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Bratislava, 814 73, Slovakia.

2Soft Computing, Image Processing and Aggregation (SCOPIA) research
group. Dept. of Mathematics and Computer Science, University of the
Balearic Islands, Ctra. de Valldemossa, Km.7.5, Palma, 07122, Spain.

3Balearic Islands Health Research Institute (IdISBa), Palma, 07010, Spain.
4Artificial Intelligence Research Institute of the Balearic Islands (IAIB),

Palma, 07122, Spain.

*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): raquel.fernandez@mat.savba.sk;
Contributing authors: jvicente.riera@uib.es;

†These authors contributed equally to this work.

Abstract
Fuzzy implication functions are one of the most important operators used in the fuzzy
logic framework. While their flexible definition allows for diverse families with distinct
properties, this variety needs a deeper theoretical understanding of their structural rela-
tionships. In this work, we focus on the study of construction methods, which employ
different techniques to generate new fuzzy implication functions from existing ones. Par-
ticularly, we generalize the F -chain-based construction, recently introduced by Mesiar et
al. to extend a method for constructing aggregation functions to the context of fuzzy impli-
cation functions. Our generalization employs collections of fuzzy implication functions
rather than single ones, and uses two different increasing functions instead of a unique
F -chain. We analyze property preservation under this construction and establish sufficient
conditions. Furthermore, we demonstrate that our generalized F -chain-based construc-
tion is a unifying framework for several existing methods. In particular, we show that
various construction techniques, such as contraposition, aggregation, and generalized ver-
tical/horizontal threshold methods, can be reformulated within our approach. This reveals
structural similarities between seemingly distinct construction strategies and provides a
cohesive perspective on fuzzy implication construction methods.
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1 Introduction
Fuzzy implication functions are one of the main operators in fuzzy logic, where they play
the role of generalizing the classical logical conditional to more general domains than {0, 1},
usually the unit interval, although others have also been considered Goguen (1967); Munar
et al. (2023). Since the definition of these operators only imposes monotonicity and boundary
conditions, many families that fulfill these conditions can be defined. Indeed, the construc-
tion, representation, and characterization of different families of fuzzy implication functions
and the study of desirable additional properties is an active research area. Further, these oper-
ators play a significant role in various applications such as approximate reasoning Jayaram
(2008b), image processing González-Hidalgo et al. (2018), fuzzy control Mendel (2023), data
mining and knowledge extraction Fernandez-Peralta (2025b); Fernandez-Peralta et al. (2023);
Nanavati et al. (2024); among others.

Up to now, a huge amount of families of fuzzy implication functions have been introduced
so far. Although each family has its own motivation and special behavior (see Fernandez-
Peralta (2025a) for a comprehensive overview), the boost of defining many families is
associated with the fact that the need for different operators depending on the application has
been widely discussed Trillas et al. (2008). Indeed, it may not be straightforward to find an
operator that fulfills the requirements of the particular problem Dombi and Baczyński (2020);
Fernandez-Peralta et al. (2021); Jayaram (2008a); Mis et al. (2025). However, recent discus-
sions Massanet et al. (2024) reveal the other side of the coin and stress that having too many
families without a sufficient theoretical understanding of their relationships, clear practical
contributions, or well-defined applicability may lead to confusion among practitioners and
unnecessary overlap in the field. This highlights the importance of advancing theoretical stud-
ies that focus on characterizing, classifying, and unifying the structure of different classes of
fuzzy implication functions.

Typically, families are categorized into four main classes based on their generating mech-
anisms: (i) those derived from other aggregation functions, (ii) those constructed using unary
functions, (iii) those defined by a fixed closed-form expression, and (iv) those obtained from
other fuzzy implication functions. In this particular paper, we are interested in the latter type,
which are also referred to as construction methods. Construction methods of fuzzy impli-
cation functions can be used not only to generate new operators, but they are also related
to important theoretical aspects of the structure of these operators Vemuri and Jayaram
(2014). To name a few strategies, there exist construction methods based on contrapositivi-
sation Jayaram (2006), aggregation Reiser et al. (2013), conjugation Baczyński and Jayaram
(2008) or ordinal sums Zhou (2021). In this paper, we are specifically interested in the F -
chain-based construction which was introduced in Mesiar and Kolesárová (2019) under the
motivation of applying the method for constructing aggregation functions based on bijective
chains presented in Jin et al. (2019) but to the case of fuzzy implication functions.

In this work, we leverage the F -chain-based construction to define a new method for a
family of fuzzy implication functions that is based on the use of an aggregation function and
two input transformations. Although we stress in this paper that the F -chain condition is not
necessary to ensure that the output is a fuzzy implication function, we highlight that it is
required for the preservation of some desirable properties. As usual for construction methods,
we study the preservation of several properties. In fact, we prove it is possible to obtain suf-
ficient conditions to ensure the preservation of any of the considered properties, which is not
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generally true for less general methods. Furthermore, we show that the generalized F -chain-
based construction method is closely linked to several other existing methods. Specifically,
we prove that multiple distinct construction methods can be reformulated using a particular
aggregation function and input transformations. Consequently, this approach not only serves
as a valid new construction method but also provides a unifying framework that offers a
broader perspective on various construction techniques.

The paper is structured as follows, in Section 2 we recall some basic results on aggregation
functions and fuzzy implication functions; in Section 3 we introduce the generalized F -chain-
based construction method and we study the preservation of several additional properties; in
Section 4 we prove that the generalized F -chain-based construction method can be seen as
the generalization of several other methods in the literature; finally the paper ends in Section
5 with some conclusions and future work.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we only introduce the results and definitions related to aggregation functions
and fuzzy implication functions that are crucial for the well-comprehension of the paper. For
more information about this topic we refer the reader to the books Baczyński and Jayaram
(2008); Beliakov et al. (2010); Calvo et al. (2002); Grabisch et al. (2009); Klement et al.
(2000).

First of all, we define aggregation functions and related terms, along with relevant
examples.

Definition 2.1. Let n ∈ N. A monotone function A : [0, 1]n → [0, 1] is called an n-ary
aggregation function whenever it satisfies the boundary conditions A(0, . . . , 0) = 0 and
A(1, . . . , 1) = 1. The class of all n-ary aggregation functions on [0, 1] will be denoted by An.

Example 2.1. Let n ∈ N. Some examples of n-ary aggregation functions are the following:

• Maximum: F (x1, . . . , xn) = max{x1, . . . , xn}.
• Minimum: F (x1, . . . , xn) = min{x1, . . . , xn}.

• Product: F (x1, . . . , xn) =

n∏
i=1

xi.

• Weighted arithmetic mean: F (x1, . . . , xn) =
∑n

i=1 wixi, were w = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈
[0, 1]n is such that

∑n
i=1 wi = 1.

