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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a new generalization of the classical discrete Choquet integral to the
multivalued framework in terms of an admissible order that refines the natural partial order on
the considered value set. The new Choquet-like operator takes as input a finite number of values
of a given type, in particular real numbers, intervals, and vectors, and returns a single output
value of the same type as the input values. We give necessary and sufficient conditions for the
operator to be monotone with respect to the admissible order. We then provide a complete
characterization of the Choquet-like operator as an aggregation function with respect to the

admissible order and study its selected special cases.
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1. Introduction

Information fusion is central to both theoretical and applied research. In recent years, there
has been a growing interest in the application of fuzzy integrals to data fusion, with a particular
focus on the discrete Choquet integral. The integral has proven to be extremely useful in various
machine learning problems [1, 17, 22]. This has led to several generalizations of the Choquet
integral in the real number setting being proposed in the literature, resulting in concepts such as
the CQO-integrals [2], Cr-integrals [19], CC-integrals [28], d-Choquet integrals [14], and Cp,F, -
integrals [27]. A detailed survey of many of these integrals can be found in [19]. A unified
approach to integration in the Choquet sense in the real number setting was presented in [5, 9],

introducing the concept of an operator based on conditional aggregation and relation operators.
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This operator includes many Choquet-like integrals known in the literature, in particular those
in 2, 19, 28, 14, 27|.

Recent research has increasingly focused on the generalization of classical fuzzy set theory
[40] to include interval-valued fuzzy sets [36] and n-dimensional fuzzy sets [3|. The degrees
of membership for such extensions are certain sets that consist of two or more real numbers.
Several generalizations of the Choquet integral in multivalued settings have been proposed, in
particular for the interval setting [13|, the n-dimensional vector setting [20, 24|, and the n-
dimensional interval setting [33]. The construction of such extensions requires, among other
things, overcoming problems arising from the fact that the natural product order on a set of
vectors with real coordinates is not a linear order. Bustince et al. [12] tackled this problem in
the interval-valued setting by introducing the concept of admissible orders, i.e., total orders that
refine the product order.

The main reason for using the standard Choquet integral [16] for data aggregation is its native
properties. It is desirable that the functionals that are extensions of the Choquet integral inherit
its original properties. Monotonicity, the fundamental axiom of the aggregation function, is one of
these properties. Its verification is a major challenge in determining whether an operator qualifies
as an aggregation function. Among the various generalized Choquet integrals proposed in the
literature, only some satisfy the monotonicity condition, while some others fulfill a weakened
monotonicity condition, such as the directional monotonicity or ordered directional monotonicity
[19]. A full characterization of the monotonicity condition for two important variants of the
extended Choquet-like operator in the real number framework, which as special cases include
the operators studied in [11, 23, 32|, along with the necessary and sufficient conditions that
determine when the analyzed operators qualify as aggregation functions, are presented in [8].

In this paper we focus on the aggregation of a finite number of data of a given type, e.g.,
real-valued, interval-valued, or n-dimensional-valued, from the perspective of Choquet integral
theory. We introduce the notion of a Choquet-like operator with respect to an admissible order,
which refines the natural order on the considered data set [12, 33]. This operator extends the
discrete Choquet integral to the multivalued framework, replacing subtraction and multiplication
by a general function, and addition by an operation compatible with the admissible order. We
characterize the classes of all functions for which the Choquet-like operator is: (a) well defined,
i.e., invariant with respect to permutations of the input data, (b) monotone with respect to the

admissible order. Finally, we give a complete characterization of the Choquet-like operator as



an aggregation function with respect to the admissible order, and study some special cases in
detail.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we present some preliminary definitions
and results which are necessary for the rest of the paper. In Section 3 we introduce a Choquet-like
operator with respect to an admissible order and study its well-definedness and monotonicity.
In Section 4 we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for the operator to be an aggregation
function, and analyze these conditions in detail for two important particular variants of the
operator. To improve readability, we move the well-definedness proof and all related monotonicity

proofs to Appendix.

2. Preliminaries

Let Ry and N be the sets of non-negative real numbers and positive integers, respectively.
By [n] we denote the set {1,...,n} for n € N. Let U be a non-empty universal set, sometimes

called a reference set or universe of discourse.

2.1. Ordered sets

A partial order <, on U is a binary relation on U, which is:

e reflexive: x <, x for any x € U,
e antisymmetric: for all x,z € U, x <, z and z <, x implies x = z,

e transitive: for all x,y,z € U, if x <, y and y <, z, then x <, z.

In the rest of the paper, we will write “partial order” instead of “partial order on U” when the
form of the universal set U is clear from the context.

Using the partial order <,, we establish the relation <, as follows: for any elements x and z
of the set U, the statement x <, z holds true if and only if x <, z and x # z. By the reflexivity
and antisymmetry of the partial order <, it follows that for any x,z € U, x = z if and only if
x =p z and z =<, x. Hence, for all x,z € U, x <, z if and only if x <, z or x = z.

A non-empty set K C U is said to be bounded w.r.t. a partial order <, if it has both the least
element 0 and the greatest element 1 w.r.t. <, that is, 0,1 € K and 0 <, x <, 1 for all x € K.
A partial order < for which every two elements are comparable, i.e., x < z or z = x for any
x,z € U, is called a total order.

We will now present some examples of restricted subsets for certain universal sets with usual

partial orders, which will be used later in the paper.



Example 2.1. (a) For U = Ry, the set K = [0, 1] is bounded w.r.t. the usual order < with
the least element 0 and the greatest element 1. Hereafter, the symbol [a,b] with a < b
represents an interval in R.

(b) Let U = Intg, be the family of all closed subintervals of R, . The natural partial order is

the interval order =iy defined as follows

X <nt Z & zt <2 and 2% < ¥,

for any x = [z}, 2] € Intg, and z = [}, 2% € Intg, . Then K = Intjg ], where Int ;) =
{x = [z}, 2%] | 0 < 2! < 2" < 1}, is a bounded set w.r.t. <p, with the least element [0,0]
and the greatest element [1, 1].

(c) Let U= ]Ri with & € N. The usual partial order <y is defined as follows

x=vz <& x;<zforallielk],

for any x = (xl,...,xk)T € Ri and z = (zl,...,zk)T € Ri, where x? denotes the
transpose of a vector x. Then K = [0,1]* is a bounded set w.r.t. <y with the least element

(0,...,0)T and the greatest element (1,...,1)7.

Definition 2.2. Let <, be a partial order. A total order =< is called an admissible order w.r.t. <,

if for any x,z € U, it holds x < z whenever x <, z.

The notion of the admissible order was introduced in [12] in the context of comparing two
intervals. One of the most significant admissible orders w.r.t. <py is the («, 5)-order defined as
follows: for any x,z € Intg,

K, (x) < Kq(z) or
X Z(ap) 2 <

Kq(x) = Kq(2z) and Kg(x) < K3(z),
where o, 8 € [0,1], @ # 3, and Ku(y) = (1 — a)y’ + ay" for any a € [0,1] and y € Intg, .
The (a, 8)-order generalizes three well-known admissible orders: (i) the lexicographical order for
(o, B) = (0,1), (ii) the antilexicographical order for («, ) = (1,0), (iii) the Xu-Yager order for
(o, B) = (0.5,1). In [6] it is proved that in a certain class of orders, the only admissible order

w.r.t. <y is the («, 8)-order.

2.2. Addition operation on U

A binary operation ®&: U x U — U is called addition if it satisfies the following properties:



(a) commutativity: x @z = z @ x for any x, z,

(b) associativity: (x®y) ®z=x® (y ® z) for any x,y, z.

Note that (U,®) is a commutative semigroup. In particular, ([0,1],T) and ([0, 1],S) are
commutative semigroups for any t-norm T and ¢-conorm S [21]. For more examples of semigroups,
we refer to [37]. Examples of addition operations @ for the special cases of U described in

Example 2.1 are given in Table 1.

U @ XDz
R4 + x + z (standard addition)
Intr, | @iy [z}, 2Y] @iy [2}, 2] = [z} + 2, 2% + 24
Ri Doy (xl,...,xk)T@w (zl,...,zk)T:(xl—i—zl,...,xk—i—zk)T

Table 1: Examples of addition operations for selected cases of U.

