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ABSTRACT The major influence of this manuscript is to diagnose the well-recognized and achievable
theory of bipolar complex intuitionistic fuzzy N-soft (BCIFN-S) information, which is the generalization
of two different theories, bipolar complex intuitionistic fuzzy set (BCIF) and N-soft sets. The diagnosed
theory of BCIFN-S set (BCIFN-SS) would cope with information that contains the 2" dimension along
with truth degree (containing both positive and negative aspects) and falsity degree (containing both positive
and negative aspects) and parameterization along with grades. We also discuss various algebraic operations
like union, intersection, compliments, and some of their other types for BCIFN-SS. More, in this manuscript,
we interpret the TOPSIS (a technique for order preference by similarity to ideal solution) approach which is
dominant and skillful for managing strategic decision-making (DM) dilemmas under the setting of BCIFN-
SS. To reveal the applicability and practicality of the diagnosed approach, we interpret a numerical example.
In the last of the manuscript, we compare the devised work with certain prevailing theories to reveal
supremacy and dominance.

INDEX TERMS Bipolar complex fuzzy N-soft sets, TOPSIS techniques, aggregation operators, similarity

measures, decision-making evaluations.

I. INTRODUCTION has got great success in numerous areas to manage vagueness

Due to the enhancement of the vagueness and ambiguities
in real-life circumstances, it became almost impossible for
the crisp set theory to handle this vagueness and ambiguities.
To handle these situations, Zadeh [1] devised the primary
structure of the fuzzy set (FS). The domain in the structure
of FS is [0, 1] instead of {0, 1}. Zhang et al. [2] discussed
the stability of solutions for FS optimization issues along with
applications. Chen et al. [3] presented an FS qualitative com-
parative analysis technique. Youg [4] devised the TOPSIS
approach in the setting of FS. Moreover, the notion of FS
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and ambiguities. Numerous researchers investigated various
modifications of FS because of the enhancement of vague
and ambiguous data in genuine life. Atanassov and Stoeva [5]
devised modified FS and devised the notion of intuitionistic
FS (IFS), which is a great tool to cope with uncertainty. The
structure of IFS is described by truth degree and falsity degree
with the condition that the sum of both truth and falsity degree
must belong to [0, 1]. Alcantud [6] investigated complemen-
tal FSs, a semantic justification of q-rung orthopiar FS. Li [7]
devised multi-attribute decision-making (MADM) structures
and techniques by employing IFS. Tian et al. [8] devised the
anomaly detection of network traffic relying on IFS. Pandey
etal. [9] devised an intuitionistic fuzzy (IF) entropy approach.
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Haktanir and Kahraman [10] studied IF risk-adjusted dis-
count rates and approaches for risky projects. Boranetal. [11]
and Rouyendegh et al. [12] devised the IF TOPSIS approach.
Zhang [13] devised a bipolar fuzzy set (BFS) to cope with
bipolarity information that is the information contains both
positive and negative sides. The structure of BFS is described
by the positive truth degree and negative truth degree placed
in [0, 1] and [—1, O] respectively. Akram [14] and Samanta
and Pal [15] devised bipolar fuzzy (BF) graphs and irregular
BF graphs respectively. Akram et al. [16], and Alghamdi et
al. [17] invented the TOPSIS technique in the setting of BFS.

The 2™ dimension i.e., extra fuzzy information involved in
numerous circumstances, thus, Ramot et al. [18] established
the structure of complex FS (CFS). The structure of CFS
is described by the truth degree placed in a unit circle of a
complex plane. Tamir et al. [19] discussed the truth degree in
cartesian form and placed it in the unit square of a complex
plane. Barbat et al. [20] invented the TOPSIS approach for
CFS. Alkouri and Salleh [21] devised the notion of complex
IFS (CIFS). Azam et al. [22] interpreted the DM technique
under CIFS. What would happen if the positive and negative
sides of an object and extra fuzzy information related to
the objects need to be handled simultaneously. To answer
this question, Mahmood and Ur Rehman [23] devised the
structure of bipolar CFS (BCFES), which is a great tool to cope
with complicated and uncertain information. The structure
of BCFS is described by the positive truth degree and neg-
ative truth degree placed in [0, 1] 4+ ¢ [0, 1] and [—1, 0] +
t [—1, 0] respectively. MADM approaches in the setting of
BCFS were diagnosed by Mahmood and Ur Rehman [24],
Mahmood et al. [25], and Mahmood et al. [26]. The BCFS is
utilized in pattern recognition and medical diagnosis by Ur
Rehman and Mahmood [27]. Rehman et al. [28] investigated
the AHP approach in the setting of BCFS. Al-Husban [29]
discussed bipolar complex IFS (BCIFS) in the polar form of
complex numbers.

Molodtsov [30] devised the notion of the soft set (SS)
which is the modification of FS to cope with uncertainties
and ambiguities in a parametric manner. The parameterized
group of sets is termed a SS. SS attracts various researchers
due to its applications in numerous areas such as data anal-
ysis, decision-making (DM), forecasting, etc. Ali et al. [31]
devised a primary operation for SS. Maji et al. [32] discussed
the application of SS in DM. Maji et al. [33] devised the
notion of fuzzy SS (FSS) and Maji et al. [34] also invented
the IF soft set (IFSS). Abdullah et al. [35] investigated BF soft
set (BFSS). The notion of bipolar IFSS (BIFSS) was devised
by Jana and Pal [36]. Thirunavukarasu et al. [37] devised
the complex FSS (CFSS). Kumar and Bajaj [38] established
complex IFSS (CIFSS) and Mahmood et al. [39] studied
bipolar CFSS (BCFSS). Gwak et al. [40] discussed bipolar
complex intuitionistic fuzzy soft relation. N-soft set (N-SS)
is the modification of the soft set investigated by Fatimah
et al. [41]. After that, Alcantud et al. [42] devised the N-SS
approach to rough set. Akram et al. [43] presented Hesitant
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N-SS. Akram et al. [44] studied parameter reduction in N-SS.
The semantics of N-SS was investigated by Alcantud [45].
Akram et al. [46] modified N-SS and devised fuzzy N-SS
(FN-SS). Fatimah and Alcantud [47] invented multi-fuzzy N-
SS. Akram et al. [48] invented IF N-SS (IFN-SS). The notion
of bipolar fuzzy N-SS (BFN-SS) was propounded by Akram
et al. [49]. Mahmood et al. [50] studied complex fuzzy N-SS
(CFN-SS). Rehman and Mahmood [51] investigated complex
IFN-SS (CIEN-SS).

There are numerous genuine-life circumstances, where the
information is complicated and ambiguous that is the infor-
mation contains the 2" dimension along with truth degree
(containing both positive and negative aspects) and falsity
degree (containing both positive and negative aspects) and
parameterization along with grades. For modeling such sort
of information, we need a mathematical tool but the pre-
vailing and above-mentioned mathematical structures in the
literature can’t model this information. There is no mathe-
matical structure in the literature that can model such sort of
information. This observation leads us that there is a research
gap in the literature which needs to be addressed. Thus, in this
script, we devise the notion of BCFIFN-SS which would
easily tackle such sort of information. BCIFN-SS is important
because they provide a flexible mathematical framework that
unifies the ideas of BCFS, IFS, and N-SS. enabling the rep-
resentation and unified management of uncertain, imprecise,
and vague information. Because prevailing notions in the
literature are unable to adequately represent ambiguity, they
fall short when used to simulate real-world situations. This
hybrid method fills this gap.

BCIFN-SS is the generalization of various notions such as:

« Bipolar complex IF soft set (BCIFSS): by letting & = 2,
BCIFN-SS would degenerate to BCIFSS.

« Bipolar complex IFS (BCIFS): by letting |D| = 1, and
X = 2, BCIFN-SS would degenerate to BCIFS.

o Bipolar IF soft set (BIFSS): by letting & = 2, and
neglecting unreal parts in both truth and falsity degree,
then BCIFN-SS would be disintegrated to BIFSS.

« Bipolar IFS (BIFS): by letting & = 2, [D| = 1 and
neglecting unreal parts in both truth and falsity degree,
then BCIFN-SS would be disintegrated to BIFS.

o Complex IF soft set (CIFSS): by letting & = 2, and
neglecting the negative aspects in both truth and falsity
degrees, then BCIFN-SS would degenerate to CIFSS.

o Complex IFS (CIFS): by letting |D| = 1, and 8 = 2, and
neglecting the negative aspects in both truth and falsity
degrees, then BCIFN-SS would degenerate to CIFS.

o IF soft set (IFSS): by letting 8 = 2, neglecting the
negative aspects in both truth and falsity degrees, and
ignoring the unreal parts in both positive aspects of the
truth and falsity degree, then BCIFN-SS would degen-
erate to IFSS.

« IFS: by letting 8 = 2, |D| = 1 and neglecting the nega-
tive aspects in both truth and falsity degrees and ignoring
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the unreal parts in both positive aspects of the truth and
falsity degree, then BCIFN-SS would degenerate to IFS.

o BCFSS: by letting 8 = 2, and neglecting the falsity
degree, then BCIFN-SS would degenerate to BCFSS.

o BCFS: by letting & = 2, D] = 1, and neglecting
the falsity degree, then BCIFN-SS would be reduced to
BCFS.

« BFSS: by letting X = 2, and neglecting the falsity degree
and unreal parts in both positive and negative aspects of
the truth degree, then BCIFN-SS would be diminished
to BFSS.

