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Based on the concept of limit of prefilters and residual implication, several notions in
fuzzy topology are fuzzyfied in the sense that, for each notion, the degree to which it
is fulfilled is considered. We establish therefore theories of degrees of compactness and
relative compactness, of closedness, and of continuity. The resulting theory generalizes
the corresponding “crisp” theory in the realm of fuzzy convergence spaces and fuzzy
topology.
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1. Introduction. Inmost papers and contributions to the theory of [0, 1]-topological
spaces, the considered properties (like compactness) are viewed in a crisp way, that is,
the properties either hold or fail. In [16], R. Lowen suggested that also the properties
should be considered fuzzy, that is, one should be able to measure a degree to which
a property holds. There are some papers dealing with such approaches. E. Lowen and
R. Lowen [11] consider compactness degrees, and in [19], measures of separation in
[0, 1]-topological spaces are investigated. In [17], Sostak developed a theory of com-
pactness degrees and connectedness degrees in [0, 1]-fuzzy topological spaces, and
developed, in [18], a theory of degrees of precompactness and completeness in the
so-called Hutton fuzzy uniform spaces. These latter theories are related to the present
work as they are explicitly based on a generalized inclusion (which is, however, not
resulting from a residual implication).

In this paper, we follow these ideas in a systematic way. Starting from the notion
of limit of a prefilter as defined in [15], we consider a semigroup operation * on
[0,1] which is finitely distributive over arbitrary joins and, therefore, has a right ad-
joint —, that is, a residual implication operator. In this way, a natural way of obtaining
truly fuzzy extensions of properties in fuzzy convergence spaces [12, 13] is to re-
place subsethood, a < b of two fuzzy sets a,b € [0,1]¥ by degrees of subsethood,
subset(a,b) = Nyex(a(x) — b(x)) [1]. Exploiting this idea leads to the theory con-
sidered in this paper. We extend some results of an earlier paper [10], where degrees
of closedness and degrees of compactness were studied and a theory of degrees of
continuity and of degrees of relative compactness is established. Note that stratified
[0,1]-topological spaces [5, 14] as well as Choquet convergence spaces [3] are fuzzy
convergence spaces [13], that is, our approach works also in this more special context.

2. Preliminaries. Throughout the paper, we consider fuzzy subsets with member-
ship values in the real unit interval [0, 1], that is, a,b,c,... € [0,1]X. We assume that
the reader is familiar with the usual definitions and notations in fuzzy set theory and
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fuzzy topology. We especially denote the pointwise extensions of the lattice opera-
tions A, Vv, and the order relation < from [0,1] to [0,1]¥ again by A, Vv, <, respec-
tively. Moreover, we write & for the constant function 0. Further we want to consider
an additional operation * : [0,1]x[0,1] — [0, 1] with the following properties:
@M ok (Bky) = (xxp)xy;

(I) ox*B=p*c;

(II) oxx1=cx;

(IV) B<y=>axB<axky;

(V) o Vaep Ba = Vaea (@ Br);
that is, * is a t-norm on [0,1] which is distributive over arbitrary joins. Standard
examples are the minimum o * 8 = x A 8, the product &t 8 = - B, or the Lukasiewicz
t-norm o B = T,y = (x+ f—1) v 0. Property (V) allows the definition of a residual
implication — defined by & — B:= \/{A | % A < B}.

LEMMA 2.1. Let X be a nonempty set and let a,b € [0,1]1%. Then

N\ (a(x) —b(x)) =\/{xe[0,1]| a(x)* x <b(x) Vx € X}. (2.1)

xeX

The proof is straightforward and therefore left to the reader.

LEMMA 2.2. The residual implication has the following properties (&, B,y, &, Br €
[0,1]; (A€ A)):

(i) y<a—Bifandonlyif y x x < f;

(i) x— B=1ifandonlyif x < B;

(iii) if sy thenx—-f<x—-yandy - x<fp - «;
(iv) (xAy) = (BAY) = a—B;

V) 0-x=1;

i) Aalea = B) = (Vaoa) = B;

(vii) Ax(ex— Ba) = ot — (AaBr);
(viii)) ok (x — B) < B;

(i) (x=B)*x(B—-y)<a—y;

(%) Axlea = Ba) = (Vaea) = (VaBa)-

PROOF. Many of the assertions are easy consequences of (i) and can be found, for
example, in [4]. We only prove (ix): we have axx ((&x — B) * (B8 — ¥)) = (x * (x —
B)x(B—y)<B*x(B—y)<y,by (viii). From (i) the claim follows. O

