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Abstract

Recently, Wang et al. discussed the properties of fuzzyrinétion systems under homomorphisms in the paper
[C. Wang, D. Chen, L. Zhu, Homomorphisms between fuzzy imfation systems, Applied Mathematics Letters 22
(2009) 1045-1050], where homomorphisms are based uporotieepts of consistent functions and fuzzy relation
mappings. In this paper, we classify consistent functieysradecessor-consistent and successor-consistentyeand t
proceed to present more properties of consistent functionaddition, we improve some characterizations of fuzzy
relation mappings provided by Wang et al.
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1. Introduction

Information systems [5/ 8], also called knowledge repreg@m systems, are a formalism for representing knowl-
edge about some objects in terms of attributes (e.g., catat)alues of attributes (e.g., green). Over the last dscade
the concept of information systems has gained considegdtggtion, including some successful applications in in-
formation processing, decision, and control (see, for eotanil, 7,10, 11, 16, 18, 20]). To study transformations of
information systems while preserving their basic functiammathematical tool, homomorphism, has been introduced
and investigated in the literatute [2,[3) 6} 14,115,119, 21].

Most recently, Wang et al. discussed the properties of firzilpymation systems under homomorphisms.in [12,
13]. In particular, they showed that attribute reductianghie original fuzzy information system and homomorphic
image are equivalent to each other under a homomorphismebirehomomorphisms are applicable in simulation
of big systems by their smaller homomorphic images. The epnhof homomorphisms, in turn, is based upon the
notions of consistent functions and fuzzy relation mappirf8pme basic properties of consistent functions and fuzzy
relation mappings have been presented.in [12].

In this paper, we revisit the homomorphisms between fuzfyrination systems. More concretely, we classify
consistent functions in_[12] as predecessor-consistethtsancessor-consistent, and then proceed to present more
properties of consistent functions. We improve some chariaations of fuzzy relation mappings providedin/[12]. In
particular, we present a new relationship between fuzzghimirhoods and fuzzy relation mappings, which provides
an approach to computing the fuzzy predecessor and fuzzgssar neighborhoods of an element of codomain with
respect to the induced fuzzy relation. The theory presengzd is helpful in establishing homomorphisms from
the original fuzzy information system to a simpler fuzzyamhation system, which preserves some functions of the
original system.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. IniBec2, we introduce predecessor-consistent and
successor-consistent functions, and show that they asghtegequivalent to the concept of consistent functions in
the sense ot [12]. Some properties of predecessor-coniséstd successor-consistent functions are also explored in
this section. Based on the classification of consistenttfons, we extend some characterizations of fuzzy relation
mappings in Section 3 and conclude the paper in Section 4.
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2. Consistent functions

For subsequent need, let us first review some notions on &etaiieory. For a detailed introduction to the notions,
the reader may refer tol[4, 9].

Let U be a universal set. Auzzy set Aor rather duzzy subset Af U, is defined by a function assigning to each
elementx of U a valueA(x) € [0, 1]. We denote by (U) the set of all fuzzy subsets &f. For anyA, B € F(U), we
say thatA is contained irB (or B containsA), denoted byA C B, if A(X) < B(x) for all x e U, and we say thaA = B
if and only if A € BandB C A. Thesupportof a fuzzy setA is a crisp set defined as supp(= {x € X : A(X) > 0}.
Whenever sup) is a finite set, say suppj = {x1, Xz, . . . , Xn}, We may writeA in Zadeh'’s notation as
Axa) | AlX) A(%n)

+ +ot .
X1 X2

A=

For any familyq;, i € |, of elements of [01], we writeViq a; or V{a; : i € 1} for the supremum of; : i € 1}, and
Aier@i OF Aa; @i € I} for the infimum. In particular, it is finite, thenvic a; andAi¢ ; are the greatest element and
the least element afy; : i € 1}, respectively. Giver, B € ¥(U), theunionof A andB, denotedA U B, is defined by
(AUB)(X) = A(X) v B(X) for all x € U; theintersectiorof A andB, denotedAN B, is given by AN B)(X) = A(X) A B(X)
forall xe U.

