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Abstract

This paper deals with Gérdenfors’ theory of conceptual spaces. Let S be a conceptual
space consisting of 2-type fuzzy sets equipped with several kinds of metrics. Let a
finite set of prototypes Py, ..., P, € S be given. Our main result is the construction of
a classification algorithm. That is, given an element A €S, our algorithm classifies it
into the conceptual field determined by one of the given prototypes P;. The construc-
tion of our algorithm uses some physical analogies and the Newton potential plays
a significant role here. Importantly, the resulting conceptual fields are not convex in
the Euclidean sense, which we believe is a reasonable departure from the assumptions
of Gardenfors’ original definition of the conceptual space. A partitioning algorithm
of the space S is also considered in the paper. In the application section, we test our
classification algorithm on real data and obtain very satisfactory results. Moreover, the
example we consider is another argument against requiring convexity of conceptual
fields.
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1 Introduction
1.1 General Overview of the Paper

In his pioneering book (Girdenfors, 2000) Girdenfors introduced the theory of some
geometric structures which he called the conceptual spaces and showed their appli-
cation to knowledge representation. More formal definition of the conceptual space
is given in Sect. 2 (see also Rickar 2006; Rickard et al. 2007 for more informa-
tion). A conceptual space is a multidimensional (usually metric) space S such that
its every dimension (or a finite set of dimensions) is understood as some measurable
(or observable), numeric (or symbolic) information/property and is called a quality.
Pairwise disjunct regions in S are called concepts (or conceptual fields). This notion
originate from the prototype theory of Kamp and Partee (1995). Following (Kamp &
Partee, 1995) and linguists’ language the most representative subset of a concept is
called its prototype. Typically, in most of the literature the prototype is considered as
a point but here we relax this constraint because it is more natural in our setup. The
motivation for this decision will become clear later.

Since the beginning of Gérdenfors theory one of the most controversial constraint
in his definition concerns convexity of the conceptual fields. One side of this dispute,
with Girdenfors at the helm, proclaimed that if two objects Op, O> belong to the
same concept C then all objects located between them (in the geometric sense) should
also have the same properties and therefore be inside C. The others like (Bechberger
& Kiihnberger, 2017; Herndndez-Conde, 2017) reject this claim. Here we present
solution that fit somewhere in between. We recommend reading recent paper (Strofner,
2022), which considers several versions of convexity in the context of conceptual
spaces.

In this paper we consider a conceptual space S whose elements are tuples con-
structed from a point x in some (metric) space X and a fuzzy number x* € F1 ([0, 1])
(the set of type-1 fuzzy sets with their supports in [0, 1]). Collection of such elements
(where x are distinct) can and will be considered as type-2 fuzzy sets (which were
defined by Zadeh in 1975 in Zadeh (1975a,b, ¢)).

Specifically, this paper considers the problem of classification of a given type-
2 fuzzy set A into the conceptual field defined by one of the given prototypes P;,
1 < i < n. Since every point of S is a fuzzy set it is more natural for a prototype to
be also a fuzzy set and not just a crisp number.

Typical procedure of assigning an object to some concept is based on the Voronoi
tessellation method (Okabe et al., 2011). In this paper in order to divide the space S
into partitions we use fuzzy Newton’s potential operator, type-2 and type-1 fuzzy sets.
The concepts obtained by our algorithm are convex but only in a more general geodesic
sense. Basically in our setting the conceptual space is equipped with additional fuzzy
information - the degree of membership. It can be treated as a density of the mass
spread across some region in the space. Then it seems natural for computing the
shortest path between two objects to use method that takes into account gravitation of
the space. Specifically, the metric space most commonly used in applications is the
Euclidean space. But Euclidean space is a space equipped with geometry related to
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the zero-curvature metric. It is an example of one of the simplest Riemannian space.
In this space a curve connecting two points and having the shortest length (so called
geodesic curve) is a segment (a fragment of a straight line). The convexity becomes
a geodesic convexity in Riemannian spaces (see do Carmo 1992). For a set in a non-
Euclidean space to be geodesically convex is far from being just convex in Euclidean
sense.

The novelty of this work is that although our conceptual space can be equipped
with different metrics, in the algorithm classifying the elements of conceptual space
into the concept fields we do not use metrics directly. Instead, we use a function of
the metric - namely generalized Newton’s potential (or more appropriately - fuzzy
Newton’s potential). In this way, our partition of the conceptual space into conceptual
fields is significantly different from the partitioning obtained by means of the classical
Voronoi diagram method.

Considering such a space and finding analog of fuzzy Newton’s potential defined in
Urban and Grzeliriska (2017) for our structure which, in turn, allowed us to construct
a classification algorithm is the main achievement of this work. Our approach (cf.
Urban and Grzeliiska 2017) involves a fundamental departure from the convexity
of dimensions and/or conceptual fields. This departure is also shared by Herndndez-
Conde (2017) (see Gardenfors’ answer to Hernandez-Conde Girdenfors (2019)).

In a broad sense, the problem of classifying a given object into appropriate domain
is closely related to the problem of data classification (Gordon, 1999). Recently, the
theory and application of data classification has attracted the interest of many scientists
from different areas, who are working on related problems, e.g. statistics, economics,
sociology, psychology, linguistics, and Al (see e.g. Aggarwal 2015; Dougherty 2013;
Suthaharan 2016).

Our algorithm, as we will show, can also be used to obtain a partitioning of a
given space into concept fields for the prototypes consisting of a finite set of type-2
fuzzy sets. But as in classical approaches problem of unclassified boundaries remains
unresolved (cf. Douven et al. 2013; Dietz 2003.)

