(a,y) for
any y € [0,1] and v = k. Let y = «, then we have G(a,a) = F(a,a) < a. Since
T°¢ and T are continuous, 7€ and T have ordinal sums of the following form

7o = (2R DT ey

N 62—]€762—]€7 A
and
a' —p b —p

T = (...

yTFA)...),
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where a,b € [k, ea], a',b! € [u,1], T and Tpa are continuous Archimedean t-
norms. Next, let us prove a = a' and b = b'. Over here, we just prove a = a'
because the case of b = b' is similar. Firstly, we prove a = a'. Otherwise,
suppose that a # a', then there two cases to consider. If a < a', then, taking
y € (a,min{a’,b}), y meets the condition of y € (a,b) and v = k < a < y < a?,
and then we have G(a, y) < y since TG is continuously Archimedean. On the other
hand, we also have F(«,y) = y, which is a contradiction. If a > a!, then taking
y € (a', min{a,b'}), y meets the condition of y € (a',b!) and k < p < a® <y < a,
and then we have F(«,y) < y because Tp4 is continuously Archimedean. On the
other hand it also holds that G(«,y) = y, which is a contradiction. So we get
a = a'. Similarly, we have b = b* and a,b € [, €5]. Finally, from F(a,y) = G(a, y)
for any y € [0, 1], we have T§(% 73, e Z) Tra(f=2, i=2) for any = € [a, b], which

leads to T4 (5=2,2) = Tra(§=g,x) for any = € [0,1]. Therefore, we obtain 7§ is

(=2, Tra)-migrative. Conversely, from v = k as well as the structure of ' and
G, we obtain that F(«,y) = G(«,y) for any y € [0,1]. Based on this fact, it is
obvious that G is («, F')-migrative.

O

The following theorem is a summary of Propositions [£.2] (3] (4] [£5] [0

Theorem 4.7. Let G € C* and F € F,,withv<p Ifk e (e,v],ie. 0<es <k<
v < i < eg < 1, then the following conclusions are obtained.

(i) If « € (0,e1] U (k,v] U [e2, 1), then G is not («, F')-migrative.

(ii) If « € (v,e2), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if F(«,y) = G(F(«,e2),y)

for any y € [0, 1]. In particular, if o € [, e2) as well as T and T are continuous,
then we have the following statements are ture.

(a) If v is an idempotent element of F', then G is («, F')-migrative if and only if
v=Fkand G(o, ) = .

(b) If « is not an idempotent element of F', then G is (a, F' )—migrative if and only

if v = k, T and Tr have ordinal sums of the form T = (...(Z= ’Z, Py =5 T$)..)
and Tp = (.. (?_Z, 7= Tra)...), where a,b € [, e2], T§ and Tr 4 are contin-

uous Archimedean t-norms such that T is ($=2, Tr4)-migrative.

(iii) If & € (eq, k], then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if

G(a, ) if S [Oa k]a
F(a,y) :{ G(M,Z) if Ze [, 1]. "

Analogously to the previous case, we have the following results for the case (c) 0 <
e <v<pu<k<e <l

Theorem 4.8. Let G € C* and F € Fu,withv < p. If k€ [p,e), ie. 0<e <v<
< k < ey <1, then the following conclusions are obtained.
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(i) fa e (0,e1]U [, k) U ez, 1), then G is not («, F')-migrative.

(i) If « € (e1,p), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if F(a,y) = G(F(a,e1),y)
for any y € [0,1]. In particular, if a € (e;,v] as well as S% and S are continuous,
then the following statements are true.

(a) If o is an idempotent element of F', then G is (a, F')-migrative if and only if
nw==k Gla,a)=a.

(b) If v is not an idempotent element of F', then G is («, F')-migrative if and only if

p = k and 5 and Sp have ordinal sums of the form 5% = (...(4=2-, =+, 54)...)

and Sp = (..(2,L,5p4)...), where a,b € [e1,v], S% and Spa are continuous
Archimedean t-conorms such that S4 is ($=2, Sp.4)-migrative.

(iii) If @ € [k, eq), then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if

G(v, if yel0,k],
Fla,y) { Ggaf;)) if Ze {lm} (18)

Finally, let us discuss the case (b) 0 <e3 <v <k < p<eg <1

Proposition 4.9. Let G € C* and F € F,,withv<pu IfO0<e <v<k<pu<er<
1 and a € (0,e1] U [ea, 1), then G is not («, F)-migrative.