Definition 2.2 (Garcı́a-Lapresta and Marques Pereira (2008)). Let n ∈ N and F an n-ary
aggregation function.

• An element a ∈ [0, 1] is said to be an annihilator if F (x1, . . . , xn) = a in case there
exists i ∈ {1, · · · , n} such that xi = a.

• An element c ∈ [0, 1] is said to be idempotent if F (c, . . . , c) = c.
• An element e ∈ [0, 1] is said to be neutral if F (x1, . . . , xn) = xi for any xi ∈ [0, 1] in

case that xj = e for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, j ̸= i.
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• If N is a fuzzy negation, then F is self N -dual if for all (x1, . . . , xn) = x ∈ [0, 1]n we
have F (N(x1), . . . , N(xn)) = N(F (x)).

Definition 2.3. Let n ∈ N and F an aggregation function, then a point (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ [0, 1]n

is called a

• unit multiplier of F if and only if F (x1, . . . , xn) = 1 and there exists an i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
such that xi ̸= 1.

• zero multiplier of F if and only if F (x1, . . . , xn) = 0 and there exists an i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
such that xi ̸= 0.

Next, we provide the definition of fuzzy implication function.

Definition 2.4 (Baczyński and Jayaram (2008); Fodor and Roubens (1994)). A binary
operator I : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] is said to be a fuzzy implication function if it satisfies:

(I1) I(x, z) ≥ I(y, z) when x ≤ y, for all x, y, z ∈ [0, 1]. (Left Antitonicity)
(I2) I(x, y) ≤ I(x, z) when y ≤ z, for all x, y, z ∈ [0, 1]. (Right Isotonicity)
(I3) I(0, 0) = I(1, 1) = 1 and I(1, 0) = 0. (Boundary Condition)

The class of all fuzzy implication functions will be denoted by I.

From Definition 2.4 it directly follows that I(0, x) = I(x, 1) = 1 for all x ∈ [0, 1].
However, the values I(x, 0) and I(1, x) remain unfixed. In particular, the values NI(x) =
I(x, 0) define the natural negation of a fuzzy implication function.

Many functions satisfy Definition 2.4, so these operators are typically classified by their
construction methods, with numerous families documented in the literature (see Fernandez-
Peralta (2025a) for a comprehensive survey). Beyond families, there exist many additional
properties on fuzzy implication functions (see Table 1 in Fernandez-Peralta (2025a) for an
overview). From this list, we focus on those most commonly used in the literature and relevant
to our study.

(NP) Left neutrality: I(1, y) = y, y ∈ [0, 1].
(IP) Identity principle: I(x, x) = 1, x ∈ [0, 1].
(OP) Ordering property: I(x, y) = 1 ⇔ x ≤ y, x, y ∈ [0, 1].
(CB) Consequent boundary: I(x, y) ≥ y, x, y ∈ [0, 1].
(LF) Lowest falsity: I(x, y) = 0 ⇔ x = 1 ∧ y = 0.
(LT) Lowest truth: I(x, y) = 1 ⇔ x = 0 ∨ y = 1.
(CP(N)) Contrapositive symmetry (w.r.t. N ): I(x, y) = I(N(y), N(x)), x, y ∈ [0, 1].
(L-CP(N)) Left contraposition (w.r.t. N ): I(N(x), y) = I(N(y), x), x, y ∈ [0, 1].
(R-CP(N)) Right contraposition (w.r.t. N ): I(x,N(y)) = I(y,N(x)), x, y ∈ [0, 1].
(PIT ) T -power invariance (w.r.t. continuous T ): I(x, y) = I

(
x
(r)
T , y

(r)
T

)
, for r > 0, x, y ∈

(0, 1) s.t. x(r)
T , y

(r)
T ̸= 0, where the powers of the t-norm for any real value r are defined

as in Walker and Walker (2002).
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We conclude this section by formalizing the F -chain-based construction method proposed
in Mesiar and Kolesárová (2019), accompanied by two illustrative examples.

Definition 2.5 (Jin et al. (2019); Mesiar and Kolesárová (2019)). Let F : [0, 1]n → [0, 1]
be an aggregation function, and let c : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n be an increasing mapping such that
c(0) = (0, . . . , 0), c(1) = (1, . . . , 1), and satisfying F (c(t)) = t for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Then
c is called an F -chain. In this case, for each fuzzy implication function I ∈ I, the function
IF,c : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

IF,c(x, y) = F (I(c1(x), c1(y)), . . . , I(cn(x), cn(y))), (1)

is a fuzzy implication function.

Example 2.2. Two illustrative examples of the F-chain-based construction method are
presented below.

(i) Let F (x, y) = max{x, y} and suppose c(t) = (t2, t). Then, c is a F -chain. Now, if we
consider the Kleene-Dienes implication IKD(x, y) = max{1 − x, y}, with Eq. (1) we
obtain the following fuzzy implication function

I(x, y) = max{max{1− x2, y2},max{1− x, y}} = max{1− x2, y}.

(ii) Let F (x, y) = min{x, y} and take c(t) = (c1(t), c2(t)) where

c1(t) = t, c2(t) =


t if 0 ≤ t ≤ 0.5,

2t− 0.5 if 0.5 < t ≤ 0.75,

1 if 0.75 < t ≤ 1.

Then, c is a F -chain. If we consider the Łukasiewicz implication ILK(x, y) =
min{1, 1− x+ y} in Eq. (1) we obtain the fuzzy implication function

I(x, y) = min{1, 1− x+ y, 1− c2(x) + c2(y)},
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where

1− c2(x) + c2(y) =



x+ y if 0 ≤ x, y ≤ 0.5,

x+ 2y − 0.5 if 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.5 and 0.5 < y ≤ 0.75,

x+ 1 if 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.5 and 0.75 < y ≤ 1,

2x+ y − 0.5 if 0.5 < x ≤ 0.75 and 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.5,

2(x+ y)− 1 if 0.5 < x, y ≤ 0.75,

2x+ 0.5 if 0.5 < x ≤ 0.75 and 0.75 < y ≤ 1,

1 + y if 0.75 < x ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.5,

2y + 0.5 if 0.75 < x ≤ 1 and 0.5 < y ≤ 0.75,

2 if 0.75 < x, y ≤ 1.

3 Generalization of the F -chain-based construction method
In this section, we provide a generalization of the F -chain-based construction method and we
provide a thoroughly study of the preservation of several additional properties. Let us start by
generalizing Definition 2.5 as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. Then, the
function (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, y) = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(y))), (2)

is a fuzzy implication function. For short, we will denote (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 sometimes as
IF,c1,c2 and Eq. (2) may be simplified using

⊕
to indicate concatenation as follows

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = F

(
n⊕

i=1

Ii(c1,i(x), c2,i(y))

)
. (3)

Proof Let F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing mappings such that
ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I, we will prove that the function in Eq. (2)
fulfills the three conditions in Definition 2.4:

(I1) Let us consider x1, x2 ∈ [0, 1] such that x1 ≤ x2 and y ∈ [0, 1], then since F and c1 are
increasing and each Ii is decreasing with respect to the first variable we have

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x1, y) = F (I1(c1,1(x1), c1,2(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x1), c2,n(y)))

≥ F (I1(c1,1(x2), c1,2(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x2), c2,n(y)))

= (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x2, y).