1.2 Why We Gave Up Strict Euclidean Convexity?

We say that a subset X € RP is convex if for all x|, xo € X its convex combination of
the form x4+ (1 —a)xp isin X forall ¢ € [0, 1]. In our setup we are considering sets
fromS = RP x F; ([0, 1]). One can think about the second component of the Cartesian
product above as a space of errors measurement or (un)certainty degree expressed by
the fuzzy number. Sometimes taking a linear combination of fuzzy numbers can make
sense but as we show in Sect. 5.2 more natural is to treat fuzziness as a “weight” or
“density”. As we will see, then the Euclidean convexity is lost.

1.3 Why do We Use Type-2 Fuzzy Sets as Prototypes?
In Urban and Grzelifiska (2017) D-dimensional type-1 fuzzy prototypes were consid-

ered and using the theory of gravitation partitioning algorithm was constructed. Such a
generalization has many applications. Consider the following example from cognitive
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science (cf. Jager 2009). Not all people see colors in the same way. For this reason,
the prototype of a given color for one person will not necessarily be the prototype
for another person. Moreover, everybody has a tendency to view the prototype of the
color, say red, not as a one object described by three parameters (wavelength, satura-
tion, and hue), but rather by a spectrum of red colors. Why? Those color dimensions
are continues which means that for any value one can select another point within arbi-
trarily small e-range. In reality human perception is not that precise and some values
can be indistinguishable. So the prototype of the color red is simply a subset of the
3-dimensional conceptual space R3. This example can be very easily considered using
a Voronoi diagram. However, it was observed in Urban and Grzelifiska (2017) that
even this generalized model is still inadequate. Although someone may see the color
red as a spectrum, he or she is also able to show that some red colors from the prototype
set are ‘redder’ than the others. For example we could consider some environmental
factor influencing on observation of redness. Taking this into account a completely dif-
ferent method which solves the case described above by using D-dimensional type-1
fuzzy sets was proposed in Urban and Grzelinska (2017). The characterizing function
evaluated at a given point shows to what extent this point represent the concept.

In this work we go a step further and we use prototypes being D-dimensional type-2
fuzzy sets.

We continue with the example of colors.

Suppose we have a given prototype of the color red. That is, we are given a certain
region R in R3. Now assume that perfect red has weight 1. Let us choose any point
(color) r from R. In our model we introduce an additional fuzzy effect by saying that
the weight of r is not a number but the interval contained in [0, 1]. In other words we
are given a mapping w defined on R which assigns to each point r € R an interval
[ar, by] C [0, 1]. The interval [a,, b,] can be thought of as a fuzzy interval number.
Hence we have to deal with type-2 fuzzy sets.

1.4 Structure of the Paper

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we recall the basic concepts and definitions
related to conceptual spaces. In this section we also review some literature about
conceptual space theory. Definition of Voronoi diagrams is given.

Fuzzy sets of type-1 and 2 are considered in Sect. 3. In particular arithmetic oper-
ations on type -1 fuzzy sets are introduced via a-cuts.

We recall the methods of ranking the fuzzy sets of type-1 according to the review
paper by Brunelli and Mezei (2013).

Finally, we recall a few methods of integration of fuzzy set valued functions.

In Sect. 4 we define our conceptual space S which is the space of fuzzy sets of
type-2 in R? and define some metrics in S.

Finally, in Sect. 5 we define our classification algorithm, introduce the concept of
Newton’s fuzzy potential, as well as provide motivation for its definition and ade-
quacy to the problem under consideration. In Sect. 5.2 we present a realization of our
algorithm.
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Fig. 1 Representation of color
mapped on HSV space

In Sect. 6 we apply our classification algorithm to the real data containing recordings
of birdsongs.
Finally, Sect. 7 contains summary and conclusions.

2 Conceptual Spaces

Since Girdenfors introduced in Girdenfors (2000) conceptual space (cf. also Girden-
fors 1988; Girdenfors 1996 and his monograph Gérdenfors 2017) to the cognitive
sciences, the generalization of conceptual space as well as the reformulating of the
original structure has appeared in literature; see e.g. (Rickard, 2006) and (Rickard
et al., 2007). What we understand as a conceptual space is given in the following
definition.

Definition 1 A conceptual space S is a subspace of some metric space (X, d), together
with family of prototypes P = {Py, ..., Px}, whereevery P, C S C X.

The space S is divided on k partitions called concepts. An element P; which belongs
toi —th concept and is its “most representative example” is called a prototype. Usually
P; are singleton sets and such partitions are usually obtained using Voronoi diagrams
(see Okabe et al. 2011). That is the concept C; corresponding to the prototype P; is
the set

Ci={xeS&:dx, P) <dx, Pj)forall j # i},

where d(x, A) = inf{d(x,a) : a € A}.
Remark 2.1 Notice that Voronoi tessellation gives a convex partitioning as a result.

Let us continue with a classical HSV color space example. Imagine a space [0, ) X
[0, 1] x [0, 1] where dimensions are hue, saturation and brightness accordingly and
prototypes are {(0, 1, 1), (%, 1, 1), (27”, 1, 1)}. They are the most typical red, green
and blue. Now for a given point x for some partitioning we classify it as for example
red or green depending on in which concept x lies (see Fig. 11).

1 https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:HSV_color_solid_cone_chroma_gray.png
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2.1 Conceptual Spaces: Some Relate Works

The notion of conceptual space—an idea originally introduced to cognitive studies and
philosophy by Gérdenfors (1988, 1996) has found myriad applications in various fields
of science over the years. Even as seemingly exotic as music theory (Gérdenfors, 1988;
Forth et al., 2010) or application to the study of the concept of metaphor (Gérdenfors,
1996).