For later need, let us recall Zadeh's extension princiglél &ndV are two crisp sets anflis a mapping fronJ
toV, thenf can be extended to a mapping froftU) to 7 (V) in the following way: For anyA e 7 (U), f(A) € (V)
is given by

f(A)Y) = VIA(X) [ xe U and f(x) =y}

for all y € V. Conversely, the mappinfj: U — V can induce a mappingr* from 7 (V) to 7 (U) as follows: For
anyB e F(V), f~1(B) € (V) is defined by

f4(B)(¥) = B(f(¥)

forall xe U.

Let U be a finite and nonempty universal set, and supposeRtleaf (U x U) is a fuzzy (binary) relation o).
For eachx € U, we associate it with fuzzy predecessor neighborhoofidd afuzzy successor neighborhoofl&s
follows:

Ry: U — [0,1] and R§: U — [0,1]
y — R¥.X y — RKXy),
that is,Rj(y) = R(y, X) andRg(y) = R(x,y) for all y € U. Clearly, for anyx € U, both the fuzzy predecessor neighbor-

hoodRj and the fuzzy successor neighborhdcof x are fuzzy subsets df. Besides, more fuzzy neighborhoods
can be defined; for example, one can define additional typken§ neighborhoods of € U:

RoAs(Y) = R(Y: X) A R(X,y) = Re(y) A Ri(y),
REvs(Y) = R(Y, X) V R(x,y) = Ri(y) v RE(y).
Note that all the four fuzzy neighborhoods will reduce toalsweighborhoods in [17] iR is a crisp binary relation
(i.e.,R(x,y) € {0,1} for all x,y € U).
With the concepts of fuzzy neighborhoods, we can introdbeddllowing definition.
Definition 2.1. Let U andV be finite and nonempty universal se®&a fuzzy relation orJ, andf : U — V a
mapping.
(1) The mappingdf is called apredecessor-consistent functienth respect toR if for any x,y € U, R} = R‘,’)
wheneverf (x) = f(y).
(2) The mapping is called asuccessor-consistent functiaith respect tR if for any x,y € U, RS = R{ whenever
f(x) = f(y).

In other words, a mappin is predecessor-consistent (respectively, successaiatent) if any two elements of
U with the same image undérhave the same fuzzy predecessor (respectively, fuzzy ssageeighborhood.
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Remark 2.1. If Ris a crisp binary relation obl, then Definitio 211 is exactly Definition 2.2 in [21]. In othsords,
Definition[2.] is a generalization of Definition 2.2 in [21].should be noted that by Theorem 2.1lin/[21], the concept
of predecessor-consistent (respectively, successaistent) function is equivalent to that of type-1 (respej,
type-2) consistent function introduced in[15], whRis a crisp binary relation.

To illustrate the definition, let us see a simple example.

Example 2.1. SetU = {X3, Xp, ..., Xg} andV = {y1, ¥, ..., Ys}. Take

3 1 . 1 . 0.8 . 0.8 . 0.9 . 0.8 .
(X, %) (X1, X3) (X2, Xa) (X2, Xs) (X3, Xa) (X3, Xs)
0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.9 0.9

+ + + + + .
(X4, %)  (Xa,%7)  (X5,X%6) (X5,%7) (X6, %X8) (X7, Xg)
Definefy : U — V, k=1, 2,3, as follows:

[y fi=23 ., [vys ifi=45 . . [y ifi=67,
fl(x')_{ yi  otherwise; fa(x) = y,  otherwise; fa(x) = y,  otherwise

Then by definition, it is easy to check thhtis predecessor-consistent (not successor-consistethty@gpect tdz,
f, is successor-consistent (not predecessor-consistahty@spect tdR, and f; is both predecessor-consistent and
successor-consistent with respeckRto

Let us recall the concept of consistent function introduogd2].

