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Interval-valued fuzzy sets are an extension of fuzzy sets and are helpful when there is not enough information to define a
membership function. This paper studies the behavior of a construction method for an interval-valued fuzzy relation built
from a fuzzy relation. The behavior of this construction method is analyzed depending on the used t-norms and t-conorms,
showing that different combinations of them produce a big variation in the results. Furthermore, a hybrid construction
method that considers weight functions and a smoothing procedure is also introduced. Among the different applications
of this method, the detection of edges in images is one of the most challenging. Thus, the performance of the proposal
in detecting image edges is tested, showing that the hybrid approach that combines weights and a smoothing procedure
provides better results than the non-weighted methods. Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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1. Introduction

Fuzzy logic was introduced by Zadeh in [1] as a solution to the need of representing certain properties that Boolean logic cannot deal
with. Fuzzy logic is a system of reasoning to work with information, which could be partially possible. This characteristic is modeled with
membership functions. Even though from a mathematical point of view, there is no problem with working with membership functions;
in practice, their definition often depends on the knowledge provided by an expert. According to Bustince [2], when the domain expert
does not have enough information to define the membership function, it is more appropriate to define the membership degree of
each element of a fuzzy set by an interval. This extension of fuzzy sets, known as interval-valued fuzzy sets, was introduced by Sambuc
in [3]. In this generalization, the membership degree is given by a closed subinterval of [0, 1].

Interval-valued fuzzy sets have been applied to many different domains such as medicine [4], decision-making [5] or image process-
ing [6]. More concretely, this kind of construction methods is often applied to the detection of edges in grey scale images, which has
its most important application in the medical field [7] and other branches of science [8]. The importance of image processing in several
areas is proven by the huge amount of studies devoted to this topic, where different problems with different tools are considered (see,
for instance, [9-12]).

The aim of this paper is twofold. First, it studied how the selection of different t-norms and t-conorms affects the construction of
interval-valued fuzzy relations from fuzzy relations. The study shows how the relation between t-norms and t-conorms can be linked to
the relation between the interval-valued fuzzy relations obtained from them. Second, a new construction method for interval-valued
fuzzy relations is proposed. This method is based on adding weights to make the points closer to the one studied, which has a greater
strength in the construction method than the ones that are not.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. The next section briefly presents some preliminary concepts. Section 3 details
the study related to the use of different t-norms and t-conorms. In Section 4, the weighted construction method is developed. Finally,
in Section 5, some experiments are presented, and in Section 6, the main conclusions of this work are highlighted.
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2. Preliminary concepts

This section is divided into three subsections. In the former, basic definitions about fuzzy sets are provided. In the second one, the
usual construction method of interval-valued fuzzy relations from fuzzy relations is explained. The last subsection is focused on the
application to image edge detection.

2.1.  Fuzzy sets

First of all, it is necessary to explain the basic concepts about fuzzy sets in order to understand the construction methods and results
described in the next sections. All these definitions can be found in a wide range of sources. A good reference, with detailed information,
is [13]. The first needed definition is the one of fuzzy set.

Definition 2.1
Let X be a set. A fuzzy set A in X is given by the membership function

A:X —[0,1].

A fuzzy set can be denoted by A = {(x, A(x))|x € X}. Furthermore, FS(X) denotes the set of all fuzzy sets in X.

Along this paper, fuzzy relations, which are a special case of fuzzy sets, deal with the information required in the construction. Fuzzy
relations are defined in the succeeding texts.

Definition 2.2
Let X and Y be two sets. A fuzzy relation R is a fuzzy seton X x Y.

Thus, a fuzzy relation can be denoted by R = {((x,y),R(x,y))|x € X,y € Y}, where R(x,y) € [0, 1] represents the degree of strength
of the relation between x and y. Furthermore, FR(X, Y) represents the set of all fuzzy relations in X x Y. Moreover, we can consider the
standard order in FR(X x Y):forany Ry, R, € FR(X,Y), we say that Ry < Ry iff Ri(x,¥) < Ra(x,¥), V(x,y) € X X Y.

When X and Y are finite universes, any fuzzy relation R in X x Y can be expressed in a matricial way.

All our developments are built around the concepts of triangular norms and conorms (t-norms and t-conorms, respectively). Both
definitions are presented in the next two results.