For a reformulation of the notion of conceptual space see the works of Rickard
(2006), Rickard et al. (2007) and Bechberger and Kiihnberger (2017).

Interested reader in the applications of conceptual spaces in various fields of science
can find a lot of information in the proceedings of the conference devoted to the
applications of conceptual spaces (Kaipainen et al., 2019; Zenker & Gérdenfors, 2015)
and in the references contained therein.

The problem under current consideration comes from the area of cognitivism. Cog-
nitivism is an interdisciplinary science whose main aim is to analyze and model the
brain activity of human beings (see e.g. Kriegeskorte and Kievit 2013 for some appli-
cation of conceptual spaces in this area), as well as their senses. Cognitivism also
constitutes a basis for other sciences. One example of this is cognitive linguistics,
which is relevant to the problems discussed in this paper, see e.g. (Girdenfors, 2011).

The most common in applications is R? with the £>-metric (i.e. Euclidean one) and
the partitioning is obtained by the use of the Voronoi diagram. This creates the problem
of points lying on the edges of the respective conceptual fields. Attempts to solve this
problem can be found in the works of Dietz (2003) and Douven et al. (2013), where
the authors introduced a new type of Voronoi diagrams (with “thinner” and “fuzzy”
boundaries of polygons). Abandoning the request for convexity we found in Urban
and Mr6z (2019) a quite natural conceptual space, in which we do not encounter such
a problem.

Conceptual space representing knowledge is a very attractive tool in applications.
On the other hand, we should notice that the whole theory of conceptual spaces built
by Girdenfors is also an extremely elegant theory. However, one of the weak points of
the notion of conceptual space is the difficulty to find an easy and automated procedure
that would be able to reproduce reality on its geometric representation.

Recently there has been a lot of work devoted to this problem. There have been
published works presenting how conceptual spaces are created in a knowledge-driven
manner, relying on prior knowledge how to form concepts. To mention a few papers
that treat this type of problems we write (Alshaikh et al., 2019; Bouraoui & Schockaert,
2018; Banaee et al., 2018; Jameel et al., 2017; Jameel & Schockaert, 2016, 2018).

3 Type-1 and Type-2 Fuzzy Sets

There are multiple definitions of fuzzy sets (See Viertl 2010; Viertl and Hareter, 2005).
For our convenience we use one describing them by their characterizing function. It
is necessary to emphasize what operations we mean when we say “integrate fuzzy
function” or “compare fuzzy numbers” since a lot of such procedures are available.
One can think it is a weakness but we claim the opposite. Since many definitions are
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available we can seek throughout them and choose the one that suits our purposes the
best. It is worth to mention that our algorithm is parameterized by those methods and
therefore very flexible.

Definition 2 An n-dimensional fuzzy set A* in X C R" is a function A* : X — R
satisfying:

(1) A*: X — [0, 1],

(2) 3'x € X such that A*(x) =1,

(3) forevery a € (0, 1] a-cut A} of the fuzzy set A*,
Ay ={xeX:A*>ua)

is a non-empty, compact, and convex set. We also assume that the following set

Aj:={xre X :A*(x) >0} =suppA*

has the same properties.

Remark 3.1 For n = 1 fuzzy sets defined in this way are often called fuzzy numbers.
So for arbitrarily n we can think of them as a fuzzy points.

The set of all n-dimensional fuzzy sets with X € R” is denoted by F1(X).

Remark 3.2 Note that in the definition of a n-dimensional fuzzy set the set X con-
tained in R" can be replaced by any set contained in any metric space or even in any
topological space. However, in our work we will not consider such generalizations.

Definition 3 Let X C R” be an arbitrary set. Type-2 fuzzy subset of X denoted by A
is a map of the form

A: X — F1(0, 1))

The support of the function A2,

suppA~ ={xeX:A®k) = 0}

is called the base of the type-2 fuzzy set A. The base of A is a subset of R” for which
the map A is non-trivial (See also Mendel and Bob John, 2002).

In other words, the type-2 fuzzy set is a map from the set X into the family of
fuzzy numbers having their supports contained in the interval [0, 1]. The family of all
type-2 fuzzy sets in X contained in R” is denoted by F»(X). It is worth seeing that
Fr(X) € X x Fi([0, 1]).

2 To be more precise by # 0 we mean that it is # F(0) where F(0) is natural embedding of number into
fuzzy numbers defined in(4)
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3.1 Operation on Fuzzy Sets
We start with the Minkowski arithmetic performed on subsets of R".

Definition4 Let A, B C R" and A € R. Then

A+ B:={a+b:aecA, Be B},
A-B:={ab:a€ A, be B},
A-A:={ka:acA}l

The Minkowski arithmetic of sets immediately induces an arithmetic of n-dimen-
sional vectors from Fi (R") via their a-cuts:

Definition 5 The sum x* @ y* and multiplication x* ® y* of two n-dimensional fuzzy
sets x* and y™* are defined via their a-cuts as follows

& @Y )a = x5 + Vi
CRIORDIES WES

Similarly, the multiplication of a fuzzy set x™ by a crisp real number A, A ©® x™ is
defined by the equation
AOXxM g =A-x}.

3.2 Ranking Methods for Fuzzy Numbers

Comparison of 1-dimensional fuzzy numbers will play an vital role in the description of
our algorithm. Here we present only a few methods in order to illustrate our partitioning
algorithm. More examples and details on comparing methods can be found for example
in Brunelli and Mezei (2013).

