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Abstract. In this paper, neutrosophic soft set was studied and an
observation made of the potential of its application in real life problems,
multicriteria decision making problems in particular. To achieve some of
the underlying goals, there is a need to define certain algebraic operations,
namely, restricted intersection, extended intersection and restricted union.
Some basic properties emerging from the definitions are presented and they
include union, AND-product and OR-product operations. Some De Mor-
gan’s laws and the concept of inclusions are also established in neutrosophic
soft set context. Some examples of the application of neutrosophic soft set
in decision making problems using level soft sets of neutrosophic soft sets
were presented. Furthermore, the concept of weighted neutrosophic soft
set were discussed and applied to multicriteria decision making problems.
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1. Introduction

The notion of fuzzy set was introduced by Zadeh in 1965 [19]. Since then
fuzzy set was considered as the most appropriate mathematical tool for dealing
with uncertainty and ambiguity in real life situations. The classical fuzzy set is
characterized by membership value. One major setback in fuzzy set is the difficulty
in assigning the membership values. As a result, the concept of interval valued fuzzy
set [4] was introduced so as to solve the difficulty in assigning the membership values
(to capture the uncertainty in the grade of membership values).

In real life applications, such as expert system, belief system, information fu-
sion, medicine, social sciences and so on, one needs to consider the membership
and non-membership for proper description of an object in uncertain and imprecise
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environment. None of the mentioned mathematical tools is appropriate for such sit-
uation. Only intuitionistic fuzzy set introduced by Atanassov [3] is appropriate for
such situation. The intuitionistic fuzzy sets can deal only with incomplete informa-
tion considering membership and non-membership values. But it does not handle
the indeterminate and inconsistent information which exists in belief system. The
concept neutrosophic set was introduced by Smarandache [18] is a mathematical tool
for dealing with problems involving imprecise, indeterminate and inconsistent data.

The introduction of soft set theory by Molodtsov [16] has enriched its potentiality
in dealing with aforementioned problems. Based on the several operations on soft
sets introduced in [2, 13, 14] some more properties and algebra may be found in [1].
Various neutrosophic theory and applications are found in [5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

The aim of this research paper, is to extend the work of Maji in [15] by defin-
ing more algebraic operations such as restricted intersection, extended intersection,
restricted union and present their various algebraic properties including various De
Morgan’s laws and Inclusion in neutrosophic soft set context which has indeed en-
riched the work of Maji on neutrosophic soft set. We also present the application
of neutrosophic soft set in multicriteria decision making problems. The method of
multicriteria approach adopted is easy to arrive at the optimum decision within a
shortest time possible compared to Roy-Maji [14] approach that requires a lot of
computations.

2. Preliminary Concepts

2.1. Neutrosophic set.

Definition 2.1.1 [18]. A Neutrosophic set A on the universe set of discourse X is
defined as:

A = {〈x, TA (x) , IA (x) , FA (x) , 〉 : x ∈ X} ,
where T, I, F : X → ]−0, 1+ [ and −0 ≤ TA (x) + IA (x) + FA (x) ≤ 3+.

From the philosophical point of view, the neutrosophic set takes the value from
real standard or non-standard subsets ]−0, 1+ [. However, in real life applications
in scientific and engineering problems, it is difficult to use neutrosophic set with
value from real standard or non-standard subset ]−0, 1+ [. As a result, we consider
the neutrosophic set which takes the value from the subset of [0, 1].

Definition 2.1.2 [18]. A Neutrosophic set A is contained in another neutrosophic
set B, denoted by A ⊆ B, if ∀ x ∈ X,TA (x) ≤ TB (x) , IA (x) ≤ IB (x) , FA (x) ≥
FB (x).

2.2. Soft Set.

We first recall some basic notions in soft set theory. Let U be an initial universe set,
E be a set of parameters or attributes with respect to U , P (U) be the power set of
U and A⊆E.
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Definition 2.2.1 [16]. A pair (F, A) is called a soft set over U , where F is a mapping
given by F : A → P (U). In other words, a soft set over U is a parameterized family
of subsets of the universe U . For x ∈ A, F (x) may be considered as the set of
x-elements or as the set of x-approximate elements of the soft set (F, A). The soft
set (F, A) can be represented as a set of ordered pairs as follows:

(F, A) = {( x, F (x)), x ∈A, F (x) ∈ P(U)} .
Definition 2.2.2 [14]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then

(i) (F , A) is said to be a soft subset of (G, B), denoted by (F, A) ⊆̃ (G, B) , if
A⊆B and F (x)⊆G (x) , ∀x∈A

(ii) (F, A) and (G, B) are said to be soft equal, denoted by (F, A) = (G, B) , if

(F, A) ⊆̃(G, B) and (G, B) ⊆̃ (F, A).

Definition 2.2.3 [2]. Let (F, A) be a soft set over U . Then the support of (F, A)
written supp(F, A) is defined by supp(F, A) ={x ∈ A : F (x) 6= ∅}.

(i) (F, A) is called a non-null soft set if supp (F, A) 6= ∅.
(ii) (F, A) is called a relative null soft set denoted by ∅A if F (x) = ∅, ∀x ∈ A
(iii) (F , A) is called a relative whole soft set, denoted by UA if F (x) = U, ∀x ∈ A.

Definition 2.2.4 [11]. Let (F , A) be a soft set over U . If F (x) 6= ∅ for all x ∈ A,
then (F , A) is called a non-empty soft set.

Definition 2.2.5 [2]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the
union of (F, A) and (G, B), denoted by (F,A) ∪̃(G, B) is a soft set defined as:
(F,A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (H, C) , where C = A ∪B and ∀x ∈ C,

H (x) =

 F (x) , if x ∈ A−B
G (x) , ifx ∈ B −A
F (x) ∪ G (x) , if x ∈ A ∩B.

Definition 2.2.6 [11]. Let (F , A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the
restricted union of (F, A) and (G, B), denoted by (Γ , A) ∪̃R (G, B) is a soft set
defined as:

(F, A)∪̃R (G, B) = (H, C),

where C = A ∩B 6= ∅ and ∀ x ∈ C, H (x ) = F (x ) ∪ G(x ).

Definition 2.2.7 [2]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the
extended intersection of (F , A) and (G, B), denoted by (F, A)∩̃E (G, B), is a soft
set defined as: (F, A)∩̃E (G, B) = (H, C ), where C = A ∪ B and ∀ x ∈ C,

H (x) =

 F (x) , if x ∈ A−B
G (x) , ifx ∈ B −A
F (x) ∩ G (x) , if x ∈ A ∩B.

Definition 2.2.8 [2]. Let (F,A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the
restricted intersection of (F,A) and (G, B) denoted by (F,A) e (G, B), is a soft
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set defined as: (F,A) e (G, B) = (H, C), where C = A∩ B and ∀ x ∈ C, H (x ) =
F (x ) ∩G (x ).

Definition 2.2.9 [14]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the

AND-product or AND-intersection of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) is a soft set defined as:

(F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) = (H, C) ,

where C = A×B and ∀ (x, y) ∈ A×B, H (x, y) = F (x ) ∩ G(y).

Definition 2.2.10 [14]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two soft sets over U. Then the

OR-product or OR-union of (F, A) and (G, B), denoted by (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) is a
soft set defined as:

(F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) = (H,C) ,

where C = A×B and ∀ (x, y) ∈ A×B, H (x, y) = F (x ) ∪ G(y).

