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Abstract: We present a communication which deals with some new methods to solve multiple
attribute decision-making (MADM) problems based on Fermatean neutrosophic normal number
(FNNN). Fermatean neutrosophic sets based on further generalization of neutrosophic and
Pythagorean neutrosophic sets. To develop some Fermatean neutrosophic normal aggregation
operators. The notion of FNNN holds for commutative and associative laws. There are many
aggregation operators that have been defined up to date, but we concentration of this article
is to introduce a new concept of Fermatean neutrosophic normal weighted averaging (FNNWA),
Fermatean neutrosophic normal weighted geometric(FNNWG), generalized Fermatean neutrosophic
normal weighted averaging(GFNNWA) and generalized Fermatean neutrosophic normal weighted
geometric(GFNNWG). Also, we obtain an algorithm that deals with the MADM problems based on
these operators. We interact applicability of the euclidean and hamming distance measures which
are further extended in real life example. Finally, some important properties of these sets under
algebraic operations are to be elaborated in this communication.
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1 Introduction

Uncertainty can be seen everywhere in most real problems. In order to cope with the
uncertainties, many uncertain theories such as fuzzy set [23], intuitionistic fuzzy set [3], Pythagorean
fuzzy set [21], T1], neutrosophic fuzzy set [19] and Fermatean fuzzy set [I8] are put forward. Zadeh
was introduced by fuzzy set, which suggests that decision-makers are to be able to solve uncertain
problems by considering membership degree. Later, the notion of an intuitionistic fuzzy set is
launched by Atanassov [3]. Yager [21I] as having been introduced by the concept of Pythagorean
fuzzy sets in 2014 and is classified by a degree of membership and non-membership that satisfies
the condition that the square sum of its membership degree and non membership degree is not
exceed unity. However, we may encounter a problem in decision-making events where the square
sum of the degree of membership and non-membership of a particular attribute exceeds unity. In
2019, Senapati et al. proposed the notion of a Fermatean fuzzy set [I§]. It has been extended
by the Pythagorean fuzzy sets and is characterised by the condition that the cubic sum of its
degrees of membership and non-membership is not exceed unity. Rahman et al. [14] worked on
some geometric aggregation operators on interval-valued Pythagorean fuzzy sets and applied them
to group decision-making problems. Rahman et al. [I5] proposed an approach to multi-attribute
group decision making (MAGDM) based on an induced interval-valued Pythagorean fuzzy Einstein
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aggregation operator.

The TOPSIS method consists of distances to positive ideal solutions (PIS) and negative ideal
solutions (NIS), calculating a preference order that is ranked under relative closeness, and finding
a combination of these two distance measures. In 2018, Akram and Arshad proposed the concept
of bipolar fuzzy TOPSIS for group decision making (GDM) [2]. The m-polar fuzzy linguistic
TOPSIS approach for multi-criteria group decision making (MCGDM) was discussed by Adeel et
al. [I]. Zhang and Xu proposed the extension of Pythagorean fuzzy sets based on TOPSIS to multi-
criteria decision making (MCDM) [24] and after 2018, Peng and Dai [13] initiated the concept of
single-valued neutrosophic MADM based on MABAC and TOPSIS. Hwang et al. discussed various
real life applications of MADM [5]. In 2019, Jana and Pal introduced the concept of Pythagorean
fuzzy dombi aggregation operators [§]. In 2019, [20] Ullah et al. discussed some distance measures
of complex Pythagorean fuzzy sets and their applications in pattern recognition. In 2020, Jana et al.
trapezoidal neutrosophic aggregation operators and their application to the MADM process [10].
In 2021, Jana and Pal interacted on the application for the MCDM process based on single valued
neutrosophic dombi power aggregation operators [6]. In recent work, Jana et al. introduced the
concept of an MCDM approach based on SVTrN dombi aggregation functions [9]. TOPSIS extends
to interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set (IFSS) was discussed by Zulgarnain et al. in 2021.

Recently, a new theory has been introduced which is known as neutrosophic logic and sets.
The term ”neutosophy” means knowledge of neutral thought, and this neutrality represents the main
distinction between fuzzy and intuitionistic fuzzy logic and set. Neutrosophic logic was introduced
by Florentin Smarandache [19]. It is a logic in which each proposition is estimated to have a degree
of truth, a degree of indeterminacy and a degree of falsity. A neutrosophic set is one in which each
element of the universe has a degree of truth, indeterminacy, and falsity that ranges between 0 and
1. From the philosophical point of view, it has been shown that a neutrosophic set generalises a
classical set, a fuzzy set, an interval valued fuzzy set, etc. Florentin Smarandache et al. introduced
the Pythagorean neutrosophic interval-valued set (PNSIVS) [7]. An application of the single-valued
neutrosophic set is based on medical diagnosis [16] and context analysis [I7]. Ejegwa [4] extended
the distance measures for intuitionistic fuzzy sets, viz, hamming, euclidean, normalised hamming,
and normalised euclidean distances, and similarities to Pythagorean fuzzy sets and applied them to
MCDM problems as well as MADM problems.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the concept of Fermatean neutrosophic (FN)
information to Fermatean neutrosophic normal (FNN) information. We obtain FNN information
from aggregation operators. The paper is organised into seven sections as follows. In Section
is called an introduction. In Section [2] brief description of FN information is given. In Section [3]
we discuss MADM based on FNNN and its operations. In Section [d] we talk about MADM based
on the modified distance method for FNNN. In Section [5] we talk about MADM based on some
aggregation operators for FNNN. In Section [f)| MADM Based on FNN Information, an algorithm
with a numerical example, analysis and discussion is presented. Finally, a conclusion is provided in
Section |7} Throughout this paper, we may interact 0 < (77 (u))? + (71.(u))? + (75 (v))? > 2 but
0 < (rf(u)® + (7% (w))? + (7 (u))® < 2. Therefore, the main contributions of this work are:

1. We introduce an euclidean and a hamming distance for FNNNs.

2. Real-world numerical examples of the introduced concept’s applicability for MADM and
aggregation operators for FNNN

3. Determine the positive and negative ideal values for the concept for FNNWA, FNNWG,
GFNNWA, and GFNNWG.

4. Decision-making for arriving at A.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we discuss some existing definitions and results.