3. Fuzzy convergence spaces. A prefilter (see [15]) F on a € [0,1]¥ is a filter in
the lattice Fx(a) := {b € [0,1]¥X | b < a}, thatis, @ ¢ F+ @; f,g € F= frgeF
and Fx(a) 2 g = f € F = g € F. We denote the set of all prefilters on a by F(a)
and order this set by set inclusion. For F € F(a) we denote by c(F) = A fef Vyex f (X)
its characteristic value. A prefilter is called prime if whenever f v g € F then f € [
or g € F [15]. For example, the point prefilters [x1x] = {f € Fx(a) | f(x) = «} are
prime prefilters. We denote the set of all prime prefilters on a by F,(a). It is shown
in [15] that the set P(F) := {G € F,(a) | G = F} contains minimal elements and we
denote P, (F) := {G € P(F) | G minimal}. We call B C Fx(a) a prefilterbase if and only
if ¢ B+ andb,ceB= 3d e B, such that, d < b Ac. For a prefilterbase, we denote
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by [Bl, = [B] = {f € Fx(a) | 3b € B: b < f}, the generated prefilter. For b < a and
F € F(a) with fAb+ @ forall f € F,we put F,:={fAb| f €F}eF(b).For further
results concerning prefilters we refer the reader to [15].

A fuzzy convergence space [6, 12, 13] (a,lim) is a fuzzy set a € [0,1]* together

with a mapping lim: F(a) — Fx(a) subject to the conditions:
(PST) for all F € F(a) :imF = Agep,, (5 limG,
(F1p) for all F € Fp(a) : imF < c(F),
(F2p) forall F,G € Fy(a):F <G = 1imG < limF,

(C1) forall x eap, 0 < x<a(x):aly <lim[al,].

By reason of (PST), it is sufficient to define the mapping lim only for prime prefilters.
Standard examples for fuzzy convergence spaces are fuzzy topological spaces (X,A)
in the sense of R. Lowen [14] (i.e., stratified [0, 1]-topological spaces in the notation
of [5]) and Choquet limit spaces (X, T) [3].

For a fuzzy convergence space (a,lim) and b < a, we denote b := VbE[FE[Fp () ImF
its lim-closure [7].

If a € [0,11X and b € [0,1]Y we put mor(a,b) = {¢: X - Y | @(a) < b} and we
write @ : a — b for @ € mor(a,b). For ¢ < b, the inverse image @~ (c) of ¢ under
@ € mor(a,b) is defined by @~ (c)(x) = c(p(x)) ra(x) = p~L(c) ra(x), x € X.
For F € F(a), we define @ (F) as the prefilter on b generated by the prefilterbase
{@(f) | f €FLIf (alim?), (b,limh) are fuzzy convergence spaces then we call @ :
a — b continuous if and only if @ (lim?F) < limbcp([F) for all F € F,(a). The category
with fuzzy convergence spaces as objects and continuous mappings as morphisms is
denoted by FCS.

Let now (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b < a. We define on b the fuzzy convergence lim|,
induced by (a,lim),

lim|,F = lim[F] A b, (3.1)

and call (b,lim|,) a subspace of (a,lim) (cf. [6]).
If a* € [0,1]%, (A € A) and (a,limy) € |FCS| for all A € A, then we define the
product space ([Ta*, ™ —lim) putting for F € F([a®)

m—limF = [ [ limy pr, (F). (3.2)
AEA

For more details we refer to [6].

4. The degree of closedness of a fuzzy set. The definitions and results of this sec-
tion were already established in [10]. However, we propose the proofs of the proposi-
tions in a more systematical way making use of Lemma 2.2.

DEFFINITION 4.1. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b < a. We call

cl(b,(a,lim)) = cl(b) := A (limF(x) — b(x)), (4.1)

FeFp(a):belF,xeX

the degree of closedness of b in (a,lim).
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In [6], we called a fuzzy subset b < a of a fuzzy convergence space (a,lim) lim-
closed, if b € [ € [, (a) implies limFF < b. From Lemma 2.2(ii), it is immediately evident
that cl(b) = 1 if and only if b is lim-closed.

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let (a,lim) € [FCS| and let b,b*,c < a, (A € A). The following
holds:
(i) cl(bvc)=cl(b)Acl(c);
(i) cl(Areab) = Arencl(b);
(iii) cl(arx) =1 forall x € [0,1].