Definition 2.3. A partial order =<, is said to be compatible with @ if for any x1,x2,v € U we
have

X1 =p X2 = X1 DV X2 DV,
Replacing =<, with <, we get the notion of compatibility of <, with @.

All partial orders from Example 2.1 are compatible with the corresponding operations @ from

Table 1.

Definition 2.4. An addition operation @ has the cancellation law, whenever for any x1,x2,v € U

the following implication holds
X1 PV=XoDV = X1 = X9.
All operations from Table 1 have the cancellation law. We now present some auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.5. Let <, be a partial order. If <, is compatible with ©, then =<, is compatible with

®.

PRroOoOF. By assumption, we have x; @& v <, xo ® v for any x; <, x2 and v € U. Clearly, if

X1 =Xz, thenx1 @ v I, xoPvasxiOv=x2DV. O

The minimum operation on R, is commutative and associative, and the usual order < is
compatible with this operation. However, the relation < is not compatible with the minimum

operation as min{xy, c} = min{zy,c} for any 0 < ¢ < 21 < xo.



To reverse the implication of Lemma 2.5, an additional assumption is necessary.

Lemma 2.6. Let © satisfy the cancellation law and =<, be a partial order. If <, is compatible

with @, then <, is compatible with ©.

PROOF. By assumption, x1 ®v =<, xo®@V for any x; <, X2 and v. Suppose there exists x; <, X2
and v such that x1 ®v = xo@®v. Then by the cancellation law, we have x1 = x5, a contradiction.

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.7. Assume that =< is an admissible order w.r.t. <, such that < is compatible with @.

Then:

(a) & has the cancellation law,
(b) for any x1,%x2,v €U, if x1 BV X x9 DV, then x1 = Xo,
(¢c) for any u,v € K, if O is the least element of K w.r.t. =,, 000 € K and u® v = 0, then

u=0 and v=0.

PROOF. (a) Suppose that x; @ v = x2 @ v for some v and x; # x3. Since < is a total order,
any two elements are comparable, i.e., for any x,y € U we have either x <y or x =y or y < x.
In our case, we get either x; < X2 or X9 < X1, as X7 # Xa. If X1 < X9, then by the compatibility
of < we obtain x1 ® v < X9 @ v, so it is not true that x; & v = xo @ v, a contradiction. The
case Xo < X1 can be examined in a similar way.

(b) Suppose that x; ® v < x2 & v and x2 < x; for some x1,x3,v. By the compatibility of <,
we get X9 & v < X1 @ Vv, a contradiction.

(c) Since u@®v=0,0@0 € K, and 0 is the least element of K, we have u®v=0=<0®0.
From Lemma 2.5, we get 0@ 0 < u® 0. Thus, by the transitivity of <, u®v < u® 0. Point (b)

now gives v = 0. Hence, v = 0. Similarly, it can be shown that u = 0. U

2.3. K-valued aggregation function

Let < be an admissible order w.r.t. <,. Fix X = (x1,...,%,) € UM and Z = (zy,...,2,) € U™

We define a binary relation on U", say =), as
X =2 Z & x; = z; for any i € [n].

Definition 2.8. Let n > 2, < be an admissible order w.r.t. <, and K be a bounded set w.r.t. <,

with the least element 0 and the greatest element 1. A mapping Ag: K" — K is called an (n-ary)



K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. < if it satisfies the following monotonicity condition:
Ag(X) = Ag(z) if X ZuZ
and meets the boundary conditions:
Ag(0,...,0)=0 and Ag(1,...,1)=1. (1)

Putting K = [0,1] and < in place of < in Definition 2.8, we get the well-known definition
of the real-valued aggregation function (see [15]). If we consider the set K = Intjy; with the
partial order <p,; we recover the concept of an interval-valued (IV, for short) aggregation function
(see [4]). In the case of K = [0,1]¥, to the best of our knowledge, the definition of the vector-
valued (VV, for short) aggregation function as a special form of Definition 2.8 has not yet been
considered in the literature (although a definition of the monotonicity w.r.t. the admissible order
= has been introduced in [38, Def. 4.5]). On the other hand, in the case of the k-dimensional
upper simplex K = {(z1,...,2;) | 0 < 21 < 22 < ... < xp < 1} such a definition has been

implemented in the context of k-dimensional fuzzy sets (see [33, Def. 7]).

2.4. K-valued dissimilarity function
Definition 2.9. Let < be an admissible order w.r.t. <, and K be a bounded set w.r.t. <, with
the least element 0 and the greatest element 1. A function d: K?> — K is said to be a K-valued

dissimilarity function w.r.t. < if for all x,y,z € K, it satisfies the following conditions:
(a)

(b)

(¢) d(x,x) =0,

(d) if x Xy and y < z, then d(x,y) < d(x,2) and d(y,z) < d(x,z).

(x,2) = d(z,%),

For K = [0, 1] we get the definition of the real-valued dissimilarity function proposed in [10],
while for K = Int[g ;) we recover the definition of the IV dissimilarity function introduced in [39].
These functions are designed to quantify the dissimilarity between two input values in various

settings where the difference causes problems [14].

3. Main results

From now on, we assume that a set K C U is bounded w.r.t. a partial order <, with the
least element O and the greatest element 1 such that 0 <, 1 and that < is an admissible order

w.r.t. <p.



By M we denote the set of all capacities on [n], i.e., the set functions u: ol [0, 1] satisfying
w(C) < (D) whenever C' C D C [n] with u(@) = 0 and p([n]) = 1. A permutation o of [n] is
called admissible w.r.t. < for X = (x1,...,%,) € K" if X,y X ... X X4(,. For a fixed X € K",

by IIx we denote the set of all admissible permutations w.r.t. <. Clearly, IIx # &.

Definition 3.1. Let L: K? x [0,1]> — K. The Choquet-like operator w.r.t. < (C< - operator, in

short) of X = (x1,...,%,) € K" and p € M is defined as follows

C< O’L X :U' @L (4)s Xo(i—-1)> M( ())HU'(BJ(H-l)))? (2)

where o € IIx, Xo0) = 0, By = {0(i),...,0(n)} for i € [n], and By(,41) = @. Hereafter,
DB zi=21F... Bz,

ForU=R,, K=10,1], and & = +, the C< - operator is called the fuzzy extended Choquet-like

operator in [9].

Remark 3.2. For a fixed n € N, if <, is compatible with &, we have
06..00=<,C<on(X,p) 2pla...01

for any X, pu, 0, L.

Notable examples of the C<-operator, as explored in the literature |9, 13, 28, 39, arise for:

(a) L(x1,x2,b1,b2) = G(x1,b1,b2),
(b) L(x1,x2,b1,b2) = G(x1,%2,b1).

In these cases we obtain C}j - operator and CIjI - operator, respectively,

CL sa(X, 1) EBG Bo(iy)s (B (it1))),

C<0G @G Xo(i—1)> :U'(Ba(z)))

For the sake of brevity, when considering K = [0, 1], K = Int/g 1}, or K = [0, 1], we will assume
the natural partial orders given in Example 2.1, as well as U with & given in Table 1. For

example, if K = Int[o,l], then U = Intg,, =p = =mt, and & = Dy,

Remark 3.3. We will now give a brief overview of what has been done for the Clj - operator
and the CIjI -operator from the perspective of K-valued aggregation functions, along with some

applications.



(a) Consider K = [0, 1]. The properties of the Clj - and CIjI - operators, such as well-definedness
and monotonicity, have been investigated in [8, 9]. In [8], the authors characterized all
functions G for which these operators qualify as real-valued aggregation functions. In
particular, they provided characterizations for certain cases: (i) for the Cé - operator with
G(a,b1,b2) = F(a,by — by) for by > ba (as examined in [23]), and (ii) for the Cg—operator
with G(a1, a2,b) = F(a; —ag,b) for a; > as (as studied in [30, 32]). Characterizations have
also been developed for other special cases of the Cg - operator, including the CQO-integral
[2], n-ary discrete Choquet integral [14], Cr-integral [19], CC-integral [28|, and CO-integral
[29]. These operators can be used for example in: multi-layer classifier ensembles [2], image
reduction [18], multimodal fuzzy fusion decision [26], fuzzy rule-based classification systems
[29, 30|, and the classification of reflectance measurements from hyperspectral images of
grapes [31].