Definition 2.1 [21] Let U be a universe of discourse. The PFS L in U is given by L =
{u, <TE(U),TE(U)>|U € U} , where the functions 77 : U — [0,1] and 75 : U — [0,1] denote
the membership degree and non-membership degree of the element u € U to the set L, respectively
and 0 < (77 (w))? + (15 (w))? < 1. For convenience, L = (11,7}) is called a Pythagorean fuzzy
number(PFN).

Definition 2.2 [T9] Let U be a universe of discourse. The neutrosophic set(NS) L in U is given
by L= {u, (E(u), 7 (), TF (u))|u € [U} , where the functions 71 : U — [0,1], 70 : U —[0,1] and
7t U — [0,1] denote the truth, indeterminacy and falsity membership degree of the element u € U
to the set L, respectively and 0 < 77 (u) + 71 (u) + 7} (u) < 3. For convenience, L = (7, 7,7])
is called a neutrosophic number(NN).

Definition 2.3 [7] Let U be a universe of discourse. The Pythagorean neutrosophic set(PNS) L
i U is given by L = {u, <Tg(u),7'%(u),7'g(u)>‘u € U} , where the functions 71 : U — [0,1],
71 :U—[0,1] and 75 : U — [0,1] denote the truth, indeterminacy and falsity membership degree
of the element u € U to the set L, respectively and 0 < (71 (u))? + (71(u))? + (75 (u))2 < 2. For
convenience, L = <7'1LT, T}/, T,]g> is called a Pythagorean neutrosophic number(PNN).

Definition 2.4 [I8] A Fermatean fuzzy set L in the universe U s of the form : L =
{u, (TE(u), E(u))|u € U} , where 71 (u) and T%(u) are called degree of membership and degree

of mon membership of u respectively. The mapping 71 : U — [0,1] and 75 : U — [0,1] and
0 < (tE(w)?+ (th(u))® < 1. Since L= {r],7}) is called a Fermatean fuzzy number(FFN).

Definition 2.5 [1§] For any FFNs, L = (", 7%, Ly = (r{,7}) and Ly = (15, 75), 75, 7" are
called degree of membership and degree of non membership of u respectively and A be a positive
integer. Then, the following statements are valid.

1 LB Lo = (/G G~ G 05, 0 - )
2 L8 L= ((oF 7). YTF + 5P~ (TP (3T
9 A.L— (\3/1 (- (), (TF)A>

b= (e - a- ")

Definition 2.6 [18] Let L = (v7,7¥) be FFN, then its score function is defined as

S(L) = (r7)* = ()%, S(L) € [-1,1]
and its accuracy function is defined as

H(L) = ()3 + (+%)3, H(L) €[0,1].

Definition 2.7 [22] Let R be a real number set, the membership function of fuzzy number
z—n 2

M(x) = e_(T) ,(€ > 0) is called a normal fuzzy number (NFN) M = (n,€) and the normal

fuzzy number (NFN) set is denoted by N.
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3 Operations for FNNN

In this section, we characterize the concept of FNN with Fermatean normal fuzzy number.

Definition 3.1 A neutrosophic fuzzy set L in the universe U is of the form L =
{u, (t(u), 7L (), 7L (u))|u € U}, where 11 (u), 75(u) and Tr(u) are called degree of truth,
indeterminacy and falsity-membership of L respectively. The mapping 7p : U — [0,1], 71 :
U—[0,1], 77 :U—=[0,1] and 0 < (11 (u))®+ (7 (w)?® + (71 (v))® < 2. Here, L =(7],7},7}) is
called a Fermatean neutrosophic number (FNN).

Definition 3.2 1. Let R be the real numbers, the Fermatean fuzzy number Q(x) =

_\3
67(%) (& > 0) is called a Fermatean normal fuzzy number Q = (n,€). The set of

Fermatean normal fuzzy numbers is denoted by N .

QS

2. Let P = (m,&) € Nand Q = (12,&2) € N, then the distance between P and @ can be
defined as D(P,Q) = i/ (m —m)* + 16 — &)°

Definition 3.3 Let (n,§) € N, L = <77 €);rT, ! TF> 1s a Fermatean neutrosophic normal
number (FNNN), where its degree of truth, indeterminacy and falszty membership are defined as

3 o
L =T1)e” (=2) , T =Tie (=) and 77 =1—(1—1])e _(Tn) , © € X respectively, where

X is a non-empty set and 11,71, 7F €10,1] and 0 < (Tg(l'))g + (T%(l‘))?) + (TE(:L‘))?) <2.

Definition 3.4 If Ly = ((m1,&); 74, 71,71 ) Lo = ((n2,&); 79,75, 75 ) be the any two FNNNs and
A be a positive integer, then

I LB L= <(771 + 10, &1 4 &); R/ (7T + (7)3A — (7)3A - (TQT)SA,>

V(A + @) = (DA ()M (7 15)

(- .+ €2): (0T - o), /TP T G = DA (),
T+ = - G

2. L1®L2<

3o A L= (A )s Y- (= G DA ()

428 = (e DN DA Y- (- D))

Now, we characterize the following theorem under the above operator.