(I2) Analogous to the proof of (I1) but taking into account that c2 is an increasing function and each
Ii is increasing with respect to the second variable.
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Fig. 1 Graphic diagram of the generalized F -chain-based construction method.

(I3) The boundary conditions are directly derived from the boundary conditions of the corresponding
aggregation function, c1, c2 and fuzzy implication functions:

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(1, 1) = F (I1(c1,n(1), c2,1(1)), . . . , In(c1,n(1), c2,n(1)))

= F (I1(1, 1), . . . , In(1, 1)) = F (1, . . . , 1) = 1,

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(0, 0) = F (I1(c1,1(0), c2,1(0)), . . . , In(c1,n(0), c2,n(0)))

= F (I1(0, 0), . . . , In(0, 0)) = F (1, . . . , 1) = 1,

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(1, 0) = F (I1(c1,1(1), c2,1(0)), . . . , In(c1,n(1), c2,n(0)))

= F (I1(1, 0), . . . , In(1, 0)) = F (0, . . . , 0) = 0.

□

In Figure 1 the reader can find a visual diagram that captures the generalized F -chain-
based construction method. Notice that if in Theorem 3.1 we consider c = c1 = c2,
I = I1 = · · · = In and F (c(t)) = t for all t ∈ [0, 1] we recover the construction method
proposed in Definition 2.5. Therefore, to ensure that from the construction method we obtain
a fuzzy implication function, different increasing mappings can be used to transform each
variable and a family of fuzzy implication functions can be used instead from a single one. In
particular, F (c(t)) = t in the definition of F -chain is not necessary for ensuring the condi-
tions of a fuzzy implication function. Nonetheless, we will see that this condition is crucial for
ensuring some properties that might be desirable, i.e., for ensuring the preservation of some
additional properties either c1 or c2 have to be an F -chain. On the other hand, we empha-
size that the F -chain condition was introduced to generalize ϕ-transformations of aggregation
functions (where ϕ is an increasing automorphism on [0, 1]), and in that framework it plays a
crucial role in establishing key theoretical results.

For the subsequent part of this section, we study the preservation of several additional
properties for the proposed construction method.

We start by considering the left neutral principle and the consequent boundary. In this
case, when all the members of the family of fuzzy implication functions satisfy these proper-
ties and c2 is an F -chain, the construction preserves them. Then, we provide two examples
to illustrate how the generalized F -chain-based construction method may generate new fuzzy
implication functions that satisfy these properties.

Proposition 3.1. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, c2 an F -chain and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. If F (c2(t)) = t
for all t ∈ [0, 1] then the following statements hold:
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(i) If I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (NP), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (NP).
(ii) If I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (CB), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (CB).

Proof

(i) Let y ∈ [0, 1], then
(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(1, y) = F (I1(c1,1(1), c2,1(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(1), c2,n(y)))

= F (I1(1, c2,1(y)), . . . , In(1, c2,n(y)))

= F (c2,1(y), . . . , c2,n(y)) = F (c2(y)) = y.

(ii) Let x, y ∈ [0, 1], since each Ii satisfies (CB) we have Ii(c1,i(x), c2,i(y)) ≥ c2,i(y) and since F
is increasing we obtain

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, y) = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(y)))

≥ F (c2,1(y), . . . , c2,n(y))

= F (c2(y)) = y.

□

Example 3.1. Let us consider the Łukasiewicz and Kleene-Dienes implications (see Example
2.2), we know that both satisfy (NP) and (CB) Baczyński and Jayaram (2008). Now, we
consider F (x, y) = xy, c1 = (2t− t2, t) and c2 = (

√
t,
√
t). In this case

F (c2,1(t), c2,2(t)) =
√
t ·

√
t = t,

and c2 is an F -chain. Then, in this case the fuzzy implication function obtained via Eq. (2)
satisfies both (NP) and (CB). Indeed, we have

(I1, I2)F,c1,c2(x, y) = F (ILK(2x− x2,
√
y), IKD(x,

√
y))

= min{1, 1− 2x+ x2 +
√
y}max{1− x,

√
y},

with, (I1, I2)F,c1,c2(1, y) = min{1,√y}max{0,√y} = y and (I1, I2)F,c1,c2(x, y) =
min{1, 1− 2x+ x2 +

√
y}max{1− x,

√
y} ≥ √

y
√
y = y for all x, y ∈ [0, 1].

Next, we investigate the structure of the natural negation in relation to the natural nega-
tions of a collection of fuzzy implication functions. Interestingly, when all the original fuzzy
implication functions share the same strong natural negation, c1 forms an F -chain, and F
is a self N -dual aggregation function, the construction method preserves the same natural
negation.

Proposition 3.2. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. Then, the
natural negation of (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 is given by

N(I1,...,In)F,c1,c2
(x) = F (NI1(c1,1(x)), . . . , NIn(c1,n(x))). (4)

Moreover, if NIi = N for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where N is a strong negation, F (c1(t)) = t for
all t ∈ [0, 1] and F is a self N -dual aggregation function, then N(I1,...,In)F,c1,c2

(x) = N .
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Proof First, let us prove Eq. (4)

N(I1,...,In)F,c1,c2
(x) = (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, 0) = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(0)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(0)))

= F (I1(c1,1(x), 0), . . . , In(c1,n(x), 0))

= F (NI1(c1,1(x)), . . . , NIn(c1,n(x))).

On the other hand, let us assume that N is a strong negation such that NIi = N for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
and F a self N -dual aggregation function, then

F (NI1(c1,1(x)), . . . , NIn(c1,n(x))) = F (N(c1,1(x)), . . . , N(c1,n(x)))

= N(F (c1,1(x), . . . , c1,n(x)))

= N(F (c1(x))) = N(x).

□

Example 3.2. Let us consider the classical negation Nc(x) = 1− x, I1(x, y) = min(1, 1−
x + y) the Łukasiewicz implication, I2(x, y) = 1 − x + xy the Reichenbach implication
and I3(x, y) = max(1 − x, y) the Kleene-Dienes implication. These three fuzzy implication
functions have as their natural negation the classical negation Nc. Now, let us consider as F
the following self Nc-dual aggregation function F (x1, x2, x3) =

max(x1,x2,x3)+min(x1,x2,x3)
2

(see Garcı́a-Lapresta and Marques Pereira (2008)), the F -chain c1(t) = (t2, 2t− t2, t) and
the increasing mapping c2(t) = (t, t2, t3) (which is not an F -chain). In these conditions, and
according to Proposition 4, we have

F (NI1(c1,1(x)), NI2(c1,1(x)), NI3(c1,3(x))) = Nc(x).

