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Abstract. Soft set theory, fuzzy set theory and rough set theory are all
mathematical tools for dealing with uncertainties and are closely related.
Feng et al. introduced the notions of rough soft set, soft rough set and soft
rough fuzzy set by combining fuzzy set, rough set and soft set all together.
This paper is devoted to the discussions of the combinations of interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy set, rough set and soft set. A new model, namely
soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set is proposed and it’s prop-
erties are derived. Also a soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough
set based multi criteria group decision making scheme is presented. The
proposed scheme is illustrated by an example regarding the car selection
problem.
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1. Introduction

The soft set theory, initiated by Molodtsov [19] in 1999, is a completely generic
mathematical tool for modeling vague concepts. In soft set theory there is no limited
condition to the description of objects; so researchers can choose the form of param-
eters they need, which greatly simplifies the decision making process and make the
process more efficient in the absence of partial information. Although many math-
ematical tools are available for modeling uncertainties such as probability theory,
fuzzy set theory, rough set theory, interval valued mathematics etc, but there are
inherent difficulties associated with each of these techniques. Moreover all these
techniques lack in the parameterization of the tools and hence they could not be
applied successfully in tackling problems especially in areas like economic, environ-
mental and social problems domains. Soft set theory is standing in a unique way
in the sense that it is free from the above difficulties and it has a unique scope for
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many applications in a multi-dimentional way. Soft set theory has a rich potential
for application in many directions, some of which are reported by Molodtsov [19] in
his work. He successfully applied soft set theory in areas such as the smoothness of
functions, game theory, operations research, Riemann integration and so on. Later
on Maji et al.[15] presented some new definitions on soft sets such as subset, union,
intersection and complements of soft sets and discussed in detail the application of
soft set in decision making problem. Based on the analysis of several operations on
soft sets introduced in [15], Ali et al. [2] presented some new algebraic operations
for soft sets and proved that certain De Morgan’s law holds in soft set theory with
respect to these new definitions. Chen et al. [6] presented a new definition of soft set
parameterization reduction and compared this definition with the related concept of
knowledge reduction in the rough set theory. Kong et al. [14] introduced the def-
inition of normal parameter reduction into soft sets and then presented a heuristic
algorithm to compute normal parameter reduction of soft sets. By amalgamating
the soft sets and algebra, Aktas and Cagman [1] introduced the basic properties of
soft sets, compared soft sets to the related concepts of fuzzy sets [28] and rough
sets [20], pointed out that every fuzzy set and every rough set may be considered
as a soft set. Jun [13] applied soft sets to the theory of BCK/BCI-algebra and in-
troduced the concept of soft BCK/BCI-algebras. Feng et al. [9] defined soft semi
rings and several related notions to establish a connection between the soft sets and
semi rings. Sun et al. [23] presented the definition of soft modules and constructed
some basic properties using modules and Molodtsov’s definition of soft sets. Maji et
al. [16] presented the concept of the fuzzy soft set which is based on a combination
of the fuzzy set and soft set models. Roy and Maji [21] presented a fuzzy soft set
theoretic approach towards a decision making problem. Yang et al. [26] defined the
operations on fuzzy soft sets, which are based on three fuzzy logic operations: nega-
tion, triangular norm and triangular co-norm. Xiao et al. [24] proposed a combined
forecasting approach based on fuzzy soft set theory. Yang et al. [25] introduced
the concept of interval valued fuzzy soft set and a decision making problem was
analyzed by the interval valued fuzzy soft set. Feng et al. [10] presented an ad-
justable approach to fuzzy soft set based decision making and give some illustrative
examples. The notion of intuitionistic fuzzy set was initiated by Atanassov [3] as a
generalization of fuzzy set. Combining soft sets with intuitionistic fuzzy sets, Maji et
al. [17] introduced intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets, which are rich potentials for solving
decision making problems. The notion of the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set
was introduced by Atanassov and Gargov [4]. The distance between intuitionistic
fuzzy sets and interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets was proposed by A.K.Shyamal
and M.Pal[22] in 2007. In 2009 M.Bhowmik and M. Pal [5]introduced the concept
of partition of generalized interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets. In 2010, Jiang
et al. [12] introduced the concept of interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets.
Over the years, the theories of fuzzy sets and rough sets have become much closer
to each other for practical needs to use both of these two theories complementarily
for managing uncertainty that arises from inexact, noisy or incomplete information.
Hybrid models combining fuzzy set with rough sets have arisen in various guises in
different settings. For instance, based on the equivalence relation on the universe of
discourse, Dubois and Prade [7] introduced the lower and upper approximation of
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fuzzy sets in a Pawlak’s approximation space [20] and obtained a new notion called
rough fuzzy sets. Alternatively, a fuzzy similarity relation can be used to replace an
equivalence relation, and the resulting notion is called fuzzy rough sets [7]. In gen-
eral, a rough fuzzy set is the approximation of a fuzzy set in a crisp approximation
space, whereas a fuzzy rough set is the approximation of a crisp set or fuzzy set in a
fuzzy approximation space. Feng el al. [11] provided a framework to combine rough
sets and soft sets all together, which gives rise to several interesting new concepts
such as soft rough sets and rough soft sets. A rough soft set is the approximation
of a soft set in a Pawlak approximation space, where as a soft rough set is based on
soft rough approximations in a soft approximation space. Feng [8] presented a soft
rough set based multi-criteria group decision making scheme. Motivated by Dubois
and Prade’s original idea about rough fuzzy set, Feng et al. [11] introduced lower
and upper soft rough approximations of fuzzy sets in a soft approximation space and
obtained a new hybrid model called soft rough fuzzy set. By employing a fuzzy soft
set to granulate the universe of discourse, Meng et al. [18] introduced a more general
model called soft fuzzy rough set. The aim of this paper is to introduce the concept
of soft interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough sets. Also some properties based on
soft interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough sets are presented. Finally a soft inter-
val valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set based multi criteria group decision making
scheme is presented. The proposed scheme is illustrated by an example regarding
the car selection problem. Actually the structure of soft fuzzy rough set introduced
by Meng et al. is of complex form and will be more complicated whenever we extend
it to soft intuitionistic fuzzy rough set and soft interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy
rough set. But we have defined soft interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough sets
in such a manner that calculations portion in solving decision making problems can
be simplified. .