Theorem 3.5 Let L; = <(771,§1 T ,7'1,71> L, = <(172,£2) Ty ,T%,TQF> and L3 =
<(773,§3) T3, T, T§> be any three FNNNs. Then the following statements are valid.

1. 1B Ly =L, B L,
2. (LB Ly)B Ly = Ly B (L, B L)
3. L1RLy=L,RL,

4. (LiRLy) R Ly = Ly K (Ly ® L)
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Proof. The proofs of (1) and (3) are straightforward.

Now, we prove (2), Let Ny, be the normal fuzzy number of FNN L , the degree of truth membership
of (LyBLs)HBLs and Ly B (LB L3) be T(TLlaﬂLg)EaLg and TEIE(LQEL3) respectively, the degree of
indeterminacy membership be TgLIE L2)Ls and TIHAHH( Lo@Ls) respectively, and the degree of falsity
membership be T(FLlEELz)BHLS and TEIEH(LQEELg) respectively.

We get, Nz, 8r.)815 = NL,B(L.BLs) = (1 + 12 + 13,61 + &2+ &3) -

Now,
. G >3A+<T§>3Afﬂ)“'(r;f)“)+<T§T>3A
T(L1BLs)BLs ((T1)3A+(T;r)31\ (+T T)3A
[P @ = D ) - D
—(EF) P TP () ()M
and
) (@D () = @) (D)) + ()M
T (P D~ P ()) - (
[P @ ) = @D ) - D
R NG R GO M Rt G R

From the equations and Equation T(TLlaaLz)ELs = TglEE(LQEELg) . Similarly, we can prove
that TEILlEEILg)EEIL3 = TL.@(1,@L, 2nd T%FLlEELg)EELg = TL.@(L,@L,) - Hence, (LiH L) H Ly =
LB (LB L;).

Let the degree of truth, degree of indeterminacy, and degree of falsity membership of (L X Lo)X L3
and Ly X (L2 XN L3) be T(TLl&Lz)&Lg and Tgl®(L2®L3)’ Tng&Lz)ng and T},1®(L2®L3)’ TéFLllZle)IZLg
and Tglg(ngLs) respectively. We get, N(Ll&Lz)&Ls = Nng(ngL3) =(m -n2-n3,& - & - &3) -
Now,

. - (<n>3A+<r§>3M<r¥>3A-<r§>3A)+<T;F>3A
IR T\ () () — () ()
D @ D P
- —(@)P )P )P ) )
. (<T§>3A+<T§>3Af<TF>3A-<T;F>3A)+<TF>3A
TLIIX(Z&IX'L?») = ((T2 )SA + (T:]))F)SA _ ( 31\
[ @ - P
—(EEP P DM )M )

From equations and we have, TFLMLQ)&LB, = Tile(ngLs) . Similarly, we can prove that
TETLlﬁLQ)@L;; = TEHZI(LgIZ’Lg) and TéIngLQ)&L:; = T£1|Z|(L2|Z|L3) . Hence (ngLg)ELg = Ll&(LQ&L3) .
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4 Distance measure for FNNN

In this section, we discuss about distance measure between two FNNNs. Distance measures plays
a new crucial role in soft compiling to find the distances between the two methods lets with fuzzy,
IFS, neutrosophic, etc.

Definition 4.1 Let L; = ((m,&);71. 71,71 ) and Ly = ((n2,&2);75,73,75) be the any two
FNNNs. Then,
(i) the Euclidean distance between Li and Lo is defined as Dg(Ly, La) , where

(1+<TI>3+<;£>37<TT>3771 ~ 1+<r§>3+<;£>37<r£>3n2)3
DE(Ll’ L2) B § 1 1+ (T)3 ()3 (F)? 1+(D)3 4 (rh)3 — (rF)? 3
_|_§ ( 1 31 1 51 _ 2 32 2 £2>

(ii) the Hamming distance between Ly and Lo is defined as Dy (L1, La) , where

’1+(71)3+(T) — (M) 14 ()4 ()’ — (5)°

Dit(Ly, o) 1 3 m— 3 2
H\L1,L2) = 3
Bl |1+ @+ = ()P, 14 (M) + () = ()’
3 & — &2
3 3
Theorem 4.2 Let Ly = {((m,&);m0, 7,71y, Lo = ((n2,&);75,73,7) and Lz =

<(773,§3) T3 ,T%,TE) be any three FNNNs, then the following properties are hold.

1. Dg(L1,L2) =0 if and only if L1 = L
2. Dg(L1,L3) <Dg(Ly, L)+ Dg(Ly, L3) .
Proof. The proof of (1) is straightforward. We will prove (2). Now, (Dg (L1, L2) + Dg(Ls, L3))3

can be written as
3

3

(oDt 1+(r§>3+(f£>3—w§)3m)3

. +% GGG I 1+(r;f)3+<;é>3—<r£‘>3§2)3
27 L () () = 05 D3 )?
2 — 3 73
+3 .
J% (1+<r2>3+<;2>3—<m3€2 S C RC C Vi 53)

((‘1917]1 — Dome)® + %((1)151 — Dy6o)? ) + ((‘132772 Dim3)® + ;(@252 — ‘19353)3)
\/[(‘131?71 Don2)d + %(‘1)151 — Dy82) 3}2 \/ (Pan2 — P3n3)® + %(‘19252 — $3&3)3