« BFS:Dbyletting X = 2, |D| = 1, and neglecting the falsity
degree and unreal parts in both positive and negative
aspects of the truth degree, then BCIFN-SS would be
diminished to BFS.

o CFSS: by letting & = 2, and neglecting the falsity
degree, and the negative aspect in the truth degree, then
BCIFN-SS would be decreased to CFSS.

o CFS:byletting X = 2, |D| = 1, and neglecting the falsity
degree, and the negative aspect in the truth degree, then
BCIFN-SS would be decreased to CFS.

o FSS: by letting 8 = 2, and neglecting the falsity degree,
and the negative aspect and unreal part in the truth
degree, then BCIFN-SS would be decreased to FSS.

o FS: by letting & = 2, |D| = 1, and neglecting the falsity
degree, and the negative aspect and unreal part in the
truth degree, then BCIFN-SS would be decreased to FS.

o N-SS: by neglecting the truth and falsity degrees,
BCIFN-SS would be decreased to N-SS.

where, 8 = {2, 3, 4, .., },and H= {0, 1, 2, .., R — 1}
as a set of ordered grades. Similarly, the notion of BCIFN-SS
can degenerate to the setting of BCFN-SS, BFN-SS, CEN-SS,
IFN-SS, and FN-SS.

The rest of the script is handled as: In Section II,
a few primary notions associated with prevailing notions
are discussed. In Section III, we devise BCIFN-SS and
explain it through an example. Further, we interpret asso-
ciated operations of BCFIN-SS such as weak complement,
BCIF complement, weak BCIF complement, extended and
restricted unions, intersections, etc. In Section IV, we inter-
pret the approach of TOPSIS in the setting of BCIFN-SS
and provide a numerical example. Moreover, we compare the
established work with certain prevailing work. In Section V,
the conclusion of this script is given.

Il. PRELIMINARIES
This Section contains a few primary notions associated with
prevailing notions.

Definition 1: The structure of BCFS is devised as [23]:

W

={(0. Fy . By () | 0ee}

(o (7 @+ Ré @, 7% @+ Ry @) loee]
(D
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wherezg, (Q),R;/ (@ €0, 11and Zg (o) , Ry (0) €[-1, O]
W = (Bf, By) = (24 +Riy. Zg + Ry, signified the
BCF number (BCEN).

Definition 2: Underneath is the score value of a BCFN
[24]:

W= (0, Ey (), Ey ()
= (m, Z,;, () +¢ R;, (), Zg (©) + Ry (Q))

1
Gy W) = I (2+Z§,(o)+R;z(o)+Z§,(m)

1Ry (Q>)  Smel0, 1] @)

Definition 3: Underneath is the accuracy value of a BCEN
[24]:

W = (0, Fy ), Ey ©)
= (0 2 © + R @), Zg © + Ry ©)

Zg () + By (0) — Zgy (0) — Ry ()
2 )
Hee [0, 1] (3)
With the help of Eq. (2) and Eq. (3), we have:
) IfGy @) < Gy (\7) then W < V;
2) f Gy (W) > & \7), then & > V;
3) f Gy (W) =G \7), then
i) fHeg W) < Hey \7) ,then W < V;
i) f Heyg (W) > Hes (V) , then® > V;
iii) If Hos (W) = Hez (V) , then W = V.
Definition 4: Utilizing two BCFNs [24] i.e.
W= (Bf, Fg) = (Z + Ry, Zg +¢Ry).and v =
tEZ)=(zt tozz z i
(E\%, EV) = (2\7 +LRV, Z\? +LRV) , withpo >0
e have
Wev
+ + + R+
zG+23 - 7zd +o (Ry + RE - RERE).

~(77g) +¢ (- (Raky))

Hog (W) =

Y
4ot + RE
_ ZuZs +1 Re Ry,
Zg + 75 + 27 +1 (R + Ry + RuRy)

o = (1-(1-20)" +1 (1= (1-85)") -l

(&)

e
WO = (((Z,;;)Q + (R;T,)Q, — 1+ (14+2g)°
+ (=1+(1425)%))) 7

Theorem 1: Utilizing two BCFNs [24] i.e.

W o= (B Bp) = (4 +Ra Zg +1Ry), and
& + — _ + —i— — = .
V= (E\?’ E\?) = (Z\”/ +eRY. Zg +1 RV) , with 0, 01,
02> 0 we achieved
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1) WoV =Vew

2) WRV = VW

3) o (WaV) = oWaeV

4) (WeV)? =weeve

5) o1WeW = (01 +02)W
6) WO QW2 = Wwoitoz

7) (WQI)QZ — WQIQ2.

Definition 5: A FN-SS [42] would be termed by
(B, (U,D,N)) over € where E : D — Udefo"(E (g)) ,d
€DCX specifies by ' (d) €F (E (d)) for each dep and H =
{0,1,2,...,R—1}. if deD, then x/(&)CTF (E (d)) is termed
as d— approximation elements of (E, (i, D, N)).

IIl. BIPOLAR COMPLEX INTUITIONISTIC FUZZY N-SOFT
SETS
Here, firstly, we devise the conception of bipolar complex
intuitionistic FS (BCIFS). After that, we merge BCIFS with
N-SS to interpret BCIFN-SS. Secondly, we invent weak
complement and other related complements for BCIFN-SS.
Further, we investigate restricted and extended unions and
intersections based on BCIFN-SS. We also invent primary
operations for BCIFN-SS.

Definition 6: The model of BCIFS over a fixed set € is
devised as:

w={(o 0} ©. 0% ©) | vet|

={(0, sy (0, Fy (0) . Tiy (0) . Ty ©)) | 0€C}
®

where, £} (0) = Z§ (0) + ¢ R (0), gy () = Zg (@) +
L Ry (), Ty (@) = By (0 + ¢ Pi(o) and Ty (@) =
by (©) + 1 Py (0), 022 () + by () <1, 0=Ryy (0) +
Pi (<1, —1=Zg () + by (@ <0, —1<Rg () +
Py (@) <0, Zg (), R (@), b @ P (€0, 1] and
Zer (0, Riy (0) . By (0) Py (0) €[—1, 0]. O () would
identify truth degree and @g, (c») would identify falsity
degree. The BCIF number would be devised as W =
(E+, Fo, T, Tw) = Zg + (R, Zgy + Rg b +
Py, by + L Py)-

Definition 7: Take X as an attribute set, DCX, H =
{0, 1, 2, X — 1} as a set of ordered grades where X =
{2, 3, 4, .., }, then a set (K %) = (IS W, D, N)) is inter-
preted as BCIFN-SS, where B = (4, D, R) connotes N-SS
and K is a function from D to Xx<H o _ BCIFN ie.

(5. ) = (K. (4t D.)
~{(@ (©(d).3(d) deD.

(® (). 3(d) 29!« perrn}

K (o 0). #
<e. ljer)

K (o

B by + 095 )) ldeD, oee, BPen] @)

4 Bl 10 15)) ldeD,
7) Z++LRd, Z +{/Rd1 {E'd
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TABLE 1. The smash products are given by the expert to the alternatives
based on parameters.

Sug/D d; d, ds ds
Sug-1 KKK %% %% %%
Sug-2 X% * XK K KKK
Sorg-3 XK X K o KK X o
Sorg-4 XK X XK X X% X%

TABLE 2. The associated grades with smash products of Table 1.

Sug/D dq d, ds dy
Sez1 5 2 2 2
Sez_s 2 1 3 4
Sezs 4 0 5 0
Segs 3 3 2 2

where the gathering of BCFINs would be identified by F' —
BCIFN, & : D — 2X<H and 3 : p — F — BCIFN. The
bipolar complex intuitionistic fuzzy N-soft number (BCIFN-

m
SN) Would be interpreted asZpy( = (h[ , (Z;[—H R;[, Zoat
(R B boi (+ Pl B +P)) in the BCEN-SS K(d)) =

(om: D), L, E,;[, T Tu) = (om, bzt +
CREGL Zo R B P b T LRy

Example 1: A company requires artificial intelligence
(A software for enhancing the performance of the company.
The IT experts team of the company would select the finest
Al software in the described 4 Al software that is Sgi7_1 =
Cortana, 895> = Google assistant, 8953 = IBM watson,
and Sgy_4 = H20.AI. The IT experts team would assess
this Al software by taking into account 4 various parameters
which is d; = Deep learning, d, = Automate tasks, dz =
Quantum computing, d4 = Data Ingestion. The team of
experts interpreted their evaluation in the model of grades to
each Al software relying on the parameters. Table 1 would
signify the 6-SS.

In Table 1, five smash products interpret “Excellent” four
smash products interpret “very good’, three smash products
interpret ““good” two smash products interpret “fair”, two
smash products interpret “poor” and the circle interprets
“very poor”’. The grades would be associated with smash
products as follows

0 would describe‘‘ o

1 would describe “2 would describe ‘s’

3 would describe ‘s x

4 would describe ‘s x %

5 would describe ““s¢ s x5 %

Consequently, Table 2 would interpret the tabular interpre-
tation of 6-SS.

In this example, we employ specific grading criteria. (one
can employ any other grading criteria).