Proof. Over here, we just prove the case a € (0,e;] because proof of the case a €
[e2, 1) is similar. Now, let us start with the assumptions that G is (a, F')-migrative and
a € (0,e1]. In this case, we have @« = G(a,e1) = G(F(a,0),e1) = G(0,F(a,e1)) =
{0,F(a,e1)} by e1 < F(a,e1) < v < k. On the other hand, we get a = F(a,e1)
because of « # 0. Based on this fact, we have o = G(0, F((, e1)) = G(0,a) = 0, which
contradicts with the fact that o # 0. O

Proposition 4.10. Let G € C* and F € F,, with v < p. Suppose that S¢ and Sp
are continuous. If 0 < e < v <k < pu <ey <1and a € (e,v], then the following
statements are true.

(i) If o is an idempotent element of F, then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if
G(a,a) = a and G(p,y) = p for any y € (u, ea].

(ii) If v is not an idempotent element of F', then G is (a, F')-migrative if and only if
G(p,y) = p for any y € (i, e2], as well as, S% and Sr have ordinal sums of the
form §¢ = (..(¢=a b=ar gd) ) and Sp = (...(2,%,Spa)...), where a,b € [e1, V],

k*(il’ kfel ;’ ;’
Sffl and Sg4 are continuous Archimedean t-conorms such that Sfx is (ﬁ, Sra)-
migrative.

Proof. We prove the results one by one.
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e If o is an idempotent element of F. We start our discussion with the assump-
tions that G is (a, F')-migrative and o € (ey,v]. Then we have F(a, k) = k by
the structure of F and k € (v,u). So, for any y € [0,k], we obtain F(«a,y) =
G(F(a,y),e1) = Gy, F(ayey)) by F(a,y) < F(a,k) = k. In particular, let y = 0,
then it holds that o = F(«,0) = G(0, F(a,e1)) = {0, F(a,e1)} by ex < F(a,e1) <
v < k. On the other hand, we get @« = F(«, e1) because of a # 0. Therefore, we
have F(a,y) = G(y, F(a,e1)) = Gly,a) = G(a,y) for any y € [0,k]. Further,
let y = a, we get G(o, ) = F(a,a) = a because of @ < v < k. Thus, for any
y € (u,eq], it follows that G(u,y) = G(F(a,1),y) = G(1,F(a,y)) = G(1,u) = p
by k < u < es. Conversely, since « is an idempotent element of F and G, as well
as, S and Sp are continuous, we get easily that S? and Sp have ordinal sums of

the form
o — e a— e
175«d1>7< 1

d _ R
5 _(<O7k761 k*@l

,1,5%))

and o o
_ O ogly (¥ g2
SF (<071/,SF>’<1/7 7SF>)7

where S, S92 and S%, S% are continuous t-conorms. On the other hand, we get
that F(a,y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0, k] from the structure of G and F. Based on
this fact, from G(u,y) = p for any y € (u, ea], we have that G is (o, F)-migrative
by a simple verification.

e If v is not an idempotent element of F. Similarly to proof of item (i) above, we
have G(u,y) = p for any y € (u, e2] and F(a,y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0,k]. So,
G(a,a) = F(a,a) > « is ture. It means that « is not an idempotent element
of F' and G. similarly to proof of Proposition (ii), from the conditions that
F(a,y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0, k] as well as S% and Sp are continuous, we obtain
the desired conclusion. Conversely, from the structure of G and F', we also get that
F(a,y) = G(a,y) for any y € [0, k]. Further, from G(u,y) = p for any y € (u, e2],
we obtain easily that G is («, F')-migrative by a simple calculation.

O

Proposition 4.11. Let G € C* and F € F,,, with v < u. Suppose that 7¢ and Tr
are continuous. If 0 < e < v <k < p < ey < 1and a € [u,eq), then the following
statements are true.

(i) If « is an idempotent element of F, then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if
G(a,a) = a and G(v,y) = v for any y € [e1, V).