&1 (D1 — Pama)® + %(‘1)151 — P&3)3 X i/[(sznz — P3n3)3 %(‘I’2§2 ‘13353)3]2

((cblnl — Domp)® + l(‘I>1§1 Dy&9) ) ( Borny — Panz)® l(CI)2§2 - <I’3§3)3)
\/([(‘1)1771 Pon2)3 + (P11 — Paé2)?] 2) ( Dory — Pans)® + 5 (Pala — 4)353)3) )
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((‘191771 — Domp)® + %(@151 ‘19252)3) + ((‘1)2772 — Ban3)® + %(‘19252 — ‘19353)3)

1 |+3 i/((qhm — Dom2)? - (Pane — <I’3773))3 + % ((@151 — D262)? - (P82 - '1)353))3

+3 i/((qhm — Do) - (Pam2 — ‘I>3T]3)2)3 + % ((@'151 — Dy85) - (P2ba — ¢3§3)2>3

[ ((@1m — @2m2)® + 3(D161 — 262)°) + (( ‘132772 — Pan3)® + 2(P2l — P3s)?)
L +3( (@1 — Pamz)? - (Pane — Pans) ) + 3 (D161 — B2&o)? - (Paka — P3&3)
3( (@1 — Pama) - (Pamo — Panz)? § (D161 — Pa&o) - (Dol — P3E3)2

[ (P11 — ¢’2ﬁ2)3 + %('1’161 — ¢'2§2)3 + (Pam2 — <I>3n3)3 + %(‘13252 — ‘13353)3

v
\

= % +3( (P — Pam)? - (Pame — Panz) ) + ((P1&1 — P2&a)? - (P2l — P3E3)
| +3( (@171 — Pama) - (P2n2 — P3n3)? (B, — Do) - (Paba — P383)?

= % [(‘131771 — Qony + Pomp — Pams)® + (P16 — Palo + Pabn — @353)3]

= 217 [(4317]1 D3m3)3 + %(@151 @353)3]

= DE(L17 L3)

Here’ b, = 1+(TE‘)3+(§'E)3_(T£F)3’(I)2 — 1+(T§)3+(;£)3_(T§)3 and Py = 1+(T§)3+(;'§)3_(Tg)3 )
Thus, DE(Ll,Lg) S ]D)E(Lth) —|—DE(L2,L3) .

Theorem 4.3 For any three FNNNs L; = <(171,£1) T ,T:]lI,T]lF> Ly = <(172,£2) TQ,T%,TQF> and
L3 = <(n3,§3) 73,7, 7'3> Then the following properties are hold:

1. Dy(Li,L2) =0 if and only if L1 = Lo
2. Dy(Ly,Ly) =Dy (Lo, Ly)

3. Dy(Ly,L3) <Dy(Ly,Ly) +Dy(Le, L3) .

Remark 4.4 Since Ly = (r{,m,71) = (1,1,0), Ly = (73,75,75 ) = (1,1,0) , which is known as
distance between FNNNs is transformed to the distance between FNNSs.

5 Aggregation operators for FNNN
In this section, we will define new aggregation operations for FNNN.

5.1 FNN weighted averaging (FNNWA) operator

Definition 5. 1 Let L; = < Niy &) T TH, T > be FNNNs, where i = 1,2,...,n, w; be a weight of L;

and w; >0, Zwi = 1. Then, the FNNWA operator can be defined as FNNWA (Ly, Lo, ..., Ly,) =
i=1

> wili

i=1

Theorem 5.2 Let L; = <(177,§l),7'1 ,TE,TF> be FNNNs, where i = 1,2,...n. Then FNNWA
operator is defined as
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(iwmi, iwi&); “1-1] (1 - (TF)M)%,
ﬂ T (- N T

i=1 i=1

FNNWA (L, Lo, ..., L) =

Proof. The proof follows from mathematical induction method.
If n=2 5 then FNNWA (Ll, LQ) = w1L1 H UJQLQ 5

where,
(win1,w1&1); 3§/1 - (1 - (TF)SA)
wlLl = o
- (- ) e
and
((,«}27’]2,(4}2§2); 3li/1 - (1 - ( )3A> 5
(JJ2L2 =

Q/ 1= (1= (D) 7 ()
Using Definition we get

(wim + wznz,m& + wa&2);

w1L1 EB(UQLQ =

(1 M) (1= - @),
J@ B (@)
(-0 -)”),

M=
(wim + w2772, W151 + wa2ba);

RV (1 (7'2)3A) )

) Vl‘ (1—( m)‘” (1- )™,

CORNCIE

J(l D7)+ (- 0=
-

2
(Zwmz,zwi&); 1-1] (1 (TQT)M) ,
i=1 i=1
= - 2
AJl—H(l— )" T
i=1 =1
Using induction n > 3, we can show that for n > 3;
k .
(szmvzwz&)y =TI (=)™
FNNWA (Ly, Lo, ..., Lg) = i=1

AJl—f[l( M IIeh
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If n=k+1,then FNNWA(Ly, Lo, ..., Ly, Lit1)

k k
(Z Willi + Wk k1, Y wibi + wk+1§k+1) ;

RN
. ﬁ (1 ] (1 B (T?)SA)M) . (1 a (1 N (TEH)SA)UJHI)’
i=1

(- (=) - -t
T () (- (- ) ™)

k1 k1
> wini, Y wiki | ;
i=1 i=1

k
=T (=) (= aE)™) ™
i=1
- k Wi Wk+1
SR | N EE GOy I CEC S R
! k+1
G
=1
k+1 k+1 k41 -
(ZM%ZM&) S| (1 - (ler)g/\) B
-~ i=1 i=1 i=1
N k1 S
V=TI -ehY) ™ TIE
i=1 i=1

Hence, this theorem holds for any & .

Theorem 5.3 Let L; = <(77i,£i);T;E,T}TF>, where i = 1,2,...,n be FNNNs and L; = L, then
FNNWA (L1, Lo, ..., L) = L.