Definition 2.3
Afunction T : [0,1]> — [0, 1] is a t-norm if ¥x,y, z € [0, 1] satisfies

T1 Commutativity: T(x,y) = T(y, x),

T2 Associativity: T(x, T(y,2)) = T(T(x,y),2),

T3 Monotonicity: T(x,y) < T(x,z), whenevery < z,
T4 Neutral element: T(x, 1) = x.

Definition 2.4
Afunction S : [0, 1] — [0, 1] is a t-conorm if Vx, y,z € [0, 1] satisfies

S1 Commutativity: S(x,y) = S(y, x),
S2 Associativity: S(x, S(y,2)) = S(S(x,y),2),

S$3 Monotonicity: S(x,y) < S(x,z), whenevery < z,
S4 Neutral element: S(x,0) = x.

Both t-norms and t-conorms are an important part of the fuzzy theory, and it is usual to take pairs of t-norms and t-conorms, which
satisfy the next properties.

Definition 2.5
Given at-norm T and a t-conorm S,

e Sisthe dual t-conorm of T when

SLy)=1-T( —x,1—y),
e T isthe dual t-norm of S when

Txy)=1-S0—-x,1—y),

e T and S are duals if one of the two expressions in the aforementioned texts holds, since both of them are equivalent.

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015
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The next two definitions provide us a way to relate two t-norms (or t-conorms) with an order relation.

Definition 2.6

Let Ty, T> be two t-norms (respectively, t-conorms). T; is said to be lower than or equal to T, and it is denoted by T; < Ty, if and only if
Vx,y € 10,11, Ti(x,y) < Ta(x,y).

Definition 2.7

Let Ty, T, be two t-norms (respectively, t-conorms). T; is said to be strictly lower than T, and it is denoted by T; < T, if and only if
T1 < Tz and E]Xo,yo € [0, 1], such that T1 (Xo,yo) < T2(X0,y0).

There are some well-known t-norms and t-conorms, which can be found in several sources, like in [14]. The most usual t-norms and
t-conorms (dual pairs) are

o Tu(x,y) = min(x,y), o Su(x,y) = max(x,y),
o To(x,y) = xy, * e y) =x+y—xy,
o Ti(x,y) = max(x +y —1,0), e Si(x,y) =min(x +y,1),

where Ty, Tp, T (Sm, Sp, S) denote the t-norms (t-conorms) minimum (maximum), product and Lukasiewicz, respectively. It is known in
[14]thatT; < Tp < Tyyand Sy < Sp < §;.

There also exist t-norms and t-conorms families, from which most of the usual t-norms and t-conorms can be obtained depending
on the chosen parameters. The most known ones are Frank t-norms [15], Yager t-norms [16], Dombi t-norms [17] and Sugeno-Weber
t-norms [18,19].

To complete this subsection, the definition of interval-valued fuzzy sets is given, as it is the main tool used in the paper in order to
build the construction methods. This definition is an extension of the classical fuzzy sets given in Definition 2.1.

Definition 2.8
Given the set of all closed subintervals of [0, 1],

L([0,1]) = {[a ad]l(ai a,) € [0,1]* and a; < a,},
then A is an interval-valued fuzzy set in the set X when it is defined by the membership function
A:X — L([0,1]),

which can be decomposed as A = [A, Ay], where A, A, are fuzzy sets. An interval-valued fuzzy set can be denoted as A =
{AI(X), Au(¥)|x € X}.

In the same way as it has been done with the classical fuzzy sets, the definition of interval-valued fuzzy sets is extended to interval-
valued fuzzy relations.

Definition 2.9
Let X and Y be two sets. An interval-valued fuzzy relation R is an interval-valued fuzzy setin X x Y.

An interval-valued fuzzy relation can be denoted by R = {((x,y),R(x,¥))|x € X,y € Y}, where R(x, y) is the interval that measures the
degree of strength of the relation between x and y.

2.2. Construction method of interval-valued fuzzy relations

This construction method builds an interval-valued fuzzy relation, where the starting point is a fuzzy relation, as it has been previously
stated. This process is carried out with two constructors (lower and upper constructors) in order to obtain both sides of each interval
with the values of each new fuzzy relation. From this interval-valued fuzzy relation, another fuzzy relation is defined as the length of
each interval. This is the relation used to apply the method to generate fuzzy edge images.