For 0 grade, 0.0<E," < 0.15, and —1.0<E; < —0.75,

For 1 grade , 0.15<E,;" < 0.3, and —0.75<E; < —0.6,
For 2 grade , 0.3<E,;" < 0.45, and —0.6<E, < —0.45,
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For 3 grade , O45<E+<O6 and O45<F- < —0.3,
For 4 grade , 06<£+<075 and —0.3<E, "< —0.15,
For 5 grade , 075<£+<10 and 015<£ <-00

z; +R —z;- Ry

where, £d+ = —— and Edf = —Tf,
0=Z{ +1/,<1, 0= Ry + Pl <1, —1=7; +1,,<0 and
—1=< Ry + P,;<0. The BCIF6-SS (K, (L, D, R)) would be
exhibited as shown at the bottom of the next page.

Table 3 exhibits the tabular display of BCIF6-SS.

The assessment grades in the genuine-life dilemmas can
be any, here in example 1, we are taking 6 grades. Further,
any BCIFN-SS can be called BCIF(N+1)-SS and by letting
R = 2, the BCIFN-SS would degenerate to BCIFSS.

Definition 8: Underneath is the score and accuracy values

m —
of a BCIFN-SN B = {1, (ZF, + RS Zo, + 1R
G(mm[)

b’
N_[l 8(2+Z+I+R+[+Z + Rt
+55 4P B P ) 6 (T €0, 2] (10)
:H(Q]m[)
];lm
T
N—1
4 _ _ _ _
n Zo ARG+ Zo R B H P B TP
8
H (Bmo) €10, 3] (11)
Dejrznition 9: Utilizing two BCIFN-SSs YVt
=(h[ ) Z;[tLR;[, AR S —l—LPm[, ar TP
and 0, = B, 2+ RY, 25 R, bé[+tP5[,b[+tP ),

we have

D) If & (Vi) < S (V). then Ty < Yy

2) fSG(Um) > 6 (%5[), then U > U,

3) If & (Umi) = S (Y1), then

1) If H (Um1) < H (Uyr), then Uy < Uy
i) fH (Bmp) > H (D), then B > W
i) If H (D) = H (V) , then By = V g

Definition 10: For a BCIFN-SS (K, B), the weak com-
plement would be signified by (K, %”), where B¢ =
(19, D, R) symbolize the weak complement of (4{, D, R) that
is 41 (dy) NLh (df) = PV d€D.

Example 2: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (., D.6))
of example 1, the weak complement (K, %c) =
(K, (U, D, 6)) is revealed in Table 4.

Definition 11: For a BCIFN-SS (K, %), the (bipolar
complex intuitionistic fuzzy) BCIF complement would be

signified by (K°, ), where K° : D — F — BCIFN(XXH)
and

K (d) = ((om, ];1?1) (CRPESE AP S

P, ZE ARG, Zo R;ﬂ)) (12)

ml
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Example 3: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) =
example 1, the BCIF complement ( ¢
Table 5.

In the BCIF complement the associated grades would not
change.

Definition 12: For a BCIFN-SS (K, ®B), the weak
BCIF complement would be signified by (K, B¢) =
(ISC, e, o, N)), where (K, %") would be a weak com-
plement and (KC, EB) would be BCIF complement.

Example 4: For a BCIF6-SS (K ‘B) = (K 4, D, 6)) of
example 1, the weak BCIF complement (KC, %“) is revealed
in Table 6.

Definition 13: For a BCIFN-SS (K, B), the top weak
complement would be implied as (13), shown at the bottom
of the next page.

Example 5: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (i,D,6))
of example 1, the top weak complement (K, %t) =
(K, (U7, D, 6)) is revealed in Table 7.

Definition 14: For a BCIFN-SS (K, %), the top weak
BCIF complement would be implied as (14), shown at the
bottom of the next page.

Example 6: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (4D, 6)) of
example 1, the top weak BCIF complement (K¢, B7) =
(ISC, e, D, 6)) is revealed in Table 8.

Definition 15: For a BCIFN-SS (K ‘B), the bottom weak
complement would be implied as (15), shown at the bottom
of page 7.

Example 7: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (L,D,6))
of example 1, the bottom weak complement (K B ) =
(K, (4P,D,6)) is revealed in Table 9.

Definition 16: For a BCIFN-SS (K ‘B), the bottom weak
BCIF complement would be implied as (16), shown at the
bottom of page 7.

Example 8: For a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (L. D,6)) of
example 1, the bottom weak BCIF complement (ISC, B ) =
(K, (&%, D, 6)) is revealed in Table 10.

Definition 17: For two BCIFN-SSs (K;, B;) =
(K1, (W1, D1, Rp)) and (Ko, B2) = (K, (U, D2, N2)),
their restricted union would be implied as

(K1, B1) Ug (K2, B2)
= (K1, (W1, D1, ¥p) Ur (Ko, (2, D2, R2))
= (£, B1UxB2, max (R, R2)) (17
where B1UxBy = (¢, DlﬁDg, max(Ry, Np)), that is
vV dieDiND2 , om€€, ((Om, h[) zt + . RY, 2 +
¢RTET 0Pt BT+ P)ECd) = b[ =
m! m? + 7+ + + R+
maX(b[ , ];1[ »ZT =max(Z{, Z), RT = max(R¢, Rp),
zZ- = min(Zg.Zp), R~ = min@®:. Rp). 27 =
min( ", 1), Pt = min@", B}). & = max(t ™. kp), B
1
m
max(®,Pp) if (m, By ). Z& +RE, 25+ RE, 8+
2
m
(Pt b +0PR)EDI@) and (om. B ). 27+ RY. 2 +

(RY, £ + ¢ Bf, by + ¢ Pp)eEDa(dr), C, D are BCIFSs on
31 (dy) and 34, (dy) respectively.

(K. (4L, D, 6)) of
B) is revealed in
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TABLE 3. The tabular exhibition of BCIF6-SS.

( 15, ) dy d, ds ds
I, D, X)
Sus-1 / 075+‘°87\ 0.5+1:0.3, / 0.33 +¢0.36, \ 0.38 +0.43, \
5,( —0-1—1:0.12, , [ -0.48—10.52, | 5[ —0-47-c0.67,) | ~0.53-10.59, | |
\ —00231_1[8;5/ | 0.28+10.47, '\ 0.46+10.53, 0.42 +10.56,
—0.27-10.15 \ —0.26—10.12} —027—t016/
Sug-2 / 0.34+10.39, \ 0.23 +10.18, / 0.48 +10.52, \ 0.67 +10.74,
2,[ ~0-55—10.49, L[ -0.7-10.61, | 5[ -043-00.34,) | 4| —0.23-10.19,
\ _Ooi;‘_%l%/ '\ 0.71+10.68, '\ 0.42+10.32, | o2+001,
—0.11-:0.21 \ —0.59—10.57/ ~0.53-100.72
Suz-3 / 0.73 +10.68, \ 0.1+:0.05, / 0.8+10.87, \ 0.1+1:0.09,
4,( —0-21-10.18, o —0.9-10.8 |5 011014} o|—077-10.83,
\ _001359+_‘f’03693} '\ 0.83+1:0.69, '\ 0.17+10.12, 0.68+10.82,
—0.08-10.15 \ —082—1076/ —0.16 —10.05
Sug-4 / 0.37 +10.44, \ 0.45+ 0.5, / 0.3+:0.4, \ 0.33+10.44,
|3<—041—1031>| 3<—o.4—10.3,> |2<—0.6—LO.48>| 2(—0.49—10.59)
0.49 +10.5 '\ 0.45+.0.37, '\ 0.15+:0.35 '\ 0.44+.0.33,
\ —027—1062/ ~0.36-1:0.23 \ —0.33—zo.51/ ~0.31-0.12

Example 9: Take two BCIFN-SSs that is (Kl, B 1)

(Kl, &y, D1, 6)) interpreted in Table 11 and

(K2, B2) =

(K2, (42, D2, 5)) interpreted in Table 12. Then Table 13

revealed their restricted union.

Definition 18: For two BCIFN-SSs (K1, ‘Bl)

(Ki. (¢4, D1, Ry)) and (K, Bs)

(K2, (42, Dy, Nz))

their extended union would be implied as (18), shown at the

bottom of page 8.

@ 5. (075 +1087, —01-1012) 2y (03441039, —055-.049,
K(d) = 3120 0244000, —0.8—-10075) %772 <\ 0540061, —0.45—1:0.33
== s gy, (0731068, —021-0018 3. (0374104, —041-0031,
AT=3 % 01541003, —0.39—00.63 ) C*I4 2\ 0.49 4005, —0.27 —10.62
@ 2y, (054103, —048-0052 ) b, (023 +:018, —0.7—106L,
K (dy) = 2370 028410047, —027-00.15) %72 0\ 0.71400.68, —0.11-00.21 )
=2) = s 0 0141005, —09—108, \ 3 0.45+1:0.5, —0.4—1:0.3,
A3-3 0 1083 +00.69, —0.08 —00.15) AT 20> \ 045 +.0.37, —0.36 —10.23
sy, 2y, (0331036, 0470067 (o o (04840052, —043-.034,
K (ds) = AT 20\ 046 41053, —0.26—00.12 ) O*I72 2 \ 04240032, —0.59—10.57
=)= © 5 08+0087, —0.1-¢0.14,") o 2 034004, —0.6—0.48,
A3-390> \0.17400.12, —0.82—10.76) C*7* <> \0.15+.0.35, —0.33 —:0.51
s 2y (03841043, —053-0059) 4y, (067+1074, —023-.0.19,
K (dy) = A= 20 \ 042 400.56, —0.27—00.16 ) 2372\ 024.0.1, —0.53—00.72
=)= s oy, (014009, —077 1083, 2y, (03341044, —049 0059,
A3-3 10.68400.82, —0.16 —¢0.05) C*I=H <\ 044 +.033, —0.31—-00.12
K(Q[)=((mm, R—1), ( +‘le’ :IJ”B@’ )) it < x 1
(K, B7) = (K, (U, D,N)) = 2 [["I : sz[’ I‘ Eipm[ i (13)
K (Q[) = ((Qm, 0), ( ‘g+ dlitl‘;g’ gn_ _}_L[ P‘ﬂ_1[’ )) , ifb[ =R-1
ml ml ml ml
+
K (&) = ((Qm, S 1), (b HJ—rc %[, bt ++L pﬁp )) ™5
K, 87) = (K, (4°,D,R)) = i LCml (14)
( ) ( ( )) m[+tpm[’ m[+LPm[’
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K(d) = ((mm, 0), (Z+ +R, Z

m
Jifh =n -1
ml +le[))
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TABLE 4. The weak complement of BCIF6-SS (interpreted in Table 3) is interpreted in Table 3.