Subsequently, we study the identity and ordering principles. In this case, we also find
sufficient conditions involving c1 and c2 for the properties to be preserved.

Proposition 3.3. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. If c1,j(x) ≤
c2,j(x) for all x ∈ [0, 1] and j ∈ {1, . . . , n} then the following statement holds: if I1, . . . , In
satisfy (IP) then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 also satisfies (IP).

Proof
Let x ∈ [0, 1], then

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, x) = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(x)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(x)))

≥ F (I1(c2,1(x), c2,1(x)), . . . , In(c2,n(x), c2,n(x)))

= F (1, . . . , 1) = 1.

□

Proposition 3.4. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. If c1,j(x) ≤
c2,j(x) for all x ∈ [0, 1] and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, F has no unit multipliers and I1, . . . , In ∈ I
satisfy (OP), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (OP).
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Proof
1 = (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, y) ⇔ 1 = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(y)))

⇔ 1 = Ij(c1,j(x), c2,j(y)) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
⇔ c1,j(x) ≤ c2,j(y) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
⇔ x ≤ y,

since c1,j , c2,j are increasing and c1,j(x) ≤ c2,j(x). □

We proceed to study in which cases the generalization of the F -chain-based construction
method preserves any of the contrapositions with respect to any fuzzy negation. In this case,
it is sufficient that the two increasing functions, c1 and c2 are the same one and they have to
commute with the considered negation.

Proposition 3.5. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. If c1 = c2 =
c and N is fuzzy negation such that cj(N(t)) = N(cj(t)) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, t ∈ [0, 1]
then the following statements hold:

(i) If I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (CP(N)), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (CP(N)).
(ii) If I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (L-CP(N)), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (L-CP(N)).

(iii) If I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (R-CP(N)), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies (R-CP(N)).

Proof First, we prove Point (i).
(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(N(y), N(x)) = F (I1(c1(N(y)), c1(N(x))), . . . , In(cn(N(y)), cn(N(x))))

= F (I1(N(c1(y)), N(c1(x))), . . . , In(N(c1(y)), N(cn(x))))

= F (I1(c1(x), c1(y)), . . . , In(cn(x), cn(y)))

= (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, y)

Now, we verify Point (ii).
(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(N(x), y) = F (I1(c1(N(x)), c1(y)), . . . , In(cn(N(x)), cn(y)))

= F (I1(N(c1(x)), c1(y)), . . . , In(N(cn(x)), cn(y)))

= F (I1(N(c1(y)), c1(x)), . . . , In(N(cn(y)), cn(x)))

= F (I1(c1(N(y)), c1(x)), . . . , In(cn(N(y)), cn(x)))

= (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(N(y), x).

Finally, Point (iii) is analogous to the proof of Point (ii). □

Example 3.3. Let Nc(x) = 1− x be the classical fuzzy negation, we consider

cj(x) = sin2
(π · x

2

)
, for all x ∈ [0, 1] and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

It is clear that all cj are increasing, cj(0) = 0, cj(1) = 1 and

cj(x) + cj(1− x) = sin2
(π · x

2

)
+ sin2

(
π · (1− x)

2

)
= 1.
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Then, for any family of fuzzy implication functions I1, . . . , In ∈ I such that satisfy (CP(N)),
(L-CP(N)) or (R-CP(N)) with respect to Nc, since Nc is a strong negation by (Baczyński and
Jayaram 2008, Proposition 1.4.3) each Ii satisfies the three contrapositions with respect to Nc

and for any n-ary aggregation function F the fuzzy implication function (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2
will satisfy (CP(N)), (L-CP(N)) or (R-CP(N)), respectively. For instance, let us consider F
as the weighted arithmetic mean with respect to w and Ii be an (S,N)-implication generated
by a t-conorm Si and N = Nc, then

I(x, y) =
n∑

i=1

wiSi

(
sin2

(
π · (1− x)

2

)
, sin2

(π · y
2

))
,

is a fuzzy implication function that satisfies the three contrapositions with respect to Nc. In
Figure 2 the reader can find a graphical example in which each Si is a Yager t-conorm SY

λi

with λi =
1
i (see (Klement et al. 2000, Section A.8)) and wi =

(
1
3 ,

1
3 ,

1
3

)
.

Fig. 2 Contruction of fuzzy implication function in Example 3.3.

We now study the lowest truth and falsity properties. In this case, we need to use an
aggregation function which has no zero or unit multipliers, and functions c1 and c2 which
only value 0 or 1 on the boundaries.

Proposition 3.6. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I. If ci,j(t) ∈
(0, 1) for all t ∈ (0, 1), i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, F has no unit multipliers (resp. zero
multipliers) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I satisfy (LT) (resp. (LF)), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies
(LT) (resp. (LF)).
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Proof

1 = (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2(x, y) ⇔ 1 = F (I1(c1,1(x), c2,1(y)), . . . , In(c1,n(x), c2,n(y)))

⇔ 1 = Ij(c1,j(x), c2,j(y)) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
⇔ c1,j(x) = 0 or c2,j(y) = 1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
⇔ x = 0 or y = 1.

□

Finally, we consider the invariance with respect to powers of continuous t-norms, a
property which has been marked as valuable for approximate reasoning Massanet et al.
(2017).

Proposition 3.7. Let n ∈ N, F ∈ An, ci : [0, 1] → [0, 1]n with i ∈ {1, 2} be two increasing
mappings such that ci(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ci(1) = (1, . . . , 1) and I1, . . . , In ∈ I and T a
continuous t-norm. If ci,j(x

(r)
T ) = ci,j(x)

(r)
T for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, r > 0 and

x ∈ (0, 1) such that x(n)
T ̸= 0 and I1, . . . , In satisfy (PIT ), then (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 satisfies

(PIT ).

Proof

(I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2

(
x
(r)
T , y

(r)
T

)
= F

(
n⊕

i=1

Ii(c1,i(x
(r)
T ), c2,i(y

(r)
T ))

)

= F

(
n⊕

i=1

Ii(c1,i(x)
(r)
T , c2,i(y)

(r)
T )

)

= F

(
n⊕

i=1

Ii(c1,i(x), c2,i(y))

)
= F (x, y).