Definition 2.10
Given two finite universes of natural numbers X = {0,1,...,P—1}andY = {0,1,...,Q— 1}, R € FR(X, Y), a fuzzy relation in X x Y, two

t-norms Ty, T, two t-conorms Sy, S; and n,m € N, such thatn < 2= and m < &1,

e the lower constructor associated to Ty, T, n and m is given as follows:

L7 1 FR(X,Y) — FR(X,Y), where

m

L™ [RI(x,y) = i=T"1_n (T2(R(x — i,y — ), R(x,¥))),

j=—m

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015
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e the upper constructor associated to Sy, S,, n and m is given as follows:
U™t FR(X,Y) — FR(X,Y), where

BRIRI0Y) = S (2RO —iy =), Ry,

j==m

V(x,y) € X x Y, wherei,j take values such that0 < x —i <P—1and0 <y —j < Q— 1, nand m indicate that the considered window
n
is a matrix of dimension (2n + 1) x 2m + 1) and ‘T1x,» =T(X1,....%Xn)-
i=

The specific subsets of the natural numbers X and Y are considered in the previous definition, because the main application taken
into account in this paper, of this method, is the edge image detection.

Definition 2.11
Let R be a fuzzy relation in X x Y, L7, [R] a lower constructor and U™ [R] an upper constructor, then R"™ defined by
1,12 122

RE 505,60 Y) = [T, [RI(, ), USTS, [RI(x, ) ]

forall (x,y) € X x Y is an interval-valued fuzzy relation in X x Y.

In the previous definition, when S; is the dual t-conorm of T;, the interval-valued fuzzy relation is just denoted by R?”]’Z’z'

After obtaining both lower and upper constructors from the initial fuzzy relation (Definition 2.10), and the interval-valued fuzzy
relation generated by them (Definition 2.11), the last step of the construction method is to obtain another fuzzy relation from such
interval-valued fuzzy relation. To do so, the next definition is given, where the length of each interval is used.

Definition 2.12
Let R be a fuzzy relation in X x Y and let L'T’;’T’Tz [R] and U’S’;’g2 [R] be its lower and upper constructors, respectively; for two t-norms T; and
T, and two t-conorms S; and S,, the W-fuzzy relation associated to them is given by the following:

W [RET, s,5,] 0y) = USRI ) — L7 [RI(x, y).

Definitions 2.10, 2.11 and 2.12 [6] establish the construction method procedure, as it is schematized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Non-weighted construction method algorithm.

Input: R € FR(X,Y),n,m € N, T;, T; t-norms, Sy, S, t-conorms
Output: W-fuzzy relation W € FR(X,Y)

1: Obtain the lower constructor L’T’;’,’}Z [R] associated to n,m, T; and T, (Def. 2.10)

2: Obtain the upper constructor Ug’;’l';z [R] associated to n,m, S; and S, (Def. 2.10)

3: Construct the interval-valued fuzzy relation R7;. ¢ ¢ from L7". and Ug"s (Def. 2.11)

4: Obtain the W-fuzzy relation W[Ry7. ¢ ¢ ] from R7T. ¢ ¢ (Def. 2.12)

2.3. The problem of edges detection in grey scale images

The application that will be studied in this paper is the detection of edges in grey scale images. The detection of edges in images has
one of its most important application in the medical field, where it can be used, for example, for brain tumor pattern recognition [7].

In order to adapt the previous construction method, it is necessary to explain how to deal with grey scale images and their
representation.

Definition 2.13
A grey scale image R whose dimensions are P x Q pixels is a fuzzy relation where the finite sets used are X = {0,1,...,P — 1} and
Y=1{01,...,Q—1}

This means that the grey scale images are represented by fuzzy relations. With this premise, all the construction methods can be
applied, and the outputs are the following:

e The lower constructor. It represents a darker version of the original image. Depending on the t-norms chosen, this image can be
more or less dark. In Figure 1, there is a representation of three lower constructors with different pairs of t-norms.

|
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Or_iginal imaggz

Figure 1. Comparison of lower constructors depending on the used t-norms, where Ty and Tp are the minimum and product t-norms, respectively.

Original image Us, s,, Uép,sp

Figure 2. Comparison of upper constructors depending on the used t-conorms, where Sy and Sp are the maximum and product t-conorms, respectively.