(1,89 d, d, ds
Suz-1 / 0.75+10.87, \ 0.5+:0.3, 0.33 +0.36, 0.38 +10.43,
1, ‘00-21“%112' —0.48—100.52, L[ —0-47-10.67, ~0.53—1.0.59,
e 7S '\ 0.28+.0.47, '\ 0.46+10.53, '\ 0.42+10.56,
: : ~0.27-10.15 —0.26 —10.12 —0.27-10.16
Sus-2 / 0-3545“0-39' \ 0.23+10.18, 0.48 +10.52, 0.67 +10.74,
0, ‘8-5 ‘(‘)06-1‘9- —0.7—10.61, o[ —043-1034 s [ —0.23-10.19,
\ Qoa0et, "\ 0.714:0.68, '\ 0.424.0.32, ' 02+c0.1,
: : —0.11—-:0.21 ~0.59—10.57 —0.53—100.72
Sus-3 / 067231“066& \ 0'01;‘?'002' 0.8+1:0.87, 0.1+1¢0.09,
—VU. — 0. ) —VU.J = -0, _ _ _ _
Ll A 4 0 8341069 4 —0-1-10.14, L[ 0771083,
Ologh 039, Bt 0.17 +:0.12, 0.68 +10.82,
: : —0.82-10.76 —0.16—10.05
Sus-4 0.37 +10.44, 0.45+10.5, 0.3+00.4, 0.33 +10.44,
o[ -0-41-10.31, s —0.4-103, o —0-6-10.48 5[ —0.49-10.59,
'\ 0.49+10.5, | 0.45+.0.37, | 0.15+0.35, '\ 0.44+.0.33,
—0.27 —10.62 ~0.36-10.23 ~0.33-1:0.51 —0.31-1:0.12
TABLE 5. The BCIF complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.
(B¢, 8) d, d,
Suz-1 0.24+1:0.1, 0.28 +10.47, 0.46 +10.53, 0.42 +10.56,
s [-0.8-10.75, ,[—0.27-10.15, ,[—0.26-10.12, ,[—0.27-10.16,
'\ 0.75+:0.87, | 0.5+:0.3, '\ 0.33+:0.36, '\ 0.38+:0.43,
—0.1-10.12 —0.48—10.52 —0.47 —10.67 —0.53—10.59
Suz-2 0.5+1:0.61, 0.714:0.68, 0.42 +10.32, 0.2+1:0.1,
5[ —0.45-10.33, L[-011-v0.21, 5[ -0.59-10.57, o[ -0.53-10.72,
'\ 0.34+:0.39, '\ 0.23+.0.18, '\ 0.48+:0.52, '\ 0.67+:0.74,
—0.55—10.49 —0.7-10.61 —0.43—.0.34 —0.23-1:0.19
Suz-s 0.15 +10.39, _008038*'_‘[00635 0.17 +10.12, 0.68+10.82,
o[ —0.39-10.63, 0. 0 141 0.05 o [-0.82-10.76, o[ —0-16—10.05,
'\ 0.73+:0.68, T09ios '\ 0.8+:0.87, '\ 0.1+:0.09,
—0.21-0.18 : : —0.1-:0.14 —0.77 —10.83
Suz-4 0.49 +:0.5, 0.45+:0.37, 0.15+1¢0.35, 0.44 +10.33,
5 —0.27-10.62, 5 —0.36—-10.23, ,[-0.33-10.51, ,[-0.31-c0.12,
'\ 0.37+:0.44, '\ 0.45+.0.5, "\ 0.3+00.4, '\ 0.33+.0.44,
—0.41—-1:0.31 —0.4-10.3 —~0.6—10.48 —0.49 — 1 0.59

(K1, B1) Ug (K2, B2)
= (K1, (¢4, D1, ¥p) U (Ko, (Lo, D2, R2))
= (s, B1UeB2, max Ry, ¥y))

where B1UegBr = (¢, D1UDz, max (R, 8»)), and
Example 10: Take two BCIFN-SSs that is (K;, %B;)
(K1, (U, D1, 6)) interpreted in Table 11 and (K, B)

K (di) = ((om, 0). ( +‘Rm[’ Zoi t 1 Ry )) ith" > 0
(®. ®) = (& (@.D.8)) = by J:L‘[%“" ;£++‘f§f_ - (15)
— _ m[’ ml ml> 1 —
) ((mm,N b ( mi T P B Py )) iy =0
+ m
K(é[)=((om, 0, (*‘ ‘“ﬁ{“’ bm‘“?g" )) it > 0
(8, BF) = (K, (4#,D,8)) = J: i L ++‘ o i (16)
K(é[)=(<mm, N1, ( P bt P )) it =
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VATRY Ry Zo Ry

105683



IEEE Access

T. Mahmood et al.: Decision-Making by Using TOPSIS Techniques in the Framework of BCIFN-S Sets

TABLE 6. The weak BCIF complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.

(15¢,8) dy d; ds
Suz-1 0.24410.1, 0.28 +10.47, 0.46 +10.53, 0.42+10.56,
—-0.8—10.75, o[ —0-27—10.15, 1 [—0.26-10.12, 1 [—0.27-10.16,
'\ 0.75+0.87, | 0.5+:0.3, | 0.33+:0.36, | 0.38+:0.43,
—0.1-10.12 —0.48 —(0.52 —0.47—10.67 —0.53—10.59
Suz-2 0.54:0.61, 0.71+41:0.68, 0.42 +10.32, 0.2+1:0.1,
o[ —-0-45-10.33, —0.11—1.0.21, [ —0-59-10.57, 5 [—0.53-10.72,
| 0.34+:0.39, '\ 0.23+:0.18, '\ 0.48+.0.52, | 0.67+0.74,
—0.55—10.49 —0.7—10.61 —0.43 —10.34 —0.23—10.19
Su3-3 0.15+1:0.39, —0680?)8+—[1066fé 0.17 +1:0.12, 0.68 +1:0.82,
1 [-0.39-10.63, 4 0141005 4 [ —0-82-10.76, 1 [-0-16-10.05,
| 0.73+10.68, C09 108 | 0.8+:0.87, | 0.1+:0.09,
—0.21-10.18 . . —0.1-10.14 —0.77 — 1 0.83
Suz-4 0.49 +10.5, 0.45+10.37, 0.15+1:0.35, 0.44 +10.33,
o[ —0.27-10.62, —0.36—10.23, o [—0.33-10.51, 5 —031-10.12,
| 0.37+10.44, | 0.45+:0.5, | 0.3+:0.4, | 0.33+:0.44,
—0.41-:0.31 -0.4—1:0.3 —0.6—1:0.48 —0.49 —10.59
TABLE 7. The top weak complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.
(1,89 dq d, ds ds
Suz-1 0.75+10.87, 0.5+10.3, 0.33+:0.36, 0.38+10.43,
0, ‘00-21“% 112' —0.48 —10.52, 5 [—0.47-10.67, o [ —0.53-10.59,
—bsifoﬁs '\ 0.28+:0.47, | 0.46+:0.53, '\ 0.42+0.56,
: : —0.27—-10.15 —0.26—10.12 —0.27-10.16
Sus-2 3§5+ L0. 349 0.23+10.18, 0.48 +10.52, 0.67 +10.74,
5 _85 _60619 s [ —0.7-10.61, s [—0.43-10.34, s —0.23-10.19,
5 4;[033 | 0.71+0.68, | 0.42+.0.32, | 0.2+c0.1,
—-0.11-:0.21 —0.59—10.57 —-0.53-10.72
Sus-3 0.73 +10.68, 0.1+10.05, 0.8+0.87 0.1+¢0.09
s [-0.21-10.18, -0.9-10.8, 0.1 —0.77 — 0.8
) , 1-10.14, 0.77 —10.83,
0.15 +10.39 0.83 +10.69, 01 0,17 +10.12 >l 0.68+10.82
—0.39-1:0.63 —0.08—1:0.15 ; L 24 ; L9 84,
—-0.82—10.76 —0.16—1:0.05
Suz-4 0.37 +10.44, 0.45 4 0.5, 0.3410.4, 0.33 41 0.44,
5 [—0.41-10.31, s -0.4-10.3, 5[ —0.6-10.48, 5 [ —0.49-10.59,
| 0.49+.0.5, '\ 0.45+.0.37, '\ 0.15+:0.35, | 0.44+0.33,
—0.27 —10.62 —0.36—10.23 —0.33—10.51 —0.31—10.12
Ki (di), ifdeDr — D
K> (di) . ifdieD; — D2
(Q bm) Zt+.R", Z7 4R,
B N A S A S
m m m
such thatll; = max (];1[ b zZt =max (&, Z5)
¢ () "= max (BC’BDQ = min(Z;.Z5), B~ = min Bz, By ). (18)
[ =
= o + o pt) 1 S ,
£" =min (%, 1]), P" = min (P_, PlDi)’ 5 =max (b . 5p) . ifd;€DUD>
P~ =max (P7,Pp),
m! Zr+RE, zE b
. (RE, 24 +0RE,
if {{om, ];1[ , C, C+ C v €D (g[) and
%'(C + (P, :E'(C 4+t P(C
2 + + o+ +
((m 1;1“‘) (ZD Ry, Zy 40 By, ))GD (@)
ms [ ’ + + — — 2 _[ ’
b+ 1P, by P
C, D are BCIFSs on ; (d{) and ; (d() respectively.
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TABLE 8. The top weak BCIF complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.

