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Abstract Let θ : [0, 1] → [−∞,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for
every x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [−∞,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. In this article we completely
characterize the pair (θ, ϑ) for the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

being an overlap function. In particular, we give analytical expressions of some transforma-
tions for the pair (θ, ϑ).
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1 Introduction

Although triangular norms and triangular conorms are widely applied to these fields such as image
processing, fuzzy logic, classification and decision making in the real world [11], their associativity is
strongly required. To avoid this problem, arising from some practical applications in image processing,
classification and decision making Bustince et al. introduced overlap and grouping functions [3, 4]. After
that, overlap and grouping functions undergo a rapid development in two aspects included applications
and theory. In applications, overlap and grouping functions are widely used to solve difficulties appeared
in image processing [3], data stream clustering [21], convolutional neural networks [19], classification
[1, 15] and decision making problems [20]. Accompanying with the development of applications, scholars
all over the world also obtain remarkable progress in theory of overlap and grouping functions, such as
their migrativity, cross-migrativitity, bimigrativity, homogeneity, idempotency, the Lipschitz condition
and the existence of generators [2, 5, 6, 9, 10, 12, 23].

It is well-known that additive and multiplicative generators play a significant role for building t-norms
or t-conorms [13, 18, 22], so that it seems natural for us to consider the use of additive or multiplicative
generators for the overlap and grouping functions. Moreover, the use of additive or multiplicative gener-
ators may simplify the choice of an appropriate overlap or grouping function for a given problem since
we only need to consider one-variable functions instead of a bivariate one, reducing the computational
complexity in this way [17]. Following this idea, Dimuro et al. [8] introduced the notion of an additive
generator pair for a grouping function. Furthermore, they gave the concept of an additive generator pair
for an overlap function and explored the overlap functions generated by additive generator pairs. Specific
speaking, they gave the definition of an additive generator pair for an overlap function as follows.

Definition 1.1 ([7]) Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] be continuous and non-increasing
functions such that

(1) θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0;

(2) θ(x) = 0 if and only if x = 1;
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(3) ϑ(x) = 1 if and only if x = 0;

(4) ϑ(x) = 0 if and only if x = +∞.
Then the function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1], defined by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)), is an overlap function.
(θ, ϑ) is called an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ, and Oθ,ϑ is said to be additively
generated by the pair (θ, ϑ).

Based on Definition 1.1, we recently revealed the relationship between functions θ and ϑ in an
overlap function additively generated by an additive generator pair (θ,ϑ), which is used to characterize
the conditions for an overlap function additively generated by the pair (θ,ϑ) being a triangular norm by
terms of functions θ and ϑ [16].

From Definition 1.1, a pair (θ, ϑ) which satisfies the conditions (1), (2), (3), (4) and the function
Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] defined by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is an overlap function is called an additive
generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ. Thereby, an interesting question arises: what does a pair
(θ, ϑ) need to satisfy whenever the function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] defined by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))
is an overlap function?

In this article, we directly give the definition of an additive generator pair of an overlap function as
follows.

Definition 1.2 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be two functions. If the bivariate
function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

is an overlap function, then (θ, ϑ) is called an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ and
Oθ,ϑ is said to be additively generated by the pair (θ, ϑ).

And we positively answer the above problem.
The rest of this article is organized as follows: In Section 2, we characterize an additive generator

pair (θ, ϑ) for the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

being an overlap function when θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] is a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for
every x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] is a function. In Section 3, we give analytical expressions
of some transformations for the pair (θ, ϑ) and further describe an additive generator pair (θ, ϑ) for the
bivariate function Oθ,ϑ being an overlap function when θ : [0, 1] → [−∞,+∞] is a function with both
θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [−∞,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] is a function. A conclusion
is drawn in Section 4.

2 Additive generator pairs of overlap functions

Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every x ∈ [0, 1] and
ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. In this section we characterize the pair (θ, ϑ) for the bivariate
function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

being an overlap function.

Definition 2.1 ([3]) A bivariate function O : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] is said to be an overlap function if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(O1) O is commutative,

(O2) O(x, y) = 0 if and only if xy = 0,

(O3) O(x, y) = 1 if and only if xy = 1,
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(O4) O is non-decreasing and

(O5) O is continuous.