□

Example 3.4. Let us consider T and F as the product t-norms and ci,j(x) = xi+j for all
x ∈ [0, 1]. Then, for any collection of fuzzy implication functions I1, . . . , In ∈ I that satisfy
(PIT ) we have that the resulting implication (I1, . . . , In)F,c1,c2 also satisfies (PIT ). Indeed,
in this case

ci,j(x
(r)
T ) = ci,j(x

r) = xr·(i+j) = (xi+j)r = ci,j(x)
r = ci,j(x)

(r)
T .

To conclude this section, we emphasize that many other relevant properties, such as the
exchange principle, the law of importation, T -conditionality, or the iterative Boolean law,
have not been addressed here. These properties are considerably more challenging to analyze
for analogous construction methods, including aggregation, horizontal/vertical constructions,
or ordinal sums. Indeed, such properties often require dedicated studies Cao and Hu (2022);
Su et al. (2016); Yi et al. (2024) and/or involve complex conditions which are not easy to
verify Reiser et al. (2013); Su et al. (2015). For these reasons, we leave their investigation as
future work.
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4 Generalized F -chain-based construction method as
generalization of other construction methods

In Section 3 we have introduced a new construction method for fuzzy implication function
based on the rescaling of each variable and the posterior aggregation. Although this method
is already a new contribution to the literature, the main interest of the method lies in the
fact that it can encompass different construction methods in a single compact expression. To
demonstrate this fact, in this section we consider a wide variety of construction methods and
show that by selecting an appropriate aggregation function and input transformation defined
by c1, c2, the method can be expressed as the generalized F -chain method.

In this paper, we focus on construction methods that involve at least two different fuzzy
implication functions since it is the scenario in which the generalization of the F -chain-
based construction is more meaningful. Also, due to the wide variety of construction methods
considered we do not recall each definition here. To see an overview of several construction
methods and consult their expressions, we refer the reader to (Fernandez-Peralta 2025a, Table
14).

4.1 Aggregation of fuzzy implication functions
First of all, we consider the aggregation of fuzzy implication functions which was introduced
in Reiser et al. (2013) which encompasses the popular classical methods of minimum, max-
imum and convex combination. In this framework, it becomes evident that the generalized
F -chain-based construction method with the identity as input transformation is equivalent to
these methods, selecting the appropriate aggregation function in each case.

Proposition 4.1. Let n ∈ N and let {Ii}ni=1 be a collection of fuzzy implication functions.

• If F (x1, . . . , xn) = max{x1, . . . , xn} for all xi ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and c1,i(x) =
c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = max{I1(x, y), . . . , In(x, y)} = (I1∨. . .∨In)(x, y), for all x, y ∈ [0, 1].

• If F (x1, . . . , xn) = min{x1, . . . , xn} for all xi ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} c1,i(x) =
c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = min{I1(x, y), . . . , In(x, y)} = (I1∧. . .∧In)(x, y), for all x, y ∈ [0, 1].

• Let {λi}ni=1 be a sequence of values in [0, 1] such that
n∑

i=1

λi = 1. If F (x1, . . . , xn) =∑n
i=1 λixi for all xi ∈ [0, 1] c1,i(x) = c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) =
n∑

i=1

λiIi(x, y) = Iλ1,...,λn

I1,...,In
(x, y), for all x, y ∈ [0, 1].
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• If c1,i(x) = c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = F{I1(x, y), . . . , In(x, y)} = (I1, . . . , In)F (x, y), for all x, y ∈ [0, 1].

Interestingly, thanks to this assignment we can use the results in Section 3 to directly dis-
close sufficient conditions for the considered additional properties to the construction methods
based on the aggregation of fuzzy implication functions. Indeed, in Table 1 there is a summary
of all the properties considered in Section 3. These results align with existing studies of these
methods, and even extend them for those properties that have not been previously considered.

Generalized F -chain Max Min Convex Aggregation

F F max min

n∑
i=1

λixi F

c1, c2 c1, c2 ci,j(x) = x ci,j(x) = x ci,j(x) = x ci,j(x) = x
(NP) F (c2(t)) = t ✓ ✓ ✓ F (x, . . . , x) = x
(CB) F (c2(t)) = t ✓ ✓ ✓ F (x, . . . , x) = x
(IP) c1,j(x) ≤ c2,j(x) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

(CP(N)) c1 = c2 = c, cj(N(x)) = N(cj(x)) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

(L-CP(N)) c1 = c2 = c, cj(N(x)) = N(cj(x)) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

(R-CP(N)) c1 = c2 = c, cj(N(x)) = N(cj(x)) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

(OP)
c1,j(x) ≤ c2,j(x)

F no unit mult. ? ✓ ✓ F no unit mult

(LT)
ci,j(x) ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ (0, 1)

F no unit mult. ? ✓ ? F no unit mult.

(LF)
ci,j(x) ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ (0, 1)

F no zero mult. ✓ ? ? F no zero mult.
(PIT ) ci,j(x

(n)
T ) = ci,j(x)

(n)
T ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 1 In each cell, we can find the sufficient conditions of the additional property of the
corresponding row and the construction method of the corresponding column. If a check mark
✓is used, then the property is always satisfied. If an interrogation symbol (?) is used then the
sufficient conditions do not apply to this case.

4.2 Contrapositivisations
In this section, we consider contrapositivisation methods which originated under the moti-
vation of modifying a fuzzy implication function which may not satisfy (CP(N)) in order
to satisfy this property. Although these methods only use one fuzzy implication function,
they apply transformations of this fuzzy implication function using a fuzzy negation. These
transformations are, in turn, also fuzzy implication functions. Thus, the most well-known
contrapositivisation methods can also be rewritten using the generalized F -chain-based
construction method.

Proposition 4.2. Let N be a fuzzy negation. Then,
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(i) If n = 2, F = min, I1 = I , I2 = IN and c1,i(x) = c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1],
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = min{I(x, y), I(N(y), N(x))} = IUN (x, y).

(ii) If n = 2, F = max, I1 = I , I2 = IN and c1,i(x) = c2,i(x) = x for all x ∈ [0, 1],
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = max{I(x, y), I(N(y), N(x))} = ILN (x, y).

(iii) If n = 2, F = min, I1(x, y) = max{I(x, y), N(x)}, I2(x, y) =
max{I(N(y), N(x)), y} for all x, y ∈ [0, 1] and c1,i(x) = c2,i(x) = x for all
x ∈ [0, 1], i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then

IF,c1,c2(x, y) = min{max{I(x, y), N(x)},max{I(N(y), N(x)), y}} = IMN (x, y).

Proof Since the N -reciprocation of a fuzzy implication function given by IN (x, y) = I(N(y), N(x))
is a fuzzy implication function (see (Baczyński and Jayaram 2008, Definition 1.6.1)), Points (i) and
(ii) follow directly from Definition 2.5. For Point (iii) we just need to prove that I1 and I2 are fuzzy
implication functions. Indeed, let us prove this fact only for I1 since for I2 is analogous:

• I1(0, 0) = max{I(0, 0), N(0)} = max{1, 1} = 1.