Definition 2.2.11 [17]. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two nonempty soft sets over U.
The sum (F, A) +̃(G, B) is define as the soft set (H, C) = (F, A) +̃(G, B),
where C = A×B and H (x, y) = F (x) +G (y) , ∀ (x, y) ∈ C.

3. Neutrosophic soft set and its properties

Definition 3.1 [15]. Let U be an initial Universe set and E be a set of parameters.
Let A ⊆ E and P (U) denotes the set of all neutrosophic sets of U . The pair (F,A)
is termed to be the neutrosophic soft set over U , where F is a mapping given by
F : A→ P (U).

For illustration we consider Example 3.1 below.

Example 3.1. Let U be a set of cars Mr X is considering for transportation pur-
chase during his wedding celebration and E is a set of decision parameters. Each
parameter is a neutrosophic word or a sentence involving neutrosophic words. Con-
sider

E = {beautiful, costly, very costly, cheap, expensive,model 2010, black,made
in Japan}.

In this case, to define a neutrosophic soft set means to point out beautiful cars,
costly cars, very costly cars, cheap cars and so on. Suppose that there are five
cars in the universe U given by U = {C1, C2, C3, C4, C5} and set of parameters
A = {a1, a2, a3, a4}, where a1 stands for the parameter beautiful, a2 stands for the
parameter costly, a3 stands for the parameter model 2010 and a4 stands for the
parameter made in Japan. Suppose that
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F (beautiful) =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉

}
,

F (costly) =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.2, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.2, 0.3〉 , 〈C5, 0.9, 0.4, 0.6〉

}
,

F (model 2010) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.7, 0.3, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.5, 0.3, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.4, 0.4〉

}
,

F (made in Japan) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.7, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.7, 0.6, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉

}
.

Then the neutrosophic soft set (F, A) is a parameterized family

{F (ai) , i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , n}

of all neutrosophic sets of U and describes a collection of approximation of an object.
The mapping F here is ‘car‘, where dot (.) is to be filled up by a parameter a ∈ E.
Thus F (a1) means ‘cars (beautiful)‘ whose functional-value is the neutrosophic set:
{〈C1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 , 〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 ,
〈C5, 0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉} .

So we can view the neutrosophic soft set (F, A) as a collection of approximation
below:

(F, A)

=



beautiful =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉

}
,

costly =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.2, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.2, 0.3〉 , 〈C5, 0.9, 0.4, 0.6〉

}
,

Model 2010 =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.7, 0.3, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.5, 0.3, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.4, 0.4〉

}
,

made in Japan =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.7, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.7, 0.6, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉

}


,

where each approximation has two parts:

(1) A predicate p and
(2) An approximate value-set v (or simply referred to as value-set v).

For instance, for the approximation

beautiful cars =
{〈C1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 , 〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 ,
〈C5, 0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉} .

We have (i) predicate name beautiful cars and (ii) the approximate value-set is

{〈C1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 , 〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉
〈C5, 0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉}.

Hence, a neutrosophic soft set (F, A) can be viewed as a collection of approximation
like (F, A) = {p1 = v1, p2 = v2, . . . , pn = vn}.
For the purpose of storing a neutrosophic soft set in a computer, we could represent
it in the form of table as shown below (corresponding to the neutrosophic soft set in
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Table 3.1. Tabular representation of the neutrosophic soft set
(F, A) in Example 3.1.

U/A beautiful costly model 2010 made in Japan
C1 〈0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 〈0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 〈0.8, 0.5, 0.4〉 〈0.8, 0.7, 0.5〉
C2 〈0.4, 0.8, 0.5〉 〈0.7, 0.5, 0.4〉 〈0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 〈0.6, 0.8, 0.5〉
C3 〈0.6, 0.3, 0.3〉 〈0.8, 0.2, 0.3〉 〈0.7, 0.3, 0.5〉 〈0.7, 0.6, 0.3〉
C4 〈0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 〈0.7, 0.2, 0.3〉 〈0.5, 0.3, 0.6〉 〈0.8, 0.7, 0.6〉
C5 〈0.8, 0.3, 0.4〉 〈0.9, 0.4, 0.6〉 〈0.7, 0.4, 0.4〉 〈0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉

Example 3.1). In this table, the entries are cij corresponding to the car ci and the
parameter aj , where
cij = (true-membership value of ci, indeterminacy-membership value ci, falsity-
membership value of ci) in F (aj). The tabular representation of the neutrosophic
soft set (F, A) is as follows:

Definition 3.2. The class of all value-set of a neutrosophic soft set (F, E) is called
value-class of the neutrosophic soft set and it is denoted by C(F,E). For the Exam-
ple 3.1, C(F,E) ⊂ P (U).

Definition 3.3. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common
universe set U . (F, A) is said to be neutrosophic soft subset of (G, B), if A ⊂ B
and TF (e)(x) = TG(e)(x),

IF (e)(x) = GG(e)(x), FF (e) (x) = FG(e) (x) , ∀ e ∈ A, x ∈ U.

We denote it mathematically by (F, A)⊆̃(G, B).
(F, A) is said to be neutrosophic soft super set of (G, B), if (G, B) is a neutro-

sophic soft subset of (F, A). We denote it by (F, A)⊇̃(G, B).

Example 3.2. Consider the two neutrosophic soft sets (F, A) and (G, B) over a
common universe set U = {h1, h2, h3, h4, h5}. The neutrosophic soft set (F, A)
describes the sizes of the objects and the neutrosophic soft set (G, B) describes its
surface textures. Let

(F, A)

=



small size =

{
〈h1, 0.4, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈h2, 0.5, 0.2, 0.5〉 , 〈h3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.8〉 ,

〈h4, 0.6, 0.3, 0.6〉 , 〈h5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.6〉

}
,

large size =

{
〈h1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.8〉 , 〈h2, 0.6, 0.5, 0.8〉 , 〈h3, 0.4, 0.3, 0.7〉 ,

〈h4, 0.2, 0.6, 0.8〉 , 〈h5, 0.5, 0.2, 0.7〉

}
,

moderate size =

{
〈h1, 0.4, 0.6, 0.6〉 , 〈h2, 0.6, 0.4, 0.7〉 , 〈h3, 0.4, 0.4, 0.9〉 ,

〈h4, 0.7, 0.5, 0.8〉 , 〈h5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.4〉

}
,


and

(G, B)
250



H. M. Balami /Ann. Fuzzy Math. Inform. 18 (2019), No. 3, 245–271

=



small texture =

{
〈h1, 0.5, 0.6, 0.3〉 , 〈h2, 0.6, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈h3, 0.7, 0.5, 0.4〉 ,

〈h4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.2〉 , 〈h5, 0.6, 0.3, 0.2〉

}
,

large texture =

{
〈h1, 0.5, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈h2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈h3, 0.4, 0.4, 0.5〉 ,

〈h4, 0.5, 0.3, 0.1〉 , 〈h5, 0.6, 0.3, 0.2〉

}
,

moderate texture =

{
〈h1, 0.6, 0.7, 0.3〉 , 〈h2, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈h3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.3〉 ,

〈h4, 0.5, 0.4, 0.2〉 , 〈h5, 0.4, 0.5, 0.4〉

}
,

very smoot texture =

{
〈h1, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈h2, 0.5, 0.6, 0.8〉 , 〈h3, 0.8, 0.2, 0.5〉 ,

〈h4, 0.5, 0.7, 0.2〉 , 〈h5, 0.4, 0.1, 0.8〉

}


.

Obviously, A ⊂ B and (F, A)⊆̃(G, B).