PROOF. (i) Put y := cl(b) Acl(c). Then y <limF(x) — b(x) forall b € F € F,(a),
xe€X,and y <limF(x) - c(x) forallce FeFy(a),x e X.If bvc € F € F,(a) then
without of generality b € [F; and hence, with Lemma 2.2(v), y < limF(x) — (bVvc)(x)
for every x € X. The arbitrariness of F € F,(a) finally yields y < cl(b Vv c).

(ii) Put y := Area cl(b?). Then for every F € Fp,(a) such that b* € F, for every x € X,
and for every A € A, we have y <limF(x) — b*(x). If now Aycp b* € F € Fp(a) then
b* € F for every A € A; by Lemma 2.2(vii), hence

y = /\ (imF(x) — b*(x)) =limF(x) — /\ b*(x). 4.2)
AEA AeA

From this the claim follows.
(iii) Its proof follows with condition (F1p) Section 3, as ¢ (F) < xforarx € F € F,(a)
and by Lemma 2.2(ii). O

Proposition 4.2 allows for a fuzzy convergence space (a,lim), via
o(b):=cl(Ch) (4.3)
(with Ch(x) := a(x) —b(x), x € X, the pseudocomplement of b with respect to a, cf.
[8]), the definition of a fuzzy [0, 1]-topology in the sense of [5, 17].

COROLLARY 4.3. Let (a,lim) € |FCS|. The following holds:

(i) the union of two lim-closed fuzzy sets is lim-closed;

(ii) the intersection of a family of lim-closed fuzzy sets is lim-closed;
(iii) a A « is lim-closed for every « € [0,1].

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let c < b < a. Then
cl(c,(b,lim|p)) = cl(c, (a,lim)). (4.4)

PROOF. Put y := cl(c,(a,lim)) and let F € F,(b) such that ¢ € F. Then ¢ € [[F] €
F,(a), thus for every x € X, we conclude with Lemma 2.2(iii) that

y <lim[F](x) — c(x) < (im[F](x) Ab(x)) — c(x) =lim|,F(x) — c(x). (4.5)

Hence by arbitrariness of F, we get y < cl(c, (b,lim|)). O

COROLLARY 4.5. Let (a,lim) € |[FCS| and let ¢ < b < a. If ¢ is lim-closed then c is
lim|p-closed.
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We end this section describing the degree of closedness for special operations .
For * = A we obtain, with Lemma 2.1,

d) =\/{«|limFAa<b VbeFeF,(a)l}; (4.6)
and for x = T},, the Lukasiewicz t-norm, we deduce from Lemma 2.1 that

d(b)=1-\{«|limF<b+a VbeFeF,(a)}. (4.7)

5. The degree of continuity of a mapping. We extend the notion of continuity of
a mapping @ :a — b.

DEFFINITION 5.1. Let (a,lim?), (b,lim”) € |FCS| and let @ : @ — b be a mapping.
Then

cont (@, (a,lim?), (b,lim?))
= cont(@) := A (m“F(x) — Hm’ @ (F) (p(x))) .1

FeFp(a),xeX
is called the continuity degree of @.
Obviously again it holds that @ is continuous if and only if cont(g) = 1.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let (a,lim%), (b,lim"), (¢,im®) € |FCS| and let ¢ : a — b and
Y :b —c. Then
cont(y o @) = cont(g) x cont(y). (5.2)

PROOF. Put ¢ :=cont(), €:=cont(y). If F € F,(a) and x € X then

5 <lim?F(x) — lim’ @ (F) (@ (x)),

€ <lim” @ (F) (@(x)) — Im g o @ (F) (wo(x)) o3

(with @ o @ (F) = ¢ (@ ([F))). It follows with Lemma 2.2(ix) that
Sk € <lim?F(x) — lim o @ (F) (yo@(x)), (5.4)
from which the claim follows. O

COROLLARY 5.3. Let (a,lim%), (b,lim?), (c,lim®) € |FCS| and let ¢ :a — b and y :
b — c.If @ and @ are continuous then so is Y o @.