(ii) If o is not an idempotent element of F', then G is (a, F')-migrative if and only if
G(v,y) = v for any y € [e1,v), as well as, T® and T have ordinal sums of the form
T¢ = (..(a=k 2=k ey ) and T = (...(9=£, 522 Tpy)...), where a,b € [, 2],

ex—k’ ea—k? 1_“"?”7
T4 and Tpa are continuous Archimedean t-norms such that T is ($==,TF A)-
migrative.
Proof. We omit the proof since it is similar to that of Proposition [4.10 g

In the end, we deal with the case a € (v, ).
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Proposition 4.12. Let G € C¥ and F € F,,, with v < p. f0<e; <v <k < p <
ez < 1and a € (v, p), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if

Gv,y) if yelo,k],
Fla,y) = { GEM,?) if ze %kl} (19)

Proof. We start with the assumptions that G is («, F')-migrative and o € (v, ). For
any a € (v,u), we get F(a, k) = k by the structure of F and v < k < pu. If y € [0, k],
then by F(a,y) < F(a,k) = k, we have F(a,y) = G(F(a,y),e1) = G(y, F(a,e1)) =
Gly,v) = G(v,y). It y € [k, 1], then by F(a,y) > F(a,k) = k, we have F(a,y) =
G(F(a’y)v 62) - G(va(Oéa 62)) - G(y,u) - G(/L,y)

Conversely, we get it by a simple calculation. (|

The following theorem is a summary of Propositions [4.10, |4.11} |4.12]

Theorem 4.13. Let G € C* and F € F,, with v < p. If k € (v, ), i.e. 0<e; <v <
k < pu < eg <1, then the following statements are true.

(i) If a € (0,e1] U [e2,1), then G is not («, F)-migrative.
(ii) If o € (e1,v], S¢ and Sr are continuous. then we have the following statements.

(a) If o is an idempotent element of F', then G is («a, F')-migrative if and only if
G(a,a) = a and G(u,y) = p for any y € (p, e2).

(b) If v is not an idempotent element of F', then G is (a, F')-migrative if and only
if G(pu,y) = p for any y € (u,es], as well as, S? and Sr have ordinal sums
of the form S¢ = (...(4=< b—e, ,54)...) and Sp = (...(% b Spa)...), where

kfel’ kfel ;7 ;’
a,b € [e1,v], Si and Sg4 are continuous Archimedean t-conorms such that
d i a—a : :
S% is (§=%, Sra)-migrative.

(iii) If & € [, e2), T¢ and T are continuous, then we have the following statements.

(a) If « is an idempotent element of F, then G is (o, F')-migrative if and only if
G(o,a) = a and G(v,y) = v for any y € [e1, V).

(b) If @ is not an idempotent element of F', then G is («, F)-migrative if and only
if G(v,y) = v for any y € [e1,v), as well as, T° and Tr have ordinal sums of
c a— — c a—pn b—
the form 7 = (...(ez_}};, ebQ_kvaA>-~-) and Tp = (...(1_5, 1fZ,TFA)..), where
a,b € [u,es], TG and Tpa are continuous Archimedean t-norms such that 7§
is (%, Tr 4)-migrative.

(iv) If o € (v, ), then G is (o, F')-migrative if and only if

G(v, if yel0,k],
Fa,y) = { GEM,Z)) if ze %lm} (20)

Next, we mainly discuss the other four classes, i.e. G € Cp UCY UCL UCS.
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4.2. GeCQuciuciudc}

From Lemma u we know that it must be both e; < v and ez > p. Therefore, in the
following, we always start our discussions with the assumptions of e; < v and ey > pu,
ie. 0<e; <v<pu<ey <1 On the other hand, in virtue of the possible position of k,
there are three cases to discuss, i.e. (1) k € (e1,v]; (2) k € (v, p); (3) k € [, e2). Hence,
we know that there only exists three corresponding order relations among ey, k, es, v
and p as following: (a) 0<e; <k<v<pu<es<l;(b)0<er<v<k<pu<es<l;
)0<er<v<pu<k<e <l
Now, we start with the case (a) 0 <e; <k <v<pu<ey <l

Proposition 4.14. Let G € C’,g UCYUC} and F € F,,withv<p If0<e <k<
v<pu<er<landae (0,1), then G is not (o, F)-migrative.

