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1 Introduction

In a series of papers, part of which written together with Prof. Beloslav Riečan, the
concept of “substraction” operation over an Intitionistic Fuzzy Set (IFS, see [1]), was
introduced for the first time (see, [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]).

In the first two papers [5, 6], we offered direct definitions of subtractions. Later,
an approach providing a series of definitions was introduced and 67 different instances
of the “substraction” operation were constructed and their properties were studied.
B. Riečan participated actively in this research [7, 8].

Now, a new approach to defining different “substraction” operations is constructed
and some of the basic properties of the derived new instances will be studied.

2 Some preliminary results

Up to now, different operations have been defined over IFS. Let

A∗ = {〈x, µA(x), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E},

where the functions µA : E → [0, 1] and νA : E → [0, 1] stand for the degrees of
membership and non-membership of the element x from a fixed universe E to the set
A ⊂ E, respectively, and every x satisfies that: 0 ≤ µA(x) + νA(x) ≤ 1.

Let for every x ∈ E:
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πA(x) = 1− µA(x)− νA(x).

Therefore, function π determines the degree of uncertainty.
Below, for brevity, we write A instead of A∗. When the IFSs A and B are given,

we can construct the IFS A − B. The currently existing forms of this operation are
given below. The first two forms are taken, respectively, from [5] and [6] and we will
denote them as BR1 and BR2:

A−BR1 B = {〈x, µA−B(x), νA−B(x)〉|x ∈ E},

where

µA−B(x) =



µA(x)− µB(x)
1− µB(x) , if µA(x) ≥ µB(x) and νA(x) ≤ νB(x)

and νB(x) > 0
and νA(x)πB(x) ≤ πA(x)νB(x)

0, otherwise

and

νA−B(x) =



νA(x)
νB(x) , if µA(x) ≥ µB(x) and νA(x) ≤ νB(x)

and νB(x) > 0
and νA(x)πB(x) ≤ πA(x)νB(x)

1, otherwise

and

A−BR2 B = {〈min(µA(x), νB(x)),max(µB(x), νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}.

In some definitions below, we use functions sg and sg, defined by

sg(x) =

 1 if x > 0

0 if x ≤ 0
, sg(x) =

 0 if x > 0

1 if x ≤ 0

The next definitions of instances of the “substraction” operation are based on the
well-known formula from set theory:

A−B = A ∩ ¬B

where A and B are given sets. In the IFS case, if the IFSs A and B are given, we
define the following versions of “substraction” operation:

A−′i B = A ∩ ¬iB, and A−′′i B = ¬i¬iA ∩ ¬iB,

where i = 1, 2, . . . , 34.
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Of course, for every two IFSs A and B, it is valid that

A−′1 B = A−′′1 B,

because the first negation will satisfy the Law of Excluded Middle, but in the other
cases this equality is not valid.

All new subtractions are given in Table 1.

Table 1: List of intuitionistic fuzzy subtractions.

−′1 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′2 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(µB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′3 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),

max(νA(x), µB(x).νB(x) + µB(x)2)〉|x ∈ E}
−′4 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),max(νA(x), 1− νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′5 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(νA(x), sg(1− νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′6 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′7 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′8 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′9 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(µB(x))),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′10 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),max(νA(x), 1− νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′11 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(νB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′12 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x).(µB(x) + νB(x))),

max(νA(x), µB(x).(νB(x)2 + µB(x) + µB(x).νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′13 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− µB(x))),

max(νA(x), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′14 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(νB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′15 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(νA(x), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′16 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(µB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′17 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(1− νB(x))),max(νA(x), sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′18 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x), sg(µB(x))),

max(νA(x),min(µB(x), sg(νB(x))))〉|x ∈ E}
−′19 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x), sg(µB(x))), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−′20 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−′21 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x), sg(µB(x))),

max(νA(x),min(µB(x), sg(1− µB(x))))〉|x ∈ E}
−′22 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x), sg(µB(x))), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−′23 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−′24 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(νA(x),min(1− νB(x), sg(νB(x))))〉|x ∈ E}
−′25 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x), sg(1− νB(x))), νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−′26 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),

max(νA(x), µB(x).νB(x) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′27 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)),

max(νA(x), µB(x).(1− µB(x)) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
Continued on next page
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Table 1 – continued from previous page
−′28 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),

max(νA(x), (1− νB(x)).νB(x) + sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′29 {〈x,min(µA(x),max(0, µB(x).νB(x) + sg(1− νB(x)))),