Definition 3.4. (Equality of two neutrosophic soft sets) Let (F, A) and (G, B) be
two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set U . Then (F, A) is said to be
equal to (G, B), if (F, A) is a neutrosophic soft subset of (G, B) and (G, B) is a
neutrosophic soft subset of (F, A). We denote it by (F, A) = (G, B).

Definition 3.5. (NOT set of a set of parameters) Let E = {e1, e2, . . . , en}
be a set of parameters. The NOT set of E is denoted by ¬E is define by ¬E =
{¬e1, ¬e2, . . . , ¬en}, where ¬ei = not ei, ∀ i.

Example 3.3. Consider Example 3.1. Here

¬A = {not beautiful, not costly, not model 2010, not made in Japan}.

Definition 3.6. (Complement of a neutrosophic soft set) The complement of a

neutrosophic soft set (F, A) denoted by (F, A)
C

and is defined as (F, A)
C

=(
FC , ¬A

)
, where FC : ¬A → P (U) is a mapping given by FC (α) = neutrosophic

soft complement with TFC(x) = FF (x), IFC(x) = IF (x) and FFC(x) = TF (x).

Example 3.4. Consider Example 3.1. The (F, A)
C

describes the not attractiveness
of the cars. We have

F (not beautiful)

=

{
〈C1, 0.3, 0.7, 0.6〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.8, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.3, 0.3, 0.6〉 ,

〈C4, 0.3, 0.4, 0.8〉 , 〈C5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.8〉

}
,

F (not costly)

=

{
〈C1, 0.5, 0.4, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.4, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C3, 0.3, 0.2, 0.8〉 ,

〈C4, 03, 0.2, 0.7〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.9〉

}
,

F ( not model 2010)

=

{
〈C1, 0.4, 0.5, 0.8〉 , 〈C2, 0.3, 0.7, 0.6〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.3, 0.7〉 ,

〈C4, 0.6, 0.3, 0.5〉 , 〈C5, 0.4, 0.4, 0.7〉

}
,

F (not made in Japan)

=

{
〈C1, 0.5, 0.7, 0.8〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.8, 0.6〉 , 〈C3, 0.3, 0.6, 0.7〉 ,

〈C4, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.6, 0.8〉

}
.

Definition 3.7. (Empty or Null neutrosophic soft set with respect to a parameter)
A neutrosophic soft set (F, A) over the universe U is said to be empty or null neu-
trosophic soft set with respect to the parameter A, if TF (e) (x) = 0, FF (e) (x) = 0
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and IF (e) (x) = 0, ∀e ∈ A, ∀x ∈ U . In this case, the null neutrosophic soft set is
denoted by (F, A)∅.

Example 3.5. Let U = {C1, C2, C3, C4, C5}, the set of five cars be considered as
the universe set and A = {costly, cheap, expensive} be the set of parameters that
characterizes the cars. Consider the neutrosophic soft set (F, A) which describes
the attractiveness of the cars and

F (very costly) =

{
〈C1, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C2, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C3, 0, 0, 0〉 ,

〈C4, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C5, 0, 0, 0〉

}
,

F (cheap) =

{
〈C1, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C2, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C3, 0, 0, 0〉 ,

〈C4, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C5, 0, 0, 0〉

}
,

F ( expensive) =

{
〈C1, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C2, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C3, 0, 0, 0〉 ,

〈C4, 0, 0, 0〉 , 〈C5, 0, 0, 0〉

}
.

Then the neutrosophic soft set (F, A) is a null neutrosophic soft set.

Definition 3.8. (Union of two neutrosophic soft set) Let (F, A) and (G, B) be
two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set U . The union of (F, A)
and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)∪̃(G, B) is defined as (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (H, C),
where C = A∪B and the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership and false-
membership of (H, C) are as follows:

TH(e) (x) = TF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B ,

= TG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A ,

= max
(
TF (e) (x) , TG(e) (x)

)
if e ∈ A ∩B ,

IH(e) (x) = IF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B ,

= IG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A ,

=
IF (e)(x)+IG(e)(x)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B ,

FH(e) (x) = FF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B ,

= FG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A ,

= min
(
FF (e) (x) , FG(e) (x)

)
if e ∈ A ∩B .

Example 3.6. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common
universe set U given as follows:

(F, A)
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=



beautiful =

{
〈c1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.7〉 , 〈c2, 0.5, 0.6, 0.5〉 , 〈c3, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 ,

〈c4, 0.9, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈c5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.1〉

}
,

costly =

{
〈c1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈c2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.3〉 , 〈c3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉 ,

〈c4, 0.7, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈c5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

model 2010 =

{
〈c1, 0.6, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈c2, 0.7, 0.6, 0.4〉 , 〈c3, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 ,

〈c4, 0.7, 0.6, 0.7〉 , 〈c5, 0.8, 0.6, 0.6〉

}
,


,

(G, B)

=


made in Japan =

{
〈c1, 0.8, 0.2, 0.5〉 , 〈c2, 0.7, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈c3, 0.6, 0.5, 0.3〉 ,

〈c4, 0.7, 0.3, 0.1〉 , 〈c5, 0.5, 0.6, 0.4〉

}
,

model 2010 =

{
〈c1, 0.8, 0.6, 0.7〉 , 〈c2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.4〉 , 〈c3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.5〉 ,

〈c4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈c5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

 .

Then the union of (F, A) and (G, B) is (H, C), where
(H, C)

=



beautiful =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.6, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.9, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.1〉

}
,

costly =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

Model 2010 =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.5, 0.5〉

}
,

made in Japan =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.2, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.5, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.3, 0.1〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.6, 0.4〉

}


.

Definition 3.9. (Restricted intersection of two neutrosophic soft sets) Let (F, A)
and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set U . The inter-
section of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)e(G, B) is defined as (F, A)e (G, B) =
(H, C), where C = A∩B 6= ∅ and the truth-membership, indeterminacy-membership
and false-membership of (H, C) are as follows: for each x ∈ C,

TH(e) (x) = min
(
TF (e) (x) , TG(e) (x)

)
,

IH(e) (x) =
IF (e) (x) + IG(e) (x)

2
and

FH(e) (x) = max
(
FF (e) (x) , FG(e) (x)

)
.

Example 3.7. Consider the Example 3.6 above for the union. Then the neutro-
sophic soft set (F, A)e (G, B) = (H, C), where

(H, C)

=

{
Model 2010 =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.6〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6〉

}}
.

Proposition 3.1. For any two neutrosophic soft sets (F, A) and (G, B) over the
same universe set U , we have the following:

(1) (F, A) ∪̃ (F, A) = (F, A),
(2) (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (G, B) ∪̃(F, A),
(3) (F, A) ∪̃ (F, A)∅ = (F, A),
(4) (F, A)e (F, A) = (F, A),
(5) (F, A)e (G, B) = (G, B)e(F, A),
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(6) (F, A)e(F, A)∅ = (F, A)∅,

(7)
[
(F, A)

C
]C

= (F,A).

Proof. The proofs are obvious. �

Proposition 3.2. Let (F, A), (G, B) and (H, C) be three neutrosophic soft sets
over a common universe set U , then

(1) (F, A) ∪̃
(
(G, B) ∪̃ (H, C)

)
=
(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)
∪̃ (H, C),

(2) (F, A)e ((G, B)e (H, C)) = ((F, A)e (G, B))e (H, C),
(3) (F, A) ∪̃ ((G, B)e (H, C)) =

(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)
e
(
(F, A) ∪̃ (H, C)

)
,

(4) (F, A)e
(
(G, B) ∪̃ (H, C)

)
= ((F, A)e (G, B)) ∪̃ ((F, A)e (H, C)).