The following propositions show the conditions what θ needs to satisfy whenever Oθ,ϑ(x, y) =
ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is an overlap function.

Proposition 2.1 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. If the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given
by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

is an overlap function, then the following two statements hold:

(1) θ is continuous in 0;

(2) θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0.

Proof. (1) Supposing that θ is not continuous in 0, we have θ(0) ̸= θ(0+) since θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞]
is a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every x ∈ [0, 1]. Thus there exists a u ∈ (0, 1]
such that θ is continuous in (0, u]. Because Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is an overlap function, it follows
from Definition 2.1 (O2) and (O5) that ϑ(θ(0+) + θ(u)) = ϑ(θ(0) + θ(u)) = Oθ,ϑ(0, u) = 0. Moreover,
there is a w ∈ (0, u] such that 2θ(w) = θ(0+) + θ(u) since θ is continuous in (0, u]. Thus Oθ,ϑ(w,w) =
ϑ(θ(w) + θ(w)) = ϑ(θ(0+) + θ(u)) = ϑ(θ(0) + θ(u)) = 0 with w ̸= 0, contrary to Definition 2.1 (O2).
Therefore, θ is continuous in 0.

(2) Assume θ(0) ̸= +∞. Then from (1) there exists a u ∈ (0, 1] such that θ is continuous in [0, u]
and θ(u) ̸= +∞. So there is a w ∈ (0, u] satisfying 2θ(w) = θ(0) + θ(u). Thus Oθ,ϑ(w,w) = ϑ(2θ(w)) =
ϑ(θ(0) + θ(u)) = 0 with w ̸= 0, contrary to Definition 2.1 (O2). Therefore, θ(0) = +∞.

Conversely, it follows from the above proof that θ(0) = +∞. If there exists an x0 ∈ (0, 1] such that
θ(x0) = +∞, then Oθ,ϑ(x0, x0) = ϑ(2θ(x0)) = ϑ(+∞) = ϑ(2θ(0)) = 0 with x0 ̸= 0, contrary to Definition
2.1 (O2).

From the proof of Proposition 2.1, the following remark is true.

Remark 2.1 Under the conditions of Proposition 2.1, ϑ(+∞) = 0.

Proposition 2.2 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1]. Then there is a function ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] such that the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ :
[0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

is an overlap function if and only if the following four conditions hold:

(i) θ is continuous;

(ii) θ is non-increasing;

(iii) θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0;

(iv) θ(x) > θ(1) for each x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. (i) If θ is not continuous, then there is a u ∈ [0, 1] such that θ(u−) ̸= θ(u+) and from Proposition
2.1 (1) we have that θ is continuous in [0, u). We just prove that θ(u−) > θ(u+) leads to a contradiction,
the case θ(u−) < θ(u+) being analogous. Indeed, because Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is continuous we
have

ϑ(θ(x) + θ(u−)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(u+)) (1)

for each x ∈ [0, u). Meanwhile, from Proposition 2.1 (2) there exists an x0 ∈ (0, u] such that θ is non-
increasing in [0, x0], and from θ(u−) > θ(u+) we have θ(x0) + θ(u−) > θ(x0) + θ(u+). Thus there is an
x1 ∈ [0, x0) satisfying

θ(u+) + θ(x1) = θ(u−) + θ(x0) (2)
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since θ is continuous in [0, u). Again from the continuity of θ in [0, u), we have that for each x, y ∈
[θ(u+)+ θ(x0),+∞] with x < y there exist two elements x∗, y∗ ∈ [0, x0] satisfying x = θ(u+)+ θ(x∗) and
y = θ(u+) + θ(y∗). Hence θ(x∗) < θ(y∗). This means x∗ > y∗ since θ is non-increasing in [0, x0]. Thus
ϑ(θ(u+) + θ(x∗)) ≥ ϑ(θ(u+) + θ(y∗)) since Oθ,ϑ is non-decreasing i.e., ϑ(x) ≥ ϑ(y). Therefore, by the
arbitrariness of x, y the last inequality implies that ϑ is non-increasing in [θ(u+) + θ(x0),+∞]. On the
other hand, from (1) and (2), we get that