2717 "

Proof. Given that, (n;,&) = (0,&), (7f,7,7F) = (77,71, 7F), for i = 1,2,...,n and Zwi =1.
i=1

By using Definition we get,

i=1 i=1 i

DT (=N TIE

=1 =1

FNNWA(Ly, Ly, ..., L,) =
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Il
/N
—
3
n
—
w
<
—_
\
| Y/
=
\
—
ﬁ
=
—
w
>
~—
<
—_
/N
=
\
—
ﬁ
=
S—
=
~——
—
\}
=
S—
N~

5.2 FNN weighted geometric(FNNWG) operator

In this section, we define FNN weighted geometric (FNNWG) operator.

Definition 5.4 Let L; = <(m,§l),72 ,TZ,T,L> be FNNNs, where i = 1,2,....,n, w; be a weight of

n

L; . Then, the FNNWG operator can be defined as FNNWG (Ly, Lo, ..., L,) = H Ly

i=1

Theorem 5.5 Let L; = <(771,§l S TE, Z> be FNNNs where i = 1,2,....n. Then, the FNNWG

operator can be defined as

(TTw TTe): T
FNNWG(Ll,L27...7Ln) — - i=1 i=1

J1-T1 (1=@hr)" 1f[ (1= )

=1 1=

=

Proof. The proof follows from mathematical induction method.
If n=2, then FNNWG (Ly, L) = L7 X L3? ,

where,
Ly = (m;“, o) (D), §/1 GG J - (- o)™ )
Ly — ((172 &0); (), Vl — (1= D)7, \/ 1= (-epe)” )

By using Definition we get,

(w2, 52)s (D) - (73 > :
J -0 ) T (- (-
e I Gl Gl >A) ) (-(-c >)2),
W (= (=) ) (= (™))

(1= (= e)7)- (1= (= 6)7)
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(m - msm € - €57); () - ()=,
_ | (e (@)
W= (=) (- @)

2 2
(Hn H&“’);H wi,
Hence, FNNWG (L1, L) = ; i=1

. 2 w,
A 1_H(1_(TZH)A) 17 3A 1_H(1_(TF>3A)
i=1 i=1
Let us consider the n =k > 3. Then, we have the following

(T 1) T

1=1

FNNWG (L1, Lo, ..., Ly) = k

J1-T] (1 . (T})A)wi, an ] ﬁ (1 . (TF)?’A)M
=1 i=1

If n=4k+1,then FNNWG (Ly, ..., Lg, Lr+1)
k k
Wi Y41 wi w.
(Hm '77k++1 aHfz '§k.]f_+11)§
i=1 i=1
k
[IED - (=,

)

0= (")) o (1 ) ™)

006 (- () )

k+1 k+1 k+1
77 g‘*h).H 1 Wi7
1=1 =1
= H7H04&ﬂ“@f%mﬂ“i
=1
k Wi Wi+41
BV—HO*%ﬂ (1= (E™)
=1
k+1 k+1 k+1
( e HE“‘)‘H )%,
. =1 =1
B k+1 w; k41 wi
V=TT (=) =TI (- ™)
=1 1=1

Therefore, this theorem holds for any natural number.

11

Theorem 5.6 Let L; = <(77,,§7),7'Z 7TZ]ITF> , where 1 = 1,2,...,n be FNNNs and all are equal with
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L; =L. Then, FNNWG (L1, Lo, ....,L,) = L.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem

5.3 Generalized FNNWA (GFNNWA) operator
In this section, we define generalized FNNWA operator.

Definition 5.7 Let L; = <(771,£l),7'l ,TZ,Tz > be FNNNs w; be a weight of L; for i =1,2,.

Then, GFNNWA (L, Lo, ..., L (Zm ) is called a generalized FNNWA (GFNNWA)

operator.

Theorem 5.8 Let L; = < i, &i); T; ,TZH,TF> be FNNNs, where i = 1,2,...n. Then, GFNNWA
operator can be defined as

”'A1/A ".Al/A.
(R

(o)
(T )"

GFNNWA (L, Lo, ..., Ly)

S

Proof. The proof follows from mathematical induction method. First let us show that,
. ((iwmﬁ),(iwigﬁ)); AT (e0)™)
Swrh = | = E = )
i=1 Al o _ R A '
IO )) T30’
(wmﬁwlf?); 3&/1 - (1 - ((TF)A)BAYI,
’\‘/1 - (1 - ((rf)A)A)M ( 3§/1 - (1- (T{F)“)A) )
(word wad ) ¢ 1- (1 (@ )A)M)wl,
ngé\ = AN o1 T\ “
Q/l - (1 ~ (") ) , <3§/1 ~ (1= () )

If n=2,then w L} =

and

12
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By using Definition we get, wiLi BwyLs can be written as

(W1771 + wonh, w1 + walh

.
PO ) (-Gt
(4 (-t ) (=@ )
L)) (o))

In general,

(Zk:wm?,_zk:wiﬁ?); SA\I 1- ﬁ <1 — ((T}T)A)M)wi’

i=1

k AN Wi k I8 wi
-1 (1 - () ) 11 <\/1 ~ (1= () )
i=1 i=1
k k+1
Ifn==%k +1 s then szLf\ +wk+1Lfc\+1 = ZwiLf\ .
i=1 i=
k
Now, ZwiL? + wk+1L£+1 = wlel\ H CL)QLQ H.. H kaQ H wk+1Lﬁ+1
i=1

<ZW77 + W41, wa +Wk+1§k+1>

=1 =1

3A

. <3AJ 1 —f[l (1 - ((Tgr)A)“)“i >3A,+ <3§/1 - (1 - ((TEH)A)M)M ) | |
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k+1

( k+1
i=1

Z winz{\a Z wl&j\
i=1

. 3A
)

(- ((%)A)A)M,Iﬁ <\/

Z Wil )
i=1

1

- k]jl (1- (<TF>A)SA)M,
1— (1 — (7] )SA)A)M

k+1

(Swe)”

).