Definition 2.2 ([12], Definition 2.2) Let U andV be finite universesR a fuzzy relation orJ, andf : U — V a
mapping. Let

[Xr={yeU|f(y)=f(x)}

For anyx,y € U, if R(xg, 1) = R(X2, ¥2) for any (i, Vi) € [X]+ x [V]t, 1 = 1,2, thenf is called aconsistent function
with respect tR.

As we will see, the consistent function in the sense of Défini2.2 in [12] is nothing other than a function that is
both predecessor-consistent and successor-consistent.

Theorem 2.1. Let U and V be finite and nonempty universal sets, and R a fefajon on U. A mapping fU —
V is consistent with respect to R in the sense of DefinitiorifZagd only if it is both predecessor-consistent and
successor-consistent with respect to R.

Proof. We first prove the necessity. Suppose tliat U — V is consistent with respect & in the sense of
Definition 2.2. To see that is predecessor-consistent, lettiffy:) = f(y2), we need to show th:R{} = R‘,Qz, that
is, R{)l(x) = R{f(x) for all x € U. Sincef is consistent with respect ®® and . v;) € [X]¢ x [yi]s, | = 1,2, we
get by definition thaR(x,y1) = R(X,y2), which means tha‘R‘,’}(x) = R{f(x). Therefore,f is predecessor-consistent
with respect taR. By the same token, we can show tHais also successor-consistent with resped®.tddience, the
necessity holds.

Conversely, assume thétis both predecessor-consistent and successor-consistemespect tdR. Letx,y € U
and &,V € [X]f x [ylf, i = 1,2. To show thatf is consistent, it sfices to verify thaR(xs, y1) = R(X2,¥2). In
fact, sincef is successor-consistent with respecRtand f(x;) = f(X) = f(x2), we see thaRy = R¥, which gives
R (y1) = RZ(y1), namely,R(x1, y1) = R(X2, y1). On the other hand, becaubés predecessor-consistent with respect
to Randf(y1) = f(y) = f(y2), we have thaR} = R, which yieldsR}'(x2) = RE2(X2), namely,R(Xz, y1) = R(Xz, ).
As a result, we obtain th&(x;, y1) = R(X2, y1) = R(X2, ¥2), as desired. This completes the proof of the theorerl

Recall that a fuzzy relatioR € F(U x U) is calledreflexiveif R(x, X) = 1 for all x € U; Ris said to besymmetric
if R(X,y) = R(Y, X) for anyx,y € U; Ris calledtransitiveor max-min transitiveéf R(x,2) > R(x,y) A R(y, 2) for any
x,y,z € U. For a fuzzy relatiorR, theinverse R* of Ris defined by

R(x,Y) = Ry, %)
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forall x,y € U. Clearly,Ris reflexive (respectively, transitive) if and onlyRf* is reflexive (respectively, transitive),
andRis symmetric if and only iR = R™X. Observe that the fuzzy predecessor neighborhood definBdsbgxactly
the fuzzy successor neighborhood definedy, and conversely, the fuzzy successor neighborhood defin&id
exactly the fuzzy predecessor neighborhood defineeByFormally, for eachx € U,

R = Ry, X) = RH(xY) = (R)), (1)
RiY) = ROxY) = Ry ¥) = (R™)50), 2)
forally e U.

LetRandQ be two fuzzy relations obJ. DefiningRU Q andRn Q by fuzzy set-theoretic union and intersection,
respectively, we have the following equations:

(RUQp=RUQ;, ®3)
(RUQ)s=RsuUQs, (4)
(RNQp=R;NQ;. (5)
(RNQ)s=RsNQs, (6)

for anyx € U. They follow directly from the definitions of fuzzy predeses and fuzzy successor neighborhoods.