Proof. On the contrary, suppose that G is («, F')-migrative. We divide our discussions
into the following cases.

e If « € (0,k]. From the structure of G € CY U CY U C}, we can know G(z,y) =
min(z,y) for any (z,y) € [0,e1) x [e1, e2]. As a consequence, we get o« = G(«, e1)
G(F(,0),e1) = G(0, F(a,e1)) = min(0, F(co,e1)) =0 by e1 < F(a,e1) <v < eg,
which is a contradiction.

a and k < v, we yet have k < F(«,0). Based on these facts, it follows 0 =
min(F(«, ez2),0) = G(F(a, e2),0) = G(ea, F(,0)) = F(,0) € {a,v} by k < pu <
F(a,es) < eq, which is a contradition because « # 0 and v # 0.

o If & € [ea,1), then we have o = G(a,e2) = G(F(a,1),e2) = G(1, F(a, eq)) since
k< pu < F(a,ez) < ey. In the sequence, there are two cases to consider.

— For the case G € CYUCE. We have G(z,y) = max(z,y) for any (z,y) € [k, ez]
X (e, 1] from the structure of G. As a consequence, we get o = G(1, F(a, e2)) =
max(1, F'(o, e2)) = 1, which is a contradiction.

— For the case G € Cj). We have G(z,y) = min(z,y) for any (z,y) € [k, e2] X
(€2, 1] from the structure of G € CY. And then we have a = G(1, F(a, e2)) =
F(a,e2), and it means that « = G(1, F(a,e2)) = G(1,a) = 1, but this is
impossible.

Therefore, we get G is not («, F)-migrative for case a € [eg,1).

In the following process, we consider the case G € C}.

Proposition 4.15. Let G € C} and F € F,,, with v < p. f 0 <e; <k <v <pu<
ez < 1 and a € (0,1), then the following statements are true.

(i) f a € (0,e1] U (k,v] U ez, 1), then G is not («, F')-migrative.
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(ii) If « € (ey, k], then G is («a, F')-migrative if and only if

| Glayy) if ye0k]
F(a,y) —{ G(uj) if ze [k, 1]. -

(iii) If « € (v, e2), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if F(a,y) = G(F(a,e2),y) for
any y € [0, 1].
Proof. Let us prove these results one by one.

e If a € (0,e1] U [e2, 1), proof is similar to that of the case of G € C* in Proposi-
tion

o If o € (e1, k], it is omitted because proof is completely similar to that of the case
of G € C* in Proposition

e If a € (k,v], proof is completely similar to that of the case of G € C* in Proposi-
tion [4.41

e If a € (v, es), proof is completely similar to that of the case of G € C* in Propo-
sition

Therefore, we get the results by summarizing the above discussions. |

Summarizing the above conclusions, we get the following theorem.

Theorem 4.16. Let G € CPUCYUCIUCE and F € F,, withv < p. If 0 < e3 <k <
v < i < eg <1, then the following statements are true.

(i) If Ge CPUCYUC, then G is not (a, F)-migrative.
(ii) If G € C} and a € (0,e1] U (k,v] U [eq,1), then G is not (a, F')-migrative.

(iii) If G € C} and « € (eq, k], then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if

Gla,y) if y e [0,k
Fla,y) = { G(u,z) if ze [k, 1]. (22)

(iv) If G € C} and a € (v,e2), then G is (a, F)-migrative if and only if F(a,y) =
G(F(a,ez2),y) for any y € [0,1].

Similarly to the above case, we can get the following conclusions for case (¢) 0 < 3 <
r<pu<k<es<l.

Theorem 4.17. Let G € C,g UC’? UC’,% UC& and F e F,, withv<p If0<e; <v<
u <k < es <1, then the following statements are true.

(i) If G e CQUCYUCE, then G is not (o, F)-migrative .

(ii) If G € C} and a € (0,e1] U [, k) U [e2, 1), then G is not («, F)-migrative.
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(iii) If G € C} and « € [k, e3), then G is («, F)-migrative if and only if

Gv,y) if y€[0,k],
Fa,y) { G(a,zgj) if Ze [k, 1]. (23)

(iv) If G € C} and a € (e1, ), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if F(a,y) =
G(F(aael)ay) for any y € [07 1]

In the end, we deal with the case (b) 0 <e1 <v <k <p<es <Ll

Proposition 4.18. Let G € C,g U C’? U C’,i U C& and F € F,, withv <p. If0<e <
v<k<p<ey<land«ace€ (0,/]U][u,1), then G is not («, F)-migrative.