ϑ(θ(x0) + θ(u−)) = ϑ(θ(x0) + θ(u+)) = ϑ(θ(x1) + θ(u+)),

showing that ϑ(v) = c for any v ∈ [θ(x0) + θ(u+), θ(x1) + θ(u+)].
Similarly, there exists an x2 ∈ [0, x0) with x2 < x1 such that

ϑ(θ(x1) + θ(u−)) = ϑ(θ(x1) + θ(u+)) = ϑ(θ(x2) + θ(u+)),

showing that ϑ(v) = c for any v ∈ [θ(x1) + θ(u+), θ(x2) + θ(u+)].
Repeating the above process, we get that for arbitrary x, y ∈ (0, x0], ϑ(θ(x) + θ(u+)) = ϑ(θ(y) +

θ(u+)), i.e., ϑ(v) = c for any v ∈ [θ(u+) + θ(x0),+∞). Moreover, if c = 0, then ϑ(θ(x) + θ(u+)) = 0
with x ̸= 0 and u ̸= 0, contrary to Definition (O2). Hence c > 0, contrary to the continuity of Oθ,ϑ since
ϑ(+∞) = 0. Therefore, θ is continuous.

(ii) From Proposition 2.1 (2), if θ is a monotone function then θ must be non-increasing. Now,
supposing that θ is not a monotone function, there exist x1, x2, x3 such that θ is non-increasing in [0, x1]
and θ is non-decreasing in [x2, x3] in which either x1 = x2 or x1 < x2 with θ(x1) = θ(x2). Thus there
exists an x4 ∈ [0, x1] such that θ(x4) = θ(x3) > θ(x1) since θ(0) = +∞. This follows that

ϑ(θ(x4) + θ(x)) ≤ ϑ(θ(x1) + θ(x)) ≤ ϑ(θ(x3) + θ(x)) = ϑ(θ(x4) + θ(x))

for each x ∈ [0, 1] since Oθ,ϑ is non-decreasing, i.e.,

ϑ(θ(x4) + θ(x)) = ϑ(θ(x1) + θ(x)) (3)

for all x ∈ [0, 1].
On the one hand, there is a u1 ∈ (0, x4) such that θ(u1) > θ(x4) since θ is non-increasing in

[0, x1] and, from (3) we have ϑ(θ(u1) + θ(x4)) = ϑ(θ(u1) + θ(x1)). On the other hand, from (i) there
exists a u2 ∈ [0, x4] with u2 < u1 such that θ(u2) + θ(x1) = θ(u1) + θ(x4) since θ(x4) > θ(x1). Then
ϑ(θ(u1) + θ(x1)) = ϑ(θ(u1) + θ(x4)) = ϑ(θ(u2) + θ(x1)). Obviously, ϑ is non-increasing in [2θ(x1),+∞]
since θ is non-increasing in [0, x1]. Thus ϑ(v) = c for any v ∈ [θ(x4) + θ(x1), θ(u2) + θ(x1)].

Analogously, there exists a u3 ∈ [0, x4] with u3 < u2 such that θ(u3) > θ(u2). Thus ϑ(v) = c for any
v ∈ [θ(u2) + θ(x1), θ(u3) + θ(x1)].

Repeating the above process, we get that for arbitrary x, y ∈ (0, x4],

ϑ(θ(x) + θ(x1)) = ϑ(θ(y) + θ(x1)),

i.e., ϑ(v) = c for any v ∈ [θ(x4)+θ(x1),+∞) with c > 0, violating the continuity of Oθ,ϑ since ϑ(+∞) = 0.
(iii) From Proposition 2.1 (2), it is obviously true.
(iv) Since θ is non-increasing, θ(x) ≥ θ(1) for each x ∈ [0, 1). Suppose that there exists a u ∈ [0, 1)

such that θ(1) = θ(u). Then Oθ,ϑ(u, u) = ϑ(θ(u) + θ(u)) = ϑ(θ(1) + θ(1)) = Oθ,ϑ(1, 1) = 1 with u ̸= 1,
contrary to Definition 2.1 (O3). Therefore, θ(x) > θ(1) for each x ∈ [0, 1).