There are basically two approaches to the problem. Fuzzy and crisp. We will con-
sider the second method since everything can be applied to the first method without
any problem (see Brunelli and Mezei 2013, p. 629). The crisp method of ranking fuzzy
numbers F1(R) use an appropriate map which sends element of F; (R) into the real
line R. Thus we are given amap M : F1(R) — R and we say that a fuzzy number x*
is not greater than y* (we denote this by x* < y*)if M(x*) < M(y*).

In the fuzzy method fuzzy binary relation is used. That is we are given function
M : Fi(R) x Fi(R) — [0, 1]. If A*, B* € Fi;(R) then M(A*, B*) € [0, 1] is
interpreted as the degree to which A* is greater than B*. Fuzzy numbers are ranked
(with respect to M) in the following way

M(A*, B*) > M(B*, A*) then A™ =) B*.

Here we list only two examples of crisp methods. For ranking based on fuzzy binary
relation see the mentioned paper (Brunelli & Mezei, 2013).
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e Adamo’s method (Adamo, 1980). One simply evaluates the fuzzy number based
on the rightmost point of the a-cut [a,,, a4 ] for a given a:

ADy(A*) = Gy.

e The center of gravity of a fuzzy number was introduced in @stergaard (1976) as

. 400 )CA*(X)
CoG(A )=/ e

3.3 Integrals of Fuzzy Set Valued Function

Since we want to define our fuzzy Newton potential as an integral from a fuzzy set
valued function, we are interested in methods of integrating of such functions. It turns
out that there is a lot of definitions of integrals of fuzzy set valued functions.

In this section we recall several types of integrals of the functions taking values in
the set of type-1 fuzzy sets.

Let f bea fuzzy set valued function, i.e. f:R" > Fi(R).

We start with the most natural definition given in Viertl (2010).

For 0 < o < 1 and x € R", consider a-cuts of f (x). Since by our assumption
a-cuts are convex and compact thus «-cut is an interval. Therefore we can write, for
every a € (0, 1],

(FoNa =[f, ), Fa@)]:
The real valued functions ia (-) and ?‘x () are called a-level functions.
Definition 6 Let f be a type-1 fuzzy valued function defined on the measure space

(X, B, ), where B is a o-field of Borel subsets of X, and . is a measure on B. If all
«-level functions ia (-) and f,(-) are integrable with finite integrals f x ia (x)du(x)

and f P 70( (x)d(x), then the generalized integral fX f (x)d p(x) is the fuzzy number
J* whose a-cuts J are defined by

Jo =g Jal = [/Xia(mdu(x),/xﬂ(x)du(x)], a € (0, 1].

By the representation lemma (Viertl 2010, Lemma 2.1) the characterizing function
of the fuzzy integral J* is, for every x € X, given by

J*(x) = sup {al[ija](x) a0, 1]} .

The resulting fuzzy integral is denoted by
f fdp) = J*.
X
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There are many other integrals that one can use (Jang et al., 2004; Bongiorno
et al., 2012). Just as an example, let’s take the Henstock-Kurzweil integral (HK)
(Yeong, 2011), which is a generalization of the Riemann integral. The generalization
of the integral (HK) to fuzzy functions (fHK) is given in Bongiorno et al. (2012). In
Bongiorno et al. (2012), functions with a 1-dimensional domains of the form [a, b] C
R are considered.

To make the definition of (fHK) for functions with multi-dimensional domains is
possible with the help of the monograph (Yeong, 2011; see also Hai and Gong, 2003).

At this point we omit both the definition of the integral (HK) and leave out the details
leading to the object (fHK) because in the examples that we are going to present the
integral turns into a sum and the whole theory of the integral is not needed.

4 Metricson S

A number of metrics can be introduced in S. We will show couple of natural metrics
in this space. Since any object A € F>(X) can be thought of as a curried > function
of two arguments (one from X and another from [0, 1]) first what comes to mind is
some kind of supremum metric. But since X-parts of domains of two objects which
(in our case) going to be disjoint (5.1) taking supremum on both arguments would
not take X-part into consideration. Hence another approach is needed but it is also
very natural. One can simply take a linear combination of metric on X and metric on

Fi ([0, 1]).
d(wy,wy) = widx + wadF,, where w; +wy = 1.

It is easy to check that d(y),,,) is @ metric when dx and d, are metrics.

For the X part of a space the most natural is to take some standard £”-metric d¢p for
some p > 1. More interesting is a fuzzy part where one could use for example supre-
mum metric do, but a better solution is to construct a special metric using Hausdorff
metric and a-cuts.*

Now, let A*, B* € F1([0, 1]), we define

1
dlL(A*, B¥) = /0 dy (A%, B)da,

d4(A*, B¥) = sup dy(A%, BY).
ael0,1]

It is easy to check that (Fi([0, 11), d}, (X)) and (Fi ([0, 11), d% (X)) are metric
spaces.

In a sense our space is just an Euclidean space where every its point is equipped
with fuzzy number.

3 Curring is a transformation of a function that takes multiple arguments into higher-order function with
single argument.
See: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Currying

4 A brief introduction to properties of those metrics can be found in “Appendix”.
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We use the following notation. If ¥ € S, then (by Definition 3) X = (x, x*), where
x € R"and x*: [0, 1] — [O, 1].

So to obtain metric dy, ,y,) on that space we simply substitute some £”-metric for
dx and one from {d, d }1 , d;i} for d 7, and apply the to appropriate parts of arguments.
E.g.

diy \(X,y) = la’gz(x,y)Jrlollli(x*,y*).
(4.4) 2 2

2°2

In our opinion Hausdorff derivative metrics d 111 and d[21 are “better” in a way.
Consider natural embedding F of usual, real numbers into 7| (R) defined as follow?