Original image WM, M| WP, P]

Figure 3. Comparison of W-fuzzy images depending on the used pairs of t-norms and t-conorms, where W[P, M] = U’S’;,',’;M —L;;'T’TM, and analogously for the others.

e The upper constructor. It represents a brighter version of the original image. Depending on the t-conorms chosen, this image can
be more or less bright. In Figure 2, there is a representation of three upper constructors with different pairs of t-conorms.

e The W-fuzzy edge image. It represents the difference of contrast between both constructors. The edges can be identified in this
image. In Figure 3, there is a representation of three W-fuzzy images with different pairs of t-norms and t-conorms.

Figures 1-3 highlight the fact that different t-norms and t-conorms cause a variation in the resulting lower constructor, upper con-
structor and W-fuzzy image, respectively. That is the reason to study, in the next section, certain properties that these relations keep
from the selected t-norms and t-conorms.

3. Influence of the chosen t-norms and t-conorms

As it has been said in the previous section, the construction method needs two t-norms and two t-conorms, and as Figures 1-3 show,
the selection affects the resulting interval-valued fuzzy relation. It seems a natural step to study how the relation between t-norms and
t-conorms can be reflected in the constructors, and therefore, in the interval-valued fuzzy relation.

This section studies how the relations between two t-norms (resp. t-conorms) are translated to the constructors. In addition, some
examples with the most usual t-norms (resp. t-conorms) are shown.

Proposition 3.1
Given four t-norms Ty, Tp, T¢, Ty, if Ty < Tp and T, < Ty, then

nm nm
Lir = Ln7,

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015
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Proof
Let R be any fuzzy relation in X x Y. Taking into account the t-norms monotony property,

m

L™ [RI(x,y) = ‘_'Fa (Te(Rx — i,y —j),R(x,y))) <
==
S;ﬁ (T4(R(x — i,y —j). R(x,))) <
==
= in (TaROx — i,y — ), R0, y))) = LET [RI(x, y).
j=—m

The same relation is satisfied for t-conorms as the next proposition states.

Proposition 3.2
Given four t-conorms S, Sp, Sc, Sa, if S < Sp and S. < Sy4, then

nm nm
Us,s. = Us,s,-

After these results about both lower and upper constructors, the next step is to analyze what happens with W-fuzzy relations.

Corollary 3.3
Given four pairs of dual t-norms and t-conorms (T, Sa), (T, Sb), (Te, S¢) and (T4, S4), where T, < T, and T, < Ty, and because of the
duality, S > Sp and S¢ > S4, then

WIRZ{'] > W[RZ:Z’ .

Proof
It is immediate, since

WRYT] (x,y) = UL [RI(x,y) — L7 [RI(x,y) > UL [RI(x,y) — L™ [RI(x,y) = W [RpT] (x.y)

forany (x,y) e X x Y. O

The last result is proven straightforwardly from the previous results about t-norms and t-conorms. Keeping this last corollary in mind,
it is possible to apply this to some particular cases with well-known t-norms and t-conorms, as it is shown in the next examples.

Example 3.4 (Minimum-maximum, product and Lukasiewicz)
Because T; < Tp < Ty and Sy < Sp < S;, the W-fuzzy relations are related as given in Figure 4, where W[M, P] denotes W [R%’}P] =
Usis,[R] — L7.7 [R] for any R € FR(X, y), and analogously for the others.

Furthermore, in order to see the results in the edge image detection, in Figure 5, these nine combinations of W-fuzzy relations are
shown for a grey scale image. It is easy to see that the results get reflected in this application. From this figure, it can be noted that the
use of certain t-norms and t-conorms builds an unclear W-fuzzy relation, like Lukasiewicz ones. This is the reason to skip them in the
carried out experimentation.

Example 3.5 (Frank t-norms [15])
Taking into account the definition of this family, with A € [0, co],

Tn(x,y), ifA =0,
- Tr(X, ), ifA=1,
TGy =1 1,(x,y), if A = oo,

log (1 + %) , in other case,

W[M.M]
— —~
WI[P,M] WI[M,P]
\ /
WILM] WIP,P] WIM.L]
wie T wey
WIL.L]

Figure 4. Relationships between the different W-fuzzy relations depending on t-norms and t-conorms.