14

Iii_‘[l (1 B ((T;E)A)BA)% )1//\’
o 5

ST (@)) )

-
i
I1

b @)

This theorem holds for any k& € N. Thus, theorem is proved.

k+1

and Z (wZLA)

/A

A

k+1

Remark 5.9 If A =1, then GFNNWA operator is reduced to the FNNWA operator.

Theorem 5.10 Let L; = <(’I7“£1),TZ ,TZHTF> , where 1 =1,2,...,n be FNNNs and all are equal with
,Ly,)=1L.

L, thatis L; = L. Then, GEFNNWA (L1, Lo, ...

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem

5.4 Generalized FNNWG (GFNNWG) operator
In this section, we define generalized FNNWG operator.

17

Definition 5.11 Let L; = <(7]i,§i);7'2r,7ﬂ T].F> be FNNNs, w;) be a weight of L;, where i

1,2,....,n. Then, GFNNWG (Ly, Lo, ...,L,) = %(H(AL,)““) is called a GFNNWG operator.

i=1

Theorem 5.12 Let L; = ((n;,£;)
can be defined as

77-2 77-1,77.1

> be the collection of FNNNs. Then GFNNWG operator

GFNNWG (L1, Ls, ..., Ly)
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Proof. The proof follows from mathematical induction. First let us show that

Wi

) (ﬁ(Am)wi,ﬁ(Afi)‘”i);ﬁ <3§/1 - (1 - (TET)SA)A) ,

; i=1

o ﬂl—ﬁ(l—(vfw)“)m’”w. (- ("))

and

i (f[l(/\n ) iﬁ(A@w);f[l(Vl(l(ﬂ)%) )
B @) T )
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k k+1
If n=4k+1,then [J(AL)“ - (ALgsr)++* = JJ(AL)*" .
. =1 =1
Now, [J(AL:)* - (ALgy1)s+ = (ALp)* B (ALg)** B ... )& (ALy)*“* B (ALgyq)“4+
=1

k
( H(Anb)wz (Anpg 1), H(Agz)m . (Afk-i-l)wkH);

7N
—
\
—~
2
=
=
—
w
=
~~
>
~_—
+
/
w
<
—_
\

7 N\
—
—~
=

>~
i =
Al
~—
w
=
~
&
~—

3A i=1

(kﬁl(Am)wi’ kﬁl(/\&)“’) : Ifﬂ ( 3§/1 - (1- (r?)sA)A) wi’

i=1 i=1

RS TR o Ty

. 3AJ1— <1— (lﬁ<3§/1—(1—(7?)3/\>’\)m>3A>1/A,
1 i=1

K( H(ALi)Wi) - ( k1

A 1/A
u—n(l-(w))b) |
(T (o)

This theorem holds for for any k& € N. Thus, the theorem is proved.
Remark 5.13 If A =1, then GFNNWG operator is reduced to the FNNWG operator.

Theorem 5.14 Let L; = <(ni,£i)' T THT]-F> ,(i=1,2,...,n) be the collection of FNNNs and all are

LA A A

equal with L; = L, then GFNNWG (Ly,Lo,...,L,) = L.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem [5.3

16
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6 MADM based on FNN information

In this section, of multi attribute decision making based on FNN information.

Let E = {E4,E,,...,E,} represents the set of n alternatives, A = {ej,es,...,e;,} represent set
of m attributes, w = {wy,wa, ...,ws, } represents weights of the set of attributes, for i =1,2,...,n
and j =1,2,..m E;; = <(77”,€”),T”,T”T ) is a FNNN of alternative E; in attribute e;. We
consider TE,TEJ,TZJ €[0,1] and 0 < (7 ZJ( ))3 + (Tfj (u))? + (T,g( u))® < 2. Here n-alternative sets
and m -attribute sets gives nxm decision matrix. We denote the decision matrix by D = (E;;)nxm -
In an MADM problem, one tries to make the best possible decision out of finite alternatives, by
taking into a collection of attributes with preferred weights. Here all the alternatives against each
attributes are represented by FNNNs and the concept of euclidean and hamming distance measures
are used to obtain a decision. Summarizing the positive and negative ideal values of each attributes
concerning every alternatives the representation is obtained. A decision is achieved by implementing
the following algorithm.

6.1 Algorithm

In this section, we discuss the algorithm for FNN information. The algorithm for the selection of
the optimal choice is given below.

Stepl: Input the decision values for each alternatives.

Step2: Determine the normalize decision values for each alternatives. The decision matrix

H
D = (E;j)nxm is normalized into f))) = (IE_”I)nxm ; where IIE_UI = <(n.’i]>"§’ij) ﬁ 7L T?> and

’ Zj’ ’Lj’ 1]

D 2 & & R_x 7 _a 7
Y maxi(nij), ’ maxz(fw) 77”’ vy LYY 197 '1g ij

Step3: Find the aggregate of the values of each alternative. On the basis of FNN information
| |
aggregation operators and attribute e; in E;, E;; = <(77.Z-j>-,§ij) kL 7}> is aggregated into

IIEI <(7h7£71) ???>

b 1, ) z I’ ’L
Step4: Compute the positive and negative ideal values of each alternatives. Here, the positive ideal
value can be founded as,

IE_"'I: <( max (7773), min (fz]));1,1,0>

1<i<n 1<i<n

and the negative ideal value can be founded as,

II;_I: <( min (7;}), max (flj));070,1>.