(b) For L(x1,xg,b1,bs) = P(d(x1,x2),b;) with P: K x [0,1] — K, d: K2 — K such that
P(0,¢) = 0 and d(x,x) = O for any x,c, we get a special case of the n-ary discrete
dg-Choquet integral defined in [39, Def. 3.1]. For K = Intjg;; and d being an IV dissimi-
larity function, the authors in [39] provided the condition under which the n-ary discrete
dg-Choquet integral qualifies as an n-ary IV aggregation function w.r.t. <, g, cf. Sec-
tion 4.2.1. This approach is applied to aggregate the decisions made by multiple classifiers.

(c) Let K = Intg 1 and G(x,b1,b2) = (b1 — b2)+ ®iv X, where ©jy is defined in Table 2 (see
Section 4.1.1) and by = max{b,0}. The CIjAyB—operator is the <4 p-Choquet integral
[13, 35|, where the admissible order <4 p w.r.t. <y on Int(g,1) is defined in [12, Prop. 3.2].
In [7, Ex. 3.11] it was shown, that the Cé -operator with an admissible order =< w.r.t. <py
is the special case of IVCSO<.

(d) If we assume that K = [0,1]* with k& > 2 and L(x1,X2,b1,b2) = (b — ba)4 @yy X1, where
Oyy 1s defined in Table 2 (see Section 4.1.1), we get a vector-valued Choquet-like operator
that has not been considered in the literature. Another type of Choquet-like operator for

vector-valued data has been studied in [20].

We will now characterize the conditions under which the C< -operator is well defined. This
property will be crucial in determining the conditions for the monotonicity of the operator.
Applying the above results, in the next section we will give necessary and sufficient conditions

for the C<-operator to be a K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. <.



3.1. Well-definedness

The C<-operator is said to be well defined if, for any fixed X € K" and p € M formula (2)

yields the same value for all o € Ilx.
Theorem 3.4. Assume that @ satisfies the cancellation law.

o The C< - operator with n = 2 is well defined if and only if
(WD2) [0,1] 5 c— L(x,0,1,¢) ® L(x,x%,¢,0) is a constant function for any x € K.
o The C< - operator with n = 3 is well defined if and only if

(WD3) [b,1] 5 ¢~ L(x,0,1,¢)®L(x,x,¢,b) and [0,b] > ¢ — L(x1,x2,b,c)®L(x1,x1,¢,0)

are constant functions for any x,x; € K, xo <x1, and b € [0, 1].

o The C< - operator with n > 4 is well defined if and only if

(WDn) [ba,b1] 3 ¢ — L(x1,%2,b1,¢)®L(x1,X1, ¢, b2) is a constant function for any X2 < x3

and by < by.
The proof of Theorem 3.4 is postponed to Appendix A.

3.2. Monotonicity

In this part we provide a complete characterization of the following monotonicity condition

for the C< - operator

(M) if X,Z € K" and X =(n) Z, then C<on(X, 1) 2 C<71(Z, p) for any o € IIx, 7 € 1z,

and p € M.

Definition 3.5. We say that a function H: Ko — U, where Ky C K, is non-decreasing w.r.t. <

if H(x1) < H(x2) for x3 < xo.

Let [u,v] = {x € U: u = x < v} with u,v € U. Denote by [u,v]x = [u,v] NK.
We distinguish three cases: n = 2, n = 3, and n > 4. Proofs of the corresponding theorems

are given in Appendix B.

Theorem 3.6. Let n = 2. Assume that < is compatible with &. The monotonicity condition (M)

holds if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

10



(a) the C< - operator is well defined,
(b) [0,v]k 2 x+— L(x,0,1,b) ®L(v,x,b,0) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any v € K
and b € [0, 1],

(c) [u,1]k 3 x — L(x,u,b,0) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. <X for anyu € K andb € [0, 1].

Theorem 3.7. Let n = 3. Assume that < is compatible with &. The monotonicity condition (M)

s true if and only if

(a) the C< - operator is well defined,

(b) [0,v]k 2 x — L(x,0,1,b1) & L(v,x,b1,b2) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any
v € K and by < by,

(c) [u,v]k > x — L(x,u,b1,b3) ® L(v,x,b2,0) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any
u=xv and by < by,

(d) [u,1]k 3 x — L(x,u,b,0) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for anyu € K and b € [0, 1].

Theorem 3.8. Letn > 4. Assume that < is compatible with &. The monotonicity condition (M)

1s true if and only if

(a) the C< - operator is well defined,
(b) [u,v]k 3 x — L(x,u,b1,b2) ® L(v,x,ba,b3) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any
ujv andbgébgébl,

(c) [u,1]k 2 x — L(x,u,b,0) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for anyu € K andb € [0,1].
Remark 3.9. By Lemma 2.7 (a), condition (a) of Theorems 3.6, 3.7, and 3.8, respectively, is
equivalent to (WD2), (WD3), and (WDn).

4. Relationship to the K-valued aggregation function

According to Definition 2.8, the C< - operator is a K-valued aggregation function if it satisfies
the monotonicity condition (M), which is characterized in Theorems 3.6- 3.8, and the boundary

conditions (1).

Theorem 4.1. Let n € {2,3,...}. Assume that < is compatible with &. The C< - operator is

an n-ary K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if the following conditions hold:

(a) for n =2, n =3, and n > 4, respectively, the conditions of Theorems 3.6, 3.7, and 3.8

characterizing the monotonicity of the C< - operator are satisfied,

11



(b) @?:1 L(0,0,bi,bzqu) =0 fOT’ any 0= bn+1 < bn < < b2 < b1 == 1,
(C) L(l,O,bl,bQ) D @?:2 L(]., 1,bi,bi+1) =1forany0=bpy1 <b, <...<ba <y =1.

Remark 4.2. If we additionally assume that 0 ¢ 0 € K, then it follows from Lemma 2.7 (c)
that condition (b) of Theorem 4.1 can be simplified to the condition: L(0,0,b,b2) = 0 for any
by < by.

In Sections 4.1 and 4.2, we will present specific results regarding two significant operators:

the Cé -operator and the CIjI - operator.

4.1. Cé - operator

Recall that the Clj - operator has the form

C-<UG X ,U, @G ))HUJ(BJ(ZHLI)))’
where G: K x [0,1]*> = K and ¢ € IIx.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that < is compatible with ®. The Clj - operator is an n-ary K-valued

aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if the following conditions hold:
o for n=2:

(a) [0,1] 3 ¢ — G(x,1,¢) ® G(x,¢,0) is a constant function for any x € K,

(b) K> x— G(x,1,b) and K 5 x — G(x,b,0) are non-decreasing functions w.r.t. < for
any b € [0, 1],

(c) G(0,1,b) ® G(0,b,0) =0 for any b € [0, 1],

(d) G(1,1,b) ® G(1,b,0) =1 for any b € [0,1].

o forn=23:

(a) [b,1] 5 ¢ — G(x,1,¢) ® G(x,¢,b) and [0,b] 5 ¢ — G(x,b,c) & G(x,¢,0) are constant
functions for any x € K and b € [0, 1],

(b) K> x— G(x,b1,b2) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any bs < by,

(¢c) G(0,1,b1) ® G(0,b1,b2) ® G(0,b2,0) = 0 for any by < by,

(d) G(1,1,b1) ® G(1,b1,b2) ® G(1,b2,0) =1 for any by < by.

o forn > 4:

(a) [b2,b1] 3 ¢ — G(x,b1,¢)BG(x,¢,b2) is a constant function for any x € K and by < by,
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(b) K> x— G(x,b1,b2) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any bs < by,
(C) @?:1 G(O? biabi+1) =0 for any 0 = bn+1 <by << < by =1,

(d) B;_G(1,bi,biy1) =1 for any 0 =bpgq < by < ... < by < by =1.