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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Figure 5. W-fuzzy edge images obtained by the combination of minimum-maximum, product and Lukasiewicz t-norms and t-conorms.

Smx,y), ifA =0,
. Sp(x,y), ifA=1,
S}L(le) = SL(X,y), |fA = o0,

1—logy (1 + W) , in other case,
and given 41,45, A3, A4 such that A1 > A, and A3 > A4, then

F F F F
=Ty, S Z5,
F F F F
Ta=Th  Si =5,
and therefore, L”F’" = L’;F’" i, and U”'"SF U;’F’" . .Asaresult, W [A5, A5] < WAL, Af].
These results can also be adapted to other famllles oft norms and t-conorms like Yager, Dombi or Sugeno-Weber families.

All these results provided in this section are useful for choosing the right combination of t-norms and t-conorms depending on the
purpose of the study, as the greater the value of the W-fuzzy image, the brighter the pixels in the image, and therefore, affecting the
appearance of the edges in such image.

4. Weighted construction method

In the method developed by Barrenechea et al. [6] for each element of the relation, a centered window in that element is considered.
Window dimension depends on natural numbers n and m, which are the parameters in both constructors.

This new approach tries to make that the closer the value to the center of the window, the greater the importance that it takes in the
definition of the constructors. This goal is useful, as the detection of an edge must be more related to the pixels that are closer to the
central one, and that is the main objective of this section: to develop a method to capture this reasoning.
_____________________________________________________________________________________________|]
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In other words, our goal is to obtain the final lower and upper constructors, which are obtained by weighting the original lower and
upper constructors given in Definition 2.10 by means of weights, in such a way that the smaller windows have more strength in the
definition. Formally,

Definition 4.1

Given two finite universes of natural numbers X = {0,1,...,P—1}and Y = {0,1,...,Q— 1}, R € FR(X,Y) a fuzzy relation in X x Y, two
t-norms T;, T, two t-conorms Sy, S, and n,m € N such thatn < 2= — .,max(n, m), we can consider the
two fuzzy relations L'[R] and U'[R] defined by

LIRIy) = L™ O™ Rlx, )
and
VIRI(x,y) = U5 O™ R, ).
The next step has to be to weight these values in an appropriate way. Thus, we obtain the final lower and upper constructors
associated to any fuzzy relation R € FR(X x Y) as follows:

k

LRIxy) = > _wil'[Rl(x,y) and U[Rl(x,y) = Zw,u'[Rl(x y),

i=1 i=1

where k denotes the maximum of n and m.

Finally, it is necessary to determine the weights w; such that they satisfy w; > w;4.1, so the smaller windows have more strength. The
weights proposed in this paper are based on assigning a different value to each point in the window. We have considered the following
three cases:

e Average of the k windows,

Sw=t
wi=---=wee(01),i=1,...,k

which leads us to the weights

e An equidistant version of the weights with a constant increase given in the next restrictions

k
ZW,'= 1,

i=1

wie(0,1), i=1,...k
Wi — Wit :C, i= 1,...,k—1,
wy =G,

where C € (0, 1) is a constant. With some calculation, the expression of the weights is reached as follows:
Wk — W =C = Wy =2C= -+ = wy—; = (i + 1)C,

and applying it on the first condition

k—1

k k—1 k—1
1= wi=> wi=)» ((+1)C=CY (i+1)= c@.

i=1 i=0 i=0 i=0
Hence, C = Wﬂ_” and the weights are
Wk—iZ%, i=0,...,k—1,
or equivalently,
i=%, i=1...k Q)

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015
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e A constant relation between two consecutive weights, given N € N\ {1}

w;€(0,1), i=1,...,k
W,'/W,'J,.] = N, i = 1,...,k— 1,
wy = C,
where C € (0,1) is a constant. From these conditions, it follows that w; = N<C for all i. Thus, after some calculations, the

expression of the weights is reached as follows:

1= k —ckNk—"—ck_1/\/"—cl\lk_1 c= N1

S W= OQNT =Y N = 2 O 2
i=1 i=1 i=0

N—-1

Nk—1"

Note that the bigger the value of N, the greater the importance on the central pixels. Moreover, note that the case N = 1 is not
considered, because in that case, the weights are selected according to the average of the k windows method.