COROLLARY 5.4. Let (a,lim?),(b,lim") € |FCS|; lim* > lim%; lim" < lim” and let
@:a—b. Then

cont (@, (a,lim?), (b,lim?)) < cont (g, (a,lim*), (b,lim")). (5.5)

PrROOF. This follows from the continuity of the identity mappings. O

PROPOSITION 5.5. Let (a,lim?), (b,limb) e |FCS|;c<a andlet @ :a — b. Then

cont (|, (c,lim*|.), ((p(c),limh lpe))) = cont (@, (a,lim?), (b,limh)). (5.6)
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PROOF. We have

cont(ple) = A (UM F(x) — Im” g, @ (F) (@(x)))
= A Um*Fl(x) Ac(x) — m? [@(H)](@(x)) A@e) (@(x)))

> (Hm“F (x) Ac(x) — Hm’ @ (F) (@(x)) A@(c) (@(x))).
(5.7)

By reason of Lemma 2.2(iii) and as @ (c)(@(x)) = c(x) the latter is

cont(@|.) = A (Am*F(x) Ac(x)) — (im?@(F) (@(x)) Ac(x))).  (5.8)

FeFp(a),xeX

From Lemma 2.2(iv) we finally deduce

cont(@|¢) = /\ (m“F(x) — Hm’ @ (F) (p(x))), (5.9)

FeFp(a),xeX

from which the claim follows. O

COROLLARY 5.6. Let (a,lim?), (b,limh) € |FCS|; c < a and let  : a — b be continu-
ous. Then also | : (c,lim%|.) — (qo(c),limhlq,(c>) is continuous.

PROPOSITION 5.7. Let (a,lim?), (lo,limb) € |[FCS|;e <band @ : a — b be a mapping.
Then

cl(@~(e)) = cl(e) x cont(g). (5.10)

PROOF. Let 6 := cl(e) and € := cont(). If F € Fy,(a), ¢~ (e) € F, x € X then
@ (@~ (e)) € @(F) and hence also e € @([F). Thus

5 <lim”@(F)(p(x)) — e(p(x)),

(5.11)
€ <lim*F(x) — lim? @ (F) (¢ (x)).
Finally by Lemma 2.2(ix), (vii) and as lim?F(x) < a(x), we deduce that
€x 0 <lim*F(x) — e(p(x))
=lim“F(x) — (e(@(x)) ra(x)) (5.12)
=lim?*F(x) — @~ (e)(x).
From this the claim follows. O

COROLLARY 5.8. Let (a,lim?), (b,limb) € |[FCS|; e <b and @ : a — b be a mapping.
(i) If @ is continuous then cl(p~(e)) = cl(e).
(ii) If @ is continuous and e is lim”-closed, then @~ (e) is lim*-closed.
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We again end this section describing the continuity degrees for special operations .
For * = A we obtain, with Lemma 2.1,

cont(p) = \/ {o € [0,11 | @ (Lim*F) A o < lim” @ (F) VF € Fp(a)}; (5.13)
and for * = T, we obtain, again with the help of Lemma 2.1,

cont(p) =1- A\ {B€[0,11] @(lim*F) <lim’@(F) + B VF € Fp(a)}. (5.14)

6. Degrees of compactness and of relative compactness. In this section, we ex-
tend the theory of relative compact subsets established in [2, 9] and repeat, sketching
new proofs, the theory of compactness degrees developed in [10] (which extends the
theory of compactness in fuzzy convergence spaces [6] and the theory of measures
of compactness in [0, 1]-topological spaces [11]). Some additional results concerning
compactness degrees are included.

DEFFINITION 6.1. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b < a. We call
(i) c(a) = c(a,lim) = /\[Fe[Fp(u)(c([F) — VyexlimF(x)) the compactness degree of
(a,lim),
(ii)) c(b) =c(b,lim|y) the compactness degree of b, and
(i) rc(b) =rc(b,(a,lim)) = Acr, a)per(€(F) = VyeximF(x)) the degree of rela-
tive compactness of b in (a,lim).

Clearly, (a,lim) is compact [6] if and only if c(a) = 1; and b is relatively compact in
(a,lim) [9] if and only if rc(b) = 1.

PROPOSITION 6.2. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b < a. Then c(b) <rc(b).

PROOF. LetF € F,(a) suchthatb € F. Then Fp, € F,,(b), c(Fp) = c(F), and [Fp] = F.
Hence we conclude that

cb)y= A (c([F) — \/11m|b[F(x)>

FEFp (b)
(6.1)
< /\ (C(U:h) ﬂ\/hmb[Fb(x)>
FeFp(a):belF X
and by Lemma 2.2(iii),
ch)=s A (c([F) — \/lim[F(x)) =rc(b). (6.2)
FEFp (a):bEF x O

COROLLARY 6.3. A compact fuzzy subset of a fuzzy convergence space is relatively
compact.

PROPOSITION 6.4. Let (a,lim) € |[FCS| and letc < b < a. Thenrc(b) <rc(c).
The proof is obvious.