(15, 8B7) dq d,

Suz-1 0.24+41:0.1, 0.28 4+10.47, 0.46 +10.53, 0.42 +10.56,
—0.8—10.75, ¢ [ —0.27—10.15, ¢ [ —0.26-10.12, —0.27 —10.16,

"\ 0.75+:0.87, "\ 0.5+1:0.3, "\ 0.33+:0.36, "\ 0.38+1:0.43,
—0.1—-:0.12 —0.48 —10.52 —0.47 —10.67 —0.53—10.59

Suz-2 0.5+1:0.61, 0.71+41:0.68, 0.42 +10.32, 0.2+10.1,
5 [ —0.45-10.33, o [—0.11-:0.21, [ —0.59-10.57, [ —0.53-10.72,

"\ 0.34+4:0.39, '\ 0.23+:0.18, "\ 0.48+4:0.52, "\ 0.67410.74,
—0.55—1¢0.49 —0.7—-10.61 —0.43—10.34 —0.23-1:0.19

Suz-3 0.15+:0.39, 0.83 +10.69, 0.174+1:0.12, 0.68 +10.82,
—0.39—10.63, —0.08 —10.15, o[ —0-82—10.76, ¢ [ —0.16—10.05,

"\ 0.73+4:0.68, '\ 0.14.0.05, "\ 0.8+.0.87, '\ 0.14:.0.09,
—0.21-:0.18 —0.9-10.8 —0.1—:0.14 —0.77 —10.83

Sug-4 0.49+:0.5, 0.45+10.37, 0.15+1¢0.35, 0.44 +10.33,
—0.27 —10.62, o [ —0.36-10.23, ¢ [ —0.33-10.51, o [—0.31-10.12,

"\ 0.37+4100.44, "\ 0.45+.0.5, "\ 0.3+:0.4, "\ 0.33+:0.44,
—0.41—-:0.31 —0.4—10.3 —0.6—10.48 —0.49 —10.59

TABLE 9. The bottom weak complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.

(15, 85) dq d,

Suz-1 0.75+10.87, 0.5+1:0.3, 0.33 +10.36, 0.38 +10.43,
0, _00-21_‘%112' o[ —0-48—10.52, o[ —0-47—10.67, o[ —0-53-10.59,

Oza+id | 0.28+:0.47, ‘| 0.46+:0.53, '\ 0.42+.0.56,

: : —0.27-10.15 ~0.26—10.12 ~0.27-10.16

Sug-2 0(')3545+‘°(-)3fé 0.23+:0.18, 0.48 +10.52, 0.67 +10.74,
U o —0-7-c0.61, o[ -0.43-10.34, o —0.23-10.19,
Qoaroll, | 0.71+.0.68, \ 0.424.0.32, | 0.2+.01,

: ' —0.11-:0.21 —0.59—10.57 ~0.53-1.0.72

Suz-3 067231+L066fé 0.1+1:0.05, 0.8+0.87, 0.1+0.09,
L s -0.9-.08 of —0.1-10.14, s [ -0.77-10.83,

Olag 032, '\ 0.83+10.69, \ 0.17+10.12, '\ 0.68+:0.82,
: : ~0.08-0.15 ~0.82-10.76 ~0.16 —10.05

Sug-4 0.37 +10.44, 0.45+ 0.5, 0.3+:0.4, 0.33 +10.44,
o[ -0.41-10.31, o —0.4-c03, o —0.6-0.48 o[ —0.49-10.59,

'\ 0.49+.0.5, '\ 0.45+0.37, ‘\ 0.15+¢0.35, ‘\ 0.44+.0.33,
—0.27-10.62 ~0.36-10.23 ~0.33-:0.51 ~0.31-10.12

(Kz, Us, D2, 5)) interpreted in Table 12. Then Table 14

revealed their extended union.

Definition 19: For two BCIFN-SSs (K, B))

(Bi. (W, D1, Ry)) and (Kp, Bs)

(K2, (862, D2, Ry)),

their restricted intersection would be implied as

(K1, B1) Nr (K2, B2)

= (K1, ¢, D1, 8) Nr (K2, (U, D2, R2))

= (1, B1NRB2, min (Ry, R2))

(19)

2

m
P, b+ P)EDId) and ((om, by z0+RY, z5 +
LRD, b + P, By + ¢ Pp)eDa(dy), C, D are BCIFSs on

U1 (dy) and 31, (dy) respectively.

Example 11: Take two BCIFN-SSs that is (K;, B;) =
EKI, A, D1, 6); interpreted in Table 11 and (Kp, B;) =

K2, (U, D2, 3)
revealed their restricted intersection.

interpreted in Table 12. Then Table 15

Definition 20: For two BCIFN-SSs (Kl, %1) =

(Ki. ¢4, D1, Ry)) and (K, Bo)

(K2, (U, D2, N2)),

where B1NrBr, = (&, Dlszr’n min(Ry, N»)), that is
YV dieDiMD2 , om€®, (©m., b[ ), ZT + ¢« RT, -+
CRT,ET + 0P, 5+ P)ECd) = b[

- h™ h™ 4 ot 4y R . R+ Rt
mln(b[ ];1 ), ZT = mln(ZC,ZD), R = mln(R(C,RD),
Z- = max(Zz.Zp), R— = max®Rg, Rp), £t =
max(:", &), P+ = maX(l?Jr P). 2 = mink ", ). P~ =
min(®~, Pp) if ((m. h[ ), Z& +RE, ZE +RE, BE+

VOLUME 11, 2023

their extended intersection would be implied as (20), shown
at the bottom of page 12.

(K1, B1) Ne (K2, B2)
= (K1, (U1, D1, ®p) Ne (K2, (L, D2, R2))
= (0, B1NeBy, max (N, Ny))

where B1NeBr = (I, D1UDy, max (R, Ry)), and
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TABLE 10. The bottom weak BCIF complement of BCIF6-SS of example 1.

(15, B5) dy d,
Suz-1 0.24+1:0.1, 0.28+4+10.47, 0.46 +10.53, 0.42 +10.56,
o[ =0-8~=10.75, o[ —0-27-10.15, o —0-26-10.12, o[ =0-27-10.16,
"\ 0.75+.0.87, '\ 0.54+:0.3, "\ 0.33+4:0.36, "\ 0.38+4:0.43,
—0.1—-1:0.12 —0.48 —10.52 —0.47 —10.67 —0.53—10.59
Sus-2 0.5+4:0.61, 0.71+:0.68, 0.42+:0.32, 0.24:0.1,
o —0-45-1:0.33, o[—0-11-c0.21, o[ =0-59-10.57, o[ =0-53-10.72,
"\ 0.344:0.39, "\ 0.23+:0.18, '\ 0.48+:0.52, '\ 0.67+10.74,
—0.55—10.49 —0.7—10.61 —0.43—10.34 —0.23-1:0.19
Suz-s 0.15 +10.39, 083 k06 0.17 +10.12, 0.68+10.82,
0| —0:39-0.63 5 0.14.0.05 o[ —0-82-10.76, ¢ [ —0.16 —10.05,
"\ 0.734:0.68, C0.9-10.8 "\ 0.8+:0.87, | 0.14:0.09,
—0.21—10.18 ' ' —0.1-1:0.14 —0.77 —10.83
Suz-4 0.49+:0.5, 0.45+10.37, 0.15+10.35, 0.44 +10.33,
o =0-27-10.62, o —0-36-10.23, o[ —0-33-10.51, o —031-10.12,
"\ 0.37410.44, "\ 0.45+.0.5, "\ 0.34:0.4, '\ 0.33+1:0.44,
—0.41—1:0.31 —0.4—10.3 —0.6—10.48 —0.49 —10.59
TABLE 11. The tabular exhibition of BCIF6-SS.
(151, (4, D4, 6)) d, d, ds
Sus-1 0.78410.81, 0.27 +10.22, 0.08+10.11,
< [—0.15-10.11, 1 [ —0.73-10.66, o —0-89—10.82,
"\ 0.24:0.14, ' 0.44.0.61, '\ 0.754:0.62,
—0.55—10.75 —0.14 —10.19, —0.05—10.1,
Sug-2 0.33+41:0.39, 0.47 +1:0.58, 0.734:0.69,
5 [ —0-49—10.49, 3 [ —0-41-10.35, 4| —0-19-c0.21,
' 0.53+:0.43, '\ 0.31+.0.27, '\ 0.16 +:0.25,
—0.15 —10.32, —0.39—-10.18, —0.35—-1:0.61,
Sug-3 0.53 4 10.54, 0.414:0.43, 0.841:0.81,
5[ —0.33-10.34, 5 [ —0.53-10.49, g [ —0.1-10.09,
'\ 0.244.0.24, | 0.184:0.19, '\ 0.14:0.09,
—0.33—10.34, —0.27 —10.23, —0.54 —10.83,
TABLE 12. The tabular exhibition of BCIF6-SS.
(52, (W, D5, 5)) d, d, dy
Suz-1 0.79 +10.65, 0.574+10.47, 0.15+1:0.17,
—0.36 —10.29, 5 [ —0.47 = 10.53, —0.81—10.85,
"\ 0.15+:0.22, "\ 0.354:0.18, '\ 0.71+:0.64,
—0.43—10.63 —0.13—-10.21 —0.13-:0.11
Suz-2 0.86 +10.83, 0.774+10.67, 0.41+1:0.51,
4| —0-19-10.14, 5[ —0.32-100.23, —0.42 —10.52,
'\ 0.11+4.0.14, '\ 0.214:0.31, '\ 0.31+4:0.32,
—0.81—-1:0.83 —0.53—10.52 —0.34—-1:0.33
Suz-3 0.25+41:0.29, 0.76 +10.77, 0.94:0.87,
—0.7—-10.63, 5[ —0.31-c0.21, 4| —0-16—10.11,
"\ 0.59+:0.48, '\ 0.16 +10.17, "\ 0.05+:0.09,
—0.27 —10.17 —0.41—10.61 —0.43—10.67