Proof. The proofs are obvious. �

Definition 3.10. (AND-product operation of two neutrosophic soft sets) Let
(F, A) and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set

U . The AND-product of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) is de-

fined as (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) = (H, C), where C = A × B and the truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership and false-membership of (H, C) are as follows:

TH(e1,e2) (x) = min
(
TF (e1) (x) , TG(e2) (x)

)
,

IH(e1,e2) (x) =
IF (e1)(x)+IG(e2)(x)

2 and

FH(e1,e2) (x) = max
(
FF (e1) (x) , FG(e2) (x)

)
, ∀ e1 ∈ A, ∀ e2 ∈ B.

Example 3.8. Consider Example 3.6. Then (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) = (H, C). Let
a1 = beautiful, a2 = costly, a3 = model 2010, and b1 = made in Japan, b2 =
model 2010. Then

(H, C)

=



(a1, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.3, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.5, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.45, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.4, 0.4〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.7, 0.4〉

}
,

(a1, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.7, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.55, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.45, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.6, 0.5〉

}
,

(a2, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.3, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.6, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.45, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.35, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.5, 0.5〉

}
,

(a2, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.55, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

(a3, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.3, 0.6〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.45, 0.7〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.6, 0.6〉

}
,

(a3, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.6〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6〉

}



.

Definition 3.11. (OR-product operation of two neutrosophic soft sets) Let
(F, A) and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set

U . The OR-product of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) is de-

fined as (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) = (J, C), where C = A × B and the truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership and false-membership of (H, C) are as follows:

TJ(e1,e2) (x) = max
(
TF (e1) (x) , TG(e2) (x)

)
,
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IJ(e1,e2) (x) =
IF (e1)(x)+IG(e2)(x)

2 and

FJ(e1,e2) (x) = min
(
FF (e1) (x) , FG(e2) (x)

)
, ∀ e1 ∈ A, ∀ e2 ∈ B.

Example 3.9. Consider Example 3.6. Then (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) = (J, C). Let a1 =
beautifula2 = costly, a3 = model 2010 and b1 = made in Japan, b2 = model 2010.
Then

(J, C)

=



(a1, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.3, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.5, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.45, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.9, 0.4, 0.1〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.7, 0.1〉

}
,

(a1, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.55, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.9, 0.45, 0.4〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.6, 0.1〉

}
,

(a2, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.3, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.6, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.45, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.35, 0.1〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.4〉

}
,

(a2, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.55, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

(a3, b1) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.3, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.5, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.5, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.45, 0.1〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.6, 0.4〉

}
,

(a3, b2) =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.5, 0.5〉

}



.

Proposition 3.3. Let (F, A) , (G, B) and (H, C) be three neutrosophic soft over
a common universe set U . Then

(1) (F, A)
∧̃ (

(G, B)
∧̃

(H, C)
)

=
(

(F, A)
∧̃

(G, B)
) ∧̃

(H, C),

(2) (F, A)
∨̃ (

(G, B)
∨̃

(H, C)
)

=
(

(F, A)
∨̃

(G, B)
) ∨̃

(H, C),

(3) (F, A)
∧̃

(F, A) = (F, A).

(4) (F, A)
∨̃

(F, A) = (F, A)

Proof. (1) By Definition 3.10,

(F, A)
∧̃ (

(G, B)
∧̃

(H, C)

)
= (F, A)

∧̃
(G, B × C) = (N,A× B × C) ,

where for all (b, c) ∈ B×C, M (b, c) = G(b)∩H(c) and for all (a, b, c) ∈ A×B×C,
N (a, b, c) = F (a)∩ M (b, c) = F (a)∩ (G (b) ∩H (c)) = (F (a) ∩G (b))∩H (c) =
Q (a, b) ∩H(c) with Q (a, b) = F (a) ∩G (b). Then

(Q, A×B)
∧̃

(H, C) =

(
(G, B)

∧̃
(H, C)

) ∧̃
(H, C) .

Thus (1) holds.
(2) The proof is similar to proof of (1).

The proofs of (3) and (4) are straightforward. �

Definition 3.12. (Extended intersection of two neutrosophic soft set) Let (F, A)
and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set U . The
extended intersection of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)∩̃E(G, B) is defined
as (F, A) ∩̃E (G, B) = (W, C), where C = A ∪ B and the truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership and false-membership of (W, C) are as follows:
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TW (e) (x) = TF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B
= TG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A
= min

(
TF (e) (x) , TG(e) (x)

)
if e ∈ A ∩B ,

IW (e) (x) = IF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B
= IG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A
=

IF (e)(x)+IG(e)(x)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B,
FW (e) (x) = FF (e) (x) , if e ∈ A/B

= FG(e) (x) if e ∈ B/A
= max

(
FF (e) (x) , FG(e) (x)

)
if e ∈ A ∩B.

Example 3.10. Consider Example 3.6. Then the extended intersection of (F, A)
and (G, B) is (W, C),

(W, C)

=



beautiful =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.5, 0.6, 0.5〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.4, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.9, 0.5, 0.4〉 , 〈C5, 0.7, 0.8, 0.1〉

}
,

costly =

{
〈C1, 0.7, 0.4, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.8, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.4, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.4, 0.5〉

}
,

Model 2010 =

{
〈C1, 0.6, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C2, 0.6, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.5, 0.6, 0.6〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.5, 0.7〉 , 〈C5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6〉

}
,

made in Japan =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.2, 0.5〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.4, 0.3〉 , 〈C3, 0.6, 0.5, 0.3〉 ,

〈C4, 0.7, 0.3, 0.1〉 , 〈C5, 0.5, 0.6, 0.4〉

}


.

Definition 3.13. (Restricted union of two neutrosophic soft sets) Let (F, A)
and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over a common universe set U . The
restricted union of (F, A) and (G, B) denoted by (F, A)∪R(G, B) is defined as
(F, A)∪R (G, B) = (V, C), where C = A ∩ B 6= ∅ and the truth-membership,
indeterminacy-membership and false-membership of (V, C) are as follows:

TV (e) (x) = max
(
TF (e) (x) , TG(e) (x)

)
,

IV (e) (x) =
IF (e)(x)+IG(e)(x)

2 and

FV (e) (x) = min
(
FF (e) (x) , FG(e) (x)

)
, ∀ e ∈ C .

Example 3.11. Consider Example 3.6. Then (F, A)∪R (G, B) = (V, C), where
(V, C)

=

{
Model 2010 =

{
〈C1, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C2, 0.7, 0.7, 0.4〉 , 〈C3, 0.8, 0.6, 0.5〉 ,

〈C4, 0.8, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈C5, 0.8, 0.5, 0.5〉

}}
.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that (F, A), (G, B) and (H, C) are three neutrosophic
soft sets over the same universe set U . Then

(1) (F, A)∪R (F, A) = (F, A),
(2) (F, A)∪R ((G, B)∪R (H, C)) = ((F, A)∪R (G, B))∪R (H, C),
(3) (F, A)∪R(G, B)∅ = (F, A),

(4) (F, A)∪R(G, B)∅ =

{
(F, A) , if A = B

(R, D) , otherwise
where D = A ∩B,

(5) (F, A) ∩̃E (F, A) = (F, A),
(6) (F, A) ∩̃E

(
(G, B) ∩̃E (H, C)

)
=
(
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B)

)
∩̃E (H, C),

(7) (F, A) ∩̃E(G, B)∅ = (F, A).
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Proof. The proofs are straightforward. �

Theorem 3.1. Let (F, A), (G, B) and (H, C) be neutrosophic soft sets over a

common universe set U . such that
(
Ĥ, C

)
⊆̃
(
F̂ , A

)
. Then

(1) (F, A) ∩̃E
(

(G, B) ∪̃
(
Ĥ, C

))
⊆̃
(
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B)

)
∪̃ (H, C) ,

(2) (F, A) ∩̃E
(

(G, B) ∪̃
(
Ĥ, C

))
=
(
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B)

)
∪̃ (H, C), if A ⊆

B.