F:R— Fi(R),
F(x) = 1.
Now let x*, y* € F(R) then
0 ifx =y
d *’ * — 4
2o(¥%.5") {1 otherwise.

So do restricted to F(R) acts like a discrete metric. It may be undesired since more
natural metric on real line is simply distance between numbers |x — y|.

Now by substituting d(x, y) := |x — y| in definition (7) and taking x*, y* € F(R)
we get:

dr (g, ¥y) = max{d(xy, y3), 8 (vy» X))}
=38(x), yu) = sup{d(x, yo)|x € x3}
=8(x, y,) = inf{d(x, y)|y € y;}
=d(x,y) =|x -yl

It is therefore true for @ € [0, 1] that
dy lewy (%, %) =dj; Tr@) %, y*) = |x = y|.
Moreover we can also achieve discrete metric between numbers using dﬁ, asindy
case, simply by taking d to be discrete metric. (Proof is similar).
5 Classification Algorithm
In this section we present two algorithms one for classification of a given point in the

space to the specific conceptual field and a second one for partitioning the space. But
before we need to see how fuzzy Newton’s potential operator looks like in our setting.

S14(0)=1ifx e Aand14(x) =0if x ¢ A.
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5.1 Type-2 Fuzzy Newton’s Potential

Let P = {Py, P, ..., P} consists of n type-2 fuzzy sets with the corresponding base
sets P; C R". A fuzzy prototype is each type-2 fuzzy set P; contained in P.

For every X = (x,x*) € S, whose base x does not intersect with any base P;,
i=1,...kie.

k
nlJr =0

i=1

we can compute fuzzy Newton’s potentials with the analogy of the situation where
elements P; were of type-1 (this case was considered in Urban and Grzelifiska (2017)).
The i-th potential has the following form

—fp, A, ) O y*dy  ifn =2,

5.1
—fp dx 9" O y*dy  forn=3. e

W, (X) :{

In analogy with the classical case we can think that the fuzzy numbers W;(X)
indicates the energy of the potential field at point x, which is generated by the mass
concentrated in the domain P; with the fuzzy density P;.

5.2 Algorithm

The algorithm finds best concept domain for every element X = (x, x*) € S such that
{x}n Ule P; = () and works as follows.

Algorithm X € S concept domain assignment algorithm
Require: ¥ = (x,x*) € S

Require: P ={Py, P, ... f’k} > Set of prototypes
Require: f 1 P(S) x R" — F([0, 1])) — F1 ([0, 1]) > Fuzzy integral
Require: < C F1([0, 1]) x F1 ([0, 1]) > Fuzzy number ranking
Ensure: {x} N Ui'(:l Pi=9

1: for 131‘ € Pdo

2: Py < supp Isi

3:  if n =2 then

4: W < — fPi In(d(%, )) © y*dy

5:  else

6: W < = fp d(E, 24 o y*dy

7:  endif

8: end for

9: j < index of max({¥; | I <i <k}

10: return I3 i > Return prototype of assigned concept domain
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Remark 5.1 Inthe step 9, if there are several indices to which correspond the maximum
integrals, the element x cannot be classified®. Elements on the edges of P; cannot be
qualified to any concept domain.

Now, when classification is defined one cannot easily partition the space S. Both
components (strict and fuzzy) can be infinite. So simple checks for all elements can-
not be always done. But we can easily construct approximate partition. Just select
some representative points and run classification for them. For strict X subspace one
can divide it to finite number of sets. Then construct the set X by choosing arbitrary
representative form each of them. Fuzzy part is a functional space therefore parti-
tioning it can be tricky. Therefore we could select representatives as a Dirac’s deltas
{F(x0), ..., F(x,)} for some xo, ..., x, € [0, 1]. The procedure looks like this. .

Algorithm S partitioning

Require: P = (P, P>, ... P} > Set of prototypes
Require: f : P(S) x (R" — F([0, 1])) — F; ([0, 1]) > Fuzzy integral
Require: < C F(([0, 1]) x F1([0, 1]) > Fuzzy number ranking

I: for ¥ = (x, x*) € X x {F(xg), -+, F(x;)} do
2 if ()N, P =0 then

3: Assign domain to X
4:  endif
5: end for

However, this algorithm has some deficiencies. This algorithm is undefined for
some points in the S-space. We have two cases.

(1) Procedure does not assign any domain to any point from prototype supports. We
have to assume that they are pairwise disjoint. Then every point in base belongs to
prototype domain. If it not the case we could simply compare their fuzzy values at
the intersection points with < relation. Butin case of equality we remain undefined.

(2) Similar problem occurs on the boundary of two domains when “attraction” of more
than one prototype is equally strong.

6 Example

In this section we present motivating, real data example. It should clarify why we use
fuzzy numbers and why relaxation on convexity condition is needed. Dataset we are
going to use comes from Kaggle’ and contains recordings of birdsongs from different
bird species that can be found in Britain. From it we going to use recordings themselves
as well as information about location where recording was made and name of recorded
bird. The idea is as follows.

Chose some set of birds. For each species select one recording to be a prototype
and one as a test sample. Prototypes embedded in some metric space gives fuzzy

6 This type of situation also occurs in the case of partition obtained using the Voronoi diagram method.

7 https://www.kaggle.com/rtatman/british- birdsong- dataset.
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conceptual space. For each test sample song run a classification algorithm and check
whether it matches proper prototype.

Lets think about how we can represent those data in our abstract, fuzzy setup.

We want to construct conceptual space S that is a subspace of RP x Fi([0, 1)).