Conversely, let ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function satisfying the following three conditions:

(a) ϑ is continuous and non-increasing in [2θ(1),+∞];

(b) ϑ(x) = 0 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] if and only if x = +∞;

(c) ϑ(x) = 1 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] if and only if x = 2θ(1).

Next, we prove that the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

4



is an overlap function. The commutativity, continuity and monotonicity are obvious.
Note that for each x, y ∈ [0, 1], θ(x) + θ(y) ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] since θ is non-increasing and continuous.

It follows from (b) and (iii) that ϑ(θ(x)+ θ(y)) = 0 if and only if θ(x)+ θ(y) = +∞ if and only if xy = 0.
Moreover, it follows from (c) and (iv) that ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) = 1 if and only if θ(x) + θ(y) = 2θ(1) if and
only if xy = 1.

Therefore, by Definition 2.1 the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ is an overlap function.
The following proposition presents the conditions what ϑ needs to satisfy when Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x)+

θ(y)) is an overlap function.

Proposition 2.3 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. If the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given
by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

is an overlap function then the following three statements hold:

(a) ϑ is continuous and non-increasing in [2θ(1),+∞];

(b) ϑ(x) = 0 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] if and only if x = +∞;

(c) ϑ(x) = 1 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] if and only if x = 2θ(1).

Proof. Suppose that the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ is an overlap function. Then from Proposition 2.2 (i)
and (ii), θ(x) + θ(y) ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] for each x, y ∈ [0, 1].

(a) If ϑ is not continuous in [2θ(1),+∞], then Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is not continuous, a
contradiction.

From Proposition 2.2 (ii), θ(y) ≥ θ(z) for each x, y, z ∈ [0, 1] with y < z. Then ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) ≤
ϑ(θ(x) + θ(z)) since Oθ,ϑ is non-decreasing. Therefore, ϑ is non-increasing in [2θ(1),+∞].

(b) If ϑ(x) = 0 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞], then from Proposition 2.2 (i) there exist y, z ∈ [0, 1] such
that x = θ(y) + θ(z). Hence ϑ(θ(y) + θ(z)) = ϑ(x) = 0. From Definition 2.1 (O2), yz = 0. Thus from
Proposition 2.2 (iii), x = θ(y) + θ(z) = +∞.

Conversely, ϑ(+∞) = ϑ(2θ(0)) = 0 from Proposition 2.2 (iii).
(c) If ϑ(x) = 1 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞], then from Proposition 2.2 (i) there exist y, z ∈ [0, 1] such

that x = θ(y) + θ(z). Hence ϑ(x) = ϑ(θ(y) + θ(z)) = 1. From Definition 2.1 (O3), yz = 1. Thus
x = θ(y) + θ(z) = 2θ(1).

The converse implication, ϑ(x) = ϑ(2θ(1)) = 1 by Definition 2.1 (O3).
Notice that from Proposition 2.3, the values of the function ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] in [0, 2θ(1))

have no influence on the overlap function Oθ,ϑ. Therefore, we only need to consider the values of the
function ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] in [2θ(1),+∞] when we investigate the additive generator pair (θ, ϑ)
of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ.

The following theorem connects Propositions 2.2 with 2.3.

Theorem 2.1 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every x ∈ [0, 1]
and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. Then the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

is an overlap function if and only if the following statements hold:

(1) θ is continuous and non-increasing;

(2) ϑ is continuous and non-increasing in [2θ(1),+∞];

(3) θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0;

(4) ϑ(x) = 0 with x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞] if and only if x = +∞;

(5) For a given a ∈ [0,+∞), the following two conditions are equivalent:

(i) θ(x) = a
2 if and only if x = 1;

(ii) ϑ(x) = 1 with x ∈ [a,+∞] if and only if x = a.
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Proof. Necessity. If the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is
an overlap function, then it follows from Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 that the statements (1),(2),(3),(4) and
(5) hold.

Sufficiency. In order to prove that the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ is an overlap function we only need to
verify the conditions of Definition 2.1.