Proof. Since proof of the case a € [p, 1) is similar to that of the case o € (0,v],
we only discuss the case a € (0,v] over here. Let us start our discussions with the
assumptions that G is (a, F')-migrative and « € (0,v]. Now, we divide discussions into
the following cases.

e In the case G € C) UCY UC{, for any a € (0,v], we can have o = G(a,e1) =
G(F(«,0),e1) = G(0, F(a,e1)) = min(0, F(a,e1)) =0 by e1 < F(a,e1) < v <k,
which is a contradiction.

e In the case G € C}, for any a € (0,v], we can have 1 = max(u,1) = G(u,1) =
G(F(w,e2),1) = G(es, F(a,1)) = G(eg, ) = by k < p < ez, which contradicts
with the assumption of p # 1.

O

Proposition 4.19. Let G € CPUCY UCLUC and F € F,, withv < p. If 0 < 1 <
v<k<p<e<land «ac€ (v,u), then G is (o, F)-migrative if and only if

| G(v,y) if ye[0,K],
F(a,y) —{ G(u,i) if Ze [k, 1]. (24)

Proof. Similarly to proof of Proposition [£.12] we obtain the necessity is also true for
these four cases. Conversely, we get it by a simple calculation. O

We get the following theorem by summarizing the results of Propositions

Theorem 4.20. Let G € {CPUCYUCLUC}} and F € F,, with v < p. If 0 < eg <
v <k < pu<ey <1, then the following statements are true.

(i) fa e (0,v]U][u,1), then G is not («, F)-migrative.

(ii) If a € (v, u), then G is (o, F))-migrative if and only if

G(v,y) if ye0,k]
Fla,y) = { G(ui/) if ze [k, 1]. )
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5. CONCLUSION

2-uninorms generalize nullnorms and uninorms while semi-t-operators generalize null-
norms and t-operators. Both of them are the relatively special kind of aggregation
functions. In addition, migrativity is one of the most significant property for aggrega-
tion functions which has been investigated for a long time.

In this work, we have introduced and investigated the concept of a-migrative 2-
uninorms over semi-t-operators. Meanwhile, based on the order of y and v of F,,,
we have analyzed and characterized all solutions of the a-migrativity equations for all
possible combinations for 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators. In the following Table 1,
we summarize all theorems in this paper about the a-migrative equations of 2-uninorms
over semi-t-operators. For the cases that G is not («, F')-migrative, we attach ‘x’ in the
table.

Theorem G
F,. cF cy CY C} Cs
a€ (0,un) 3.1 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
w<v «€ 35 38x 38x 38x 38x
a€ (v,1) 3.3 37 3.7 3.7 3.7

ke (e1,v] 4.7 416 x 4.16x 4.16 4.16 x
w>v ke (vu) 4.13 4.20 4.20 4.20 4.20
k€ [p,e2) 4.8 417 x  4.17x 417 4.17 x

Tab. 1. All theorems for solutions of the migrative equations of G
over Fj, .

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This research was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos.11971210,
61967008). We are grateful to the anonymous reviewers and editors for their valuable comments
which have enabled to improve the original version of this paper.

(Received September 17, 2021)

REFERENCES

[1] C. Alsina, B. Schweizer, and M. J. Frank: Associative Functions: Triangular Norms and
Copulas. World Scientific, 2006.

[2] P. Akella: Structure of red m-uninorms. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 158 (2007), 1631-1651.
DOI:10.1016/ j.fss.2007.02.015

[3] B. De Baets:  Idempotent uninorms. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 118 (1999), 631-642.
DOI:10.1016/s0377-2217(98)00325-7


https://doi.org/10.1016/ j.fss.2007.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0377-2217(98)00325-7

374

(4]

[5]

0
7
8]
9

[10]

1]

12)

13]

[14]

[15]

[18]
[19]

[20]

LI-JUN YING AND FENG QIN

G. Beliakov, A. Pradera, and T. Calvo: Aggregation Functions: A Guide for Practioners.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg 2007.