The following proposition clarifies the relationship beemepredecessor-consistent functions and successor-con-
sistent functions. As a result, we may think that predegessnsistent functions and successor-consistent fumgtio
are symmetric in some sense.

Proposition 2.1. Let U and V be finite and nonempty universal sets and R a fuletioreon U.

(1) Amapping f: U — V is predecessor-consistent with respect to R if and ontydfduccessor-consistent with
respect to RL.

(2) Amapping f: U — V is successor-consistent with respect to R if and only $ffiiredecessor-consistent with
respect to RL.

Proof. It follows immediately from Eqs[{1) andl(2). O
If Ris a symmetric relation, then predecessor-consistentifimeare exactly successor-consistent.

Corollary 2.1. Let U and V be finite and nonempty universal sets. If the fuelagion R on U is symmetric, then a
mapping f: U — V is predecessor-consistent with respect to R if and ontyigfsuccessor-consistent with respect
to R.

Proof. It follows immediately from Propositidn 2.1 and the factttRa' = Rif Ris symmetric. O

In addition, a predecessor-consistent function is exathcessor-consistent wheéns reflexive and transitive.
To prove this, it is handy with the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let R be a reflexive and transitive fuzzy relation on U. Therafyy xy € U, Rj = R‘,Q if and only if
R = R,

Proof. We only prove the necessity; thefBaiency can be verified in the same way. By contradiction, mssthat
RX # RY. Without loss of generality, suppose that there exists som& such thaR%(2) > R(2). Then we see that
R(x,2) > R(y. 2). SinceRis reflexive, we get thaR(y, X) = Ri(y) = R{)(y) = R(Y,y) = 1, namelyR(y, X) = 1. We thus
have by the transitivity oR that

Ry, 2 > R(Y, X) A R(X, 2 = R(X, 2 > R(Y, 2,
namely,R(y, 2) > R(y, 2), which is absurd. Consequent} = R and the necessity holds. O

The following theorem says that a mapping is predecesswsistent if and only if it is successor-consistent, when
the relatiorR is reflexive and transitive.



Theorem 2.2. Let U and V be finite and nonempty universal sets. If R is a refleand transitive fuzzy relation on
U, then a mapping f U — V is predecessor-consistent with respect to R if and ontyisf successor-consistent
with respect to R.

Proof. It is straightforward by Lemma2.1. O

Recall that Egs.[{5) and](6) say th&() Q)p = REN Qp and RN Q)5 = RN QF, respectively. Such equalities
can be preserved under some mappings.

Theorem 2.3. Let R and Q be fuzzy relations on U, and  — V a mapping.

(1) If f is predecessor-consistent with respect to either R ath@n (RN Q)3) = f(R) N f(Q3) for any xe U.
(2) If f is successor-consistent with respect to either R or @tf{(R(M Q)p) = f(Ry) M f(Qp) for any xe U.

Proof. (1) Without loss of generality, we may assume thé predecessor-consistent with resped.tdVe first claim
that if z;,z € U with f(z) = f(2), thenR}(z1) = Ri(z) for anyx € U. In fact, sincef is predecessor-consistent
with respect taR, we have by definition thaRy = RE. This means tha®j (x) = RF(x), namely,R(x, z1) = R(x, z),
for any x € U. Hence, we get thaR%(z) = RX(z) for anyx € U. It follows from the claim that we may set
ry = R¥(2 foranyz € U with f(2) = y. To provef((RN Q)3 = f(R) N f(QF), it is suficient to show that
F(RIY) A F(Q(Y) = (RN Q)(Y) forally e V. In fact,

fFROW A F(QDY) = [VIRI(DIzeUandf(2 =y} A [VIQ5(2) 1ze U andf(2) = y}]
= 1y A[VIQ¥(2 1ze U andf(2) =y}
= Vi AQi(2Ize U andf(z) =y}
= VIR@AQ2|zeUandf(z) =y}
= VIREN QY@ Ize Uandf(z) =y}
= V(RN Q)2 |ze U andf(2) =y}
= f(RNQIIY)

i.e., F(RY)Y) A T(Q)Y) = T(RN Q)3)(y), as desired. Hence, the first assertion holds.
(2) Again, without loss of generality, we may assume thi successor-consistent with respecRtdVhence f
is predecessor-consistent with respedRté by Propositiod ZJ1. It follows from the first assertion ancsEQ), [2),