PRrROOF. Consider the case n = 2. Obviously, conditions (c¢) and (d) are equivalent to (b) and
(c) of Theorem 4.1. In view of Remark 3.9, condition (a) is equivalent to condition (WD2) of
Theorem 3.4. From Definition 2.3 and Lemma 2.7 (b) it follows that condition (b) corresponds
to conditions (b) and (c) of Theorem 3.6. The statements for n = 3 and n > 4 can be proved

similarly. U

Putting K = [0, 1] in Corollary 4.3, we get a refinement for n = 3 of Theorem 2.4 from [8]. In
the next two sections, namely 4.1.2 and 4.1.1, we will look at two special forms of the function

G.

4.1.1. Gr(X7 bl,bg) = 5(1)1,62) ®x
In this section, we assume that G(x, b1, b2) = §(b1,b2) ©® x for any x € K and by < by, where §
is a real-valued dissimilarity function (see Definition 2.9) and ®: [0,1] x K — U is an operation,

called the multiplication, satisfying the following conditions:

(a) 1®x = x for any x,

(b) ¢®0 =0 for any c.

Examples of multiplication operations for the universal sets discussed in Example 2.1 are

given in Table 2.

u K ® cOz
Ry [0,1] : ¢+ z = cz (standard multiplication)
Intr, | Intjo1] | O ¢ O [24, 24 = [e2!, 2]
RE (0,17 | Ow | cOw (21, 26)T = (cz1,.. . ezp)T

Table 2: Examples of multiplication operations for selected cases of U.

Before we present a characterization of all real-valued dissimilarity functions for which the

Cé - operator is a K-valued aggregation function, let us introduce some auxiliary concepts.
Definition 4.4. Let ® be a multiplication operation.

e A partial order <, is said to be compatible with ® if for all ¢ € [0,1], cOx <, c®y

whenever x <, y.
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e The operation ® has the cancellation law, whenever for any c1,co € [0,1] the condition
c1 ®1=co®1 implies ¢c; = co.
e The operation ® is right-distributive over @ if (¢ + c2) © x = (¢1 ©® x) @ (c2 ©® x) for any

x € K and ¢, ¢ € [0,1].

Corollary 4.5. Let n > 3, and a multiplication operation ©® is right-distributive over @ and
has the cancellation law. Assume that < is compatible with & and < is compatible with ©. The

Clj - operator is an n-ary K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if
6(b1,b2) = 6(b1,0) — 6(b2,0)  for any by < br. (3)

PROOF. Let us begin with the case n > 4. The condition (b) of Corollary 4.3 follows from the
fact that < is compatible with ©.

Due to the right-distributivity of ®, condition (a) of Corollary 4.3 takes the form
(68(b1,€) + d(e, b)) © x = (8(by. ) + 0(d, ba)) © x (4)

for any x € K, by < ¢ < by, and by < d < by. Putting x = 1 in (4) and using the cancellation

law of ®, we can rewrite condition (a) of Corollary 4.3 as
d(b1,c) +6(c,ba) = 6(b1,d) + d(d,b2) for any by < ¢ < by and be < d < by. (5)
Taking by = 0 = ¢ yields
o(b,d) =0(b,0) —46(d,0) for any d < b. (6)

It is clear that (6) implies (5), so these conditions are equivalent to each other.
Because of the right-distributivity of @, condition (c¢) of Corollary 4.3 has form
n
(Zd(bi,bm)) ©®0=0 forany 0=>by1 <bp<...<by<b =1.
i=1
By (6) and Definition 2.9, Y7 | 6(b;, bi11) = d(1,0) = 1. From the definition of @, it follows that
1® 0 = 0, so condition (c) of Corollary 4.3 is valid. Similarly, it can be shown that condition

(d) of Corollary 4.3 also holds. The proof for n = 3 is similar, so we will omit it. O

As a direct consequence of Corollary 4.5 we get the following result for K = Int ).

Corollary 4.6. Let n > 3 and K = Int[m}. Assume that < is compatible with ®;, and < is

compatible with ®i,. The Clj - operator

n

CL 5 5(X, 1) = @iv (6(1(Boi))s (Boiv1))) Oiv Xos) )
=1

14



where X, i, 0, By(;) are as in (2), is an n-ary IV aggregation function w.r.t. X if and only if (3)
holds.

Remark 4.7. Clearly, =<(a,B) I8 compatible with ®;, and =(a,8) I8 compatible with ®;y,. Since @iy
has the cancellation law, due to Lemmas 2.5-2.6, < is compatible with ¢, and < is compatible
with @®;, whenever at least one of them is. By [6, Cor. 2.7|, the only admissible order that is
compatible with @®j, and ®jy is the (a, §)-order. Hence, if §(by,be) = by — b for by < by, then the
only functions A, B: [0,1]?> — [0,1] for which the =<4,B- Choquet integral® is an IV aggregation
function w.r.t. <4 p within the class of admissible orders <4 p compatible with ®;, and ©;, are

A(z,y) = (1 — o)z + ay and B(z,y) = (1 — )z + By with «, 5 € [0,1] and « # S.
We conclude this section with the following direct consequence of Corollary 4.5 for K = [0, l]k .

Corollary 4.8. Letn > 3 and K = [0, 1]* with k € N. Assume that < is compatible with G and
= s compatible with ® = Oy,. The Clj - operator is an n-ary V'V aggregation function w.r.t. <

if and only if (3) holds.

For k = 1 we get Corollary 2.7 from [8].

4.1.2. Gr(X7 bl,bg) = F(X7 b1 — bz)
In this part, we assume that G(x,b1,b2) = F(x,b1 — by) for any x € K and b; > by with

F: K x[0,1] — K. From Corollary 4.3 for n > 3 and Remark 4.2 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.9. Assume thatn > 3, 0® 0 € K, and < is compatible with &. The Clj - operator

is an n-ary K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if the following conditions hold:

(a) F(x,a) ®F(x,b) = F(x,0.5(a + b)) & F(x,0.5(a + b)) for all x € K and a,b € [0,1],
(b) K> x— F(x,b) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any b € [0,1],

(c) F(0,b) =0 for any b € [0,1],

(d) B;_,F1,b;) =1 forallby,..., b, €0,1] such that by + ...+ b, = 1.

Let K = Intjg ;. Then there exist FlF: Intjq) x [0,1] — [0,1] such that F! < F* and

F(x,b) = [F!(x,b), F¥(x,b)]. Thus Corollary 4.9 (a) takes the form of two Jensen equations:

Fi(x,a) + Fi(x,b) = 2F'(x,0.5(a + b)), i€ {l,u},

'see [13, Def. 4]
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for all x € Intp ;) and a,b € [0,1]. Since ¢ — F'(x,¢) is bounded for each x, by [25, Sec. 1], we
have

Fi(x,a) = aC'(x) + D'(x), ie{l,u},

for all x € Intjy), a € [0,1], and some C', D" Intjg,; — [0,1] such that aC'(x) + D'(x) <
aC"(x) + D"(x). Combining the above with points (b)-(d) of Corollary 4.9, we get the following

result.

Corollary 4.10. Let n > 3 and K = Intg ). Assume that < is compatible with ©iy. The

Clj - operator is an n-ary IV aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if
F(x,a) = [aC'(x) + D'(x), aC*(x) + D" (x)]

for all x € Intg ) and a € [0,1] with some functions C', D' Intg1) — [0,1] for i € {l,u} such

that:

e aC'(x) + D'(x) < aC%(x) 4+ D“(x) for any x € Intjg 1) and a € [0,1],
e Intyy > x> aC'(x) + D'(x), i € {l,u}, are non-decreasing functions w.r.t. <,

e C(0) = D(0) =0 and C*(1) +nD'(1) =1 for i € {l,u}, where 0 = [0,0] and 1 = [1,1].

Using the same arguments as for K = Int|y ], we obtain from Corollary 4.9 the result for

K = [0, 1]*.

Corollary 4.11. Let n > 3 and K = [0,1]* with k € N. Assume that < is compatible with Gyy.

The Clj - operator is an n-ary V'V aggregation function w.r.t. X if and only if
F(x,a) = (aCy(x) + Di(x),...,aCk(x) + Di(x))"
for all x € [0,1]F and a € [0,1] with some functions Cy, D;: [0,1)F — [0,1] such that:

e [0,1]% 3 x +— aCi(x) 4+ Di(x), i € [k], are non-decreasing functions w.r.t. <,
e C;(0) = D;(0) = 0 and Ci(1) + nD;(1) = 1 for i € [k] with 0 = (0,...,0)7 and 1 =
1,...,nT.