(a) The commutativity, continuity and monotonicity are obvious.
(b) According to (3) and (4), Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) = 0 if and only if θ(x) + θ(y) = +∞ if and

only if xy = 0.
(c) From (1) and (5), Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) = 1 if and only if θ(x) + θ(y) = a if and only if

xy = 1.
Therefore, Oθ,ϑ is an overlap function.

3 Some transformations of additive generator pairs

Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every x ∈ [0, 1] and
ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. In this section we first explore some transformations of an
additive generator pair (θ, ϑ) for the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by

Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y))

being an overlap function. Then we further describe the pair (θ, ϑ) when we extend the functions θ from
[0, 1] to [−∞,+∞] and ϑ from [−∞,+∞] to [−∞,+∞], respectively.

Recall that a function f : I → R is called an affine function on the extended real number field, where
R = R ∪ {+∞,−∞} and I ⊆ R, if it can be expressed as

f(x) = kx+ b

with k, b ∈ R and by convention,

k · (+∞) + b = +∞ if k > 0 and k · (+∞) + b = −∞ if k < 0;

k · (−∞) + b = −∞ if k > 0 and k · (−∞) + b = +∞ if k < 0 and

f(x) = b for all x ∈ I if k = 0.

Then we first have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. If (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair of the overlap
function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)), then (h ◦ θ, ϑ ◦ g) is also an additive
generator pair of Oθ,ϑ where h : [θ(1),+∞] → [−∞,+∞] is given by h(x) = kx+ b with certain constants
k, b ∈ R and k ̸= 0 and, g : Ran(h ◦ θ) + Ran(h ◦ θ) → [0,+∞] is defined by g(x) = x−2b

k with certain
constants k, b ∈ R and k ̸= 0.

Proof. We only need to verify that ϑ ◦ g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Indeed,

ϑ ◦ g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)) =ϑ ◦ g(k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b)

=ϑ(
k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b− 2b

k
)

=ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)).

In particular, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.1 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. If (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair of the overlap
function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)), then (θ∗, ϑ∗) is also an additive
generator pair of Oθ,ϑ where θ∗ : [0, 1] → (−∞,+∞] is given by θ∗(x) = θ(x) + b with a certain constant
b ∈ R and, ϑ∗ : [2θ(1) + 2b,+∞] → [0, 1] is defined by ϑ∗(x) = ϑ(x− 2b) with a certain constant b ∈ R.

Therefore, in what follows, we only need to consider the case a = 0, i.e., θ(1) = 0 and ϑ(0) = 1
whenever applying Theorem 2.1.

Remark 3.1 In general, in Proposition 3.1 if h is not an affine function then there exist no functions g
such that (h ◦ θ, ϑ ◦ g) is an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ.

Example 3.1 Consider the functions θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] defined by

θ(x) =

{
−lnx if x ̸= 0,

+∞ if x = 0

and

ϑ(x) =

{
0 if x = +∞,

e−x if x ∈ [0,+∞),

respectively. One can check that (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair of the overlap functionOθ ϑ(x, y) = xy.
Now, we consider the function h : [0,+∞] → [0,+∞] with h(x) = x2. If there exists a function g such

that (h◦θ, ϑ◦g) is an additive generator of Oθ ϑ = xy, then ϑ◦g(θ2(x)+θ2(y)) = ϑ◦g(h◦θ(x)+h◦θ(y)) =
ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Thus for each x, y ∈ [0, 1],

g(θ2(x) + θ2(y)) = θ(x) + θ(y) (4)

since ϑ is strictly decreasing and continuous. This follows that g((lnx)2 + (lnx)2) = −2lnx, i.e., g(x) =

(2x)
1
2 for any x ∈ [0,+∞]. Thus g(θ2( 12 ) + θ2(1)) =

√
2ln2. On the other hand, θ( 12 ) + θ(1) = ln2.

Therefore, g(θ2( 12 ) + θ2(1)) ̸= θ( 12 ) + θ(1), contrary to Eq.(4).

Below, we cite an important lemma which will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 3.1 ([14]) Let D ⊂ RN be a convex set such that int D ̸= ∅. A function f : D → R is a
continuous solution of equation

f(
x+ y

2
) =

f(x) + f(y)

2

if and only if
f(x) = cx+ a, x ∈ D,

with certain constants c ∈ RN , a ∈ R.