2. Preliminaries

This section presents a review of some fundamental notions of fuzzy sets, soft sets
and their combinations and generalizations. We refer to [1], [2], [3], [4], [15], [16],
[17], [19], [28] for details. The theory of fuzzy sets initiated by Zadeh provides an
appropriate framework for representing and processing vague concepts by allowing
partial memberships. Since establishment, this theory has been actively studied
by both mathematicians and computer scientists. Many applications of fuzzy set
theory have arisen over the years, for instance, fuzzy logic, fuzzy neural networks,
fuzzy automata, fuzzy control systems and so on.

Definition 2.1 ([28]). Let X be a non empty set. Then a fuzzy set A on X is a set
having the form A={(x, µA(x)): x ∈ X}, where the function µA:X→[0,1] is called
the membership function and µA(x) represents the degree of membership of each
element x∈ X.

Definition 2.2 ([19]). Let U be an initial universe and E be a set of parameters.
Let P(U) denotes the power set of U and A⊆ E. Then the pair (F, A) is called a
soft set over U, where F is a mapping given by F: A→ P(U).
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In other words, the soft set is not a kind of set, but a parameterized family
of subsets of U. For e∈A, F(e)⊆U may be considered as the set of e-approximate
elements of the soft set (F, A).

Maji et al. [16] initiated the study on hybrid structures involving both fuzzy sets
and soft sets. They introduced the notion of fuzzy soft sets, which can be seen as a
fuzzy generalization of (crisp) soft sets.

Definition 2.3 ([16]). Let U be an initial universe and E be a set of parameters.
Let IU be the set of all fuzzy subsets of U and A⊆E. Then the pair (F, A) is called
a fuzzy soft set over U, where F is a mapping given by F: A → IU .

It is easy to see that every (classical) soft set may be considered as a fuzzy soft
set [29]. For e∈A, F(e) is a fuzzy subset of U and is called the fuzzy value set of the
parameter e. Let us denote µF (e)(x) by the membership degree that object x holds
parameter e, where e∈A and x∈U. Then F(e) can be written as a fuzzy set such that
F(e)={(x, µF (e)(x)): x∈U}.

Before introduce the notion of the intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets, let us give the
concept of intuitionistic fuzzy set [3].

Definition 2.4 ([3]). Let X be a non empty set. Then an intuitionistic fuzzy set
(IFS for short) A is an object having the form A={(x, µA(x), γA(x)): x ∈ X}where
the function µA:X→[0,1] and γA: X→[0,1] represents the degree of membership
and the degree of non-membership respectively of each element x∈X and 0≤µA(x)+
γA(x)≤1 for each x∈X.

