International Mathematical Forum, Vol. 9, 2014, no. 13, 631 - 638
http://dx.doi.org/10.12988/
http://dx.doi.org/10.12988/imf.2014.310186

L-Fuzzy Multivalued Mapping
M. A. Hebeshi

Mathematics Department, Faculty of science
Sohag university, Egypt

Copyright (©) 2014 M. A. Hebeshi. This is an open access article distributed under the
Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and

reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a new definition of L-fuzzy multivalued
mapping and investigate some of their properties.
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1 Introduction

In 1988, Ottoy and Kerre introduced the concept of a fuzzy multivalued map-
ping [2], based on the observation that every fuzzy relation from a universe X
into a universe Y can be characterized by means of a unique mapping from
X into IV (with I = [0,1]) and vice versa. Due to this identification, the
whole machinery of Berge’s multivalued mappings can be extended to fuzzy
multivalued mappings. In [2], Ottoy and Kerre also defined the direct images,
the lower and upper inverse images of fuzzy sets under a fuzzy multivalued
mapping, and listed some elementary properties. Recently, we have taken up
this study again, and have added some additional properties to this list, mainly
concerning the direct and the lower inverse images [4]. Such a repository of
properties and relationships comes in very handly, as we have experienced in
our sucessful extension of Berge’s pure and stable sets with respect to mul-
tivalued mappings to fuzzy multivalued mappings [1,3]. The purpose of this
paper is to share this arsenal of properties with other recearchers. We will
therefore discuss them in detail and provide, for the first time, proofs where
required.
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2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, let X be a nonempty set and L = (L, <,V,A, L, T) a
completely distributive lattice where L (resp. T) denotes the universal lower
(resp. upper ) bound.

Definition 2.1 [6|CQML, the category of complete quasi-monoidal
lattices, comprises the following data, where composition and identities are
taken from SET:

(1) Objects: (L,<,®) where ®: L x L — L isisotoneand T® T = T.

(2) Morphisms: All SET morphisms preserves ®, T and arbitrary V.

Definition 2.2 [6]Categories related to CQML.

(1) QUML, the category of quasi-uniform monoidal lattices is the
full subcategory of CQML for which ® is associative, commutative and T is
identity.

(2) DQML, the category of deMorgan quasi-monoidal lattices is the
full subcategory of CQML for which * is an order-reversing involution and
each morphism preserves the involution.

(3) QUANT, the category of quantales is the full subcategory of CQML
for which ® is distributive over arbitrary joins, i.e.,

(\/ ri)©s= \/(7“Z ©® s).

i€l el

(4) QUANT, the category of coquantales is the full subcategory of
CQML for which ® is distributive over arbitrary meets, i.e.,

(/\Ti)@S:/\(Ti@S).

i€l el

(5) DQUAT, the category of deMorgan, quasi-uniform monoidal
quantales. In this paper, for each (L, <,®,*) eDQUAT, we define z &y =
(z* © y")".

(6) DBIQUAT =DQUAT() COQUANT.

(7) CMVAL, the category of complete MV-algebra is the full subcat-
egory of DBIQUAT for which it satisfies

(MV) (z — y) — y =2xVy, for all z,y € L where x — y is defined by
r—y=V{z|lzoz<y}land z* =2 L.

Definition 2.3 [5|Let (L, <,®,®,*) €| DQUAT| and ¢ : X — Y be a
function. For each z,y,z € L, {y; |i € T} C L, f,g,€ L* and f; € LY we
have:

MIfy<z (z0y) <(x®z) and (zdy) < (z & 2).
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Oy ANy<zVy<zdy.

Nier i = (Vier i)™ and Vicpyi = (Nicr i)™

T ® (Nier ¥i) = Nier (T © 12).

o7 (f©g) <o (f) © ¢ (g) with equality if ¢ is injective.