:}Wi:Nk_i i:1,...,k-

Once the values of the weights are calculated, and therefore, both lower and upper constructors, the remaining steps of the method
in Section 2 (Definitions 2.11 and 2.12) must be applied in order to get the new interval-valued fuzzy relation and the W-fuzzy relation.

It should be noted that the fact of using weights causes the appearance of some values very close to 0 or 1, but not the own value.
The reason is that the use of the biggest windows can make a little influence in such value. To avoid this situation, a smoothing step is
used such that the final W-fuzzy edge image W is modified with some cut point @ € (0,0.5).

Given W a fuzzy relation, the smoothing step with cut point « € (0, 0.5) is carried out as follows:

1. If W(x,y) < «, then its value is modified such that W*(x,y) = 0.
2. If W(x,y) > 1 —«, then its value is modified such that W% (x,y) = 1.
3. For the remaining values in the closed interval [, 1 — ], they are expanded to the closed interval [0, 1], keeping the original

proportion :

1 -2«

W(x,y) — W¥(x,y) = 05 + (W(x,y) — 0.5).

The reason to take values in the interval (0, 0.5) lies in the fact that when & — 0, the smoothing step leads us to the method without
such step, as sets of points modified by parts 1 and 2 of it tend to the empty set. Meanwhile, the remaining values get the modification

W*(x,y) = 0.5 +

(W(x,y) —0.5) —— 0.5+ l(W(X,y) —0.5) = W(x,y).
1—-2«x a—0 1

If the value « is greater or equal to 0.5, it would make no sense to apply the smoothing step, as there would be pixels whose value must
be changed to 0 (step 1) and to 1 (step 2) at the same time.

Algorithm 2 Weighted construction method algorithm.
Input: R € FR(X,Y),n,m € N, T, T, t-norms, S;, S, t-conorms, N € N, « € (0,0.5)
Output: W-fuzzy relation W € FR(X,Y)

1: Fixk = max(n, m)
: Obtain L'[R] associated ton,m, Ty and T, Vi = 1,. ..,k (Def. 4.1)
: Obtain U'[R] associated ton,m,S;and S, Vi = 1,. ..,k (Def. 4.1)
: Obtain weights w; fori = 1, ..., k, with the method assigned ((1), (2) or (3))
: Calculate the lower and upper constructors as follows:

k

k
LIRIqy) = Y wil'[Rl(x,y) and URI(x,y) = ) wiU'[R](x,y)

i=1 i=1

v A W N

6: Construct the interval-valued fuzzy relation Ry s s from Land U (Def. 2.11)
7: Obtain the W-fuzzy relation W [R). ¢ o, ] from RY™. ¢ ¢ (Def. 2.12)
8: Calculate W from W with the smoothing step defined by the cut point «

The scheme of the weighted method with the smoothing step is shown in Algorithm 2. In order to obtain the weighted method
without the smoothing step, point 8 of Algorithm 2 is skipped, where W = W,,.

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015




P.QUIROS ETAL.

|

In the experimentation carried out in the next section, the influence of «, along with the comparison of this new approach with the
non-weighted one, is analyzed with a grey scale database.

5. Experiments

In this section, the weighted method is compared with the one introduced in [6]. To do that, a grey scale images database has been
considered. These grey scale images were obtained from the Berkeley Segmentation Dataset [20]. This database contains original
images and its corresponding edge images, which are used as the base to the comparison between all the methods of study.

The first 25 images from the test set were selected, whose dimensions are 481 x 321 (or 321 x 481) pixels. The t-norms and t-conorms
selected for this study are the standard ones (Minimum-Maximum), as the goal of this experimentation is to check if the weighted
method outperforms the non-weighted one under the same conditions.

The studied situations in this experimentation are as follows:

e Non-weighted method withn = m = 1 (windows of size 3 x 3) (NW1).
e Non-weighted method with n = m = 2 (windows of size 5 x 5) (NW2).
e Weighted method with the combination of

- Methods to obtain weights: average (A), equidistant method (I) and constant relation method with N = 2,3,4,5 (Il lll, IV, V).
— Numberofterms: k = 2,k = 3 ork = 4 terms (2,3,4).
- Smoothing step parameter value: o € {0,0.05,0.1,...,0.4,0.45}.