First part is easy. Since we have access to geographic location lets take S> C
R? which is a sphere representing a globe. Obviously we set the points in 2 to
be longitude and latitude. So now we know that desired conceptual space is S =
$2 x F1([0, 1]). Only downside of choosing such a space is a difficulty of having nice
visual representation of fuzzy part. We could only draw points on a globe but to justify
our setup we selected very small coefficient for Euclidean part so such picture would
not give us much information.

Next we need second component, namely a fuzzy number. For that we choose
scaled Fourier transform of the recording. Frequency spectrum has some really nice
properties like:

e It doesn’t depend on the length of recording.

e Itisolates the dominant frequency so we can expect that same species should have
pretty similar spectra.

e For real-world signal it is never a single frequency and it resembles a fuzzy set.

For our example we have chosen seven prototypes and seven matching birdsong.
Following table presents file ids chosen for prototype and test sample respectively.

Bird species Prototype Test sample
Eurasian Treecreeper 146,753 70,129
Corn Bunting 125,777 123,167
Common Wood Pigeon 94,614 130,993
European Nightjar 27,039 67,229
Common Reed Bunting 102,048 102,803
European Greenfinch 99,155 124,013
Rook 143,002 27,145

But before we could run an algorithm we needed to adjust the data by doing some
preprocessing.

First of all the files contain a lot of noise so some denoising procedure where needed.
It was done by hand in Audacity® but details are beyond scope of this paper. So for
example after this step Eurasian Treecreeper song form file looked like in Figs. 2, 3
and 4.

Secondly one of conditions from Definition 2 is that all o-cuts have to be convex.
In other words our spectrum have to be concave. We ce achieve that by losing some
points and connecting local maxima and the result can be seen on Sect. 6.

Lastly concaved frequency spectra had to be normalized. Notice that in our setup
F1([0, 1]) is a set of bounded functions of type [0, 1] — [0, 1]. So for domain we have
to have set [0, 1]. We normalize it by interval [0Hz, 18, 000 Hz] which we accept as a

8 www.audacityteam.org.
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Fig.3 Concaved spectrum

band audible to the average human. Vertical axis were normalized for every spectrum
separately (by taking global maximum as 1). Since one of the conditions of being
fuzzy number is to have exactly one global maximum equals to 1. See Sect. 6.

At the end we got the fuzzy number. So the set of prototypes consists of tuples
((xi, ¥i), f,-) where x;, y;, f; are longitude, latitude and concaved normalized spec-
trum of the i-th birdsong.

Now for selected prototypes and some other songs of a species matching one of the
prototype we can run an classification algorithm with the following parameters:

e Center of gravity ranking method.
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Fig.4 Concaved and normalized spectrum

e Fuzzy integral defined in this paper.
e Metric d(0,01,0.99) ((x, x*), (v, ¥)) = 0.01 - dp2 (x, y) +0.99 - d}, (x*, y*)

As one can see we put only small weight to the Euclidean distance since birds are
very mobile creatures and it had a lot of sense to do so. It is easy to see that the obtained
concepts are not Euclidean convex.

In this classification example six out of seven birds were classified correctly to its
corresponding prototype. The result really depends on how well the actual birdsong
were isolated from a noisy sample. But even when the first (denoising) step was done
a bit loosely or wasn’t done at all, the success rate was greater than 75%.

This example should also justify why having “multiple points” prototype is useful.
We can have two or more birdsong in one species like one for fighting another for
mating. All of them belong to same prototype but can have entirely different spectra.

7 Summary and Conclusions

In this paper we generalized notion of the Girdenfors conceptual space by two ideas.
To begin with, we added fuzziness into the values contained inside conceptual space.
Then this notion allowed us to treat those values as ‘blurred” and consequently consider
them as with some density added. Density spread across some space gives us a notion
of a mass. In such a context the shortest paths between points are not necessarily a
strait line cause "heavier’ object attracts stronger and it may cause curving the path. We
believe that this simple construct can have a significant impact on theory of conceptual
spaces. And we hope that this paper could raise again the issue whether the concepts
need to be convex. Our position is clear—convexity is necessary but in its more general,
geodesic sense (see do Carmo 1992.)
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The classification algorithm in the S space does a bit of sophistication at first glance.
Thus, it becomes even more interesting and unexpected to some extent that the a priori
sophisticated and complicated algorithm is applicable to the most ordinary possible
problem of classifying bird species based on their songbirds.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank the reviewers for their insightful reading of the paper
and their comments, which helped to improve the presentation of the text. The authors would also like to
thank one of the reviewers for bringing the works (Jiger, 2009; Jameel et al., 2017; Jameel & Schockaert,
2016, 2018; Alshaikh et al., 2019; Bouraoui & Schockaert, 2018; Str6Bner, 2022) to our attention.

Funding Financial support was received from Wroclaw University in the form of wages (Roman Urban)
and in the form of a scholarship (Piotr Lisowski). Adrianna Jagielto was a student at the time when the first
version of the paper was created.

Code Availability The computations were performed using the Python programming language.

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

OpenAccess Thisarticleis licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence,
and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are included
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If
material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted
by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the
copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

Appendix
£P Metrics

Let X € R". The most natural approach is to consider some metric from the class of
metrics defined for any parameter p > 1 as:

dep - X x X —> R,
n I/p
der(x,y) = D dixi, yi)?

i=1

It is obvious that this class contains Euclidean (p = 2), maximum (p = o0) and taxi
metrics (p = 1).