¢ (Oier fi) = Qierd™ (fi) and ¢~ (Dier fi) = @ierd™ (fi), I is finite.
For (L, <,®,®, *) €| DBIQUAT|, we have ® (V1 ¥i) = Vier(@®ys).
For (L, <,®,®, +) €[DBIQUAT], we have ¢~ (&) < ¢~ (f) &6~ (g)
with equality if ¢ is injective.

2)
3)

3  L-fuzzy multivalued mapping

Definition 3.1 An L-fuzzy multivalued mapping (L-FMM, for short) ¢ from
X into Y assings to each x € X, an L-fuzzy set ¢(z) in Y. We can identify
with an L-fuzzy subset G4 € L**Y | ¢(z)(y) = Gy(z,y) for any (z,y) € X xY.
Consider an L-FMM ¢ from X into Y. The domain of ¢, denoted by
dom(¢) and the range of ¢, denoted by rng(¢), for any € X and y € Y,

dom(¢)(x) = \/ Gy(x,y), and rng(¢)(y) = \/ Gg(x,y).

yey zeX

The inverse mapping of an L-FMM ¢ from X into Y is an L-FMM ¢~ from
Y into X defined by

67 Y — LY, where ¢~ (y): X — L

y — ¢ (y), for each y € Y, r— Gy(z,y).

One can immediately veirfy that dom(¢~) = rng(¢) and dom(¢) = rng(¢p).
Definition 3.2 Let ¢ be an L-FMM from X into Y. Then,
(1) the image of an L-fuzzy subset f in X is an L-fuzzy subset ¢~ (f) in Y
is defined by
6= (Ny) =V [Gslz,y) © f(2)).

zeX

(2) the lower inverse of an L-fuzzy subset g in Y is an L-fuzzy subset ¢*(g)
in X is defined by

" (9)(x) = \/ [Gol(x,y) © g(y)]-

yey

(3) the upper inverse of an L-fuzzy subset g in Y is an L-fuzzy subset ¢'(g)
in X is defined by

¢"(9)(x) = N [Golx,y) ® g(y)]-

yey

Definition 3.3 Let ¢ be an L-FMM from X into Y. Then, ¢ is called:



634 M. A. Hebeshi

(1) surjective L-FMM iff for each y € Y, rng(¢)(y) = T.
(2) a crisp L-FMM iff for each v € X, Gy(x,y) =T, for any y € Y.
(3) normalized L-FMM iff for each = € X, there exists yo € Y such that
Gyl(x,y0) = T.
Theorem 3.4 Let ¢ be an L-FMM from X into Y. Then,
) if fi < fa, then ¢~ (f1) < ¢7 (f2).
) if g1 < go, then ¢¥(g1) < ¢¥(gs) and ¢ (g1) < ¢ (g2).
) if ¢ is normalized, then ¢"(g) < ¢ ( ).
) if ¢ is normalized, then (¢~ (f))* < ¢~ (f*).
) if ¢ is normalized, then (¢%(f))* < ¢U(f ).
) ¢

(1
(2
(3
(4
(5
(6) o"(f) = (¢“(f*))* and ¢%(f) = (6"(f*))"

Proof (1) and (2) the proof is easy by the definition.

(3) Since ¢ is normalized, we can choose yy € Y such that Gy(z,y0) = T.
Then,

" (9)(@) = \/ [Golx.y) © g(W)] = Golx,50) © g(y0) = T © g(%0) = g(o)-

o' (g)(x) = NI[Gs(x,y) ® g(v)] < G, 90) ® 9(yo) = L & glyn) = (o).

(5) Since ¢ is normalized, we can choose yo € Y such that Gg(x,yo) = T.
Then,

(¢*(9))"(2) = (\/ [Go(z, )09 (m)])" < (Go(,30)09(%0))" = (TO(y0))" = 9" (30)-

yey

(g (x) = N\IGs(x,y) ® 9(v)] = Gi(x,90) D 9" (40) = L & g"(v0) = 9" (o)

yey

6) (0¥ (/) () = (Vyey [Gola,y) © f()])"
= Nyev ((Go(z,9) © [ (y)])"
= Nyev (1G5 () @ f(y)])
= ¢"(f)(x).