H. Bustince, B. De Baets, J. Fernandez, R. Mesiar, and J. Montero: A generaliza-
tion of the migrativity property of aggregation functions. Inf. Sci. 191 (2012), 76-85.
DOI:10.1016/ j.ins.2011.12.019

T. Calvo, G. Mayor, and R. Mesiar (Eds.): Aggregation Operators: New Trends and
Applications. Physica-Verlag, Heidelberg, 2002.

F. Durante and P. Sarkoci: A note on the convex combination of triangular norms. Fuzzy
Sets Syst. 159 (2008), 77-80. DOI:10.1016/j.fss.2007.07.005

P. Drygas: Distributivity between semi-t-operators and semi-nullnorms. Fuzzy Sets Syst.
264 (2015), 100-109. DOI:10.1016/j.fss.2014.09.003

J.C. Fodor, R.R. Yager, and A. Rybalov: Structure of uninorms. Int. J. Uncertain.
Fuzziness Knowl.-Based Syst. 5 (1997), 411-427. DOI:10.1142/s0218488597000312

J.C. Fodor and I.J. Rudas: A extension of the migrative property for triangular norms.
Fuzzy Sets Syst. 168 (2011), 70-80. DOI:10.1016/j.fss.2010.09.020

S.K. Hu and Z. F. Li: The structure of continuous uninorms. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 124 (2001),
43-52.|D0I:10.1016/s0165-0114(00)00044-0

E.P. Klement, R. Mesiar, and E. Pap: Triangular Norms. Kluwer, Dordrecht 2000.
DOI:10.1007/978-94-015-9540-7

G. Li, H. W. Liu and J. C. Fodor: On almost equitable uninorms. Kybernetika. 51 (2015),
699-711. DOI:10.14736 /kyb-2015-4-0699

W.H. Li and F. Qin: Migrativity equation for uninorms with continuous underlying
operators. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 414 (2021), 115-134. DOI:10.1016/;.£ss.2020.08.007

W.H. Li, F. Qin and Y.Y. Zhao: A note on uninorms with continuous underlying
operators. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 886 (2020), 36-47. DOI:10.1016/j.fss.2019.03.007

R. Mesiar and V. Novdk: Open problems. Tatra Mt. Math. Publ. 6 (1995), 195-204.

R. Mesiar and V. Novék: Open problems from the 2nd international conference on fuzzy
sets theory and its applications. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 81 (1996), 185-190. DOI:10.1016/0165-
0114(95)00209-x

R. Mesiar, H. Bustince, and J. Fernandez: On the a-migrivity of semicopulas, quasi-
copulas and copulas. Inf. Sci. 180 (2010), 1967-1976. DOI:10.1016/j.ins.2010.01.024

A. Mesiarova-Zemankova: Characterization of idempotent n-uninorms. Fuzzy Sets Syst.
427 (2022), 1-22. | DOI:10.1016/j.£ss.2020.12.019

A. Mesiarova-Zemankova: Characterizing functions of n-uninorms with contin-
uous underlying functions. IEEE Trans. Fuzzy Syst. 30 (2022), 5, 1239-1247.
DOI:10.1109/tfuzz.2021.3057231

A. Mesiarova-Zemankova: The n-uninorms with continuous underlying t-norms and t-
conorms. Int. J. General Syst. 50 (2020), 92-116. DOI:10.1080,/03081079.2020.1863395

A. Mesiarova-Zeméankova: Characterization of n-uninorms with continuous underlying
functions via z-ordinal sum construction. Int. J. Approx. Reason. 133 (2021), 60-79.
DOI:10.1016/j.ijar.2021.03.006

M. Mas, M. Monserrat, D. Ruiz-Aguilera, and J. Torrens: An extension of the migrative
property for uninorms. Inf. Sci. 246 (2013), 191-198. DOI:10.1016/j.ins.2013.05.024


https://doi.org/10.1016/ j.ins.2011.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2007.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2014.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1142/s0218488597000312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2010.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0165-0114(00)00044-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-015-9540-7
https://doi.org/10.14736/kyb-2015-4-0699
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2020.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2019.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(95)00209-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0114(95)00209-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2010.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2020.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1109/tfuzz.2021.3057231
https://doi.org/10.1080/03081079.2020.1863395
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2021.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2013.05.024