Supremum Metric, do
The definition of the supremum metric in space F1 ([0, 1]) is a simple consequence

of the fact that it is the space of bounded functions from [0, 1] to [0, 1] what follows
from definition (2).
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Let B(X, Y) be the set of all bounded functions from a set X into the metric space
Y equipped with the supremum metric dwo,
deo : B(X,Y)x B(X,Y) > R,
doo(f,8) =sup|f(x) —g(x)|.
xeX

One can easily check that (B(X,Y), dx) is a metric space. Clearly, F1 ([0, 1]) is
the space of bounded functions, then with the usual supremum metric i ([0, 1]) is a
metric space.

Hausdorff Metrics

Let (Y, d) be a metric space. Consider the family C(Y) of non-empty compact subsets
of X, i.e.

CY)={ACY | A#@andA is compact}.
We introduce metric in the space C(Y). For x € X and A, B € C(Y) define

S(x, A) =inf{d(x,y) | y € A},
8(A, B) =sup{d(x, B) | x € A}

The Hausdorff metric is the following function

dy :C(Y) xC(Y) = R,
dy (A, B) = max{5(A, B), 5(B, A)}

The next is the very well known theorem which says that d is in fact a metric in
the space C(Y).

Theorem 7.1 (Kigami 2001, Proposition 1.1.5) The Hausdorff space (C(Y), dpy) is
a metric space. Moreover, if (Y, d) is a complete metric space then (C(Y),dy) is a
complete metric space.

Proof sketch

We only prove that dy is a metric. For completeness of the Hausdorff space
(C(Y), dn) see e.g. more advanced textbooks on topology or fractals; e.g. (Kigami
2001, Proposition 1.1.5).

Clearly, dg is symmetric and dg (A, B) = O if and only if A = B.

In order to prove the triangle inequality it is enough to write, foranya € A, ¢ € C,

é(a, B) = inf d(a, b) < inf (d(a, c) + d(c, b))
beB beB
=d(a,c)+8(c, B) <d(a,c)+5(C, B).
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Minimizing over c¢ gives §(a, B) < §(a, C) + §(C, B). Maximizing over a gives
8(a, B) < 6(A,C) + 8(C, B). As a consequence 6(A, B) < §(A,C) + 6(C, B).
Interchanging the role of A and C in the above calculation shows that §(B, A) <
8(B, C) +46(C, A) and the triangle inequality follows. O

References

Adamo, J. M. (1980). Fuzzy decision trees. Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 4(3), 207-219.

Aggarwal, C. C. (Ed.). (2015). Data classification. Algorithms and applications. Chapman & Hall/CRC
Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery Series. CRC Press (2015).

Alshaikh, R., Bouraoui, Z., & Schockaert, S. (2019). Learning conceptual spaces with disentangled facets.
In Procedings of the 23rd conference on computational natural language learning (pp. 131-139).

Bouraoui, Z., & Schockaert, S. (2018). Learning conceptual space representations of interrelated concepts.
In Proceedings of the twenty-seventh international joint conference on artificial intelligence.

Banaee, H., Schaffernicht, E., & Loutfi, A. (2018). Data-driven conceptual spaces: Creating semantic
representations for linguistic descriptions of numerical data. Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research,
63, 691-742.

Bechberger, L., & Kiihnberger, K. -U. (2017). A thorough formalization of conceptual spaces. In K1 2017:
Advances in artificial intelligence, lecture notes in computing science, lecture notes in artificial intel-
ligence (Vol. 10505, pp. 58-71). Springer.

Bongiorno, B., Di Piazza, L., & Musial, K. (2012). A decomposition theorem for the fuzzy Henstock
integral. Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 200, 36-47.

Brunelli, M., & Mezei, J. (2013). How different are ranking methods for fuzzy numbers? A numerical study.
International Journal of Approximate Reasoning, 54(5), 627-639.

Dietz, R. (2003). Comparative concepts. Synthese, 190(1), 139-170.

do Carmo, M. P. (1992). Riemannian geometry (F. Flaherty, Trans.). Birkhduser.

Dougherty, G. (2013). Pattern recognition and classification. An introduction. Springer.

Douven, 1., Decock, L., Dietz, R., & Egré, P. (2013). Vagueness: A conceptual spaces approach. Journal of
Philosophical Logic, 42(1), 137-160.

Forth, J., Wiggins, G. A., & McLean, A. (2010). Unifying conceptual spaces: Concept formation in musical
creative systems. Minds and Machines, 20, 503-532.

Girdenfors, P. (1988). Semantics, conceptual spaces and the dimensions of music. In V. Rantala, L. Rowell,
& E. Tarasti (Eds.), Essays on the philosophy of music (Vol. 43, pp. 9-27). Akateeminen Kirjakauppa
(Acta Philosophica Fennica).

Girdenfors, P. (1996). Mental representation, conceptual spaces and metaphors. Synthese, 106(1), 21-47.

Girdenfors, P. (2000). Conceptual spaces: The geometry of thought. MIT Press.

Girdenfors, P. (2011). Semantics based on conceptual spaces. In Banerjee, M., & Seth, A. (Eds.), Logic
and its applications. Lecture Notes in Computer Science (Vol. 6521, pp. 1-11). Springer.

Girdenfors, P. (2017). The geometry of meaning. MIT Press.

Girdenfors, P. (2019). Convexity is an empirical law in the theory of conceptual spaces: Reply to Herndndez—
Conde. In Conceptual spaces: Elaborations and applications (Vol. 405, pp. 77-80). Synthesis Library,
Springer.

Gordon, A. D. (1999). Classification (2nd ed.). Chapman & Hall/CRC Press.

Hai, S., & Gong, Z. (2003). On Henstock integral of fuzzy-number-valued functions in R". International
Journal of Pure and Applied Mathematics, 7(1), 117-127.