Note that for £ =1 we recover Corollary 2.6 from [8].
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4.2. Cg - operator
We will now examine the conditions that characterize the Cg—operator as a K-valued aggre-

gation function. Recall that the Cg - operator is of the form
CIjI,O',G(X7 ,LL) = @ G(XU(Z) ) XO’(i—l) ) /’L(BO'(Z) ))7
i=1

where G: K? x [0,1] — K and ¢ € IIx.

Corollary 4.12. Assume that < is compatible with ®. The CIjI - operator is an n-ary K-valued

aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if the following conditions are met:
o forn=2:

(a) G(x,x,b) = G(x,%,0) for any x € K and b € [0,1],

(b) [0,vlk 2 x — G(x,0,1) & G(v,x,b) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any
veKandbe[0,1],

(c) [u,1]x 2 x — G(x,u,b) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any u € K and
be0,1],

(d) G(0,0,0) & G(0,0,0) = 0,

(e) G(1,0,1) ® G(1,1,0) = 1.

e forn > 3:

(a) G(x,%x,b) = G(x,%,0) for any x € K and b € [0,1],

(b) [u,vlk 3 x — G(x,u,b1) ® G(v,x,b2) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. < for any
u=<v and by < by,

(c) [u,1]k 2 x — G(x,u,b) is a non-decreasing function w.r.t. <X for any u € K and
be[0,1],

(@) B, G(0,0,0) =0,

(e) G(1,0,1) & P! ,G(1,1,0) =1.

PROOF. To prove these statements, we use Theorem 4.1 with L(x1,x2,b1,b2) = G(x1,%2,b1).
Let n = 2. It follows from Remark 3.9 that condition (a) is equivalent to condition (a) of
Theorem 3.6. Conditions (b) and (c) represent conditions (b) and (c) of Theorem 3.6, while, by
(a), conditions (d) and (e) are equivalent to conditions (b) and (c) of Theorem 4.1. Similarly,

one can prove the statements for n = 3 and n > 4, and observe that they are identical. ]
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4.2.1. G(Xl,Xg, b) =b0 d(Xl,Xg)
We now consider G(x1,x32,b) = b©® d(x1,x2) for xo < x;, where d is a K-valued dissimilarity
function (see Definition 2.9) and ® is a multiplication operation (see Section 4.1.1). We will need

the following assumption

(C1) (b1 ©uy) @ (b ©® va) = (b ©® ug) ® (by ©® vy) for any b; € [0,1] and wu;,v; € K such that

by < b1, up 2ug, vi X vo,and ug vy =up @ vy € K.

We say that a multiplication operation ® is left-distributive over @ if c©(x®z) = (cOX)B(cOz)

for any x,z € K and ¢ € [0,1] such that x ® z € K.

Corollary 4.13. Let n > 3, ® be left-distributive over ®, and 0B x = x for any x € K. Assume
that (C1) holds, < is compatible with ® and < is compatible with ©. The CIjI - operator is an n-ary

K-valued aggregation function w.r.t. < if and only if
d(x1,0) ® d(x2,x1) = d(x2,0) for any x1,x2 € K such that x; < xa. (7)

PRrROOF. Conditions (a), (d), and (e) of Corollary 4.12 are satisfied in view of definitions of the
K-valued dissimilarity function and the operation ®. Point (c¢) of Corollary 4.12 follows from
Definition 2.9 (d) and the fact that < is compatible with ®. Point (b) of Corollary 4.12 takes

the form
(b1 ©d(x1,u) ® (be ©d(v,x1)) 2 (b1 © d(x2,u)) & (b2 © d(v, X2)) (8)

for any by < bp and x; < x3 such that x1,x2 € [u,v]x. We now show that (8) is equivalent to

(7).

“=" Putting by = by = 1 in (8) and using the fact that 1 ® x = x for any x we have
d(Xl, 11) ©® d(V, X1) = d(Xg, 11) ©® d(V, XQ) (9)

for any x; < x9 such that x;,x2 € [u,v]g. Putting u = x; = 0 in (9) gives d(v,0) <
d(x2,0) ® d(v,x2) for any x3 € [0,V]k, as 0 & x = x for any x € K. Setting xo =vandu=0
in (9) yields d(x1,0) ® d(v,x1) = d(v,0) for any x; € [0, V]k, as x ® 0 = x for any x € K. So
by the transitivity of <, we get (7).

“<” From (7) we have
d(x1,0) ® d(v,x1) = d(x2,0) © d(v,x2) (10)

for any x; = x9 such that x1,x2 € [0, v]k. Additionally, from (7) we know that the left and right
hand side of (10) is an element of K. Since d(x;,0) < d(x2,0) and d(v,x2) < d(v,x;) for any
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x1 <X X2 2 v, so by (C1) and (10), we have L < P, where L = (b ® d(x1,0)) & (b2 ® d(v,x1))
and P = (b; ®d(x2,0)) @ (by ® d(v,x2)) for any by < by and x; = x5 such that x1,x5 € [0, V]k.
Applying (7), we obtain

d(x1,0) = d(u,0) &d(x1,u),  d(x2,0) =d(u,0) & d(x2,u) (11)
for any x; < x9 such that x1,x5 € [u,1]k. Using (11) and the left-distributivity of ®, we get

L= (by ©d(u,0)) ® (by ©®d(x1,u)) ® (by ® d(v,x1)), (12)

P = (bl ® d(u, 0)) D (b1 ® d(XQ,u)) D (bQ ® d(V,XQ)) (13)

for any by < b1 and x; =< x9 such that x;,x9 € [u, v]c. Combining (12) - (13) with Lemma 2.7 (b)

we obtain (8) for any by < by and x; < x2 such that x;,x2 € [u, vlk. O

If K = [0,1], then we recover Corollary 3.9 from [8]. The case when K = Inty; and the

admissible order is the (a, §)-order (see Remark 4.7) is summarized below.
Corollary 4.14. Let n > 3 and K = Inty 1. The following conditions are equivalent.

(a) The CIjI(a,B) - operator is an n-ary 1V aggregation function w.r.t. X4 g)-
(b) d(x1,0) Biy d(x2,x1) = d(x2,0) for any x; =(a,8) X2-
(c) For each k € [n] it holds

k k

P d(xi-1,xi) 2,5 P d(zi-1,2:)

i=1 i=1
for all X = (x1,...,%,) € K" and Z = (21, ...,2,) € K" such that x1 Z(a.p) - Z(a,8) Xk>
Z1 Z(a,B) - Sa,B) Zk and X1 X8y Z1,- -5 Xk S(a,8) Zk With Xg = zg = 0, where here

k
D xi = X1 Biv - .. Biv Xj.

ProOOF. The equivalence of conditions (a) and (b) follows from Corollary 4.13 with K = Intq ;.
The equivalence of (a) and (c) can be established using Proposition 5.3 and Theorem 5.5 of

[39]. O

The authors of [39] claim that it is a difficult task to find an IV dissimilarity function d that
satisfies point (c) of Corollary 4.14. In Appendix C, we show that there is no such function in

a certain subclass of IV dissimilarity functions considered in |39, Prop. 4.18|.
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5. Conclusion

In this article, we have introduced the Choquet-like operator, which is a generalization of the
classical discrete Choquet integral to a multivalued setting in terms of a general function that
replaces subtraction and multiplication, and an admissible order that refines the natural partial
order on the data set under consideration. The new operator takes an input consisting of a finite
number of values from the data set and returns a single output value belonging to that set. We
have characterized the class of all functions for which the Choquet-like operator is invariant with
respect to permutations of the input data, and then provided necessary and sufficient conditions
for the operator to exhibit monotonicity with respect to the admissible order, as well as a complete
characterization of the operator as an aggregation function with respect to the admissible order.
We have also studied two important special types of the Choquet-like operator and a number of
their particular forms, both considered and not considered in the literature, for data of general
type as well as for scalar, interval, and vector data. In particular, we have shown that the only
order in a certain class of admissible orders for which the <4 - Choquet integral defined in |13,

Def. 4] is an interval-valued aggregation function with respect to <4 p, is the (a, 5)-order.
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Appendix A
To shorten notation, from now on we will write Cy(x, 1t) instead of C< »1.(x, ).