COROLLARY 6.5. A fuzzy subset of a relatively compact fuzzy set is relatively com-
pact.
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PROPOSITION 6.6. Let (a,lim) € |[FCS| and let b < a. Then c(b) <rc(b).
PROOF. Combination of Propositions 6.2 and 6.4. O
COROLLARY 6.7. A fuzzy subset, whose lim-closure is compact, is relatively compact.

PROPOSITION 6.8. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let ¢ < b < a. Then rc(c, (a,lim)) <
rc(c, (b,lim|p)).

PROOF. Let [ € [F,(b) such that ¢ € F. Then ¢ € [F], € F,(a). From ¢ < b, we
deduce that lim[F],; < ¢ < b, hence lim|,F = b Alim[F],; = lim[F],, from which it
follows that

re(e, (b liml)) = A\ (a([ma>~\/11mma<x>)
celFeFy (b) X

(6.3)
=AY (c([F) — \/lim[F(x)) =rc(c, (a,lim)).

celFely(a) U

COROLLARY 6.9. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let ¢ < b < a. If ¢ is relatively compact in
(a,lim) then c is relatively compact in (b,lim|}).

PROPOSITION 6.10. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b,c < a. Then
(i) c(b)Ac(c) <c(bvc); and,
(ii) rc(b) Arc(c) <rc(bvc).

PROOF. The proof of (i) was already shown in [10] and can be deduced similarly
to (ii). We prove (ii). Let y := rc(b) Arc(c). Let further F € F,(a) such that bvc € F.
Then, without loss of generality, b € F; hence by definition of y and of rc(b)

y = c(F) — \/limF(x), (6.4)

from which the claim follows. O

COROLLARY 6.11. The union of two compact (resp., relatively compact) fuzzy sets is
compact (resp., relatively compact).

For the next proposition see also the related Proposition 3.4 in [10].
PROPOSITION 6.12. Let (a,lim) € |FCS| and let b < a. Then c(b) = c(a) xcl(b).

PROOF. Letd:=c(a)andn:=cl(b).IfFeF,(b)thenb € [F] € F,(a) and c([F]) =
c([F). Hence

§ <c(F) — \/lim[F](x), (6.5)

and for all x € X

n <lim[F](x) — b(x). (6.6)
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Hence, by Lemma 2.231), 6 * ¢(F) < V,lim[F](x); and for all x € X we have n *
Iim[F](x) < b(x). Thus it follows that

\/hm\b[F(x) \/(b(x)Alim[F](x))

> \/ ((n*1lim[F](x)) AlimF(x))

(6.7)
=\/ (n*lim[F](x))
X
>|<\/hm 1(x) = n*dxc(F).
Hence nx 6 < c(F) — \/, lim|,F(x). From this the claim follows. O

COROLLARY 6.13. (i) The compactness degree of alim-closed fuzzy subset of a fuzzy
convergence space is at least as high as the compactness degree of the whole space.
(ii) A lim-closed fuzzy subset of a compact fuzzy convergence space is compact.

The following result generalizes [10, Proposition 3.6].

PROPOSITION 6.14. Let (a,lim?), (b,lim”) € |FCS| andletp :a — b and ¢ < a. Then
(i) c(@(c)) = c(c) *cont(p);
(ii) rc(p(c)) =rc(c) *xcont().

PROOF. (i) Letfirstc = a and @(c) = b. For F € F, (b) with c(F) > 0 we have (cf. [6])
@~ (F) € F(a) and c(@~(F)) = c(F). Hence there exists G € F,(a), G = ¢~ (F) and
c(G) =c(@p(F)) = c(F) [6]. Clearly @ (G) = F. We conclude from Lemma 2.2(x) and
(ix) together with condition (F2p) Section 3 that

c(c) * cont(g) < (c([F) — \/lim“G(x)) * (/\(lim“((ﬁ(x) — limbcp(G)(q)(x)))>

< (c([F) — \/11m“(G(x)) * (\/lim“(G(x) — \/limb(p((G)((p(x)))
<c(F) — \/1im"@(G) (p(x))
<c(F) — \/hm (@(x))

< c(F) — \/lim"F(y).
y
(6.8)

Hence c(c) * cont(@) < c(@(c)). The general case follows from this with Proposition
5.5.
(ii) Its proof goes analogously to (i). O

COROLLARY 6.15. (i) The compactness degree of the image of a fuzzy set under a
continuous mapping is not smaller than the compactness degree of the fuzzy set.
(ii) The continuous image of a compact fuzzy set is compact.
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(iii) The degree of relative compactness of the image of a fuzzy set under a contin-
uous mapping is not smaller than the degree of relative compactness of the fuzzy set.
(iv) The continuous image of a relatively compact fuzzy set is relatively compact.