Herndndez-Conde, J. V. (2017). A case against convexity in conceptual spaces. Synthese, 194(10), 4011-
4037.

Jameel, S., Bouraoui, Z., & Schockaert, S. (2017). MEmbER: Max-margin based embeddings for entity
retrieval. In SIGIR 17 Proceedings of the 40th International ACMSIGIR Conference on Research and
Development in Information Retrieval. Proceedings of the40th International ACM SIGIR. ACM (pp.
783-792).

Jameel, S., & Schockaert, S. (2016). Entity embeddings with conceptual subspaces as a basis for plausible
reasoning. Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence and Applications, 205, 1353—-1361. European Conference
on Artificial Intelligence (ECAI).

@ Springer



408 A. Jagietto et al.

Jameel, S, & Schockaert, S. (2018). Learning conceptual space representation of interrelated concepts,
1760-1766. Proceedings of the twenty-sewenth international joint conference on artificial intelligence
(IJCAI-18).

Jager, G. (2009). Natural color categories are convex sets. In 1 7th Amsterdam colloquium on logic, language
and meaning (pp. 11-20).

Jang, L.-C., Kim, T.-K., Jeon, J.-D., & Kim, W.-J. (2004). On Choquet integrals of measurable fuzzy
number-valued functions. Bulletin of the Korean Mathematical Society, 41(1), 95-107.

Kaipainen, M., Zenker F., Hautamiki A., & Gérdenfors, P. (Eds.), (2019). Conceptual spaces: Elabora-
tions and applications. Papers based on the 2nd conference “conceptual spaces at work” held at
Sodertorn University, August 24-27, 2016 (Vol. 405). Synthese Library. Studies in Epistemology,
Logic, Methodology, and Philosophy of Science. Springer.

Kamp, H., & Partee, B. (1995). Prototype theory and compositionality. Cognition, 57, 129-191.

Kigami, J. (2001). Analysis on fractals. Cambridge University Press.

Kriegeskorte, N., & Kievit, R. A. (2013). Representational geometry: Integrating cognition, computation,
and the brain. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 17(8), 401-412.

Mendel, J. M., & Bob John, R. I. (2002). Type-2 fuzzy sets made simple. [EEE Transactions on Fuzzy
Systems, 10(2), 117-127.

Okabe, A., Boots, B., Sugihara, K., & Chiu, S. N. (2011). Spatial tessellations—Concepts and applications
of Voronoi diagrams (2nd ed.). Wiley.

@stergaard, J. J. (1976). Fuzzy logic control of a heat exchanger process. Sterkstromsafdelingen, Danmarks
Tekniske Hojskole.

Rickard, J. T. (2006). A concept geometry for conceptual spaces. Fuzzy Optimization and Decision Making,
5,311-329.

Rickard, J. T., Aisbett, J., & Gibbon, G. (2007). Reformulation of the theory of conceptual spaces. Infor-
mation Sciences, 177, 4539-4565.

StroBner, C. (2022). Criteria for naturalness in conceptual spaces. Synthese, 200(2), 78.

Suthaharan, S. (2016). Machine learning models and algorithms for big data classification. Thinking with
examples for effective learning. Integrated series in information systems (Vol. 36). Springer.

Urban, R., & Grzelifiska, M. (2017). A potential theory approach to an algorithm on conceptual space
partitioning. Cognitive Studies Etudes Cognitives. 17, Article No.: 1310, 1-10.

Urban, R., & Mroz, S. (2019). A class of conceptual spaces consisting of boundaries of infinite p-ary trees.
Journal of Logic, Language and Information, 28(1), 73-95.

Viertl, R. (2010). Statistics methods for fuzzy data.Wiley.

Viertl, R., & Hareter, D. (2005). Beschreibung und analyse unscharfer information. Statistishe Methoden
fiir unscharfe Daten, Springer.

Yeong, L. T. (2011). Henstock—Kurzweil integration on Euclidean spaces. Series in real analysis (Vol. 12).
World Scientific.

Zadeh, L. A. (1975a). The concept of a linguistic variable and its application to approximate reasoning. I.
Information Sciences, 8, 199-249.

Zadeh, L. A. (1975b). The concept of a linguistic variable and its application to approximate reasoning. II.
Information Sciences, 8, 301-357.

Zadeh, L. A. (1975c). The concept of a linguistic variable and its application to approximate reasoning. III.
Information Sciences, 9(1), 43-80.

Zenker, F., & Girdenfors, P. (Eds.), (2015). Applications of conceptual spaces. The case for geometric
knowledge representation. Synthese Library. Studies in epistemology, logic, methodology, and philos-
ophy of science (Vol. 359). Springer.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps
and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer



	Type-2 Fuzzy Sets and Newton's Fuzzy Potential in an Algorithm of Classification Objects of a Conceptual Space
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	1.1 General Overview of the Paper
	1.2 Why We Gave Up Strict Euclidean Convexity?
	1.3 Why do We Use Type-2 Fuzzy Sets as Prototypes?
	1.4 Structure of the Paper

	2 Conceptual Spaces
	2.1 Conceptual Spaces: Some Relate Works

	3 Type-1 and Type-2 Fuzzy Sets
	3.1 Operation on Fuzzy Sets
	3.2 Ranking Methods for Fuzzy Numbers
	3.3 Integrals of Fuzzy Set Valued Function

	4 Metrics on mathcalS
	5 Classification Algorithm
	5.1 Type-2 Fuzzy Newton's Potential
	5.2 Algorithm

	6 Example
	7 Summary and Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix
	Lg Metrics
	Supremum Metric, Lg
	Hausdorff Metrics

	References