max(νA(x), µB(x).(µB(x).νB(x)
+sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′30 {〈x,min(µA(x), µB(x).νB(x)),
max(νA(x), µB(x).(µB(x).νB(x)
+sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′31 {〈x,min(µA(x), (1− µB(x)).µB(x) + sg(µB(x))),
max(νA(x), µB(x).((1− µB(x)).µB(x)
+sg(µB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′32 {〈x,min(µA(x), (1− µB(x)).µB(x)),
max(νA(x), µB(x).((1− µB(x)).µB(x)
+sg(µB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′33 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x).(1− νB(x)) + sg(1− νB(x))),
max(νA(x), (1− νB(x)).(νB(x).(1− νB(x))
+sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′34 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x).(1− νB(x))),
max(νA(x), (1− νB(x)).(νB(x).(1− νB(x))
+sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′1 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′2 {〈x,min(sg(µA(x)), sg(µB(x))),

max(sg(µA(x)), sg(µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′3 {〈x,min(µA(x).νA(x) + µA(x)2, νB(x)),

max(νA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + µA(x)2) + νA(x)2,
µB(x).νB(x) + µB(x)2)〉|x ∈ E}

−′′4 {〈x,min(1− νA(x), νB(x)),max(νA(x), 1− νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′5 {〈x,min(sg(1− νA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(sg(1− νA(x)), sg(1− νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′6 {〈x,min(sg(µA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(sg(1− νA(x)), sg(µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′7 {〈x,min(sg(1− µA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(sg(1− νA(x)), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′8 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)),max(1− µA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′9 {〈x,min(sg(µA(x)), sg(µB(x))),max(sg(µA(x)), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′10 {〈x,min(sg(νA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(νA(x), 1− νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′11 {〈x,min(sg(νA(x)), sg(νB(x))),

max(sg(νA(x)), sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′12 {〈x,min(µA(x).(νA(x)2 + µA(x) + µA(x).νA(x)).(µA(x).(νA(x)2

+µA(x) + µA(x).νA(x)) + (νA(x).(µA(x) + νA(x)))),
νB(x).(µB(x) + νB(x))),
max(νA(x).(µA(x) + νA(x)).(µA(x)2.(νA(x)2 + µA(x)
+µA(x).νA(x))2 + νA(x).(µA(x) + νA(x))) + µA(x).νA(x)
.(νA(x)2 + µA(x) + µA(x).νA(x)).(µA(x) + νA(x)),
µB(x).(νB(x)2 + µB(x) + µB(x).νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

Continued on next page
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Table 1 – continued from previous page
−′′13 {〈x,min(sg(1− µA(x)), sg(1− µB(x))),

max(sg(1− µA(x)), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′14 {〈x,min(sg(1− µA(x)), sg(νB(x))),

max(sg(νA(x)), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′15 {〈x,min(sg(1− µA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(sg(1− νA(x)), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′16 {〈x,min(sg(µA(x)), sg(µB(x))),

max(sg(µA(x)), sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′17 {〈x,min(sg(νA(x)), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(sg(νA(x)), sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′18 {〈x,min(µA(x), sg(νA(x)), νB(x), sg(µB(x))),

max(min(νA(x), sg(µA(x))),min(µB(x), sg(νB(x))))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′19 {〈x, 0, 0〉|x ∈ E}
−′′20 {〈x, 0, 0〉|x ∈ E}
−′′21 {〈x, µA(x).sg(1− µA(x)),

max((1− µA(x)).sg(µA(x)),min(µB(x),
sg(1− µB(x))))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′22 {〈x,min(µA(x).sg(µA(x)), 1− µB(x), sg(µB(x))), 0〉|x ∈ E}
−′′23 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)), 0〉|x ∈ E}
−′′24 {〈x,min(1− νA(x), sg(νA(x)), νB(x), sg(1− νB(x))),

max(νA(x).sg(1− νA(x))),min(1− νB(x), sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−′′25 {〈x, 0, 0〉|x ∈ E}
−′′26 {〈x,min(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− µA(x)), νB(x)),