Proof. The proofs are straightforward. �

Theorem 3.2. If (F, A), (G, B) and (H, C) are three neutrosophic soft sets over
a common universe set U . Then

(1) (F, A) ∪̃R ((G, B)e (H, C)) =
(
(F, A) ∪̃R (G, B)

)
e
(
(F, A) ∪̃R (H, C)

)
,

(2) (F, A)e
(
(G, B) ∪̃R (H, C)

)
= ((F, A)e (G, B)) ∪̃R ((F, A)e (H, C)),

Proof. The proofs are straightforward. �

Theorem 3.3. Let (F, A) and (G, B) be two neutrosophic soft sets over U. Then
the following holds.

(1) (F, A) e (G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is non-null,
(2) (F, A) ∩̃E (G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is non-null,
(3) (F, A)∪̃R (G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , whenever, it is non-null

and if F (x) and G (x) are ordered by inclusion relation for all

x ∈ supp((F, A) ∪̃R (G, B)),

(4) (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is non-null,
(5) (F, A) ∪̃(G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is non-null and if A

and B are disjoint,

(6) (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) = (N, A × B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is
non-null and if F (x) and G (y) are ordered by inclusion relation for all

(x, y) ∈ supp(N, A×B),

(7) (F, A) +̃ (G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , if it is non-null.

Proof. (1) Let (F, A) e (G, B) = (K, C), where K (x) = F (x) ∩ G(x), for all
x ∈ C = A∩B 6= ∅. By hypothesis, (K, C) is a non-null neutrosophic soft set over
U . If x ∈ supp(K, C), then K (x) = F (x) ∩ G(x) 6= ∅. It follows that F (x) 6= ∅
and G(x) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic set over U . Thus K (x) is a neutrosophic set
over U , for all x ∈ supp(K, C). So (K, C) is a neutrosophic soft set over U .

(2) Let (F, A) ∩̃E (G, B) = (M, A ∪B), where

M (x) =

 F (x) , if x ∈ A−B
G (x) , ifx ∈ B −A
F (x) ∩G (x) , if x ∈ A ∩B,

for all x ∈ A ∪ B. Then by the hypothesis, (M, A ∪ B) is a non-null neutrosophic
soft set over U . Let x ∈ supp (M, A ∪B) . If x ∈ A − B, then ∅ 6= M (x) =
F (x) . If x ∈ B − A, then ∅ 6= M (x) = G (x) , and if x ∈ A ∩ B, then M (x) =
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F (x) ∩ G (x) 6= ∅. Since F (x) 6= ∅ and G (x) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic
set over U , M (x) is a neutrosophic set over U , for all x ∈ supp (M, A ∪B) . Thus
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B) = (M, A ∪B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U .

(3) Let (F, A) ∪̃R (G, B) = (R, A ∩ B), where R (x) = F (x) ∪ G (x), for all
x ∈ A∩B 6= ∅. Then by hypothesis, (R, A∩B) is a non-null neutrosophic soft set
over U. if x ∈ supp(R, A∩B), then R (x) = F (x)∪G (x) 6= ∅. Since, F (x) and G (x)
are ordered by inclusion relation for all x ∈ supp (R, A ∩B) , F (x) ∪G (x) = F (x)
or F (x) ∪ G (x) = G (x). Since F (x) 6= ∅ and G (x) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic
set over U , R (x) is a neutrosophic set over U , for all x ∈ supp (R, A ∩B) . Thus
(R, A ∩B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U .

(4) Let (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B) = (Q, A×B), where Q (x, y) = F (x) ∩ G (y), for all
(x, y) ∈ A×B. Then by hypothesis, (Q, A×B) is a non-null neutrosophic soft set
over U . If (x, y) ∈ supp (Q, A×B), then Q (x, y) = F (x) ∩G (y) 6= ∅. It follows
that F (x) 6= ∅ and G (y) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic set over U . Thus Q (x, y)

is a neutrosophic set over U for all (x, y) ∈ supp (Q, A×B) . So (F, A)
∧̃

(G, B)
is a neutrosophic soft set over U.

(5) Let (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (V, A ∪B), where

V (x) =

 F (x) , if x ∈ A−B
G (x) , ifx ∈ B −A
F (x) ∪G (x) , if x ∈ A ∩B.

For all x ∈ A∪B and A∩B = ∅, it follows that either x ∈ A−B or x ∈ B−A, for
all x ∈ A ∪B. If x ∈ A−B, then V (x) = F (x) is a neutrosophic set over U and if
x ∈ B −A, then V (x) = G (x) is a neutrosophic set over U . Thus (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)
is a neutrosophic soft set over U .

(6) Let (F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) = (N, A × B), where N (x, y) = F (x) ∪ G (y), for all
(x, y) ∈ A × B. Then by hypothesis, (N, A × B) is a non-null neutrosophic soft
set over U . If (x, y) ∈ supp(N, A × B), then N (x, y) = F (x) ∪G(y) 6= ∅. Since
F (x) and G (y) are ordered by inclusion relation for all (x, y) ∈ supp(N, A × B),
F (x) ∪ G (y) = F (x) or F (x) ∪ G (y) = G (y). It is clear that F (x) 6= ∅ and
G (y) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic set over U for all (x, y) ∈ supp(N, A×B). Thus

(F, A)
∨̃

(G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U .
(7) (F, A) +̃ (G, B) = (H, A×B), where H (x, y) = F (x) + G (y), for all

(x, y) ∈ A×B. Then by the hypothesis, (H, A×B) is a non-null neutrosophic soft
set over U. Suppose (x, y) ∈ supp (H, A×B). Then H (x, y) = F (x) + G (y) 6=
∅. It means that F (x) 6= ∅ and G (y) 6= ∅ are both neutrosophic set over U .
Thus H (x, y) is an neutrosophic set over U for all (x, y) ∈ supp (H, A×B) . So
(F, A) +̃ (G, B) is a neutrosophic soft set over U. �

4. De Morgan’s laws and inclusions

Theorem 4.1. Suppose (F, A) and (G, B) are two neutrosophic soft sets over a
common universe set U . Then

(1)
(
(F, A) ∪̃R (G, B)

)C
= (F, A)

Ce(G, B)
C

,

(2) ((F, A)e (G, B))
C

= (F, A)
C∪̃R(G, B)

C
.

Proof. (1) Let (F, A) =
{〈
c, TF (x) (c) , IF (x) (c) , FF (x) (c)

〉
: c ∈ U

}
and
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(G, B) =
{〈
c, TG(x) (c) , IG(x) (c) , FG(x) (c)

〉
: c ∈ U

}
be two neutrosophic soft

sets over the common universe set U . Also, let (F, A) ∪̃R (G, B) = (V, C), where
C = A ∩B 6= ∅ and

V (e) =

{〈
c,max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
.