Example 12: Take two BCIFN-SSs that is (K;, B;) =
(K1, (W, D1, 6)) interpreted in Table 11 and (K, B,) =
(K2, (42, D2, 5)) interpreted in Table 12. Then Table 16
revealed their extended intersection.

Definition 21: Assume a BCIFN-SS X, B)
= (K, (,D, V) and 0 < < N as a threshold, then a BCIF
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soft set (BCIFSS) associated with (K, 9B) and @, implied by
(K”, D) and as (21), shown at the bottom of page 12.

Example 13: Take a BCIF6-SS (K, B) = (K, (U, D, 6))
interpreted in example 1 and 0 <o < 5 as a threshold, then
Tables from 17 to 21 would exhibit the associated BCIFSSs
with BCIF6-SS.
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TABLE 13. The restricted union of BCIF6-SS (revealed in Table 11) and BCIF5-SS (revealed in Table 12).

(¢,%B,UzB,,6) dy d,

Suz-1 0.79 +10.81, 0.57 +10.47,

¢ [—0.36-10.29, 5 [ —0.73 -1 0.66,

'\ 0.15+:0.14, '\ 0.35+:0.18,

—0.43-10.63 —0.13—10.19,

Suz-2 0.86 +10.83, 0.77 +10.67,

4 —0-49-10.49, 5[ —0-41-10.35,

'\ 0.11+:0.14, '\ 0.214:0.27,

—0.15-1:0.32 —0.39—1:0.18,

Suz-3 0.53 +0.54, 0.76 +10.77,

5[ —0-7-10.63, 5 [ —0-53-10.49,

'\ 0.24+.0.24, '\ 0.16+:0.17,

—0.27 —10.17, —0.27 —10.23,

TABLE 14. The extended union of BCIF6-SS (revealed in Table 11) and BCIF5-SS (revealed in Table 12).
S d d d d
($1 v, %2’) 1 2 3 4
6

Suz-1 0.79 +1:0.81, 0.57 +10.47, 0.08+1:0.11, 0.15+:0.17,
< [ —0.36-10.29, 5 [ —0-73—10.66, o[ —0.89-10.82, o[—0:81-:0.85
'\ 0.15+:0.14, '\ 0.35+:0.18, | 0.75+10.62, '\ 0.714.10.64,
—0.43-10.63 —0.13-10.19, —0.05—10.1, —0.13-:0.11
Suz-2 0.86 +10.83, 0.77 +10.67, 0.73+10.69, 0.41+10.51,
4 [ —0-49—10.49, 5 [ —0.41-10.35, 4 —0-19-10.21, 5 [ —0.42-10.52,
'\ 0.11+:0.14, '\ 0.21+:0.27, '\ 0.1641:0.25, '\ 0.31+:0.32,
—0.15—10.32 —0.39—1:0.18, —0.35-10.61, —0.34—1:0.33
Suz-3 0.53 +10.54, 0.76 +10.77, 0.8+1:0.81, 0.9+:0.87,
5[ —0.7-10.63, 5 [ —0-53-10.49, o [ —0.1-1:0.09, 4 —0-16—c0.11,
'\ 0.24+:0.24, | 0.16 +10.17, ' 0.14:10.09, '\ 0.05+:0.09,
—0.27—10.17, —0.27 —10.23, —0.54—10.83, —0.43-10.67

TABLE 15. The restricted intersection of BCIF6-SS (revealed in Table 11) and BCIF5-SS (revealed in Table 12).

Some elementary operational laws for BCIFN-SNs are Py

devised as:

Definition 22: Take two BCIFN-SNs that is U, =

(1,81 Nz B,,5) dy d,

Suz-1 0.78 4 10.65, 0.2741:0.22,
5[ -0.15-¢0.11, L [-0.47-10.53,

' 0.2+00.22, '\ 0.4+c0.61,
~0.55-1:0.75 ~0.14-10.21,

Sug-2 0.33+:0.39, 0.47 +10.58,
, [—0.19-10.14 5 [—0.32-10.23,

'\ 0.53+.0.43, '\ 0.31+:0.31,
~0.81—10.83, ~0.53—10.52,

Sug-3 0.25+10.29, 0.41 +10.43,
L [-0.33-10.34, ,[-0.31-10.21,

'\ 0.59+.0.48, | 0.184:0.19,
~0.33-100.34, —0.41—10.61,

8l

sl

and v, vy, vp> O then,

4 + + - - it R -
== (];1[7 Zd[ +L Zﬁ[ +LRA[s £5[ +tPé[, bé['}’lpé[)

me + oL z 5) Vi@V =V y®Umi
(h[ . Z, [j_[Rm[’ Zm[+LRm[’ bt Py {:‘m[—"_tpm[) and 6) Vmi®U, =V 1@V

Ty =1, Z;HLRj, Zi4+ Ry, B4Rl B +ep)) 7) VO @By = v (Vi ®Ty)

and v > 0, we have as shown at the bottom of the next page. 8) Vb Y’ = (mm [®Q75[)”
gheorem 2: Assume two BCFNs that is Uy, = 9) MBm®V2Vmr = (V1 + 12) Bt
d zE i REL Zo + Ry B R b +ePs pand  10) T @B = wl
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TABLE 16. The extended intersection of BCIF6-SS (revealed in Table 11) and BCIF5-SS (revealed in Table 12).

LB Q1 Qz Q3 Q4
(81 oy %z.)
6
Suz-1 0.78 +10.65, 0.27 +10.22, 0.08 +.0.11, 0.15+0.17,
3 —0.15-10.11, 1 [ —0.47-v0.53, o[ —0:89-10.82, o[ —0.81—¢0.85,
| 0.2+:0.22, | 0.4+.0.61, '\ 0.75+:0.62, '\ 0.71+:0.64,
—0.55—1:0.75 —0.14—10.21, —0.05-10.1, —0.13-:0.11
Sus-2 0.33 +:0.39, 0.47 +10.58, 0.73 +1:0.69, 0.41+10.51,
o[ —0.19-10.14, 5 —0.32-10.23, o[ —0-19-1021, 5[ —-0.42-10.52,
'\ 0.53+:0.43, '\ 0.31+:0.31, '\ 0.16+10.25, '\ 0.31+:0.32,
—0.81—10.83, —0.53—-10.52, —0.35—10.61, —0.34—10.33
Sug-3 0.25 +10.29, 0.41 +10.43, 0.8+10.81, 0.9+00.87,
[ —0:33-10.34 ,[-0.31-10.21, 5[ —0.1-10.09, o[ —0-16-10.11,
0.59 +10.48, ' 0.18+:0.19, | 0.1+:0.09, | 0.05+:0.09,
—0.33—10.34, —0.41—10.61, —0.54 —10.83, —0.43 —10.67
(K (di) . ifdieD; — D2
K> (di) . ifdieD; — D2

(om B7). (1R 20
VA U S 0 e E -

m ml m2
such that];l[ = min (b[ , ];1[ ) , ZT = min (ZE,Z]B;)

RT :min(RE,RE),Z‘ =max (Z5,Zy), R~ :max(B(E,RIE)),
pT=max (5. 5)), PT =max (P, P}), £ =min (5. 5p) .
P~ =min (P, Pp).,

m' 75 +RE, ZE +RE ))
if ,h N C> ~C c €D (d() and
((Qm ‘ ) ( BE+ 0P, D+ 0BG )

m? ZF + Ry, Z5 + R ))
) (e DD 75 R ) ) eDy (di)
(o 00). (320005 ) 0
C, D are BCIFSs on l; (g[) and Ll (Q[) respectively.