• I1(1, 1) = max{I(1, 1), N(1)} = max{1, 0} = 1.

• I1(1, 0) = max{I(1, 0), N(1)} = max{0, 0} = 0.

• Let x1, x2, y ∈ [0, 1] with x1 ≤ x2. Then, I(x1, y) ≥ I(x2, y) and N(x1) ≥ N(x2), so we
obtain

I1(x1, y) = max{I(x1, y), N(x1)} ≥ max{I(x2, y), N(x2)} = I1(x2, y).

• Let x, y1, y2 ∈ [0, 1] with y1 ≤ y2. Then I(x, y1) ≤ I(x, y2) so we obtain

I1(x, y1) = max{I(x, y1), N(x)} ≤ max{I(x, y2), N(x)} = I1(x, y2).

□

In this case, the preservation of additional properties directly depends on IN , I1 and I2.
We provide here such study only for the N -reciprocation.

Lemma 4.1. Let N be a fuzzy negation and I a fuzzy implication function. If we consider the
N -reciprocation IN (x, y) = I(N(y), N(x)), then the following statements hold:

(i) If NI ◦N = id[0,1] then IN satisfies (NP).
(ii) IN does not generally satisfy (CB).

(iii) If I satisfies (OP) (resp. (IP)), then IN satisfies also (IP) (resp. (OP)).
(iv) If I satisfies (CP(N)) (resp. (L-CP(N)) or (R-CP(N))), then IN satisfies (CP(N)) (resp.

(L-CP(N)) or (R-CP(N))).
(v) If I satisfies (LF) (resp. (LT)) and N(x) ∈ (0, 1) for all x ∈ (0, 1), then IN satisfies

(LF) (resp. (LT)).
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(vi) Let T be a continuous t-norm. If I satisfies (PIT ) and N(x
(r)
T ) = N(x)

(r)
T for r > 0,

x ∈ (0, 1) such that x(r)
T ̸= 0, then IN satisfies (PIT ).

Proof (i) (Baczyński and Jayaram 2008, Proposition 1.6.4).

(ii) Let N(x) = 1− x2 and I = IRC the Reichenbach implication, then

IN (x, y) = IRC(1− x2, 1− y2) = 1− x2 + x2y2,

and IN (0.8, 0.8) = 0.7696 < 0.8.

(iii) (Baczyński and Jayaram 2008, Proposition 1.6.6).

(iv)
IN (x, y) = I(N(y), N(x)) = I(N(N(x)), N(N(y))) = IN (N(y), N(x)),

IN (x,N(y)) = I(N(N(y)), N(x)) = I(N(N(x)), N(y)) = IN (y,N(x)),

IN (N(x), y) = I(N(y), N(N(x))) = I(N(x), N(N(y)) = IN (N(y), x).

(v)
IN (x, y) = 0 ⇔ I(N(y), N(x)) = 0 ⇔ N(y) = 1 ∧N(x) = 0 ⇔ y = 0 ∧ x = 1,

IN (x, y) = 1 ⇔ I(N(y), N(x)) = 1 ⇔ N(y) = 0 ∨N(x) = 1 ⇔ y = 1 ∨ x = 0.

(vi)

IN (x
(r)
T , y

(r)
T ) = I(N(y

(r)
T ), N(x

(r)
T )) = I(N(y)

(r)
T , N(x)

(r)
T ) = I(N(y), N(x)) = IN (x, y).

□

Consequently, thanks to the results in Section 3 and Lemma 4.1 we can directly retrieve
sufficient conditions for the preservation of the additional properties of the low and upper
contrapositivisations. We summarize the results in Table 2.

(NP) (CB) (IP) (CP(N)) (L-CP(N)) (R-CP(N)) (OP) (LT) (LF) (PIT )

IUN NI ◦N = id[0,1] ? ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ? N(x
(r)
T ) = N(x)

(r)
T

ILN NI ◦N = id[0,1] ? ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ? ? ✓ N(x
(r)
T ) = N(x)

(r)
T

Table 2 In each cell, we can find the sufficient conditions of the additional property of the
corresponding column and the construction method of the corresponding row. If a check mark
✓is used, then the property is always satisfied. If an interrogation symbol (?) is used then the
sufficient conditions do not apply to this case.

4.3 Threshold methods
Now, we consider the vertical and horizontal threshold methods presented in Massanet and
Torrens (2012, 2013) as constructions that consist on an adequate scaling of the second or
first variable of the two initial fuzzy implication functions. Thanks to their definition, the
resulting operator has interesting properties like a controlled increasingness of the second or
first variable, respectively. Also, the horizontal threshold method plays a crucial role in the
characterization of h and (h, e)-implications Fernandez-Peralta et al. (2022); Massanet and
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Torrens (2012). Further, the horizontal threshold method was generalized in Yi and Qin (2017)
to consider a numerable collection of fuzzy implication functions. For the vertical threshold
method, as far as we know, it does not exist such extension. In this section, we prove that
the generalized F -chain-based construction method also generalizes these methods (in the
finite case) by considering the weighted mean and an adequate scaling of the first or second
variable.

Differently from the other methods, in this case we have to consider a preliminary step
to the fuzzy implication functions considered in the generalized F -chain-based construction
method in order to match the horizontal/vertical threshold methods. It is well-known that for
any fuzzy implication function I the following values on the boundary I(x, 1), I(0, x) are
fixed to 1 but the values I(x, 0), I(1, x) depend on each operator. Further, if we respect the
monotonicity and boundary conditions, we can replace those values with others. In accor-
dance, in the next proposition we define the transformation which assigns I(x, 0), I(1, x)
values to zero except for the fixed value I(1, 1). Further, we prove that it preserves some of
the properties considered in Section 3.

Proposition 4.3. Let I : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] be a fuzzy implication function and let us define next
binary functions

I|0(x, y) =
{
0 if x > 0 and y = 0,
I(x, y) otherwise, I|0(x, y) =

{
0 if x = 1 and y < 1,
I(x, y) otherwise,

I|00(x, y) =
{
0 if (x = 1 and y < 1) or (x > 0 and y = 0),
I(x, y) otherwise.

Then I|0|0 =I|0|0 =I|00 and I|0, I|0 and I|00 are fuzzy implication functions. Further, the
following statements hold:

(i) If I satisfies (IP) then I|0, I|0 and I|00 satisfy (IP).
(ii) If I satisfies (OP) then I|0, I|0 and I|00 satisfy (OP).

(iii) If I satisfies (NP) then I|0 satisfies (NP) too but I|0 and I|00 do not satisfy (NP).
(iv) If I satisfies (CB) then I|0 satisfies (CB) too but I|0 and I|00 do not satisfy (CB).
(v) If I satisfies (LT) then I|0, I|0 and I|00 satisfy (LT).