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.4. “=" Let p € M. Take X = (x1,...,%,) € K" such that x,, =
x; = x for some distinct m, ! € [n]. Then there are two distinct admissible permutations w.r.t. <

for X, say o1 and o9, which satisfy for some k € {2,...,n} the condition that Xoy(k) = Xms

Xoy (k=1) = Xls Xoy(k—1) = Xm, Xoy(k) = X1 and 01(i) = o2(i) for any i € [n] \ {k — 1,k}. Clearly,
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By, (i) = Bo,) for each i € [n] \ {k}. Since, by the assumption, Cy, (X, u) = Cs, (X, 1), applying

Definition 3.1 and the cancellation law of @, we get

L(X’ Xop (k—2)» :U‘(Bol (k*l))’ :U’(BU1 (k))) 2 L(X’ X, :U’(BU1 (k))? :U’(BU1 (kJrl)))
= L(X’ Xop (k—2)» :U‘(Bol(kfl))a //J(Bog(k))) ©® L(X? X, IU’(BO'Q(IC))’ M(Bol(kJrl)))'

Set b; = p(By, ;) and d; = p(By,(;)) for any i € [n + 1] and Xg—2 = X, (y—2). Clearly, b; = d;

for any i € [n+ 1] \ {k}, bgr1 < bp < bg—1, and bpyq < di < bp_q. Hence, for k € {2,...,n},
L(x, Xg—2,bk—1,br) © L(x, %, b, b 1) = L(%, Xg—2, b1, di) © L(x, %, di, by1),  (14)

and consequently [bgi1,bk—1] 2 ¢ — L(x,Xp_2,bk_1,¢) ® L(x,X,¢,bry1) is a constant function.
Due to the arbitrariness of y, this leads us to (WD2) for n = 2, (WD3) for n = 3 and (WDn)
for n > 4.

“<” Let X = (x1,...,%X,) € K" be such that there are two permutations 01,09 € Ilx,
01 # 02. This means that there are at least two elements in X that have the same value, and o9
is a permutation that swaps equal elements in the sequence (X4, (1), - - -, Xo, (n))- It is evident that
o9 can be represented as the product of o; and some adjacent transpositions (see [34, p. 631]),
say, T1,...,Tm With certain m > 1, that is, 09 = 7, 0... 07 001. So, for any j € [m], 7; is
the adjacent transposition that exchanges the elements x,._ ;1) and x;._, ;) equal to each
other for some k; € {2,3,...,n} in the sequence (X, ,(1);---,Xn;_;(n)), Where m; = 750 m;_;
with m9 = o1. Clearly, 7; € lIx for j € [m]. By (WD2), (WD3) or (WDn), we get (14) with
X = Xnj(ky-1)s Xk-2 = Xj(k;-2) k-1 = B(Brje;-1))s Ok = (Brj))s bhir = 11(Br(k;41));
and dy, = u(By,, ;) for j € {0,1,...,m — 1}, which implies that Cr;(X, u) = Cr;,, (X, p) for
j€{0,1,...,m —1}. Hence Cy, (X, 1) = Cs, (X, ). This completes the proof. O

Appendix B

Below, we will present a proof of the monotonicity characterization for the Choquet-like
operator. We will use the convention outlined in Appendix A, and denote by id the identity

function on [n]. We shall need an auxiliary result using the following condition:

(M’) Assume that X = (x1,...,x,) € K" and Z = (2, ...,2,) € K" are such that x; < ... <
Xn, Xp < 2p for some p € [n] and x; = z; for any i € [n]\ {p}. Then Ciq(X, u) < C(Z, p)

for any p € M and some 7 € Ilz.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that the C< - operator is well defined. If condition (M’) is true, then
condition (M) holds.
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PRrROOF. Let X = (x1,...,x%,) € K" and Z = (z1,...,2,) € K" be such that x, < z, for some

p € [n] and x; = z; for any i € [n] \ {p}, so X =) Z. Firstly, we show that
Co(X,p) XCr(Z, ) for any p € M, o € IIx, and 7 € Ilgz. (15)

Fix p € M, o € IIx, and 7 € Ilz. Define it € M as u(C) = u({o(i) | i € C}) for any C C [n].
Let X = (X1,...,Xp) € K" and 7= (Z1,...,2n) € K" with X; = x5(;) and z; = z,(;) for any
i. Clearly, id € Ilg. Since ji(Biqy)) = u({i,...,n}) = u({o(i),...,0(n)}) = u(By)) for any
i € [n] and L(Bian+1)) = #(Bo(n+1)), we have

ld X @L Xi, Xi— la 1d(z)) (Bid(i—i—l)))

= @L Xo(i—1)» N(Bg(i))7ﬂ(BU(i+l))) - CJ(Xau)' (16)

Let 7 = 0~ o7 be the product of ¢~ and 7. Observe that 7 € Iy, as Zz(;) = z,(;) and 7 € Iz,
Then
Cx(Z, i) = @L(i?(z)ﬁ?(iq),ﬁ(B?(i)% 1(Bzi41)))

i=1
n

= @ L(ZT(Z')7ZT(i*l)’M(BT(i))? :U‘(B (Z+1))) C (Z :U’) (17)
=1

By (M’) and by the well-definedness of the C< - operator, we get Cid(ﬁ, ) = c?(i, ). In conse-
quence, by (16)- (17) follows C(X, ) < C+(Z, ). To sum up, we obtain statement (15) for any
X,Z € K" that differ in only one coordinate and are such that X =, Z

Put ZO = (z1,...,2;,Xi41,...,%p) for i € [n — 1]. Using n-times the above considerations,

the monotonicity condition (M) can be derived as follows
Co(X, 1) 2 Coy (2N, 1) =0 2 Coany (207D, ) < C(Z, ).

Here o, 7, and 7 are admissible permutations w.r.t. < for X, Z, and Z(i)7 respectively. The

proof is complete. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.6. To make the proof more transparent, we will write the explicit

form of the C< - operator,

CU(X7 ,U,) = L(X0(1)707 1, M({U(z)})) @ L(XU(2)7 o(1)» ({U( )}) )
for any X € K2 and ¢ € Ilx.
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“=” Firstly, we prove (a). Fix X € K? and 01,09 € IIx. Clearly, X =) X, so by (M)
we have Co, (X, 1) = Cpp(X, ) and Coy (X, pt) < Coy (X, p) for any p € M. Thus, due to the
antisymmetricity of <, we get Cy, (X, pt) = Co, (X, ) for any p. By arbitrariness of X, 01, 09, the
C<-operator is well defined.

We now show (b). Set X = (x,v) € K? and Z = (X,v) € K? such that x < X < v. Clearly,
X =(2) Z and id € IIx N1Iz. It follows from (M) that

Cia(X, p) = L(x,0,1, u({2})) ® L(v, %, u({2}),0)

= L(ia 0,1, :U'({Q})) D L(V7 5(\7 M({Q})v 0) - Cid(Z7 M)

for any p. By arbitrariness of x < X < v, we get point (b).
Put X = (u,x) € K? and Z = (u,X) € K? such that u < x < X. Clearly, X =(2) Z and
id € IIx NIIz. From (M) we conclude that Ciq(X, p) =< Cig(Z, pt) for any p. Lemma 2.7 (b) yields

L(x,u, p({2}),0) 2 L(X,u, u({2}),0)

for any u. By arbitrariness of u < x < X, we obtain point (c).

“<" According to Lemma 5.1 and the well-definedness of the C< - operator, it suffices to show
that condition (M’) holds. Let X = (x1,x2) € K? with x; < x». Assume that Z = (z;,2) € K>
is such that x,, < z, for some p € [2] and x; = 2; for i # p. Clearly, X =(9) Z and Ilz contains at
most two elements. We will consider two cases: z; =< z9 and z9 < z1. Let us start with z; < zs.
Evidently, id € IIz. If p = 1, we use point (b), and if p = 2, we use point (c) together with

Lemma 2.5 to derive the following

Cid(X’ :u) = L(Xl’ 0,1, M({Q})) D L(X2a X1, ,u({2})’ 0)

= L(z1,0,1, u({2})) @ L(z2, 21, u({2}),0) = Cia(Z, i),

so (M’) is true.