(20)

ifdieD;UD,

+ - - + - -
Zii B “:[“RT“), K7 (d) = ((mm, b'). (Z B “_““Rf“)), and D" >
Kw (d[): %’ [+LPm[’ bmf—i—LPmI %’ [+LPm[’ *’mI+LPmI
- 0.04¢0.0, —1.0—¢ 1.0, .
. otherwise
1.0+ 1.0, —0.0-:0.0

2n

AR A A AR (Rf;[+ ~RARY) . - () o (- RaRY).

b;[ia AR 20t P o S St S (P +P;[+P;[P;)
A he 2 RORY, Zo + 2472 2+ (R + R+ R R
2 D@1 = mm(b[ ’ b) PR AR A ! ( MRS —pjglpjl), E(L;[L;[) + (— (p;[)p;[))
3 v z(b‘[“, (1—(1—Z+)V—1—t (1—(1—&“() ). —lzadl + (_‘R;v[‘V),

®Bh) +¢ (Umf) =L (Te )"+ (—1+(14Py))
4 mm[_(h:n’ ((Z )+ (B ) : —1+(1+ZU;[)”+L (U—1+(1+R;ﬂ2 )
1=(1=ty) "+ (1=(1=P)") bl +1 (= Pril)

) V@V, = max(br[n, bf),
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TABLE 17. BCIFSS is linked with BCIFN-SS and the threshold is 1.

(5',D) d; d; ds
Sug1 0.75+:0.87, 0.5+:0.3, 0.33 +1.0.36, 0.38 +10.43,
—0.1-1:0.12, —0.48 —10.52, —0.47 — 1 0.67, —0.53 —10.59,
0.24+:0.1 0.28 +10.47, <046+10 53, ) 0.42 +10.56,
—0.8—-1:0.75 —0.27 —10.15 —0.26 —10.12 —0.27—10.16
Sus2 0.34+:0.39, 0.23+10.18, 0.48 +10.52, 0.67 +10.74,
—0.55 —10.49, —0.7—10.61, —0.43 — 1 0.34, —0.23-10.19,
0.5+1:0.61 <O.71+10.68, <o.42+10.32,> 0.2+:0.1,
—0.45-:0.33 —0.11—:0.21 —0.59 —10.57 —0.53—10.72
Sus-3 0.73+0.68, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.8+1:0.87, 0.0+:0.0,
—0.21—1:0.18, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.1—100.14, -1.0-1:1.0,
0.15+¢0.39 (1.o+l1.o,> <0.17+lo.12,> 1.0+:1.0,
—0.39—-10.63 —0.0-1:0.0 —0.82—10.76 —0.0—1:0.0
Sus-a 0.37 4+ 10.44, 0.45+10.5, 0.3+:0.4, 0.33 +10.44,
—0.41—1:0.31, —0.4—1.0.3, —0.6—10.48, —0.49 —10.59,
0.49 +10.5, <0.45+10.37,> <0.15+¢o.35,> 0.44 +10.33,
—0.27 —10.62 —0.36—10.23 —0.33 —10.51 —0.31—100.12
TABLE 18. BCIFSS is linked with BCIFN-SS and the threshold is 2.
(%,D) d; d, ds
Sug1 0.75+:0.87, 0.5+:0.3, 0.33+.0.36, 0.38 +10.43,
—0.1-1:0.12, —0.48 —10.52, —0.47 — 1 0.67, —0.53 —10.59,
0.24+:0.1 0.28 +10.47, <046+10 53, ) 0.42 +10.56,
—0.8-:0.75 —0.27 —10.15 —0.26 —10.12 —0.27—10.16
Sus2 0.34+:0.39, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.48 +10.52, 0.67 +10.74,
—0.55 —10.49, -1.0—1:1.0, —0.43 —10.34, —0.23-10.19,
0.5+1:0.61 (1.0+¢1.0,> <o.42+10.32,> 0.2+:0.1,
—0.45-:0.33 —0.0—10.0 —0.59 —10.57 —0.53—10.72
Sus—s 0.73+.0.68, 0.0+:0.0, 0.8+1:0.87, 0.0+1:0.0,
—0.21—1:0.18, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.1—100.14, -1.0-1:1.0,
0.15+¢0.39 (1.o+l1.o,> (o 17 410. 12> 1.0+:1.0,
—0.39—-10.63 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.82-10.76 —0.0—1:0.0
Sus-a 0.37 4+ 10.44, 0.45+1:0.5, 0.3+:0.4, 0.33 +10.44,
—0.41—1:0.31, —0.4—1.0.3, —0.6—10.48, —0.49 —10.59,
0.49 +10.5, <0.45+Lo.37,> <0 15+0. 35) 0.44 +10.33,
—0.27 —10.62 —0.36—10.23 —0.33 —10.51 —0.31—1:0.12
TABLE 19. BCIFSS is linked with BCIFN-SS and the threshold is 3.
(}53,D) dl Qz d3 d4
Sug1 0.75+:0.87, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0 0.041:0.0,
—0.1-1:0.12, -1.0—1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0,
0.24+:0.1 1.0+L1.0,> (1.o+11.o,> 1.0+¢1.0,
—0.8—-:0.75 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0
Sug-2 0.0+:0.0, 0.0+:0.0, 0.48+:0.52, 0.67 +1:0.74,
-1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1¢1.0, —0.43 — 1 0.34, —0.23-10.19,
1.04:1.0, 1.o+L1.o,> <0.42+Lo.32,> 0.24:0.1,
—0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—10.0 —0.59 —10.57 —0.53—10.72
Sus—s 0.73+10.68, 0.041:0.0, 0.8+1:0.87, 0.041:0.0,
—0.21—1:0.18, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.1—1:0.14, -1.0-1:1.0,
0.15+4¢0.39 1.0+L1.0,> (0.17+L0.12,> 1.0+¢1.0,
—0.39-10.63 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.82-10.76 —0.0—1:0.0
Sus-4 0.37 +10.44, 0.45+:0.5, 0.0+:0.0, 0.0+:0.0,
—0.41—1:0.31, —0.4—1:0.3, -1.0—1:1.0, -1.0—1¢1.0,
0.49 +10.5, 0.45+Lo.37,> 1.0+:1.0, 1.04:1.0,
—0.27 —10.62 —0.36—10.23 —0.0—10.0 —0.0—10.0

and then by Def (22), we achieve as shown at the bottom
of page 15.

4) We have as shown at the bottom of page 15.

and then by Def (22), we achieve as shown at the bottom
of page 16.

5) Next, we have as shown at the bottom of page 16.

then, as shown at the bottom of page 17.

By Def. (22), we have as shown at the bottom of page 17.

then, as shown at the bottom of page 18.

VOLUME 11, 2023

IV. TOPSIS APPROACH RELYING ON BCIFN-SS
Here, we would devise an approach of TOPSIS in the setting
of BCIFN-SS. The primary goal of this notion is to achieve
the most superb alternative in the described alternatives by
employing both positive ideal solution (PIS) and negative
ideal solution (NIS). Thus, we devise a BCIFN-S TOPSIS
approach for tackling BCIFN-S information.

Take the gathering of b alternatives Sat—1> Gat—2, ..
gat—b in which the most superb one would be selected. The
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TABLE 20. BCIFSS is linked with BCIFN-SS and the threshold is 4.

(5*,D) dy d, ds dy

Sug1 0.75+.0.87, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0,
—0.1-1:0.12, -1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1¢1.0,
(0.24+¢0.1> 1.o+11.0,> (1.o+11.0,> 1.0 +:1.0,

—0.8—-:0.75 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—10.0 —0.0—1:0.0

Sug—2 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.67 +10.74,
-1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.23-10.19,

1.0+¢1.0, 1.0+¢1.0, 1.0+¢1.0, 0.2+:0.1,

—0.0—10.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—10.0 —0.53—10.72

Sus3 0.73 +10.68, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.8+1:0.87, 0.0+1:0.0,
—0.21-1:0.18, -1.0-1¢1.0, —0.1—100.14, -1.0-1¢1.0,
(0.15+z0.39> 1.o+11.0,> <0.17+10.1z,> 1.0 +:1.0,
—0.39-10.63 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.82—10.76 —0.0—1:0.0

Sug-4 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0,
-1.0—-1:1.0, -1.0—1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0—1:1.0,

1.0+¢1.0, 1.0+:1.0, 1.0+¢1.0, 1.0+¢1.0,

—0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—10.0 —0.0—1:0.0

TABLE 21. BCIFSS is linked with BCIFN-SS and the threshold is 5.
(°,D) d; d, ds da

Sug1 0.75+:0.87, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0,
—0.1-1:0.12, -1.0—1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0,
(0.24+10.1> 1.0+11.o,> (1.0+L1.0,> 1.0+¢1.0,

—0.8-:0.75 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0

Sug—2 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.67 +10.74,
-1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.23-10.19,

1.0+:1.0, 1.o+11.0,> (1.o+11.0,> 0.2+:0.1,

—0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—10.0 —0.53—10.72

Sug_3 0.041:0.0, 0.041:0.0, 0.8+1:0.87, 0.041:0.0,
-1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, —0.1—1:0.14, -1.0-1:1.0,

1.0+¢1.0, 1.0+11.o,> (0.17+L0.12,> 1.0+:1.0,

—0.0—10.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.82-10.76 —0.0—1:0.0

Sug-4 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0, 0.0+1:0.0,
-1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1¢1.0, -1.0-1:1.0, -1.0-1¢1.0,

1.0 +:1.0, 1.o+11.0,> (1.o+11.0, 1.0 +:1.0,

—0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0 —0.0—1:0.0

expert would consider ¢ attributes that are Cqp—1, Eqv—2, P~ — I min minbm 0.0+¢ 0.0, =1.0—¢ 1.0,
m oo o0 \1.04¢1.0, —0.0—:0.0

.., Eqp_q for the assessment of these alternatives. For the
expert, the weight of the attributes may not be equal thus the
expert can interpret the weight that is Q,—1, Qp,—2, ...,
Q,,-q to each attribute such that 0<__q=<1 for each g
and Z%: | 2,—q- Underneath are the stages of the BCIFN-S
TOPSIS approach.