(vi) I|0, I|0 and I|00 do not satisfy (LF) for any fuzzy implication function I .
(vii) If I satisfies (CP(N)), I|0, I|0 and I|00 do not necessarily satisfy (CP(N)).

(viii) If I satisfies (L-CP(N)), I|0, I|0 and I|00 do not necessarily satisfy (L-CP(N)).
(ix) If I satisfies (R-CP(N)), I|0, I|0 and I|00 do not necessarily satisfy (R-CP(N)).
(x) If I satisfies (PIT ) then I|0, I|0 and I|00 satisfy (PIT ).

Proof

(i)-(ii) Straightforward, since the structure of the fuzzy implication function inside the square (0, 1)2

remains invariant.
(iii) Let I satisfy (NP), then

I|0(1, y) =
{
0 if y = 0,
I(1, y) otherwise,

=

{
0 if y = 0,
y otherwise,

= y.

However, I|0 and I|00 do not satisfy (NP) because I|0(1, y) = I|00(1, y) = 0 for all y ∈ (0, 1).
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(iv) Let I satisfy (CB), then

I|0(x, y) =
{
0 if x = 1 and y < 1,
I(x, y) otherwise,

≥ y.

However, I|0 and I|00 do not satisfy (CB) because I|0(1, y) = I|00(1, y) = 0 < y for all y ∈
(0, 1].

(v)-(vi) Straightforward.

(vii) Let y = 0, x ∈ (0, 1) with N(x) ̸= 0 and I a fuzzy implication function such that I(1, N(x)) ̸= 0
then

I|0(x, 0) = 0, I|0(N(0), N(x)) = I|0(1, N(x)) = I(1, N(x)) ̸= 0.

Let x = 1, y ∈ (0, 1) with N(y) ̸= 1 and I a fuzzy implication function such that I(N(y), 0) ̸= 0
then

I|0(1, y) = 0, I|0(N(y), N(1)) = I|0(N(y), 0) = I(N(y), 0) ̸= 0.

(viii)-(ix) The proof is analogous to the one in Point (vii).

(x) Straightforward since in the property (PIT ) only points of (0, 1)2 are evaluated.

□

Having said this, we can prove that the horizontal/vertical threshold methods can be
rewritten in terms of the generalized F -chain-based construction method. Let us consider the
two methods separately.

4.3.1 Horizontal threshold method

In this case, we consider an increasing sequence in (0, 1) as the thresholds, the weighted mean
with weights the difference between these thresholds and the input transformation of linear
rescaling each interval between thresholds to [0, 1]. As commented before, the transformation
in Proposition 4.3 is needed in order to ensure the equivalence between the two methods in
this case.

Proposition 4.4. Let n ∈ N, I1, . . . , In ∈ I and {ei}ni=0 an increasing sequence in (0, 1)
with e0 = 0 and en = 1. Let us consider the weighted mean with weights ei − ei−1 for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i.e.,

F (x1, . . . , xn) =

n∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1)xi, (5)

and the following functions

ci(x) =


0 if x ∈ [0, ei−1],
x−ei−1

ei−ei−1
if x ∈ (ei−1, ei],

1 otherwise,
(6)

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. In this case, the following equality holds:

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
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=


1 if x = 0 or y = 1,
e1I1(x, 0) if x > 0 and y = 0,

ej−1 + (ej − ej−1)Ij

(
x,

y−ej−1

ej−ej−1

)
if x > 0 and ej−1 < y ≤ ej .

(7)

Proof • If x = 0 or y = 1 then

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
= 1,

because we know by Theorem 3.1 that IF,c1,c2 is a fuzzy implication function.

• If x > 0 and y = 0 then

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
= e1I1(x, c1(0)) +

n∑
i=2

(ei − ei−1)Ii|0(x, ci(0))

= e1I1(x, 0) +

n∑
i=2

(ei − ei−1)Ii|0(x, 0)

= e1I1(x, 0).

• If x > 0 and ej−1 < y < ej with j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} then

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
=

j−1∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1)Ii(x, 1) + (ej − ej−1)Ij

(
x,

y − ej−1

ej − ej−1

)

+

n∑
i=j+1

(ei − ei−1)Ii|0(x, 0)

=

j−1∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1) + (ej − ej−1)Ij

(
x,

y − ej−1

ej − ej−1

)
= ej−1 + (ej − ej−1)Ij

(
x,

y − ej−1

ej − ej−1

)
.

• If x > 0 and y = ej with j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} then

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
=

j∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1)Ii(x, 1) +

n∑
i=j+1

(ei − ei−1)Ii|0(x, 0)

=

j∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1) = ej .

• If x > 0 and en−1 < y ≤ 1 then

F

(
I1(x, c1(y)),

n⊕
i=2

Ii|0(x, ci(y))

)
=

n−1∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1)Ii(x, 1) + (1− en−1)In

(
x,

y − en−1

1− en−1

)
= en−1 + (1− en−1)In

(
x,

y − en−1

1− en−1

)
.

□
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Fig. 3 Schematic representation of the generalized horizontal threshold method obtained
through the generalized F -chain-based construction method.

In Figure 3 there is the an sketch of how the generalized F -chain based construction is
used to obtain the generalized horizontal threshold method. Notice that for obtaining a result
such as Proposition 4.4 it was necessary that our construction method includes different input
transformation for each variable. Indeed, in the horizontal threshold construction method the
first variable of the fuzzy implication functions remains invariant.

Now, we compare again the results obtain in Section 3 with the capability of the horizontal
threshold method to conserve the additional properties of the input fuzzy implication func-
tions. To do so, we need to check if the used aggregation function F and input transformation
c satisfy some of the sufficient conditions.

First, we point out that c is an F -chain. Indeed, let t ∈ [ej−1, ej ], then

F (c(t)) =

j−1∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1) · 1 + (ej − ej−1) ·
(t− ej−1)

(ej − ej−1)
+

n∑
i=j+1

(ei − ei−1) · 0

= ej−1 + t− ej−1 = t.

Thus, according to Proposition 3.1 the horizontal threshold method preserves (NP) and (CB)
properties. For the rest of results of Section 3 the conditions are not fulfilled. However, this
is coherent with the fact that the horizontal threshold construction method does not satisfy
properties like (OP) or (IP). Let us highlight that to study properties like the contrapositivi-
sations in these kind of constructions is a complex problem (see (Massanet and Torrens 2012,
Proposition 23)), so it was to be expected that our general results cannot be applied for all
properties on specific methods.
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4.3.2 Vertical threshold method

Now, we consider the vertical threshold method. In this case, there exists only the defini-
tion using two fuzzy implication functions (see (Massanet and Torrens 2013, Definition 4)).
However, thanks to our new technique we can straightforwardly generalize this construc-
tion method for a collection of fuzzy implication functions. Nonetheless, differently from the
horizontal threshold method we need to use a decreasing sequence instead of an increasing
one due to the decreasingness with respect to the first variable inherent of fuzzy implication
functions.