(®), and[6) that
f(RNQ)p)

f(Ry N Qp)
= f(RHEN@Q@DY
= f(R'NnQ™))
= f(RHYNFQH)
= f(RY) N F(Qp),
namely,f((RMN Q)p) = f(R5) N f(Qp), finishing the proof of the theorem. O

For the union operation, any mapping preserves fuzzy pesgec neighborhoods and fuzzy successor neighbor-
hoods.

Proposition 2.2. Let R and Q be fuzzy relations on U, and @ — V a mapping. Then for anyxU,

(1) f((RUQ)) = F(RY) U F(Qp).
(2) f((RUQ)3) = F(R)U F(Qs)-

Proof. It follows directly from Egs.[(B) and{4). O

The next theorem presents an equivalent characterizatipredecessor-consistent (successor-consistent) func-
tions.



Theorem 2.4. Let R be a fuzzy relation on U, and: J — V a mapping.

(1) The mapping f is predecessor-consistent with respect tamdibnly if £1(f(RX)) = RX for any xe U.
(2) The mapping f is successor-consistent with respect to Riibaty if f‘l(f(Rg)) = R} for any xe U.

Proof. (1) For the ‘if part, suppose, by contradiction, that tharex,, x, € U with f(x;) = f(xp) suchthaRy # Ry
Without loss of generality, assume that there exists somel such thaRj'(2) > Rf?(2). On the other hand, we have
by condition thatf ~1(f(RZ)) = RZ. It follows that

Ri(x) = fH(f(R))(x)
= FRI(F(x2)
= V{RY(X) Ixe U andf(x) = f(x)}
> Ri(x),

namely,R¥(x2) > RE(xy). Clearly, it is equivalent to tha(2) > R5'(2). This, together with the assumpti&§'(2) >
R5:(2), forces thaRy (2) > R2(2), which is absurd. Therefor&; = Rz, and the stliciency holds.

To see the ‘only if’ part, suppose thétis predecessor-consistent with respedRtcAs we claimed in the proof
of Theoreni 2B, ify, ze U with f(y) = f(2), thenR%(y) = R¥(2) for anyx € U. Consequently, we obtain that for any
xeUu,

IR FRI(F(2)
V{RS(Y) ly € U andf(y) = f(2)}

Ri(2.

forallze U, i.e., f1(f(RY)) = R(2), as desired. Hence, the first assertion holds.

(2) By Propositio 2J1f is successor-consistent with respecRtif and only if it is predecessor-consistent with
respect toR"1. By the first assertion, this is equivalent to'(f(R™1)%)) = (RH)X for anyx € U. Further, this is
equivalent tof‘l(f(Rg)) = Ry foranyx e U, as RYH: = R5. Thereby, the assertion (2) is true and this finishes the
proof of the theorem. O

3. Fuzzy relation mappings

In order to develop tools for studying the communicatiomlaein two fuzzy information systems, [12] explored
fuzzy relation mappings and their properties. This sed8atevoted to extending and improving these properties.
Let us review the definition of fuzzy relation mappings obeal by Zadeh'’s extension principle.

Definition 3.1. LetU andV be nonempty universal sets, ahd U — V a mapping.