Stage 1: The evaluation arguments described by the expert
would be in the shape of BCIFN-SS and would construct a
BCFIN-S decision matrix.

Stage 2: This stage contains the weighted BCIFN-S deci- ¢ =
sion matrix. The weighted BCIFN-S decision matrix would
be determined by employing Def (22).

Stage 3: In this stage, the BCIFN-S PIS (BCIFN-S-PIS)
and BCIFN-S NIS (BCIFN-S-NIS) would be achieved by
employing the underneath formulas as shown at the bottom
of page 18.

Further, we can also utilize the BCIFN-S ideal PIS
(BCIFN-S-IPIS) and BCIFN-S ideal NIS (BCIFN-S-INIS)

Stage 4: Next, for the determination of the most superb
alternative which is close to the BCIFN-S-PIS and far from
the BCIFN-S-NIS. We assess the distance of every alternative
from BCIFN-S-PIS and BCIFN-S-NIS by employing the
underneath formulas shown at the bottom of page 18.

Stage 5: This stage contains the relative closeness corre-
sponding to each alternative which would be determined as:

(gat—mv TJF)
(gat—m, T+) + (Sat—ma T_)

Stage 6: Relying on the relative closeness, rank the alter-
native and achieve the most superb alternative.

A. ILLUSTRATED EXAMPLE
Reconsider example 1, in which a company requires Al soft-
ware for enhancing the performance of the company. The

which is in this stage. under consideration 4 AI software is Sgy_1 = Cortana,
So5—2 = Google assistant, Sg5_3 = IBM watson, and

Soiy—4 = H?20.AI. the grades and assessment value of

P _ [(max max ];1“1 (1.0+L1.0, —0.0—¢ 0.0,))] this Al software by keeping in view 4 parameters that are
moo U7\ 0.0410.0,—1.0—¢ 1.0 dy = Deep learning, dy = Automate tasks, d3 =
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Quantum computing, d4 = Data Ingestion are displayed in
Table 3.

Stage 1: Here, we consider Table 3 as a BCIFN-S decision
matrix.

Stage 2: As every parameter has equal weight. So,
no requirement for this stage.

Stage 3: The BCIFN-S-PIS and BCIFN-S-NIS are dis-
played as shown at the bottom of page 19.

Stage 4: The distance among alternatives and BCIFN-S-
PIS, and BCIFN-S-NIS are displayed below

0 (Sglj_], '.PJF) =0324, 0 (Smj_z, fPJr) =0.319,
0 (Smj_e, fPJr) =0.381, 0 (8&3_4, 'P+) = 0.329,
0 (Sg[j_l, iP_) =0.297, 0 (Smj_z, 'P—) = 0.328,
0 (Sg{j_3, fP_) =0.295, 0 (Sglj_4, 'J:’_) = 0.281,

Stage 5: The relative closeness corresponding to each
alternative is interpreted underneath

CSqyuy—_1) =0.522, € (8y7y_2) = 0.493,
€ (Sgy-3) = 0.563, € (Sg5_4) = 0.54,

Stage 6: Relying on the relative closeness, the ranking of
the alternatives is

Saug—3 > Saug—4 > Suz—1 > Suz-2

thus, Sg(5_3 is the most superb Al software.

Further, if we take the BCIFN-S-IPIS and BCIFN-S-INIS
instead of BCIFN-S-PIS and BCIFN-S-NIS, in stage 3, that
is as shown at the bottom of page 19.

Stage 7: The distance among alternatives and BCIFN-S-
IPIS, and BCIFN-S-INIS are displayed below

(Sglj 1 T+) =0.551, 0 (89{372, fp+) = 0.564,
0 (Saz—e fP*) =0.64, 0 (Sa3—4. P1) =0.543,
(SQ[:] 1 ) =0.538, 0 (89[3_2, Ti) = 0.523,
(Smj 3, ) =0.57, 0 (852[3_4, fPi) = 0.502,

Stage 8: The relative closeness corresponding to each
alternative is interpreted underneath

€ (Sgz—-1) = 0.506, € (Sgyz-2) =0.519,
€ (Sgy-3) = 0.529, € (Sgy—4) = 0.52,

Stage 9: Relying on the relative closeness, the ranking of
the alternatives is

Suz-3 > Sug—4 > Suz—2 > Su7-1

thus, Sg(y_3 is the most superb Al software.
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B. COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

For revealing the supremacy and dominance of the devised
work, it is necessary to compare it with a few prevailing
works. Therefore, here we compare the devised work with
the prevailing work investigated in [38], [43], [45], [46], [47],
and [48].

e In [41], Fatimah et al. devised N-SS. The structure
of N-SS can’t handle information containing the 2"
dimension along with the truth degree (containing
both positive and negative aspects) and falsity degree

(containing both positive and negative aspects) and
parameterization along with grades at the same time
because the truth degree and falsity degree is missing
in the structure of N-SS.

In [46], Akram et al. invented the structure of FN-
SS. The structure of FN-SS can’t cope with the data
containing 2" dimension along with truth degree (con-
taining both positive and negative aspects) and falsity
degree (containing both positive and negative aspects)
and parameterization along with grades at once because
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the FN-SS has merely the positive aspects of truth degree o In [48], Akram et al. invented the structure of IFN-
with N-SS but can’t model the other perspectives. SS. The structure of IFN-SS can’t cope with the data
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containing 2" dimension along with the truth degree
(containing both positive and negative aspects) and
falsity degree (containing both positive and negative
aspects) and parameterization along with grades at once,
because in the model of IFN-SS, the negative aspects
and unreal parts of the positive aspects in both truth and
falsity degrees are missing.

e In [49], Akram et al. invented the structure of BFN-
SS. The structure of BFN-SS can’t cope with the data
containing 2" dimension along with the truth degree
(containing both positive and negative aspects) and
falsity degree (containing both positive and negative
aspects) and parameterization along with grades at once,
because in the model of BFN-SS, the falsity degree is
missing and also the unreal parts in the truth degree are
missing.

o In [50], Mahmood et al. invented the model of CFN-
SS. The structure of CFN-SS can’t cope with the data
containing 2" dimension along with the truth degree
(containing both positive and negative aspects) and
falsity degree (containing both positive and negative
aspects) and parameterization along with grades at the
same time because, in the model of CFN-SS, the nega-
tive aspects in truth degree and falsity degree is missing.

¢ In [51], Rehman and Mahmood invented the model of
CIFN-SS. The model of CIFN-SS can’t cope with the
data containing the 2" dimension along with the truth
degree (containing both positive and negative aspects)
and falsity degree (containing both positive and negative
aspects) and parameterization along with grades at the
same time, because in the model of CIFN-SS, the nega-
tive aspects in both truth and falsity degree are missing.

Thus, the invented work is more advanced and dominant
than [38], [43], [45], [46], [47], [48] and can be degenerated

into these notions. Further, our investigated TOPSIS based
on BCIFN-SS can also degenerate to the setting of N-SS,
FN-SS, IFN-SS, BFN-SS, CFN-SS, CIFN-SS and tackle the
information in the environment of these discussed notions.
Consequently, the invented BCIFN-SS can also manage the
MADM (multi-attribute DM) dilemmas existing in the pre-
vailing notions.

V. CONCLUSION
In this script, we investigated the conception of BCIFN-SS
which is the modification of numerous prevailing notions.
The development of this notion aims to model the infor-
mation which contains the 2" dimension along with the
truth degree (containing both positive and negative aspects)
and falsity degree (containing both positive and negative
aspects) and parameterization along with grades at the same
time. In this article, we also interpreted weak, top weak,
bottom weak complement, BCIF complement, weak BCIF
complement, top weak BCIF complement, and bottom weak
BCIF complement. Further, we investigated the extended
and restricted unions and intersections for the conception of
BCIFN-SS. TOPSIS approach is a DM approach for various
objectives and is appropriate for managing MADM dilem-
mas, this article contained the TOPSIS approach relying
on the interpreted BCIFN-SS. After that, we solved a DM
dilemma by employing the inverted TOPSIS approach to
reveal the applicability of this approach. Moreover, in this
article, we revealed the dominance and enhanced the worth
of the proposed BCIFN-SS by comparing it with certain
prevailing conceptions such as N-SS, FN-SS, IFN-SS, BFN-
SS, CEN-SS, CIFN-SS.

In the future, we would wish to spread this work in numer-
ous fields such as complex Pythagorean FSS [52], complex
cubic picture fuzzy [53], etc.
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