We now turn to the case zo < z1. Then Iz consists of a single element 7 = (2,1). We show
that p = 1, that is, x; < z; and X9 = z5. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that p = 2, i.e.,
X1 = z1 and X5 < zo. Note that xo < z9 < z; = X1 < X2. So by the transitivity of < we have
Xg < Xg, a contradiction. Therefore p = 1.

Define XM = (x2,%2). Clearly, X =9 XM and IIx@ = {id, 7}. By point (b),

Cid(X’ :u) = L(Xla 0,1, :u({2})) D L(X2a X1, ,u({2})’ 0)
j L(X2’ O’ 1’ :u({2})) 2] L(X2a X2, ,u({2})’ 0)

= Cid(X(l)uu')' (18)
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As the C< - operator is well defined, we conclude that Cia(XW, ) = ¢, (XM, ). Since 7(1) = 2,

we have X1 = (z-(1), Z-(1))- By point (c) and Lemma 2.5, we get

CT(X(I)’ :U’) = L(ZT(I)a 0,1, :U'({T(Q)})) D L(ZT(I)a Zr(1), M({T(2)})’ 0)
= L(ZT(I)a 0,1, :U'({T(Q)})) @ L(ZT(2)’ZT(1)HU’({T(2)})’ 0) = CT(Z’ lu’) (19)

In consequence, inequalities (18)-(19) and the transitivity of < imply Ciq(X, p) = C-(Z, u), as
desired. O

ProoF oF THEOREM 3.7. The C<-operator takes the form

Co(X, 1) = L(%5(1), 0,1, 1(By(2))) ® L(X0(2), Xo(1): 4(Bo(2))s (Boz))) @ L(Xe(3), Xo(2), #1(Bo(3) ), 0)

for any X € K3 and o € Ilx.

“=" The proof that the C<-operator is well defined is analogous to the proof of the same
fact in Theorem 3.6, so we omit it. The validity of statements (b)-(d) can be established by
arguments similar to those used in the proof of Theorem 3.6. To establish point (b), consider
X = (x,v,1) € K3 and Z = (X,v,1) € K3, where x <X < v, and ¢ = 7 = id € IIx NIz. To
obtain point (c), take X = (u,x,v) € K3 and Z = (1,%,v) € K3, where u < x < X < v, and
o =7 =1id € TIx NIz. Finally, to get point (d), set X = (0,u,x) € K3 and Z = (0,u,X) € K3,
in which u < x <X, and 0 =7 =id € I[Ix N1lz.

“«<" According to Lemma 5.1, it is sufficient to prove (M’), as the C< - operator is well defined.
Let X = (x1,%3,x3) € K? with x; < x5 < x3. Assume that Z = (z1,23,23) € K® is such that
Xp < zp for some p € [3] and x; = z; for i # p. Evidently, id € IIx and X =(3) Z. To finish the

proof, it is enough to show that
Cia(X, 1) 2Cr(Z,p)  for some 7 € Ilz. (20)

Consider two cases: X, < 2, = Xp41 and X,1 < z,, where, by convention, x4 = 1. Let us start

with the first case. Put 7 = id € Ilg.

e For p =1, using (b) we have

L(x1,0,1, u(Big(2))) © L(xa, x1, u(Bia2)), #(Biacz)))

= L(z1,0,1, u(Biq(2))) ® L(x2, 21, i(Biq2)), #(Biaz)))- (21)

e For p = 2, employing (c) we obtain

L(x2,x1, u(Bia))s #(Bias))) © L(xs, X2, 1(Biqs) ), 0)

= L(z2,x1, (Bia2))s #(Bia3))) @ L(x3, 22, 1(Biq(3) ), 0)- (22)
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e For p =3, applying (d) we get
L(x3,%2, u(Bige)),0) = L(zs, X2, 1(Big(3)), 0)- (23)

Combining (21)-(23) with Lemma 2.5 and point (a) yields Ciq(X, 1) < Cia(Z, 1) = C-(Z, p).

Now we examine the case where x,1; < z,. Then p € {1,2} and id ¢ IIz.

e Let p = 1. This means that x; = z; for i € {2,3}, so there are two possibilities: xo <

71 < x3 and x3 < z1. Let us begin with the first. Since zy < z1 < z3, 7 = (2,1,3) € IIz.

Consider an auxiliary vector XM = (x2,%2,x3). Then id, 7 € llxq) and X =3 x®,

From point (b), Lemma 2.5, and point (a), we get

Cia(X, 1) = L(x1,0, 1, u(Big2))) ® L(x2, %1, t(Biac2)); 1#(Bia(z))) @ L(x3, %2, 1(Biags) ), 0)
= L(x2,0,1, u(Biq(2))) ® L(x2, %2, u(Bia)), M(Bia))) © L(x3, %2, 11(Biq(z)), 0)

= Cid(X(l)HUJ) = CT(X(I)’M)
Since X = (Zr(1), Zr(1), Zr(3)); due to point (c) and Lemma 2.5, we obtain

C’T (X(l) ) M) = L(ZT(I) , 0, 17 /’L(BT(Q) )) D L(ZT(I) 1y Z7(1)5 IU'(BT(2))7 /’L(BT(3))) D L(ZT(3) yZr(1)5 /L(BT(?)))? O)
= L(ZT(l) ) O’ 1, IU’(BT(Q) )) D L(ZT(2) y4r(1)s :U‘(BT(2))5 IU’(BT(3))) D L(ZT(3) y Lr(2)s :U‘(BT(?)))? 0)

=C-(Z, ),

which leads us to Ciq(X, u) = Cr(Z, ), so statement (20) is proved. Assume now that
X3 < z1. Since zy < z3 < z1, T = (2,3,1) € IIz. Applying the same reasoning as above

results in
Ca(X, 1) = Ca(XW, ) = C.oy (XY, ) = C0y(XP, ) = €. (XP), ),

where X1 = (x2,X2,X3), X® = (x3,X2,X3), and ) = (2,1,3) € IIx), as 7 € Ix).

From point (d) and Lemma 2.5 we get Ciq(X, pt) < C-(Z, p). The statement (20) is valid.
e Let p=2. Then x3 < zy. Since z; < z3 < z9, 7 = (1, 3,2) € IIz. Take an auxiliary vector

xM = (x1,%3,x3) and observe that id, 7 € Ilxq), and X =3 XM, Combining point (c)

with Lemma 2.5 we get

Cia(X, 1) = L(x1,0, 1, u(Big(2))) © L(x2, X1, u(Bia(2)), #(Biacs))) © L(x3, X2, 1(Bigcs)), 0)
= L(x1,0,1, u(Big(2))) © L(x3, X1, (Bia(2)), #(Biacz))) © L(x3, X3, 1(Bigs)), 0)

= Cid(X(l) ) M)
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Since XM = (Zr(1)> Z-(2)» Zr(2)) and Cid(X(l),,u) = CT(X(l),,u) by point (a), we have

Cr(XW, 1) = L(2,(1), 0, 1, (B (2))) @ L(Zr(2) 27 (1), 14(Br2))s 1(Br(3))) @ L(Z7(2), Zr (2 11(Br(z)), 0).

From point (d) we know that L(z.(2), Z-(2), #(B73)),0) = L(z,3), 272, #(Br(3)),0). Using
Lemma 2.5 we conclude that C (X, 1) < C-(Z, 1), which leads us to Cig(X, p) < C-(Z, p).

The proof is complete. O

ProOF OF THEOREM 3.8. “=" The proof that the C< - operator is well defined is analogous
to the proof of the same fact in Theorem 3.6, so we omit it. To establish point (b), consider
X=(0,...,0,u,x,v,1) e K", Z=(0,...,0,u,X,v,1) e K" withu<x<xXx=<vando =7 =
id € IIx NIz. To show point (c), set X = (0,...,0,u,x) € K" and Z = (0,...,0,u,X) € K"
with u <x <X and o =7 =1id € IIx NIIz.