(1) Thefuzzy relation mappinghduced byf, denoted by the same notatidnis a mapping from¥ (U x U) to
F(V x V) that mapRto f(R), wheref(R) is defined by

f(R) (Y1, ¥2) = VIR(X1, %2) [ X € U, f(x) = yi,i = 1,2}

forall (y1,y2) € V x V.
(2) Theinverse fuzzy relation mappirigduced byf, denoted byf 1, is a mapping fron¥ (V x V) to (U x U)
that mapQ to f~1(Q), wheref~1(Q) is defined by

Q) (xw. %) = Q(f (x1). f(%2))
for all (x1, X2) € U x U.

To illustrate the above definition, let us revisit Exaripl#.2.



Example 3.1. Recall that in Example2.1) = {x1, X2, ..., X}, V = {Y1,¥2, ..., ¥s}, and

B 1 .\ 1 .\ 0.8 .\ 0.8 .\ 0.9 .\ 0.8 .\ 0.7 .\ 0.7 .\
(X, %) (X1, %) (X2, Xa) (X2, Xs5) (X3, %) (X3,%5) (X4, %e) (Xa,X7)
0.7 0.7 0.9 0.9

+ + + .
(X5, %) (X5, %7) (X6, X8) (X7, Xe)
Considerf; : U — V defined by

[y, ifi=23,
fu(x) = { y,  otherwise

Then it follows by definition that

LR 1 . 0.9 . 0.8 . 0.7 . 0.7 . 0.7 . 0.7 . 0.9 . 0.9
! (YnY2)  (Y2.¥a)  (Y2.¥5)  (YaYe) (Ya.¥7) (¥5.¥6) (¥5.¥7) (Ye.¥8) (¥7.Ys)’
FURR) = 1 .\ 1 . 0.9 . 0.8 . 0.9 . 0.8 . 0.7 . 0.7 .
141 (LX) (X Xa) (X Xa) (Koo Xs) (e, Xa)  (Xa, Xs)  (XaXe) (X4, X7)
0.7 0.7 0.9 0.9

(X6 X6) (%6, %7) (X6 Xa) (X7, %)

Recall that inl[12], Theorem 2.4(4) says that the transjtiof Rimplies that off (R) when the mapping : U —
V is surjective and consistent (i.e., both predecessorist@ms and successor-consistent) with respeRt¢or (U xU).
In fact, the requirement that is surjective is not necessary; and moreover, either ofgoeskor-consistency or
successor-consistency is enough.

Theorem 3.1. Let U and V be finite universal sets. Suppose thatf — V is a mapping and R F(U x U) is
transitive. Then (R) is transitive if one of the following conditions holds:

(1) f is predecessor-consistent with respect to R.
(2) f is successor-consistent with respect to R.

Proof. For f(R) to be transitive, we must show th&{R)(y1,ys) = f(R)(y1,¥2) A f(R)(Y2, y3) for anyyi, yo,y3 € V.
For simplicity, we writery, r, r3 for f(R)(y1, y3), f(R)(y1, ¥2), andf(R)(y2, ys), respectively. Hence, we need to verify
thatry > ro A r3. Note thatf(R)(y1, ¥3) = VIR(X1, X3) | % € U, f(x) = Vi,i = 1, 3} by definition. Therefore, there are
a1, a3 € U with f(a;) = y1 andf(az) = y3 such thaR(as, as) = r;. Similarly, there ard, b, € U with f(b;) = y; and
f(b2) = y2 such thaR(by, by) = ry, and there are,, c; € U with f(cp) = y, andf(c3) = y3 such thaR(c,, ¢3) = r3.

For (1), assume thdt is predecessor-consistent with respedRidAs f(b,) = f(cz), we get by the definition of
predecessor-consistent functions tR%tz R, which means tha(by, ¢;) = RF(by) = Rgz(bl) =R(by, b)) =1y, i€,
R(by, c2) = ra. This, together withR(cy, ¢3) = r3, gives rise tdR(by, c3) > r2 A r3 sinceR s transitive. On the other
hand, we have thak(by, c3) < V{R(xq, x3) | % € U, f(x) = vi,i = 1,3} = f(R)(y1,y3) = r1, namely,R(by, c3) < ry.
Whencer: > ry A rz, as desired.