Theorem 3.1 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] be a strictly decreasing function. Let (θ, ϑ) be an additive generator
pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Then for the
respective functions h : [0,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] and g : Ran(h ◦ θ) + Ran(h ◦ θ) → [0,+∞], (h ◦ θ, ϑ ◦ g)
is also an additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ if and only if h(x) = kx + b and g(x) = x−2b

k with certain
constants k, b ∈ R and k ̸= 0.

Proof. Note that from Theorem 3.1, both θ and ϑ are continuous and non-increasing because of (θ, ϑ)
being an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ, θ(1) = 0 and ϑ(0) = 1.

Assuming that (h ◦ θ, ϑ ◦ g) is an additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ, we have

ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) = ϑ ◦ g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)).
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Then
θ(x) + θ(y) = g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y))

for each x, y ∈ [0, 1] since ϑ is continuous and strictly decreasing. Letting u = θ(x) and v = θ(y), we have

u+ v = g(h(u) + h(v)) (5)

for each u, v ∈ [0,+∞].
In complete analogy to the proof of Proposition 2.2, we can prove that either the following three

statements

(1) h ◦ θ is continuous and non-increasing;

(2) h ◦ θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0, i.e., h(u) = +∞ if and only if u = +∞;

(3) h ◦ θ(1) ̸= −∞ and for each x ∈ [0, 1), h ◦ θ(1) < h ◦ θ(x).

or the following three statements

(i) h ◦ θ is continuous and non-decreasing;

(ii) h ◦ θ(x) = −∞ if and only if x = 0, i.e., h(u) = −∞ if and only if u = +∞;

(iii) h ◦ θ(1) ̸= +∞ and for each x ∈ [0, 1), h ◦ θ(1) > h ◦ θ(x).

hold.
Suppose the first three statements hold. Then h ◦ θ is continuous and non-increasing. This means

that h is continuous and non-decreasing since θ is continuous and non-increasing.
Now we prove h is a bijection in [0,+∞]. If h(a) = h(b) with a, b ∈ [0,+∞) then from (5) we have

a + v = g(h(a) + h(v)) = g(h(b) + h(v)) = b + v for any v ∈ [0,+∞), which implies a = b, i.e., h is an
injection in [0,+∞). Thus from (2), h is an injection in [0,+∞]. Consequently, h is a bijection in [0,+∞]
since h is continuous.

Let t = h(u), s = h(v) and f : [h(0),+∞] → [0,+∞] be defined by f(x) = h−1(x). Then from (5)
we get that

f(t) + f(s) = g(t+ s)

for each t, s ∈ [h(0),+∞]. Then 2f(t) = g(2t) for each t ∈ [h(0),+∞). Hence g(2t)
2 + g(2s)

2 = g(2t+2s
2 ) for

each t, s ∈ [h(0),+∞). Since f is continuous in [h(0),+∞), we have that g is continuous in [2h(0),+∞).
It is easy to see that [2h(0),+∞) is convex and int [2h(0),+∞) ̸= ∅. Then by Lemma 3.1, g(x) = cx+m

for each x ∈ [2h(0),+∞) with constants c,m ∈ R. This follows that f(t) = g(2t)
2 = ct + m

2 for each
t ∈ [h(0),+∞). If c = 0, then f(x) = m

2 , contrary to the fact that f is a bijection. If c < 0 then f is
strictly decreasing, a contradiction to the fact that h is strictly increasing. Thus c > 0. On the other
hand, if t = +∞ then f(+∞) = +∞ = c(+∞) + m

2 with c > 0. Therefore, we finally have f(t) = ct+ m
2

for each t ∈ [h(0),+∞] with a constant c > 0.

Thus h(x) =
x−m

2

c since f(t) = h−1(t) for any t ∈ [h(0),+∞]. Let k = 1
c and b = −m

2c . Then

h(x) = kx+ b for any x ∈ [0,+∞] with k > 0 and g(x) = x−2b
k for any x ∈ Ran(h ◦ θ) + Ran(h ◦ θ) with

k > 0.
The other being analogous, h(x) = kx+ b for any x ∈ [0,+∞] with k < 0 and g(x) = x−2b

k for any
x ∈ Ran(h ◦ θ) + Ran(h ◦ θ) with k < 0.