max(νA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− µA(x))) + sg(1− νA(x)),
µB(x).νB(x) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′27 {〈x,min(µA(x), 1− µB(x)),
max(((1− µA(x)).µA(x)) + sg(µA(x)),
µB(x).(1− µB(x)) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′28 {〈x,min((1− νA(x)).νA(x) + sg(νA(x)), νB(x)),
max((1− (1− νA(x)).νA(x))− sg(νA(x))).((1− νA(x)).νA(x)
+sg((1− νA(x)).νA(x) + sg(νA(x))),
(1− νB(x)).νB(x) + sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′29 {〈x,min((µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(1− µA(x)))
.(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(1− µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x)
+sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(1− µA(x))), µB(x).νB(x)
+sg(1− νB(x))),max((µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x))).((µA(x)
.(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(1− µA(x))).(µA(x).νA(x)
+sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(1− µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x)))
−sg(1− µA(x)))) + sg(1− µA(x).νA(x)− sg(1− νA(x))), µB(x)
.(µB(x).νB(x) + sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′30 {〈x,min(((µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(1− µA(x)))
.µA(x).νA(x)), µB(x).νB(x)),
max(µA(x).νA(x).((µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− νA(x)))
+sg(1− µA(x))).µA(x).νA(x) + sg(1− µA(x).(µA(x).νA(x)
+sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(1− µA(x)))) + sg(1− (µA(x).νA(x))),
µB(x).(µB(x).νB(x) + sg(1− νB(x))) + sg(1− µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

Continued on next page
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Table 1 – continued from previous page
−′′31 {〈x,min((1− (1− µA(x)).µA(x)− sg(µA(x))).((1− µA(x))

.µA(x) + sg(µA(x))) + sg(((1− µA(x)).µA(x) + sg(µA(x)))),
(1− µB(x)).µB(x) + sg(µB(x))),
max(((1− µA(x)).µA(x) + sg(µA(x))).((1− (1− µA(x)).µA(x))
−sg(µA(x)).((1− µA(x)).µA(x) + sg(µA(x))) + sg((1− µA(x))
.µA(x) + sg(µA(x)))) + sg(1− (1− µA(x)).µA(x)− sg(µA(x))),
µB(x).((1−µB(x)).µB(x)+sg(µB(x))) + sg(1−µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′32 {〈x,min((1− (1− µA(x)).µA(x)).(1− µA(x)).µA(x),
(1− µB(x)).µB(x)),
max(((1−µA(x)).µA(x).((1− (1−µA(x)).µA(x)).(1−µA(x))
.µA(x) + sg((1− µA(x)).µA(x))) + sg(1− (1− µA(x)).µA(x))),
µB(x).((1−µB(x)).µB(x)+sg(µB(x)))+sg(1−µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′33 {〈x,min(((1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x)) + sg(1−νA(x)))
+sg(νA(x))).(1− (1− νA(x)).(νA(x).(1− νA(x))
+sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(νA(x))) + sg(1− (1− νA(x))
.(νA(x).(1− νA(x)) + sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(νA(x))),
νB(x).(1− νB(x)) + sg(1− νB(x))),
max((1− (1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x)) + sg(1− νA(x)))
−sg(νA(x))).(((1− νA(x)).(νA(x).(1− νA(x)) + sg(1− νA(x)))
+sg(νA(x))).(1− (1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x))+sg(1−νA(x)))
−sg(νA(x))) + sg(1− (1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x))
+sg(1−νA(x)))− sg(νA(x)))) + sg((1− νA(x)).(νA(x)
.(1− νA(x)) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(νA(x))), (1−νB(x)).(νB(x)
.(1−νB(x)) + sg(1−νB(x))) + sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−′′34 {〈x,min(((1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x)) + sg(1−νA(x)))
+sg(νA(x))).(1− (1− νA(x)).(νA(x).(1− νA(x))
+sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(νA(x))),
νB(x).(1− νB(x))),max(((1− (1− νA(x)).(νA(x).(1− νA(x))
+sg(1− νA(x)))− sg(νA(x))).(((1− νA(x)).(νA(x)
.(1− νA(x)) + sg(1− νA(x))) + sg(νA(x))).(1− (1− νA(x))
.(νA(x).(1−νA(x))+sg(1−νA(x)))− sg(νA(x)))+sg(1− (1−νA(x))
.(νA(x).(1−νA(x)) + sg(1−νA(x)))− sg(νA(x)))))
+sg((1−νA(x)).(νA(x).(1−νA(x)) + sg(1−νA(x))) + sg(νA(x))),
(1−νB(x)).(νB(x).(1− νB(x)) + sg(1− νB(x)))
+sg(νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

We immediately see that operation −BR1 does not occur in Table 1, while opera-
tions −BR2, −′1 and −′′2 coincide.