Note that the equidistant method with 2 terms and the constant relation method with N = 2 with 2 terms too are the same. The
non-weighted selected situations are the ones that obtain the best results (as it has been proven in [6]), and that is the reason to select
these window sizes. In Figure 6, some of the W-fuzzy images obtained for each one of the test images are given.

Each edge image is compared with the one given by the source. To make such comparison, for each image, a value is assigned.
Let S be the edge image given in [20] and let M be the one obtained by our method; the value assigned to M is given by the
following expression:

1
v = 15 ngy M) = Sy)l,

where #(X x Y) represents the number of pixels of the image.

Original image

Figure 6. Comparison of W-fuzzy images depending on the experimental parameters, where two non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2), and /Il X 3, IV x 2 and
V x 2 without smoothing step and with @ = 0.2 are shown.
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Notice that this value v(M) is in fact the normalized Hamming distance between M and the edge image S (see, for instance, [13]),

because fuzzy relations are just fuzzy sets of X x Y.
The parameter « that defines the smoothing step is an important factor that must be taken into account when comparing the results.

In Figure 7, five representations of an image with different values of « are presented.
To summarize the results obtained, the mean of the value v(M) for all the selected 25 images is calculated for each method. Obviously,

the smaller mean value provides the best result.

Original image Without smoothing Il x 2 with o =0.1

Figure 7. Comparison of W-fuzzy images depending on the parameter o, where it used the constant relation method to obtain the weights with two terms
(I x 2).

P PR Y I 1 )

Figure 8. (a) Non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2) and weighted methods with average weights (A). (b) Non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2) and weighted
methods with equidistant weights (1).

018 0.18 . T
—o—NW1 —e—NW1

b o e e e m e — e — — e — o — = e | — 4 NW2 PRI PR PR N1
l1x2

0.16 === [lIx3

—o—Ilix4

Figure 9. (a) Non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2) and weighted methods with constant relation weights for N = 2 (ll). (b) Non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2)
and weighted methods with constant relation weights for N = 3 (lll).

Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.



P. QUIROS ETAL.

T T 018 .
—e—NW1 ——NW1
i i T e P o R N\ b m o  m b m m e —d — — = = 4= = = (- NW2
Vx2 Vx2
0.16 —an VX3 [ 4 016 —-- VX3
—v—IVx4 v—Vx4
0.14 0.14
012 }‘« 012
% N\
‘o
> N >
\, RN
X, N\,
otf N, 4 o1f S
N,
. ™,
", R
~Q~ f.’w
0.08 S 0.08 R
., N,
e B
o e,
0.06 P, 0.06 .
L — - e e
0.04 0.04
o 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 025 03 0.35 04 045 o 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 03 0.35 0.4 0.45
alpha alpha

Figure 10. (a) Non-weighted methods (NW1, NW2) and weighted methods with constant relation weights for N = 4 (IV). (b) Non-weighted methods (NW1,
NW?2) and weighted methods with constant relation weights for N = 5 (V).

Figures 8-10 provide the mean values of v(M) obtained for each method, where X and Y axes represent the value « of the smoothing
step and the mean value obtained for that method, respectively.

From the results shown in Figures 8-10, all the methods, but one in the first graphic, always obtain better results than the non-
weighted method with m = n = 2 (NW2). Meanwhile, the other non-weighted method where m = n = 1 (NW1) is also improved
by every combination of type of weights and number of terms, from an « value onwards. Depending on the method analyzed, this o
value can be further or closer to 0, as it can be observed in the graphics.

These results prove that this new method, where weights are added to the construction method, overcomes the one without its use,
as long as the smoothing step is applied with a big enough « value.

6. Conclusions

This paper presents a method to construct interval-valued fuzzy relations where the starting point is a fuzzy relation. The method is
based on introducing weights to make that the closer the value to the point under study, the greater the importance that it takes
in the definition of the constructors. The behavior of this construction method has been analyzed depending on the combination of
t-norms and t-conorms used to define the interval, showing that different combinations of t-norms (resp. t-conorms) produce divergent
outputs. In addition to that, it has been proven that some relations that hold between two t-norms (resp. t-conorms) are transferred to
the constructors that shape the method, and therefore, the final edge detection also depends on it.