PROPOSITION 6.16 (Tychonoff). Leta® € [0,1]1%, (a®,lim,) € [FCS| (A € A) and let
b <[ljepa® and b* < a (A € A). The following holds.
(i) c(ITacaa™ = Arercla).
If Vx,ex, @t (xa) = %o > O for all A € A then equality holds.
(i) re(b, ([Taeaa®, w—1lim)) = Ayeare(pry (b)), (a’,lim,)).
(iii) rc([Taea bV, (ITaea a®, m=1im)) = Apepre(b?, (at,limy)).
If Vxyex, b (xa) = Bo > O for all A € A then equality holds.

PROOEF. (i) was proved in [10]. We prove (ii). The inequality rc(b) < A rc(pr, (b))
follows at once with the continuity of the pr,, by Proposition 6.14. On the other hand,
letF e I]:p(]_[aA), b € F.Thenpr, (b) € pr)(F) € [F,,(aA) forall A. Put y := A\ rc(pry(b)).
Then, for every A € A,

y =c(pra(P) — \/ limpr, (F)(x))

XAEX)
(6.9)
=c(FH)— \/ liinpr)\([F)(x)\)
XAEX)
and hence
y= A\ (c([F)—» \/ limprA([F)(x,\)) (6.10)
AEA x)EX) A
by Lemma 2.2(vii)
y<c®) — A\ '\ limpry(F)(xa). (6.11)
AEA X\ EX) A
As [0,1] is completely distributive we conclude
AV limpry(F)(xa) = \/  /\ Limpr,(F)(xa) (6.12)
AEA xpEX) A (xp)elTX) AeA A
and hence
y<cF)— \/ m-lmF((xa)). (6.13)
(xp)elTXa

AsFeF,(I1] a’), b e F was arbitrarily chosen, the claim follows.

The first part of (iii) follows from Proposition 6.4 and (ii) as pr, (] b*) < b, Under
the assumptions of the second part it even holds that pru(l_[b") = b¥ and hence we
have equality. |

COROLLARY 6.17. Let a® € [0,1]%, (a’,limy) € [FCS| (A € A) and let b < [[jep a®
and b < a® (A € A). The following holds:
(i) if every a® is compact then so is their product. IfVx,ex, ar(xy) = &g > 0 for all
A € A; then from the compactness of the product, the compactness of each
factor follows;
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(i) a fuzzy set b is relatively compact in ([Ta*, —lim) if and only if pry(b) is
relatively compact in (a*,lim,) for every A € A;

(ili) if b" is relatively compact in (a*,lim,) for every A € A, then [[b? is relatively
compact in ([Ta*,m—1lim). If \/y, cx, b (xa) = Bo > O for all A € A, then from
the relative compactness of [[ b* in ([Ta’, 7t —lim) the relative compactness of
each b in (a,limy) follows.

We conclude this section giving the compactness degrees and the degrees of relative
compactness for special operations *. In case * = A we get

c(a) = \/{(x lc(F)Ana < sul)?lim[F(x) VFe [F,,(a)},

(6.14)
rc(b) = \/{(x | ¢(F) A < suplimF(x) Vb €F € [Fp(a)};
xeX
and in case *x = T,, we compute with Lemma 2.1
c(a) = 1—\/{c([F) —suplimF(x) | F € [Fp(a)},
X
e 6.15)

rc(b) =1 —\/{c([F) —suplimf(x) | b€ F [F,,(a)}.

We mention without proof that in the case of a = 1y, (X,A) a fuzzy topological space,
the compactness degree for % = T, is just the degree of compactness in E. Lowen
and R. Lowen [11]. In this way, the compactness degrees here not only generalize the
theory of compactness in FCS but also generalize the theory of compactness degrees
in FTS, the category of fuzzy topological spaces.

7. Conclusions. The theory of “truly” fuzzy properties developed in this paper
relies mainly on the notion of residual implication with respect to the operation .
Hence it can easily be extended to more general situations, where the real unit interval
is, for example, replaced by a more general lattice L. We have only to make sure, that
the operation * : L X L — L then will still fulfill the properties (I), (Il), (III), (IV), and (V)
of Section 2 and that the residual implication — will fulfill the Lemma 2.2. For lattices
that are suitable for this direction of research, we refer the reader to [5].
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