1<i<n 1<i<n

Step5: Compute the Hamming distances between each alternative with two ideal values
[ m BLENL —
Df = DH(IEi,]E*'); D; = ]DH(EZ»,E_ )
Step6: Find the relative closeness values and find the ranking of alternatives
«_ Dy

Df= — &
‘" Df+D;

Step7: Output yields for the optimal value is maxD}, and hence decision is to choose as the
optimal solution to the problem.
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6.2 Selection of Successful Engineers

Engineers are the inventors, designers, analyzers and builders of our modern age. They create the
machines, structures systems etc. The limit of physics, the limit of modern age manufacturing
technology, the limit imposed by current material properties, health and safety requirements, and
costs - these are the things that engineers need to keep in mind when designing anything. A
construction company is conscious to choose the most appropriate successful engineer to build a
new construction work. After the first round of suggestions, a set of five engineers (alternatives)
namely E = {E1,Eq2,E5,E4, Es} is suggested. An engineer is evaluated based on following attributes
A = {e; : team work, es: creativity, ez : analytical ability, ey : leadership} and their
corresponding weights are w = {0.35,0.27,0.23,0.15} . The decision-making informations are as
follows:

Step 1: According to the decision information the following table is constructed.

H e e ‘s H
E;  ((0.85,0.5);0.88,0.8,0.8) ((0.55,0.5);:0.85,0.7,0.9)  ((0.65,0.6);0.8,0.8,0.85)
Ey  {((0.7,0.65);0.75,0.95,0.75)  ((0.65,0.45);0.85,0.65,0.95)  ((0.5,0.4):0.7,0.85,0.9)
Es  ((0.75,0.6);0.8,0.7,0.85) ((0.75,0.7):0.9,0.85,0.8)  ((0.65,0.5);0.75,0.9,0.8)
Es  ((0.5,0.4);0.7,0.85,0.9) ((0.6,0.5);0.95,0.75,0.75)  ((0.75,0.55);0.8,0.95,0.7)
Es {((0.65,0.55);0.9,0.75,0.85)  ((0.7,0.6);0.75,0.9,0.8)  ((0.7,0.65);0.9,0.75,0.85)

H ‘s |
E;  ((0.6,0.55);0.7,0.85,0.9)
E,  ((0.8,0.65);0.85,0.95,0.65)
E;  {(0.65,0.5);0.8,0.7,0.95)
Es ((0.75,0.7);0.75,0.85,0.85)
Es  ((0.7,0.5);0.85,0.9,0.7)

Step 2: Normalized decision matrix is constructed below.

| ; - - a ]

E, ((1,0.4525);  ((0.7333,0.6494); ((0.8667,0.8521);  ((0.75,0.7202);
0.88,0.8,0.8) 0.85,0.7,0.9) 0.8,0.8,0.85) 0.7,0.85,0.9)
Eo  ((0.8235,0.9286); ((0.8667,0.4451); ((0.6667,0.4923):  ((1,0.7545);

0.75,0.95,0.75)  0.85,0.65,0.95) 0.7,0.85,0.9) 0.85,0.95,0.65)
Es  ((0.8824,0.7385); ((1,0.9333); ((0.8667,0.5917);  ((0.8125,0.5495);
0.8,0.7,0.85) 0.9,0.85,0.8) 0.75,0.9,0.8) 0.8,0.7,0.95)
Es ((0.5882,0.4923);  ((0.8,0.5952); ((1,0.6205); ((0.9375, 0.9333);
0.7,0.85,0.9) 0.95,0.75,0.75) 0.8,0.95,0.7) 0.75,0.85,0.85)
Es  ((0.7647,0.716);  ((0.9333,0.7347); ((0.9333,0.9286);  ((0.875,0.5102);
0.9,0.75,0.85) 0.75,0.9,0.8) 0.9,0.75,0.85) 0.85,0.9,0.7)

Step 3: Aggregate of the information with FNNWA operator of each alternative can be founded
below.

18
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H FNNW A operator (A =1) H

((0.8598, 0.6377); 0.8375, 0.7863, 0.8524)
((0.8256, 0.6716); 0.7924, 0.8911, 0.8160)
((0.9000, 0.7290); 0.8277, 0.8068, 0.8385)
((0.7925,0.6157); 0.8441, 0.8663, 0.8017)
((0.8656, 0.7391); 0.8660, 0.8299, 0.8122)

F1E1E] 8] F]

Step 4: The positive and negative ideal values of the alternative can be founded below.

Lo | 1
E* E-
((0.9,0.6157),1,1,0) ((0.7925,0.7391), 0,0, 1)

Step 5: The Hamming distance between each alternative with positive(respectively, negative) ideal
values can be calculated below.

o)

0.1954 0.1746 0.1776 0.1759 0.1602 0.1733 0.1938 0.1908 0.1925 0.2082

|l o o ©pf Dpf Df | [ DY Dy Dy D D |

Step 6: We calculate the relative closeness value of each alternative below.

[ ¥ b3 D3 D DI |
0.4704 0.5260 0.5180 0.5224 0.5651

Step 7: Ranking of alternatives is done as E5 > E; > E4 > E3 > E;. Therefore, the most
appropriate successful engineer Ej5 is the best option for the above construction job.

6.3 Comparation for proposed and existing models

We apply different methods to the above problem and we have the following tables.