3 Main results

Initially, we give the list of all intuitionistic fuzzy implications (see Table 2). They
generate 34 different negations, given in Table 3. The relations between the implica-
tions and negatiions are shown in Table 4.
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Table 2: List of the first 14 intuitionistic fuzzy implications.

→1 {〈x,max(νA(x),min(µA(x), µB(x))),min(µA(x), νB(x))〉|x∈E}
→2 {〈x, sg(µA(x)− µB(x)), νB(x).sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
→3 {〈x, 1− (1− µB(x)).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)))),

νB(x).sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
→4 {〈x,max(νA(x), µB(x)),min(µA(x), νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
→5 {〈x,min(1, νA(x) + µB(x)),max(0, µA(x) + νB(x)− 1)〉|x ∈ E}
→6 {〈x, νA(x) + µA(x)µB(x), µA(x)νB(x)〉|x ∈ E}
→7 {〈x,min(max(νA(x), µB(x)),max(µA(x), νA(x)),

max(µB(x), νB(x))), max(min(µA(x), νB(x)),
min(µA(x), νA(x)),min(µB(x), νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

→8 {〈x, 1− (1−min(νA(x), µB(x))).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)),
max(µA(x), νB(x)).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)),
sg(νB(x)− νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}

→9 {〈x, νA(x)+µA(x)2µB(x), µA(x)νA(x)+µA(x)2νB(x)〉|x ∈ E}
→10 {〈x, µB(x).sg(1− µA(x))

+sg(1−µA(x)).(sg(1−µB(x)) + νA(x).sg(1−µB(x))),
νB(x).sg(1− µA(x))+µA(x).sg(1− µA(x))
.sg(1− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}

→11 {〈x, 1− (1− µB(x)).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)),
νB(x).sg(µA(x)−µB(x)).sg(νB(x)−νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}

→12 {〈x,max(νA(x), µB(x)), 1−max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
→13 {〈x, νA(x) + µB(x)− νA(x).µB(x), µA(x).νB(x)〉|x ∈ E}
→14 {〈x, 1− (1− µB(x)).sg(µA(x)− µB(x))

−νB(x).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)).sg(νB(x)− νA(x)),
νB(x).sg(νB(x)− νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}

Table 3: List of the first 5 intuitionistic fuzzy negations.

¬1 {〈x, νA(x), µA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
¬2 {〈x, sg(µA(x)), sg(µA(x))〉|x ∈ E}
¬3 {〈x, νA(x), µA(x).νA(x) + µA(x)2〉|x ∈ E}
¬4 {〈x, νA(x), 1− νA(x)〉|x ∈ E}
¬5 {〈x, sg(1− νA(x)), sg(1− νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}
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Table 4: Correspondence between intuitionistic fuzzy negations
and implications.

¬1 →1,→4,→5,→6,→7,→10,→13
¬2 →2,→3,→8,→11
¬3 →9
¬4 →12
¬5 →14

Now, we introduce the definitions of the new “substraction” operations. As a basis of
the new instances of this operation, we use the formula from classical set theory

A−B = A ∩ ¬B = ¬(¬A ∪B) = ¬(A→ B),

where A and B are two IFSs. Hence, for i = 1, 2, ..., 134 (or in the present case, for
i = 1, 2, ..., 14)

A−i B = ¬δ(i)(A→i B),

where δ(i) is the number of the negation that corresponds to i-th implication (see
Table 4). Therefore, 134 new “substraction” operations can originate. This process is
difficult, having in mind the very complex forms of some implications and negations
from Tables 2 and 3. By this reason, here we introdice the definition of the first 14
new instances of the “substraction” operation (see Table 5) and the rest definitions
will be given in future.

Table 5: List of the first 14 new intuitionistic fuzzy subtractions.