Finally, a smoothing process is also considered in order to erase small variations in the extremes produced by the biggest window
with small weights. Through the experimentation, it is shown that the hybrid approach, which combines both weights and the smooth-
ing step, provides better results than the non-weighted methods, where the parameter of the smoothing step depends on the type of
weights and number of terms.

Acknowledgements

This work has been partially supported by MEC and FEDER Grant TEC2012-38142-C04-04 and by UNOV-13-EMERG-GIJON-10 grant from
University of Oviedo.

References

. Zadeh L. Similarity relations and fuzzy orderings. Information Sciences 1971; 3:177-200.

. Bustince H. Interval-valued fuzzy sets in soft computing. International Journal of Computational Intelligence Systems 2010; 3(2):215-222.

. Sambuc R. Fonctions ®-floues. Application I'Aide au diagnostic en patholologie thyroidienne, Ph.D. Thesis, Univ. Marseille, Marseille, 1975.

. Ahn JY, Han KS, Oh SY, Lee CD. An application of interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets for medical diagnosis of headache. International Journal of

Innovative Computing, Information and Control 2011; 7(5B):2755-2762.

5. Chen SM, Yang MW, Yang SW, Sheu TW, Liau CJ. Multicriteria fuzzy decision making based on interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Expert Systems
with Applications 2012; 39(15):12085-12091.

6. Barrenechea E, Bustince H, De Baets B, Lopez-Molina C. Construction of interval-valued fuzzy relations with application to the generation of fuzzy
edge images. IEEE Transactions on fuzzy systems 2011; 19:819-830.

7. Rulaningtyas R, Ain K. Edge detection for brain tumor pattern recognition. Instrumentation, Communications, Information Technology, and Biomedical
Engineering (ICICI-BME) 2009; 3:1-3.

8. Buades A, Coll B, Morel JM. A review of image denoising algorithms, with a new one. Multiscale Modeling & Simulation 2005; 4(2):490-530.

9. Amadori AL, Vazquez JL. Singular free boundary problem from image processing. Mathematical Models & Methods in Applied Sciences 2005;

15(5):689-715.

A WN =

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015



P.QUIROS ETAL.
I ——

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20.

Bonnard B, Cots O. Geometric numerical methods and results in the contrast imaging problem in nuclear magnetic resonance. Mathematical Models
& Methods in Applied Sciences 2014; 24(1):187-212.

Muszkieta M. Optimal edge detection by topological asymptotic analysis. Mathematical Models & Methods in Applied Sciences 2009; 19(11):
2127-2143.

Tinsley Oden J, Hawkins A, Prudhomme S. General diffuse-interface theories and an approach to predictive tumor growth modeling. Mathematical
Models & Methods in Applied Sciences 2010; 20(3):477-517.

Klir GJ, Wheeler B. Fuzzy Sets and Fuzzy Logic. Prentice Hall: New Jersey, Dordrecht, Netherlands, 1995.

Klement EP, Mesiar R, Pap E. Triangular Norms. Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2000.

Frank MJ. On the simultaneous associativity of F(x,y) and x 4+ y + F(x, y). Aequationes mathematicae 1979; 19:194-226.

Yager RR. On a general class of fuzzy connectives. Fuzzy Sets and Systems 1980; 4:235-242.

Dombi J. A general class of fuzzy operators, the De Morgan class of fuzzy operators and fuzziness measures induced by fuzzy operators. Fuzzy Sets
and Systems 1982; 8:149-163.

Sugeno M. Theory of fuzzy integrals and its applications, Ph.D. Thesis, Tokyo Institute of Technology, Tokyo, 1974.

Webber S. A general concept of fuzzy connectives, negations and implications based on t-norms and t-conorms. Fuzzy Sets and Systems 1983;
11:115-134.

Martin D, Fowlkes C, Tal D, Malik J. A database of human segmented natural images and its application to evaluating segmentation algorithms and
measuring ecological statistics. Proceedings of 8th International Conference on Computer Vision, Canada: Vancouver, Vol. 2, 2001, 416-423.

Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2015




	A hybrid construction method based on weight functions to obtain interval-valued fuzzy relations
	Introduction
	Preliminary concepts
	Fuzzy sets
	Construction method of interval-valued fuzzy relations
	The problem of edges detection in grey scale images

	Influence of the chosen t-norms and t-conorms
	Weighted construction method
	Experiments
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