Migrativity properties of 2-uninorms over semi-t-operators 375

[24]
[25]

[26]

[36]

[37]

M. Mas, G. Mayor, and J. Torrens: T-operators. Int. J. Uncertain. Fuzziness Knowl.-
based Syst. 7 (1999), 31-50. DOI:10.1142/s0218488599000039

M. Mas, G. Mayor, and J. Torrens: The modularity condition for uninorms and t-
operators. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 126 (2002), 207—-218. DOI:10.1016/s0165-0114(01)00055-0

M. Mas, M. Monserat, D. Ruiz-Aguilera and J. Torrens: Migrativity of uninorms over t-
norms and t-conorms. In: Aggregation Functions in Theory and in Practise (H. Bustince,
J. Fernandez, R. Mesiar and T. Calvo, eds.), Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, pp. 155-166,
2013. DOI:10.1007/978-3-642-39165-1-18

M. Mas, M. Monserat, D. Ruiz-Aguilera, and J. Torrens: Migrativity uninorms and
nullnorms over t-norms and t-conorms. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 261 (2015), 20-32./DOI1:10.1016/
j.fss.2014.05.012

Y. Ouyang and J. X. Fang: Some results of weighted qusi-arithmetic mean of continuous
triangular norms. Inf. Sci. 178 (2008), 4396-4402. DOI:10.1016/j.ins.2008.07.007

Y. Ouyang, J.X. Fang and G.L. Li: On the convex combination of Tp and continuous
triangular norms. Inf. Sci. 178 (2007), 2945-2953. DOI:10.1016/j.ins.2007.01.023

F. Qin and D. Ruiz-Aguilera: On the a-migrativity of idempotent uninorms. Int. J. Uncer-
tain. Fuzziness Knowl.-based Syst. 23 (2015), 105-115. DOI:10.1142/S0218488515500051

D. Ruiz and J. Torrens: Residual implications and co-implications from idempotent
uninorms. Kybernetika 40 (2004), 21-38.

Y. Su, W. Zong, H.W. Liu and P. Xue: Migrative property for uninorms and semi-t-
operators. Inf. Sci. 325 (2015), 455-465. DOI:10.1016/j.ins.2015.07.030

Y. Su, W. Zong, and P. Drygas: Properties of uninorms with the underlying operation
given as ordinal sums. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 357 (2019), 47-57. DOI:10.1016/;.fss.2018.04.011

Y. M. Wang and F. Qin: Distributivity for 2-uninorms over semi-uninorms. Int. J. Uncer-
tain. Fuzziness Knowl.-based Syst. 25 (2017), 317-345. DOI:10.1142/s0218488517500131

Y.M. Wang, W.W. Zong, H. Zhan, and H. W. Liu: On migrative 2-uninorms and null-
norms. Int. J. Uncertain. Fuzziness Knowl.-based Syst. 27 (2019), 303-328.DOI:10.1142/
s0218488519500144

Y. M. Wang and H. W. Liu: On the distributivity equation for uni-nullnorms. Kybernetika
55 (2019), 24-43. DOI:10.14736/kyb-2019-1-0024

W.W. Zong, Y. Su, H.W. Liu, and B.D. Baets: On the structure of 2-uninorms. Inf.
Sci. 467 (2018), 506-527. DOI:10.1016/].ins.2018.08.008

Ying Li-Jun, School of Mathematics and Statistics, Jiangzi Normal University, 330022
Nanchang. P.R. China.
e-mail: 13870305837Q@Q163.com

Qin Feng, Corresponding author. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Jiangxi Normal
University, 330022 Nanchang. P. R. China.
e-mail: qinfeng923Q@Q163.com


https://doi.org/10.1142/s0218488599000039
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0165-0114(01)00055-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-39165-1-18
https://doi.org/10.1016/ j.fss.2014.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/ j.fss.2014.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2008.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2007.01.023
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218488515500051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2015.07.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2018.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1142/s0218488517500131
https://doi.org/10.1142/ s0218488519500144
https://doi.org/10.1142/ s0218488519500144
https://doi.org/10.14736/kyb-2019-1-0024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2018.08.008