Conversely, we only need to verify that ϑ ◦ g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Indeed,

ϑ ◦ g(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)) =ϑ ◦ g(k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b)

=ϑ(
k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b− 2b

k
)

=ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)).
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Let h : [0,+∞] → R be a function. For any b ∈ R, define the function h+ b : [0,+∞] → R by

(h+ b)(x) = h(x) + b

for any x ∈ [0,+∞].

Theorem 3.2 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] be a strictly decreasing function. Let (θ, ϑ) be an additive generator
pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Then for the
respective functions h : [0,+∞] → [0,+∞] and g : [0, ϑ(2h(0))] → [0, 1], (h ◦ θ, g ◦ ϑ) is also an additive
generator pair of Oθ,ϑ if and only if h(x) = kx+ b with certain constants k, b ∈ R, k > 0 and b ≥ 0 and,
g(x) = ϑ ◦ (h+ b)−1 ◦ ϑ−1(x) with a certain constant b ∈ R and b ≥ 0.

Proof. Note that from Theorem 3.1, both θ and ϑ are continuous and non-increasing because of (θ, ϑ)
being an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ, θ(1) = 0 and ϑ(0) = 1.

Assuming that (h ◦ θ, g ◦ ϑ) is an additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ, we have

ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) = g ◦ ϑ(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)).

Then
θ(x) + θ(y) = ϑ−1 ◦ g ◦ ϑ(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y))

for each x, y ∈ [0, 1] since ϑ is continuous strictly decreasing. Let u = θ(x), v = θ(y) and g = ϑ−1 ◦ g ◦ ϑ.
Thus

u+ v = g(h(u) + h(v)) (6)

for each u, v ∈ [0,+∞].
In complete analogy to the proof of Proposition 2.2, we can prove that the following three statements

hold:

(i) h ◦ θ is continuous and non-increasing;

(ii) h ◦ θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0 i.e. h(u) = +∞ if and only if u = +∞;

(iii) for each x ∈ [0, 1), 0 ≤ h ◦ θ(1) = h(0) < h ◦ θ(x).

In complete analogy to the proof of Theorem 3.1 we can prove that h(x) = kx+b for any x ∈ [0,+∞]
with k > 0 and b ≥ 0 and, g(x) = ϑ ◦ (h+ b)−1 ◦ ϑ−1(x) for each x ∈ [0, ϑ(2h(0))] with k > 0 and b ≥ 0.

Conversely, we only need to verify that g ◦ ϑ(h ◦ θ(x) + h ◦ θ(y)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Indeed,

g ◦ ϑ(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y))
=g ◦ ϑ(k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b)

=ϑ ◦ (h+ b)−1 ◦ ϑ−1 ◦ ϑ(k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b)

=ϑ(
k(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2b− 2b

k
)

=ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)).

Proposition 3.2 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] be a function. If (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair of the overlap
function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)), then (θ ◦ h, ϑ ◦ g) is also an additive
generator pair of Oθ,ϑ when the function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] satisfies θ ◦ h(x) = cθ(x) + m with certain
constants c,m ∈ R, c > 0 and m ≥ 0 and, g : [2m,+∞] → [0,+∞] is defined by g(x) = x−2m

c with
certain constants c,m ∈ R, c > 0 and m ≥ 0.
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Proof. It suffices to check that ϑ ◦ g(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). In fact,

ϑ ◦ g(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y))
=ϑ ◦ g(c(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2m)

=ϑ(
c(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2m− 2m

c
)

=ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)),

i.e., (θ ◦ h, ϑ ◦ g) is an additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ.
Generally, the analytical expression of θ ◦ h in Proposition 3.2 should be θ ◦ h(x) = cθ(x) + m for

any x ∈ [0, 1].

Example 3.2 Consider the functions θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] defined by

θ(x) =

{
−lnx if x ̸= 0,

+∞ if x = 0

and

ϑ(x) =

{
0 if x = +∞,

e−x if x ∈ [0,+∞),

respectively. It is easy to check that (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair of the overlap function Oθ ϑ(x, y) =
xy.