“<” According to Lemma 5.1, it is sufficient to prove that (M’) is satisfied. Let X =
(x1,...,%p) € K" be such that x; < ... <x, and Z = (21,..., 2,) € K" be such that x, < z,
for some p € [n] and x; = z; for any i # p. Clearly, id € IIx and X =) Z. Let ¢ be the largest
element of the set {p,p+1,...,n} such that x, < z, < x,41 under the convention x,1; = 1.

We need to prove that
Cia(X, 1) 2C(Z,p)  for some 7 € Ilz. (24)

Assume that ¢ = p. In this case we put 7 = id € IIz. If 1 < p < n, then by point (b) and
Lemma 2.5

p—1
Cia(X, p) = @L(Zia Zi—1, ,U'(Bid(i))a M(Bid(iJrl))) @ L(Xpu Zp-1, ,U'(Bid(p))7 ,U'(Bid(erl)))
i=1

n

® L(Zp+1, Xp, 1(Biaps1))s H(Bid(pr2))) © @ L(zi, zi—1, W(Biag)), #(Bid(i+1)))

i=p+2
p—1
= P L(zi,zi1, 1(Bia))s 1 Biaiv1)) © L(Zp, 2p—1, 1(Biagp))> 1 Biap41))
=1

n

© L(zp+1,2p, (Bia(p+1))s H(Bid(pt2))) © @ L(zi, Zi—1, W(Biagy), M Biai+1)))
i=p+2

= Cid(Z’ :u) = CT(Z’ lu’)

under the convention @Y ()@y=y = y @, 1(). If p = n, then by point (c) and
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Lemma 2.5

n—1

Cia(X,p) = EBL(Zu zi—1, W(Bia@))s #(Bid(i+1))) ® L(Xn; Zn—1, #(Big(n)), 0)
i=1

n—1

= P L2, 2i 1, 1(Bia@y), 1(Biais1)) © L(2n, 201, 11 Big (), 0)
i1

:Cid(zuu) :CT(Z’M)'
Assume now that ¢ € {p+1,...,n}. Since z; = x; for any i # p and x,; < 2z, =< X441, we have
Zpt1 .. X2y < 2Zp X Zgp1 2 ... X2z, forg<m,

Zpr1 = ... X2, <13, for g = n.

Set
i ifi<pori>agq,

TA)=qi+1 ifp<i<qg—1,

P if i =gq.
Evidently, 7 € Ilz.
Put 7?0 = id and X = X. To simplify references, we will write xp411 = vi,...,Xg_1 =
VN_1,X4 = VN, Where N = ¢ —p > 1. Clearly, vi = ... = vy. We now perform NN steps

consecutively, in which the k-th step, k € [N], is as follows

Step k We define X*) = (X1, Xp—1, VE, Xpt1,---,%Xp) € K" in such a way that the p-th
element of X*~1) is replaced with v and other elements remain the same. Let %) be
defined as follows

i ifi<pori>p+k,
@) =<iv1 ifp<i<pt+hk—1,
P ifi=p+k.

Then 7#~1 ¢ Iy k-1 Ny and ) ¢ IIx . By points (a)-(b) and Lemma 2.5, we

get
Cooen (XED 1) = Ciemny (XP), 1) = C iy (XD, ). (25)

After N steps, from (25) for k € [N] we obtain Cig(X, ) < C.v) (XM ). Since p+ N = ¢,
XM < Z, and 7™) = 7, from point (c¢) and Lemma 2.5 if ¢ = n, or from point (b) and

Lemma 2.5 if ¢ < n, we conclude that
Crio (XN, 1) < C(Z, ).

Therefore statement (24) is valid. O
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Appendix C

Let us recall the construction of the IV dissimilarity function proposed in [39, Prop. 4.8]. To

do this, we will first introduce the basic notions.

For x = [}, 2] € Intjg 1), define Ky (x) = (1 — )zl + az® for any a € [0,1], w(x) = % — ',

and
w(x)

Kao(x) 1-Kq(x)’
e A l—«

Aa(x) =

ae(0,1) (26)

under convention 3 = 0 [39, Eqs. (6) and (7)]. Hereafter, a A b= min{a,b} for any a,b € R,..

Proposition 5.2. [39, Prop. 4.18] Let a, 8 € (0,1) be such that o # 8. Let My: [0,1]* — [0,1]
be a symmetric aggregation function, 64: [0,1]> — [0,1] be a strictly monotone dissimilarity

function. Then the function d: (Intg 17)% — Ity defined by
[0,1] [0,1]

Ka(z) = 6d(Ka(X)a Ka(Y)),

Aa(z) = Ma(Aa (%), Aa(y))

d(x,y) = z, where

is IV dissimilarity function w.r.t. (4 gy. Moreover,
z = [Ko(2) — aw(z), Ka(z) + (1 — a)uw(z)], (27)
where w(z) is given by (26) with x = z.

We will demonstrate that the IV dissimilarity function constructed according to Proposi-
tion 5.2 does not satisfy point (b) of Corollary 4.14 provided d4([0,1],0) = [0, 1].

Let «, 8, My, and d4 be such as in Proposition 5.2. Assume additionally that d4([0,1],0) =
[0,1]. Put x; = [0,21] and x3 = [0, x2] with z1, 22 € (0,1] and 21 < x2. Hence x; 2(a,) X2 for
any 1 < xe. Let z; = d(x1,0), z9 = d(x2,0), and z12 = d(x1, X2) take the form (27). Suppose

that point (b) of Corollary 4.14 is true, i.e.,
z1 Giy 212 = 22 (28)
for any x1 < x2. We establish K,(z;) and A\, (z;) for all j € {1,2,12}:

o Ku(z;) = d0q(Ka(x:),0) = dq(cz;,0) for i € [2],
o Ku(z12) = 0q(Ka(x1), Ko(x2)) = dq(axy, axs),
° )\a(zi) = Md()\a(xi),)\a(O)) = Md(l,O) for i € [2],
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[ ] )\a(le) = Md(Aa(Xl),)\a(Xg)) = Md(l, 1) =1.

Put A; = dq(ax;,0) for i € [2] and Ajg = dq(axy, axs). Thus
z; = [A; — aw(z;), Aj+ (1 — a)w(z;)], je€{1,2,12}.
By equating the left and right ends of the intervals in equation (28), we obtain

a(w(zy) + w(zi2) —w(z2)) = A1 + A2 — As,

(1 - a)(w(zl) + ’U)(Z12) - ’U)(Zg)) = —(Al + Ay — Ag)

In consequence, we have Ay = A; + A9 and

w(z2) = w(z1) + w(z12)

for any x; < xo. Let us now determine the values of w(z;) using (26)

=4y for i e [2],

Ka(z;) » 1—Kal(z; i
o w(z) = Aa(z;) - (Folh A Igtelod) — (1, 0) (A0 A A2
° U)(Zlg) = AT A Aoi .
Since A3 = Ay — A1 > 0, as dq is strictly monotone, (29) takes the form
A2 1— A, A1 1—- 4 Ay — Ay 1— A, + A
Mq(1,0 ( ) Mq(1,0 ( ) < A ) 30
(L0~ — a(1,0) T a - T (30)
for any x1 < x3. Note that
A 1-A
— & A<,
fl }4_ ) 1-A;+ A (31)
2 — 1< — Ao+ Ay o Ay—A <a
« 11—«

[0, 1], there exist x1 and x5 such that As < a or A} < a < Ay

Given that 04([0,1],0) =
a for some x; < 9. Then 47 < @ and Ay — A; < . By (31), (30) has the

Assume that A <

form
A A Ay—A
My(1,0022 = My(1,0)=L + 2221
(6% (6 (6

Hence M4(1,0) = 1. Assume that A; < a < Ag for some x; < x9. If Ay — A1 < «, then (30)

can be rewriten as

1-A4, A Ay—-A
2 _ A, A 1

)

l-a o o
so A2 = a, as Mq(1,0) = 1, a contradiction. If Ay — A; > «, then (30) is of the form
1-— A2 A1 1- AQ + Al

===
11—«

11—« a
and implies A; = 0, which contradicts A; > 0, as x1 > 0.
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