Then(
(F, A) ∪̃R (G, B)

)C
= (V, C)

C

=

{〈
c,min

(
F (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
(4.1)

Again,

(F, A)
Ce(G, B)

C

=

{〈
c,min(FF c(e) (c) , FF c(e) (c) ),

IFc(e)(c)+IFc(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF c(e) (c) , TF c(e) (c) )

〉
:c∈U

}
=

{〈
c,max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}C

=

{〈
c,min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c),+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
. (4.2)

It is obvious that (4.1) = (4.2). Then (1) holds.
(2) Let (F, A)e (G, B) = (H, C), where C = A ∩ B 6= ∅ and for all e ∈ C.

Then we have

H (e) =

{〈
c,min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
.

Thus
((F, A)e (G, B))

C
= (H, C)

C

=

{〈
c,max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
(4.3)

Again,

(F, A)
C∪̃R(G, B)

C

=

{〈
c,max(FF c(e) (c) , FF c(e) (c) ),

IFc(e)(c)+IFc(e)(c)

2 ,
min(TF c(e) (c) , TF c(e) (c) )

〉
:c∈U

}
=

{〈
c,min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}C

=

{〈
c,max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
. (4.4)

It is clear that (4.3) = (4.4). Then (2) holds. �

Theorem 4.2. Suppose (F, A) and (G, B) are two neutrosophic soft sets over a
common universe set U . Then

(1)
(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)C
= (F, A)

C∩̃E(G, B)
C

,

(2)
(
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B)

)C
= (F, A)

C∪̃(G, B)
C

.
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Proof. (1) Let (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (K, C)

=


〈c,

(
max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

.

Then(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)C
= (K, C)

C

=


〈c,

(
min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.5)

and
(F, A)

C∩̃E(G, B)
C

=


〈c,

(
min

(
FF c(e) (c) , FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IFc(e)(c)+IGc(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF c(e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
T (c) , TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


=


〈c,

(
max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, T (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


C

=


〈c,

(
min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.6)

It is obvious that (4.5) = (4.6). Then (1) holds.
(2) Let (F, A) ∩̃E (G, B) = (K, C)

=


〈c,

(
min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

.

Then(
(F, A) ∩̃E (G, B)

)C
= (K, C)

C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.7)

and
(F, A)

C∪̃(G, B)
C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF c(e) (c) , FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IFc(e)(c)+IGc(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF c(e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
T (c) , TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U
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=


〈c,

(
min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.8)

It is clear that (4.7) = (4.8). Then (2) holds. �

Theorem 4.3. Suppose (F, A) and (G, B) are two neutrosophic soft sets over a
common universe set U . Then

(1) ((F, A)e (G, B))
C⊆̃(F, A)

C
e(G, B)

C
,

(2) (F, A)
C∪̃(G, B)

C⊆̃
(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)C
.

Proof. (1) Let (F, A)e (G, B) = (H, C), where C = A∩B 6= ∅ and for all e ∈ C.
Then we have

H (e) =

{〈
c,min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
.

Thus
((F, A)e (G, B))

C
= (H, C)

C

=

{〈
c,max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
. (4.9)

and
(F, A)

Ce(G, B)
C

=

{〈
c,min(FF c(e) (c) , FF c(e) (c) ),

IFc(e)(c)+IFc(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF c(e) (c) , TF c(e) (c) )

〉
:c∈U

}
=

{〈
c,max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}C

=

{〈
c,min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
. (4.10)

It is clear that (4.9) ⊆̃ (4.10). Then (1) holds.

(2) (F, A)
C∪̃(G, B)

C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF c(e) (c) , FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IFc(e)(c)+IGc(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF c(e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
T (c) , TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


=


〈c,

(
min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


C
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=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.11)

Let (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (K, C)

=


〈c,

(
max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


C

Then(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)C
= (K, C)

C

=


〈c,

(
min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.12)

It is obvious that (4.11) ⊆̃ (4.12). Then (2) holds. �

Theorem 4.4. Suppose (F, A) and (G, B) are two neutrosophic soft sets over a
common universe set U . Then

(1) (F, A)
Ce(G, B)

C⊆̃
(
(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)

)C
,

(2) ((F, A)e (G, B))
C⊆̃ (F, A)

C∪̃(G, B)
C

.

Proof. (1) (F, A)
Ce(G, B)

C

=

{〈
c,min

(
FF c(e) (c) , FF c(e) (c)

)
,

IFc(e)(c)+IFc(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF c(e) (c) , TF c(e) (c) )

〉
:c∈U

}
=

{〈
c,max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}C

=

{〈
c,min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
(4.13)

Let (F, A) ∪̃ (G, B) = (K, C)

=


〈c,

(
max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


Then(

(F, A) ∪̃ (G, B)
)C

= (K, C)
C

=


〈c,

(
min

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.14)

It is obvious that (4.13) ⊆̃ (4.14). Then (1) holds.
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(2) Let (F, A)e (G, B) = (H, C), where C = A ∩ B 6= ∅ and for all e ∈ C.
Then we have

H (e) =

{〈
c,min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
max(FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
.

Thus
((F, A)e (G, B))

C
= (H, C)

C

=

{〈
c,max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c)

)
,

IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 ,
min(TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c))

〉
: c ∈ U

}
(4.15)

and
(F, A)

C∪̃(G, B)
C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF c(e) (c) , FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IFc(e)(c)+IGc(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF c(e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
T (c) , TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF c(e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TGc(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U



=


〈c,

(
min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U


C

=


〈c,

(
max

(
FF (e) (c) , FG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

) )
, FF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B,

FG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (
IF (e)(c)+ IG(e)(c)

2 if e ∈ A ∩B, IF (e) (c)
if e ∈ A/B, IG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A), (min

(
TF (e) (c) , TG(e) (c) if e ∈ A ∩B

)
TF (e) (c) if e ∈ A/B, TG(e) (c) if e ∈ B/A)〉: c∈U

 (4.16)

It is clear that (4.15) ⊆̃ (4.16). Then (2) holds. �

5. Neutrosophic soft set based decision making

Like most of the decision making problems, neutrosophic soft set based decision
making involves the evaluation of all the objects which are decision options. Most of
these problems are essentially humanistic and therefore subjective in nature (that is
based on human understanding and ability to see). In general, there actually does
not exist a uniform criterion for the evaluation of decision options.

5.1. Level soft sets of neutrosophic soft set.

In this section, we present an approach to neutrosophic soft set based decision mak-
ing problems. This is based on the following concept called level soft set.

Definition 5.1.1. Let Ψ = (F,A) be a neutrosophic soft set over U , where A ⊆ E
and E is a set of decision parameters. For s, t, v ∈ [0, 1], the (s, t,v) − level soft
set of Ψ is a crisp soft set L (Ψ;s, t, v) =

〈
F(s, t,v), A

〉
defined by: for all a ∈ A,

F(s, t,v) (a) = L (F (a) ; s, t, v)

=
{
x ∈ U : µF (a) (x) ≥ s, ΩF (a) (x) ≥ t and λF̂ (a) (x) ≤ v

}
.
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This definition is clearly an extension of level soft sets of fuzzy soft sets. That is,
s ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, 1] can be viewed as a given least threshold on member-
ship values, indeterminate values respectively and v ∈ [0, 1] can be seen as a given
greatest threshold on non-membership values. In a real-life application of neutro-
sophic soft sets based decision making, normally the thresholds are predetermined by
the decision maker(s) and represent their requirements on truth-membership levels,
indeterminate-membership levels and falsity-membership levels.