Theorem 3.5 Let (L,<,®,®,*) € DQUAT| and ¢ : X — LY be an
L-FMM. Then

(1) ¢z>(/\ief‘ fz) < /\iGF ¢:(fz)

(2> Qbu(/\z‘er fz) < /\iEF gb“(fz)

(3> Qbﬂ(vz‘er fz) > vz‘er Qbﬂ(fz)

Proof (1) This can be proved in a similar way as (2).
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(4) ¢~
(5) "

1
O <

o(,4) © (Nier fi(y))]
/\zEF gbu(fz)

€

Sg
®
kh

)

—~
<

~—
~—

]

I
D
~E
—
<
~—

\-/\_/
S5
&h

~
vcﬁ

(a) = a, if ¢ is surjective.
(a) = ¢M(a) = q, if ¢ is surjective.

Definition 3.7 Consider the family {¢;}ier of L-FMM’s from X into Y,
we define the union and the intersection of the family pointwise as follows:

U ¢; » X — Y is defined by (U ¢i)(z) = \/ ¢i(z)

il il iel
ﬂqﬁz : X — Y is defined by (ﬂ i) (x) = /\gb,(x)
il il il

Theorem 3.8 Let (L,<,®,®,*) €DQUAT| and ¢; : X — LY be an
L-FMM. Then,

(1) (Mier 27 (F) < Nier(90)7(f)-
(2> (mz‘eF sz) ( ) AzGF(¢1) (f
f

r(f) < )
(3) (Mier #)L(f) = Vier (0 (f)-

Proof (2) (Mier 811 (1) (@) = V,yey (G(,ep 00 (#.4) © (1))
= V,ev (Nier ¢i(2)(y) © f(y))
< /\ r(Vyey Go,(2,9) © f(y)) = /\Zer(cbi)“(f)(x)
z) =\ Niep o) (T 4) & f(Y)

3) (Neor 01 (1) (@) = Ay (G
= Aoy (Ve (@) ))* @ 1))
V(A G (1. _

Y
Y) ® f(Y) = Vier (@) (f) ().
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Theorem 3.9 Let ¢; : X — LY be an L-FMM. Then,
er

)
f ¢ is normalized, then (¢;)¥((¢:)™)(f) > f.
f ¢ is normalized, then ¢~ ((¢:)Y)(f) > f.

¢1)7 ((¢0)")(f )zf

(1) (Uier 27 (f) = Vier(¢0)~ (f)-
(2) User ) (f) = Vier(@:)* (/).
(3) Uier @)"(f) < Vier(6:)"(f).
(4) User #)"(f) = Nier (@) (f)-
(5) (Mier @)™ (f) # Nier (@) (f)-
(6) I
(7)1
(8) (

Vyey (GU,er o0 (®,9) © f(y))

s G5, 2:0)® ) = A6 (1) (0).

6) Since ¢ is normalized, then there exists yo such that Gg(x,y0) = T. Let
v € X and f € L¥. Then, (6)"((6:)" (f))(x) = Vyev[Go. (2, 9) O (¢ );‘( )(®)]
= Vyev[Goi(#,4) © (V.ex[Goi (2,9) © F(2)])]
> Vyey [Go(,9) © (G, 0) © F@))
= \/er [G¢z (.I', y) © f($)]
= (Vyey Goi(2,9)) © f(2) = T O f(z) = f(2).