−1 {〈x,min(µA(x), νB(x)),max(νA(x),min(µA(x), µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}
−2 {〈x, sg(µA(x)− µB(x)), sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−3 {〈x, sg(µA(x)− µB(x)), sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−4 {〈x,max(νA(x), µB(x)),min(µA(x), νB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−5 {〈x,max(0, µA(x) + νB(x)− 1),min(1, νA(x) + µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−6 {〈x, µA(x)νB(x), νA(x) + µA(x)µB(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−7 {〈x,max(min(µA(x), νB(x)),min(µA(x), νA(x)),

min(µB(x), νB(x))),
min(max(νA(x), µB(x)),max(µA(x), νA(x)),
max(µB(x), νB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−8 {〈x, ((1− sg(min(νA(x), µB(x)))).sg(µA(x)− µB(x)),
sg(µA(x)− µB(x)) + sg(min(νA(x), µB(x))))
.sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}

−9 {〈x, µA(x).νA(x) + µA(x)2νB(x),
µA(x)νA(x)2 + µA(x)2νA(x)νB(x) + µA(x)3νA(x)µB(x)
+µA(x)4µB(x)νB(x) + nuA(x)2 + 2 + µA(x)2νA(x)µB(x)
+µA(x)4µB(x)2〉|x ∈ E}

Continued on next page
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Table 5 – continued from previous page
−10 {〈x, νB(x).sg(1− µA(x))+µA(x).sg(1− µA(x)).sg(1− µB(x)),

µB(x).sg(1− µA(x)) + sg(1−µA(x)).(sg(1−µB(x)) + νA(x)
.sg(1−µB(x)))〉|x ∈ E}

−11 {〈x, sg(µA(x)− µB(x)), sg(µA(x)− µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−12 {〈x, 1−max(νA(x), µB(x)),max(νA(x), µB(x))〉|x ∈ E}
−13 {〈x, µA(x).νB(x), νA(x) + µB(x)− νA(x).µB(x)〉|x ∈ E}
−14 {〈x, sg(1− νB(x).sg(νB(x)− νA(x)),

sg(1− νB(x).sg(νB(x)− νA(x))〉|x ∈ E}

Some of the most important properties of the subtractions are:
(a) A− E∗ = O∗,
(b) A−O∗ = A,
(c) E∗ −A = ¬A,
(d) O∗ −A = O∗,
(e) (A−B) ∩ C = (A ∩ C)−B = A ∩ (C −B),
(f) (A ∩B)− C = (A− C) ∩ (B − C),
(g) (A ∪B)− C = (A− C) ∪ (B − C),
(h) (A−B)− C = (A− C)−B,
(i) (A− C) ∩B = A ∩ (B − C),
(j) O∗ − U∗ = O∗,
(k) O∗ − E∗ = O∗,
(l) U∗ −O∗ = U∗,
(m) U∗ − E∗ = O∗,
(n) E∗ −O∗ = E∗,
(o) E∗ − U∗ = O∗.

In Table 6 are given these subtractions that satisfy these properties.

Table 6: Properties of the “subtraction” operations.

a b c d e f g h i j k l m n o
→1 - + + + - - - - - + + + - + -
→2 + - - + - + + - - + + - + + -
→3 + - + + - + + + - + + - + + -
→4 + + + + + + + + + + + + + + -
→5 + + + + - + + + - + + + + + -
→6 - + + + - - - - - + + + - + -
→7 - + + - - - - - - - + + - + -
→8 + - - + - + - - - + + - + + -
→9 - - + + - - - - - + + + - + -
→10 + + + + - - - - - + + + + + -
→11 + - + + - + + + - + + - + + -
→12 + - - + - + + + - + + - + + -
→13 + + + + - + + + - + + + + + -
→14 + - + + - + + + - + + - + + +
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In a next research we will continue to study the definitions and properties of the new
subtractions based on the intuitionistic fuzzy implications.

An OPEN PROBLEM is to find another approach to introducing variants of
the “subtraction” operation over IFSs. If this is possible, the behaviour of the new
operations must be studied, also.

4 Final remarks: Beloslav Riečan’s group and intuitionistic fuzzy sets

In the beginning of the 21st century, Prof. Beloslav Riečan established in the Matej
Bel University, Banská Bystrica one of the most active research groups in the world
in the area of intitionistc fuzzy set theory. After the two annual conferences on IFSs,
organized in Sofia (since 1998) and Warsaw (since 2000), Banská Bystrica became the
third place, where such regular meetings are being held ever since 2006.

Prof. Riečan participates actively in the organization of the Bulgarian conferences
(since 2006) and in the edition of the specialized journal “Notes on Intuitionistic Fuzzy
Sets”. He and his PhD students and collaborators developed whole areas of IFSs
theory, related to intuitionistic fuzzy integrals, probabilities, etc. To this end, Prof.
Riečan has the largest number of successfully defended PhD students with theses on
IFSs in the world.

On the behalf of his Bulgarian friends and colleagues, I wish him to keep up his
research activity for a long years in future.
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