For (s, t,v)-level soft sets, let us consider Example 3.1 and Ψ = ( F, A) with
tabular representation in Table 2. It is obvious that the (s, t,v)-threshold of Ψ =
(F, (A) is neutrosophic set:
Now, let us take s = 0.6, t = 0.3 and v = 0.3, then we obtain the following:

L (F (a1) ; 0.7, 0.3, 0.3) = {c1, c3, c4},
L (F (a2) ; 0.7, 0.3, 0.3) = { },
L (F (a3) ; 0.7, 0.3, 0.3) = {c2},
L (F (a4) ; 0.7, 0.3, 0.3) = {c3}.

Then the (0.7, 0.3, 0.3)−level soft set Ψ = ( F, A) is a soft set L (Ψ;0.7, 0.3, 0.3) =〈
F(0.7,0.3, 0.3), A

〉
, where the set- valued mapping F(0.7,0.3, 0.3) : A → P (U) is de-

fined by:

F(0.7,0.3, 0.3) (ai) = L(F (ai) ; 0.7, 0.3, 0.3) for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Then Table 2 gives the tabular representation of the (0.7, 0.3, 0.3)-level soft set
L (Ψ;0.7, 0.3, 0.3) with choice value.

Table 2: Tabular representation of the (s, t,v)-level soft set L (Ψ;0.7, 0.3, 0.3)
with choice value

U/A a1 a2 a3 a4 Choice value (ci)
c1 1 0 0 0 1
c2 0 0 1 0 1
c3 1 0 0 1 2
c4 1 0 0 0 1
c5 0 0 0 0 0

From Table 2, the maximum choice value is c3 = 2 and this corresponds to car c3.

Decision: The optimum decision for Mr X is to select car c3 for transportation for
his wedding celebration.

Definition 5.1.2. Let Ψ = ( F,A) be a neutrosophic soft set over U , where A ⊆ E
and E is a set of decision parameters. Let h : A → [0, 1] × [0, 1] × [0, 1] be a
neutrosophic set in A which is called a Threshold neutrosophic set. The level soft
set of Ψ with respect to h is a crisp soft set L (Ψ, h) = (Fh, A) defined by
Fh (a) = L (F (a) ; h (a)) =

{
x ∈ U : µF (a) (x) ≥ µh (a) , ΩF (a) (x) ≥ Ωh(a) and

λF (a) (x) ≤ λh(a)
}

for all a ∈ A. Clearly, the level soft sets of neutrosophic soft sets
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with respect to a neutrosophic set are extensions of the level soft set.

Definition 5.1.3. (The mid-level soft set of a neutrosophic soft set) Let Ψ = (
F, A) be a neutrosophic soft set over a universe set U , where A ⊆ E and E is a
set of decision parameters. Based on the neutrosophic soft set Ψ = ( F, A), we can
define a neutrosophic set midΨ : A → [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1] define by: for all a ∈ A’

µmidΨ (a) =
1

|U |
∑
x∈U

µF (a)(x),

ΩmidΨ (a) =
1

|U |
∑
x∈U

ΩF (a)(x)

and

λmidΨ (a) =
1

|U |
∑
x∈U

λF (a)(x).

Then the neutrosophic set midΨ is called the mid-threshold of the neutrosophic soft
set Ψ. In addition, the level soft set of Ψ with respect to the mid-threshold neu-
trosophic set midΨ, namely L(Ψ, midΨ ) is called the mid-level soft set of Ψ and
is represented simply by L(Ψ;mid). In what follows the mid-level decision rule will
mean using the mid-threshold and considering the mid-level soft set in neutrosophic
soft sets based decision making.

Algorithm 1

(1) Input the neutrosophic soft set Ψ = ( F, A).
(2) Input a threshold neutrosophic set h : A → [0, 1] × [0, 1] × [0, 1] (or give

a threshold value triple (s, t, v) ∈ [0, 1] × [0, 1] × [0, 1]; or choose a mid-
level decision rule; or choose the triple-top-level decision rule; or choose the
triple-bottom-level decision rule) for decision making.

(3) Compute the level soft set L(h;h) with respect to the threshold neutro-
sophic set h ( or the (s, t, v)−level soft set L(Ψ;s, t, v); or the mid-level
soft set L(Ψ;mid); or the triple-top-level soft set L(Ψ;tripletop) or the triple-
bottom-level soft set L(Ψ;triplebottom)).

(4) Present the level soft set L (Ψ;h) (or L (Ψ;s, t, v) ; L (Ψ;mid) ;
orL (Ψ;tripletop) ; or L(Ψ;triplebottom) ) in tabular form and compute the
choice value ci of oi, for all i.

(5) The optimal decision is to select ok if ck = maxici.
(6) If k has more than one value then any one of ok may be chosen.

For mid-level soft sets, let us consider Example 3.1 and Ψ = ( F, A) with tabu-
lar representation in Table 3. It is obvious that, the mid-threshold of (F, A) is
neutrosophic set:

mid(F, A) =

{
〈a1, 0.64, 0.5, 0.36〉 , 〈a2, 0.76, 0.34, 0.42〉 , 〈a3, 0.66, 0.44, 0.44〉 ,

〈a4, 0.74, 0.6, 0.48〉

}
.
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Table 3: Tabular representation of the mid-level soft set L((F , A);mid)
with choice value

U/A a1 a2 a3 a4 Choice value (ci)
c1 0 0 1 0 1
c2 0 0 0 0 0
c3 0 0 0 0 0
c4 0 0 0 0 0
c5 0 0 0 0 0

From Table 3, it is clear that the maximum choice value is c1 = 1 and this corre-
sponds to car c1.

Decision: The optimum decision for Mr X is to select car c1 for transportation for
his wedding celebration.

Definition 5.1.4. (The Triple-Top-level soft set and Triple-Bottom-level soft set
of a neutrosophic soft set) Let Ψ = ( F, A) be a neutrosophic soft set over the
universe set U , where A ⊆ E and E is a set of decision parameters. Based on the
neutrosophic soft set Ψ = ( F, A), we can define a neutrosophic set tripletopΨ :
A → [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1] by: for all a ∈ A,

µtripletop Ψ (a) = max
x∈U

µF (a)(x) ,

ΩtripletopΨ (a) = max
x∈U

ΩF (a)(x)

and

λtripletop Ψ (a) = max
x∈U

λF (a) (x).

For triple-top-level soft sets, let us consider Example 3.1 and Ψ = ( F, A) with
tabular representation in Table 4. It is obvious that, the triple-top-threshold of
(F, A) is neutrosophic set:

tripletop(F, A) =

{
〈a1, 0.8, 0.8, 0.5〉 , 〈a2, 0.9, 0.5, 0.6〉 , 〈a3, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6〉 ,

〈a4, 0.8, 0.8, 0.6〉

}
.

Table 4: Tabular representation of the triple-top-level soft set L((F , A);
tripletop) with choice value

U/A a1 a2 a3 a4 Choice value (ci)
c1 0 0 0 0 0
c2 0 0 0 0 0
c3 0 0 0 0 0
c4 0 0 0 0 0
c5 0 0 0 0 0
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From Table 4, there is no maximum choice for Mr X. Here it means that, if Mr X
is a high income earner, no car meets his requirement.
Also, neutrosophic set triplebottomΨ : A → [0, 1] × [0, 1] × [0, 1] is define by:
for all a ∈ A,

µtriplebottom Ψ (a) = min
x∈U

µF (a)(x),

Ω triplebottomΨ (a) = min
x∈U

ΩF (a)(x)

and

λtriplebottom Ψ (a) = min
x∈U

λF (a) .