Now, let the function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be defined by h(x) = x2+x
2 . It is obvious that θ ◦ h(x) =

−lnx2+x
2 . If there exists a function g such that (θ ◦ h, ϑ ◦ g) is an additive generator of Oθ ϑ(x, y) = xy,

then ϑ ◦ g(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y)) = ϑ ◦ g(−lnx2+x
2 − lny2+y

2 ) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Thus a simple calculation
leads to

g(−ln
x2 + x

2
− ln

y2 + y

2
) = −lnxy (7)

for each x, y ∈ [0, 1]. Let x = 1
2 and y = 1

2 . Then we have g(−ln 3
4 ) = ln4. Let x =

√
7−1
2 and y = 1.

Then we have g(−ln3
4 ) = −ln

√
7−1
2 , a contradiction.

Proposition 3.3 Let θ : [0, 1] → [0,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [0,+∞] → [0, 1] is a strictly decreasing function. If (θ, ϑ) is an additive generator pair
of the overlap function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x)+θ(y)), then (θ◦h, g◦ϑ) is also an
additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ when the function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] satisfies θ◦h(x) = cθ(x)+m with certain
constants c,m ∈ R, c > 0 and m ≥ 0 and, g : [0, ϑ(2m)] → [0, 1] is defined by g(x) = ϑ ◦ f−1 ◦ ϑ−1(x)
in which f : [0,+∞] → [0,+∞] is defined by f(x) = cx+ 2m with certain constants c,m ∈ R, c > 0 and
m ≥ 0.

Proof. It is enough to verify that g ◦ ϑ(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y)) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)). Indeed,

g ◦ ϑ(θ ◦ h(x) + θ ◦ h(y))
=g ◦ ϑ(c(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2m)

=ϑ ◦ f−1 ◦ ϑ−1 ◦ ϑ(c(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2m)

=ϑ(
c(θ(x) + θ(y)) + 2m− 2m

c
)

=ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)).

Therefore, (θ ◦ h, g ◦ ϑ) is an additive generator pair of Oθ,ϑ.
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Notice that we can give an analogous example to show that the analytical expression of θ ◦ h in
Proposition 3.3 should be θ ◦ h(x) = cθ(x) +m for any x ∈ [0, 1] generally.

From Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 2.1 we can deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 Let θ : [0, 1] → [−∞,+∞] be a function with both θ(x−) and θ(x+) existing for every
x ∈ [0, 1] and ϑ : [−∞,+∞] → [−∞,+∞] be a function. Then the bivariate function Oθ,ϑ : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1]
given by Oθ,ϑ(x, y) = ϑ(θ(x) + θ(y)) is an overlap function if and only if either the following five
statements

(1) θ is continuous and non-increasing;

(2) ϑ is continuous and non-increasing in [2θ(1),+∞];

(3) θ(x) = +∞ if and only if x = 0;

(4) For x ∈ [2θ(1),+∞], ϑ(x) = 0 if and only if x = +∞;

(5) For a given a ∈ (−∞,+∞), the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) θ(x) = a
2 if and only if x = 1;

(ii) For x ∈ [a,+∞], ϑ(x) = 1 if and only if x = a.

or the following five statements

(1) θ is continuous and non-decreasing;

(2) ϑ is continuous and non-decreasing in [−∞, 2θ(1)];

(3) θ(x) = −∞ if and only if x = 0;

(4) For x ∈ [−∞, 2θ(1)], ϑ(x) = 0 if and only if x = −∞;

(5) For a given a ∈ (−∞,+∞), the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) θ(x) = a
2 if and only if x = 1;

(ii) For x ∈ [−∞, a], ϑ(x) = 1 if and only if x = a.

hold.

4 Conclusions

The article mainly supplied the characterization of additive generator pairs of overlap functions
(Theorems 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3). In particular, the purpose of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 together with Propositions
3.2 and 3.3 was to give us analytical expressions of some transformations for additive generator pairs. It
regrets that we do not know whether the converses of both Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 are true.
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