For (2), assume that is successor-consistent. It follows frofitby) = f(cy) that R2 = R%, which means
thatR(by, c3) = R22(c3) = R%(c3) = R(Cy, C3) = r3, i.e., R(02,¢3) = ra. This, together witiR(by, by) = ry, gives
R(by, c3) > ro A rg sinceRiis transitive. It forces by the previous argum(i,, c3) < ry thatry > ro A rz. Therefore,
f(R) is transitive, finishing the proof of the theorem. O

Let f : U — V be a mapping, an®, Q € (U x U). In [12], Theorem 2.5(2) says th&R N Q) = f(R) N f(Q)
if f is consistent (i.e., both predecessor-consistent aneéssorconsistent) with respect to b&tand Q. We now
show that the requirement dfcan be relaxed as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let U and V be finite universal sets; ) — V a mapping, and RQ € #(U x U). Then {RN Q) =
f(R) n f(Q) if one of the following conditions holds.

(1) The mapping f is both predecessor-consistent and suceeesaistent with respect to R.
(2) The mapping f is both predecessor-consistent and suceeessistent with respect to Q.
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(3) The mapping f is predecessor-consistent with respect tad®accessor-consistent with respect to Q.
(4) The mapping f is successor-consistent with respect to R gatpessor-consistent with respect to Q.

Proof. We only prove (1) and (3), because of the symmetry of the tigser Let us begin with (1). Sinckis both
predecessor-consistent and successor-consistent wjibaietoR, we have by Theorem 2.1 thR{xy, x2) = R(X{, X})
for any x, x' € U satisfying f(x) = f(x), wherei = 1,2. In light if this, we may writer for all R(xy, X2) with
f(x1) = y1 andf(x2) = y,. In fact,r only depends og; andys,. It thus follows that

(F(R) N £(Q))(y2. 2) f(R)(y1. y2) A F(Q)(Y2.Y2)
= [VIR(X1, %) [ % € U, f(x) = yi,i = L2} A [VIQ(X1, X2) [ % € U, f(x) = vi,i = 1,2}]
= I A[VQ(X, X) | X% € U, f(x) =vyi,i =12}
= VIrAQ(x, %) % €U, f(x) =yii=12
= V{R(X1, X2) A Q(Xg, %) [ % € U, f(x) = yi,i = 1,2}
= VIRNQ)(Xw, X2) % € U, f(x) =yi,i=1,2}
= f(RN Q)1 Y2),
for anyy;,y, € U. Hence,f(RN Q) = f(R) n f(Q) in this case.
For (3), note that (RN Q) ¢ f(R) n f(Q) always holds by definition. Hence, we need only to verifyitherse

inclusion, thatisf(RN Q)(y1, ¥2) = f(R)(y1, Y2) A f(Q)(y1, Y2) for all y1,y» € U. Becausd is predecessor-consistent
with respect tdR, we obtain that

f(R)(Y1,Y2)

VIR(X1, X2) [ Xi € U, f(x) =y, = 1,2}
v vV R(X1, X2)
x1€f-1(y1) xoef-1(y2)

\Y% R(x1, b s
x1€f-2(y1) ( )

whereb € f~1(y,). Clearly, there isa € f~Y(y;) such thatR(a,b) = f(R)(y1,Y2). On the other hand, sinckis
successor-consistent with respec€Qowe have that

f(Q)(Y1. Y2)

VIQ(x1. X2) [ xi € U, f(x) = yi,i = 1.2}

v Vo Q(x1, X2)
X€f-1(y2) x1€f-1(y1)