To illustrate the above definitions, we shall consider the following Example 3.1.
For triple-bottom-level soft sets, let us consider Example 3.1 and Ψ = ( F, A) with
tabular representation in Table 5. It is obvious that, the triple-bottom-threshold of
(F, A) is neutrosophic set:

triplebottom(F, A) =

{
〈a1, 0.4, 0.3, 0.3〉 , 〈a2, 0.7, 0.2, 0.3〉 , 〈a3, 0.5, 0.3, 0.3〉 ,

〈a4, 0.6, 0.6, 0.3〉

}
.

Table 5: Tabular representation of the triple-bottom-level soft
set L((F , A);triplebottom) with choice value

U/A a1 a2 a3 a4 Choice value (ci)
c1 1 0 0 0 1
c2 0 0 1 0 1
c3 1 1 0 1 3
c4 1 1 0 0 2
c5 0 0 0 0 0

From Table 5, we can easily see that the maximum choice value is c3 = 3 and this
corresponds to car c3.

Decision: The optimum decision for Mr X is to select car c3 for transportation for
his wedding celebration.

6. Weighted neutrosophic soft set based decision making

In 1996, Lin [12] defined a new theory of mathematical analysis, namely the weighted
soft sets (W-soft sets). In accordance with Lin’s style, Maji et al [13] defined the
weighted table of a soft set. A weighted table of a soft set is presented by having
dij = wj × hij instead of 0 and 1 only, where hij are entries in the table of the
soft set and wj are the weights of the attributes ej . The weighted choice value of an
object oi is ci, given by ci =

∑
j dij . By imposing weights on choice parameters, a

revised algorithm for arriving at the final optimal decisions was established in [13].
In tandem with this idea, we introduce the notion of weighted neutrosophic soft set
and present its application to multicriteria decision making problems.
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Definition 6.1. [10]. A weighted neutrosophic soft set is a triple η = (F, A, w)
,where (F, A) is a neutrosophic soft set over U , and w : A −→ [0, 1] is a weight
function specifying the weight wj = w(aj), for each attribute aj ∈ A.

By definition, every neutrosophic soft set can be considered as a weighted neutro-
sophic soft set. clearly the concept of weighted neutrosophic soft set provides a
mathematical framework for modeling and analyzing the decision making problems
in which all the choice parameters may not be of equal significance. The difference
between the importance of parameters are characterized by the weight function in a
weighted neutrosophic soft set.

Algorithm 1 can be revised to deal with decision making problems based on
weighted neutrosophic soft sets (See Algorithm 2). In the revised algorithm, we
take the weights of parameters in to consideration and compute the weighted choice
values ci instead of choice values ci. Note that for a weighted neutrosophic soft set
η = (F, A, w) the weight function w : A −→ [0, 1] can be used as a threshold neu-
trosophic set, which implies that one can consider the level soft set L((F, A) ;w ).
This will be called decision making approach based on the weight function decision
rule in what follows. Sometimes it is much reasonable to use this decision rule since
the decision maker may need higher membership levels on the parameters he puts
on more preference.

Algorithm 2.

(1) Input the weighted neutrosophic soft set η = (F, A, w).
(2) Input a threshold neutrosophic set λ : A → [0, 1], (or give a threshold

value (s, t, v) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1] ; or choose the mid-level decision rule;
or choose the triple-top-level decision rule or choose the weight function
decision rule) for decision making.

(3) Compute the level soft set L(η;λ ) with respect to the threshold neutrosophic
set λ (or the (s, t, v)−level soft set L(η; (s, t, v) ); or the mid-level soft set
L(η;mid ) or the triple-top-level soft set L (η;max ) or the triple-bottom-
level soft set L (η;min ) or L((F, A) , w)).

(4) Present the level soft set L(η;λ )(or L (η; (s, t, v) ) ; or L(η;mid) or L (η;max)or
L (η;min ) or L((F, A) , w) ) in tabular form and compute the weighted
choice value ci of oi for all i.

(5) The optimal decision is to select ok if ck = maxici.
(6) If k has more than one value, then any one of ok may be chosen.

Note that in the last step of algorithm 2, if too many optimal choices are obtained,
one can go back to the third step and change the threshold (or decision rule) previ-
ously used so as to adjust the final optimal decision.
To illustrate the above concept, we reconsider Example 3.1 for the (s, t,v)-level soft
set L (η;0.7, 0.3, 0.3) now assume that Mr X have imposed the following weights
for the parameters in A: for the parameter “beautiful”, w1 = 0.7; for the parameter
“costly”, w2 = 0.4; for the parameter “model 2010”, w3 = 0.5; for the parameter
“made in Japan”, w4 = 0.3.
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Table 6: Tabular representation of the level soft set L( (F , A) , w)

U/A a1(0.7) a2(0.4) a3(0.5) a4(0.3) Choice value (ci)
c1 1 0 0 0 0.7
c2 0 0 1 0 0.5
c3 1 0 0 1 1.0
c4 1 0 0 0 0.7
c5 0 0 0 0 0.0

From Table 6, it is obvious that the maximum choice value is c̃3 = 1.

Decision: The optimum decision is for Mr X to purchase car c3 for transportation
during his wedding celebration.

Also, let us consider the case of a triple-bottom-level soft sets, Example 3.1 and
Ψ = ( F, A) with tabular representation in Table 7. It is obvious that, the triple-
bottom-threshold of (F, A) is neutrosophic set:

triplebottom(F, A) =

{
〈a1, 0.4, 0.3, 0.3〉 , 〈a2, 0.7, 0.2, 0.3〉 , 〈a3, 0.5, 0.3, 0.3〉 ,

〈a4, 0.6, 0.6, 0.3〉

}
.

Let us assume that Mr X imposed the following weights for the parameters in
A: for the parameter “beautiful”, w1 = 0.3; for the parameter “costly”, w2 = 0.25;
for the parameter “model 2010”, w3 = 0.8; for the parameter “made in Japan”,
w4 = 0.2.

Table 7: Tabular representation of the level soft set L( (F , A) , w)

U/A a1(0.3) a2(0.25) a3(0.8) a4(0.2) Choice value (ci)
c1 1 0 0 0 0.30
c2 0 0 1 0 0.80
c3 1 1 0 1 0.75
c4 1 1 0 0 0.55
c5 0 0 0 0 0.00

From Table 7, It is clear that the maximum choice value is c̃2 = 0.8.

Decision: The optimum decision is for Mr X to purchase car c2 for transportation
during his wedding celebration.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, the basic soft set operations were defined, this includes restricted inter-
section, restricted union, and extended intersection in neutrosophic soft set context
supported with basic and illustrative examples. Some basic results on neutrosophic
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soft set were presented. We stated De Morgan’s laws and inclusions and proved
them in details. We also presented some detailed results on restricted union, union,
restricted intersection, extended intersection, AND and OR products with respect
to the various operations.

Finally, an adjustable approach to multicriteria decision making problem using
level soft set of a neutrosophic soft set was presented with relevant and illustrative
example. Weighted neutrosophic soft set and its application in decision making prob-
lem was presented. The advantage the method of multicriteria approach adopted
over the Maji et al. [13] approach is that in the adjustable approach in multicriteria
decision making, it is easy to arrive at the optimum decision within a shortest time
possible compared to that of Maji et al. that requires a lot of computations.
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