[ A=1 FNNWA  FNNWG  GFNNWA GFNNWG |
TOPSIS — Hamming Es>E,>E, Ey>E;>E, E5>E,>E, Es>E;>E,
distance (proposed) Es > E; Ey > Eq Es > E; Ey > Eq
TOPSIS — Hamming Es>E; >E3 Es;>E; >E3 E; >E; >E; Es>E; >E;3

distance[12] Ey > Eo Es > Es Ey > E, E, > Es

We get the following table by changing different values of A .
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-

Relative closeness values

D3 D3 D3 D} Df Order
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o
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ot

(=}

3

© oo

o

—_

S

W W W W W N NN NN KN N NN e e e e e e e

=~

w

o = S S S S S SR

0.4730 0.5311 0.5226 0.5316 0.5687 [Es >Es > Ey; > Es
0.4756 0.5362 0.5276 0.5406 0.5724 [Es >[Es >[Ey > Es
0.478 0.5412 0.5328 0.5487 0.5759 Es >Es >Ey; > Es
0.4804 0.5459 0.538 0.5559 0.5792 Es >[E4 > Ey > Es
0.4825 0.5502 0.5432 0.5622 0.5823 [Es >E4>Ey; > Es
0.4845 0.5541 0.5483 0.5677 0.5853 [Es >Es >[Ey > Es
0.4864 0.5576 0.5531 0.5726 0.588 [Es >E4s >[Ey > Es
0.4881 0.5608 0.5576 0.5769 0.5906 [Es>E4>E; > Es
0.4897 0.5636 0.5617 0.5807 0.593 [Es>E4>Ey; > Es
0.4912 0.5661 0.5656 0.5841 0.5952 [Es >Es >[E; > Es
0.4926 0.5683 0.5692 0.5872 0.5974 [Es >[Es >[Ey > Es
0.4939 0.5704 0.5725 0.5901 0.5994 Es >E4 > E; > Es
0.4952 0.5722 0.5756 0.5928 0.6013 [Es >E4 > [Es; > Es
0.4964 0.5739 0.5784 0.5952 0.603 [Es >Es >E3 >E,
0.4975 0.5754 0.581 0.5975 0.6047 [Es >Es >[E3 > E,
0.4985 0.5768 0.5834 0.5997 0.6063 [Es >Es>E; > Es
0.4996 0.5781 0.5856 0.6017 0.6078 [Es >E4 > Es > Es
0.5005 0.5793 0.5877 0.6036 0.6092 [Es >E; >E3 > E,
0.5014 0.5804 0.5896 0.6054 0.6106 [Es >Es >[E3 > E,
0.5023 0.5815 0.5915 0.6071 0.6118 Es>E4>Es > Es
0.5031 0.5824 0.5931 0.6087 0.613 [Es>E4>E;>E,
0.5039 0.5834 0.5947 0.6102 0.6141 [Es >[Es >[E3 > E,
0.5047 0.5842 0.5962 0.6116 0.6151 [Es >[Es >[E3 > E,
0.5055 0.585 0.5976 0.613 0.6161 Es>Es>E;>Es
0.5062 0.5858 0.5989 0.6143 0.617 [Es>E4>E;>E,
0.5069 0.5865 0.6002 0.6156 0.6179 [Es >Es >[E3 > Ey
0.5075 0.5871 0.6013 0.6168 0.6188 [Es >Es >[E3 > E,
0.5082 0.5878 0.6025 0.618 0.6195 Es>E4>E;>Es
0.5088 0.5884 0.6035 0.6191 0.6203 Es >E4>E; > Es
0.5094 0.589 0.6045 0.6201 0.621 [Es >Es >E3>E,
0.5099 0.5895 0.6055 0.6211 0.6217 [Es >[E4 > [E3 > E,
0.5105  0.59  0.6064 0.6221 0.6223 Es; >E4 > E; > Es
0.5111 0.5905 0.6073 0.623 0.6229 [E4 >[Es > E3z > Es
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FNNWA approach
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Figure 1 Graphical representation consists of TOPSIS based on FNNWA approach.

FNNWA-approach
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Figure 2 Graphical representation consists of TOPSIS based on FNNWA approach.

From the above, we find that if 2 < A < 12, then ranking of alternative is E5 > Ey > Eo >
Es > E;. If 13 < A < 33, then ranking of alternative changes into E5 > E4 > E3 > Ey > E; .
If A = 34, then ranking of alternative in a new order is E4 > E5 > E3 > E; > E;. Hence the
optimal alternative change from Es into E4. Similarly, the alternative rankings are founded based
on FNNWG, GFNNWA and FNNWG operator with the values of A .

7 Conclusion:

In this communication, we use euclidean and hamming distance measures for FNNSs, whose
simplicity in the mathematical form is an extra boon to them. The supremacy of the euclidean and
hamming distance measures is established via suitable numerical examples. In this example, the
applicability of the euclidean and hamming distance measures is established. For the first time, we
have proposed aggregation operations for FNNWA, FNNWG, GFNNWA, and GFNNWG operators
and given some examples of how to develop these operators. The application of the FNNS MADM
approach can help people make the correct decision out of available alternatives in indeterminate
and inconsistent information environments. We have applied for the FNNWA, FNNWG, GFNNWA,
and GFNNWG operators to the MADM problem on A . The distinct ranking of alternatives can be
found with FNNWA, FNNWG, GFNNWA, and GFNNWG operators on A . In the finishing stage,
the above analysis shows that the generalized values of A have the greatest impact on the ranking
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of alternatives. The decision makers may set the values of A according to the current situation
for the best reasonable ranking, and then make appropriate decisions. Hence, the decision maker
may determine the decision to arrive at the result based on the values of A. The euclidean and

hamming distance measures of neutrosophic Fermatean sets have several real applications involving
the analysis of data. The field of study is open, and the author is confident that the discussions in
this article will be helpful to future researchers interested in this area of research.
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