Example 3.10 Let L = [0,1] be given and X = {x1, 22}, Y = {y1,y2,y3}
and ¢ : X — LY be L-FMM defined by G4(z1,v1) = 0.3, Gy(x1,y2) = 0.6,
Gy(x1,y3) = 0.0, Gy(xa,y1) = 0.0, Gy(xa,y2) = 0.0 and Gy(xs,y3) = 0.4.
Define f(y;) = 0.3, f(y2) = 0.0 and f(y3) =0.7. Let 0Oy =0V (xr +y — 1)
and z @ Yy = 1A (.I' + y) Then ¢u($1) = [G¢(x1,y1) ®© f(yl)] V [G¢(x1,y2) ®©
f@)] V [Go(z1,y3) © f(ys)]

=1[0.3®0.3] V[0.6 ® 0.0] V[0.0® 0.7] = 0.0, ¢"*(z2) = [Gy(x2,y1) ® f(y1)] V
[Go(2,52) © f(12)] V [Go(@3,y3) © f(y3)]

= [0.0®0.3] V[0.0® 0.0] V [0.4 ® 0.7] = 0.1,¢7 Y (f) (1) = [Gp(x1,91) ®
P (fa))]V [Go(z2,51) © ¢4 (f(2))]

~10.3©00] V [0.0® 0.1] = 0.0676%(f)(1a) = [Gola1,32) © ¢*(f(21))] v
Gy (@2, 52) © ¢*(f(x2))]

= (0.6 ©0.0] v [0.0® 0.1] = 0.007¢*(f)(y3) = [Go(z1,y3) © ¢*(f(21))] V
(Go(r2,y3) © ¥ (f(22))]

=1[0.00.0] V[0.4 ® 0.1] = 0.0Thus,p~ ¢*(f) # f.

Theorem 3.11 Let ¢ : X — LY be a crisp L-FMM. Then
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¢~ (0"(f)) < f-

o167 (1) = f.

If ¢ is normalized, then ¢¥(¢™(a)) =

If ¢ is normalized, then ¢~ (¢ (a )) ~a.

P () = Vaex[Gola,9) © ¢ (f)(x)]
Vaex[Golz sey G5 (2, 8) © f(5)]]
Vaex[Golz,y) © [Gi(x, y) @ f(y)]]

Vaex[Golz, [G*(w y)® f(y)]]

y)-Thus ¢>;‘(¢ﬂ(f)) <[

) OM(07(f) = Nyer (G (2, 9)
Nyev G52, 9) © Ve x[Go(2,y)
NyevG ( y)© [G¢>(IL’ y)
A )V

eY[G¢(-T Yy

1
2
3
4

N N N N
— — — —

roof (1) ¢~

exl

(¢
) ) @
) ©
) A

)
Y
Y

IAIA

v IVl

(2).Thus¢(¢7 (f)) > f
3) Since ¢ is normalized, then there exists yy such that Gy(z,y0) = T.

Let # € X and f € LX. Then we have

o™ (@) (@) = V,yey [Go(z,y) © 67 () (y)]

ey |Go(2,y) © (V.ex[Go(z,y) © a(2)])]

eY[G¢( ) © (V.ex Golz,9)) © )]

vy 1w} (Go(T: 1) OV cx Go(2,9)) V (Go(2,90) © V,ex Go(2,%0)))] ©
eY( {z),o}(G ((9; ) OV,ex Go(z,9) VT) O a

TOa(r) =alx

8

<<@

T
T

2?

Definition 3.12 Let ¢ : X — LY and ¢ : Y — L% be two L-FMMs.
Then the composition 1 o ¢ is defined by

(o) (@)(z) = \/[Golx,y) © Guly, 2)).

yey

Theorem 3.13 Let ¢ : X — LY and ¢ : Y — LZ be two L-FMM’s. Then
we have the following

(1) (o ¢) ) = ﬁ(% )-

(2) (Yo d))ﬁ) ¢“(wﬁ)

(3) (oo)p) =" (¢r).

Proof (2) Let z € X and f € LX. Then we have

(o)) = Auegl(Guoslw,2))* @ f(2)]
(Vo) ()(2)" @ f(2)

(Ve [Gole, y>®G¢<y, )@ f(2))
sez Nyey ([(Go(z, 1) @ (Gyly, 2))*] @ f(2))
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From Theorem 3.4(6), (0 9)1(f) = (¥ 0 @) (f*))* = (¢" (V1 ()" =
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