Proposition 4.5. Let {ei}ni=0 be an increasing sequence in (0, 1) with e0 = 0 and en = 1
and {θi}ni=0 a decreasing sequence in (0, 1) with θ0 = 1 and θn = 0. Let us consider F as
the weighted mean with weights θi−1 − θi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ci as in Eq. (6) for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. In this case, the following equality holds:

F

(
n−1⊕
i=1

Ii|0(ci(x), y), In(cn(x), y)

)

=


1 if x = 0 or y = 1,
θn−1In(1, y) if x = 1 and y < 1,

θj + (θj−1 − θj)Ij

(
x−ej−1

ej−ej−1
, y
)

if ej−1 ≤ x < ej and y < 1.
(8)

Proof • If x = 0 or y = 1 then

F

(
n−1⊕
i=1

Ii|0(ci(x), y), In(cn(x), y)

)
= 1,

because we know by Theorem 3.1 that IF,c1,c2 is a fuzzy implication function.
• If ej−1 < x < ej and y < 1 with j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} then

F

(
n−1⊕
i=1

Ii|0(ci(x), y), In(cn(x), y)

)
=

j−1∑
i=1

(θi−1 − θi)Ii|0(1, y) + (θj−1 − θj)Ij

(
x− ej−1

ej − ej−1
, y

)

+

n∑
i=j+1

(θi−1 − θi)Ii(0, y)

=

n∑
i=j+1

(θi−1 − θi) + (θj−1 − θj)Ij

(
x− ej−1

ej − ej−1
, y

)

= θj + (θj−1 − θj)Ij

(
x− ej−1

ej − ej−1
, y

)
.

• If x = ej and y < 1 with j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} then

F

(
n−1⊕
i=1

Ii|0(ci(x), y), In(cn(x), y)

)
=

j∑
i=1

(θi−1 − θi)Ii|0(1, y) +
n∑

i=j+1

(θi−1 − θi)Ii(0, x)

=

n∑
i=j+1

(θi−1 − θi) = θj .
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• If en−1 < x ≤ 1 and y < 1 then

F

(
n−1⊕
i=1

Ii|0(ci(x), y), In(cn(x), y)

)
=

n−1∑
i=1

(θi−1 − θi)Ii|0(1, y) + (θn−1 − 0)In

(
x− en−1

1− en−1
, y

)
= θn−1In

(
x− en−1

1− en−1
, y

)
.

□

Similarly to the horizontal threshold construction method, the resulting fuzzy implica-
tion function has a controlled increasingness with respect to the second variable fixed by the
sequence of thresholds.

Corollary 4.1. Let I be the fuzzy implication function in Eq. (8), then

I(ei, y) = θi, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

Differently from the horizontal threshold construction method, the condition of F -chain
also depends on the decreasing sequence {θi}ni=0. However, we may select θi = 1 − ei for
all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and we have

F (x1, . . . , xn) =

n∑
i=1

(θi−1 − θi)xi =

n∑
i=1

(θi−1 − θi)xi =

n∑
i=1

(ei − ei−1)xi.

Thus, c is an F -chain as we proved in Section 4.3.1 and the fuzzy implication function in Eq.
(8) satisfies (NP) and (CB).

4.4 Example of an ordinal sum
Another widely studied construction method is the ordinal sum of fuzzy implication func-
tions, which generates a new operator that behaves as distinct fuzzy implication functions over
a collection of disjoint subsquares. Unlike the case for continuous t-norms and t-conorms,
however, there are multiple competing proposals for such ordinal sums Zhou (2021). In this
section, we demonstrate that the generalized F -chain-based construction method can also
produce ordinal sums. Nevertheless, a comprehensive exploration of the relationship between
this method and existing ordinal sum approaches remains an open question, which we leave
as future work.

Example 4.1. Let {ei}ni=0 be an increasing sequence in (0, 1) with e0 = 0 and en = 1. Let
us consider F as the weighted mean with weights ei − ei−1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ci as
in Eq. (6) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. In this case, the following equality holds:

(I1, . . . , In)F,c,c
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=



1 if x = 0 or y = 1,
1 if x ∈ (ei−1, ei], y ∈ [ej−1, ej), i < j,

1 + ei−1 − ei + (ei − ei−1)Ii

(
x−ei−1

ei−ei−1
, y−ei−1

ei−ei−1

)
if x ∈ (ei−1, ei], y ∈ [ej−1, ej), i = j,

1 + ej−1 − ei + (ej − ej−1)Ij

(
1,

y−ej−1

ej−ej−1

)
+(ei − ei−1)Ii

(
x−ei−1

ei−ei−1
, 0
)

if x ∈ (ei−1, ei], y ∈ [ej−1, ej), i > j.

(9)

The proof is similar as the one in Propositions 4.4 and 4.5. As an illustrative example, if
we select n = 3, {e0, e1, e2, e3} = {0, 0.5, 0.75, 1} and I1, I2, I3 as in Example 3.2 (i.e.,
Łukasiewicz, Reichenbach and Kleene-Dienes) in Eq. (9) we obtain the fuzzy implication
function that can be visualized in Figure 4.

Fig. 4 Plot of the fuzzy implication function in Example 4.1.

5 Conclusions
In this paper, we introduced the generalized F -chain-based construction method, an extension
of the original framework proposed by Mesiar et al. Our key contributions are threefold:

• Generalization of the F -chain based construction: We proved that the original method
can be extended to arbitrary collections of fuzzy implication functions and input
transformations, rather than being restricted to F -chains.

• Property preservation analysis: We conducted a thorough investigation of how the con-
struction preserves several essential properties. We provided illustrative examples of
how our construction method can construct fuzzy implication functions that fulfill any
of the considered properties.

• Unification of existing methods: We have shown that the generalized F -chain based
construction serves as a unifying framework for several existing construction methods in
the literature. By reformulating diverse approaches using specific aggregation functions
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and input transformations, we revealed novel connections between seemingly unrelated
construction methods, offering a broader theoretical perspective.

The reported results show that the generalized F -chain-based construction method is
sufficiently general to encompass existing methods while still allowing us to ensure the
preservation of different additional properties. This may simplify further studies on fuzzy
implication functions construction methods. Indeed, we believe that our compact descrip-
tion has multiple benefits, for instance an easier and compact algorithmic implementation of
different families or the automatic verification of additional properties.

As future work, we highlight the search of necessity conditions for the considered prop-
erties, the study of other properties like the exchange principle, the law of importation or the
T -conditionality, and the further exploration of the relation between the generalized F -chain
based construction and other methods like ordinal sums.
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