% a, xo),
Xo€ f‘l(yz)Q( )

wherea’ € f~1(y;). Clearly, there existb’ € f~1(y,) such thaQ(a’,b’) = f(Q)(y1.y2). Furthermore, we get by the
consistency of that

f(RN Q)(y1.Y2) VIRNQ)(X1, X2) [ X € U, f(x) =yi,i =12}
= V{R(x1, %) A Q(xa, X2) [ X € U, f(x) = yi,i = 1,2}

= \Y \Y R(Xq1, X2) A X1, X2
x1€f=1(y1) xo€f-1(y2) (R ) QA )

> Vo [R(a, b) A Q(x, b)]
x1€f71(y1)

= vV [R(x1, b) A Q(xq, )]
xpef-1(y1)

> R(ab) A Qab)
= R(ab)AQ@,b)
= f(R(y1.y2) A F(Q)(Y1. Y2).

Thatis, f(RN Q)(Y1,¥2) > f(R)(y1,¥2) A F(Q)(y1.y2) for anyys,y. € U. Consequentlyf(Rn Q) = f(R) n f(Q) in
the case of (3). This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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The next theorem extends the assertion (2) of Theorem 21Zin\Where only the dticiency has been provided.

Theorem 3.3. Let f : U — V be a mapping and R F(U x U). Then f1(f(R)) = R if and only if f is both
predecessor-consistent and successor-consistent vgipeceto R.

Proof. We only verify the necessity here; the reader may refer th fd2the proof of the sfficiency. Assume, by
contradiction, thaf is not predecessor-consistent. Then therexare, € U with f(x;) = f(xz) such thaRy # Rg.
Thereby, there is somee U such thaRy () # R(2), namely,R(z x1) # R(z %p). It follows from f~1(f(R)) = R
that f1(f(R)(z x)) # f1(f(R)(z x2). We get by definition thaf (R)(f(2), f(x1)) # f(R(f(2), f(x2)). Itis a
contradiction asf(x;) = f(x). As a result,f is predecessor-consistent with respecRtoSimilarly, it is easy to
show thatf is also successor-consistent with respe@.tdherefore, the necessity holds. O

Let us end this section with a relationship between fuzzgmedrhoods and fuzzy relation mappings, which
provides an approach to computing the fuzzy predecessosarckssor neighborhoods of an elemenVokith
respect tof (R).

Theorem 3.4. Let f: U — V be a mapping and R (U x U). Then for any ¥ V,
@ fRy = U f(RF). In particular, f(R)Y, = f(Rp) for any x € f-1(y) if f is predecessor-consistent with

xef-L(y)
respect to R.
(2 f(RY= U f(RY). Inparticular, f(R) = f(RX) for any xe f~(y) if f is successor-consistent with respect
xef-1(y)

to R.

Proof. We only prove the first assertion, since the second one camdvegbsimilarly. Note that ify ¢ f(U), then it
is clear thatf(R){, = f(R)% = 0 and the assertion holds. Otherwise, we have that

f(R;
ARICAIC

= \Y vV R(X,X)

xef-1(y) xef-1(2)
= VIRX,X)[xX eU f(X)=zf(x) =y}

= f(RzY)
= f(Rp2.

forall ze V. Hence,f(R)}, = xer‘l(y) f(RY), as desired.

For any givenx € f1(y), if f is predecessor-consistent with respecRfdhen for anyx’ € f~1(y), we have
by definition thatR§ = RY. This gives rise tof(R), = U f(RY) = f(R¥), completing the proof of the first
xef-1(y)
assertion. O

(.o, R

xef-1(y)

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced predecessor-consistdrsileccessor-consistent functions with respect to a fuzzy
relation. They are together equivalent to the notion of @iast functions in the sense of [12]. Some properties of
predecessor-consistent and successor-consistentdosttave been explored. Based on the classification of consis
tent functions, we have greatly improved some charactiizsof fuzzy relation mappings presented|in/ [12]. The
results obtained in the paper can help us establish a honptrisar between two fuzzy information systems and
further compare their properties.
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