By introducing the concept of intuitionistic fuzzy sets into the theory of soft sets,
Maji et al. [17] proposed the concept of the intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets as follows:

Definition 2.5 ([17]). Let U be an universe set and E be a set of parameters. Let
IFU be the set of all intuitionistic fuzzy subsets of U and A⊆E. Then the pair (F,
A) is called an intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over U, where F is a mapping given by F:
A → IFU .

For e∈ A, F(e) is an intuitionistic fuzzy subset of U and is called the intuitionistic
fuzzy value set of the parameter e. Let us denote µF (e)(x) by the membership degree
that object x holds parameter e and γF (e)(x) by the membership degree that object
x doesn’t hold parameter e where e ∈A and x ∈U. Then F(e) can be written as an
intuitionistic fuzzy set such that F(e)={(x, µF (e)(x), γF (e)(x)): x∈ U}. If ∀x ∈U,
γF (e)(x)=1- µF (e)(x), then F(e) will generated to be a standard fuzzy set and then
(F, A) will be generated to be a traditional fuzzy soft set.

Now before introduce the notion of the interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft
sets, let us give the concept of interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set which was first
introduced by Atanassov and Gargov [4]. Actually an interval- valued intuitionistic
fuzzy set is characterized by an interval-valued membership degree and an interval-
valued non-membership degree.

Definition 2.6 ([4]). An interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set (IVIFS for short)
A on an universe set U is defined as the object of the form

A={<x, µA(x), γA(x)>: x ∈U}, where µA: U →Int ([0, 1]) and γA: U →Int ([0,
1]) are functions such that the condition: x∈ U, sup µA(x)+supγA(x)≤ 1 is satisfied
(where Int[0,1] is the set of all closed intervals of [0,1]).
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We denote the class of all interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets on U by IVIFSU .
The union and intersection of the interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets are defined
as follows:
Let A, B ∈IVIFSU . Then the union of A and B is denoted by A∪B where

A∪B={(x,[max(infµA(x), infµB(x)), max(sup µA(x), supµB(x))], [min(infγA(x),
infγB(x)), min(supγA(x), supγB(x))]): x ∈U}

the intersection of A and B is denoted by A∩B where
A∩B={(x,[min(infµA(x), infµB(x)), min(sup µA(x), supµB(x))], [max(infγA(x),

infγB(x)), max(supγA(x), supγB(x))]): x ∈U}
Atanassov and Gargov shows in [4] that A∪B and A∩B are again IVIFSs.

Definition 2.7 ([12]). Let U be an universe set and E be a set of parameters. Let
IVIFSU be the set of all interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets on U and A⊆E.
Then the pair (F, A) is called an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set (IVIFSS
for short) over U, where F is a mapping given by F: A → IVIFSU . In other words,
an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set is a parameterized family of interval
valued intuitionistic fuzzy subsets of U. For any parameter e ∈A, F(e) can be written
as an interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy set such that F(e)={(x, µF (e)(x), γF (e)(x)):
x ∈U} where µF (e)(x) is the interval-valued fuzzy membership degree that object x
holds parameter e and γF (e)(x) is the interval-valued fuzzy membership degree that
object x doesn’t hold parameter e.

3. Rough sets, rough fuzzy sets, soft rough sets and rough soft sets

The rough set theory provides a systematic method for dealing with vague con-
cepts caused by isdiscernability in situation with incomplete information or a lack of
knowledge. The rough set philosophy is founded on the assumption that with every
object in the universe, we associate some information (data\knowledge). In general,
a fuzzy set may be viewed as a class with unsharp boundaries, whereas a rough set
is a coarsely described crisp set [27].

Definition 3.1 ([20]). Let R be an equivalence relation on the universal set U.
Then the pair (U, R) is called a Pawlak approximation space. An equivalence class
of R containing x will be denoted by [x]RµF (e). Now for X ⊆U, the lower and upper
approximation of X with respect to (U, R) are denoted by respectively R∗X and
R∗X and are defined by

R∗X={x ∈U: [x]R ⊆X},
R∗X={x ∈U: [x]R ∩X6=φ }.
Now if R∗X=R∗X, then X is called definable; otherwise X is called a rough set.
Based on the equivalence relation on the universe of discourse, Dubois and Prade

[3] introduced the lower and upper approximation of fuzzy sets in a Pawlak’s ap-
proximation space [20] and obtained a new notion called rough fuzzy sets.

Definition 3.2 ([7]). Let (U, R) be a Pawlak approximation space and µ∈IU . Then
the lower and upper rough approximations of µ in (U, R) are denoted by R(µ)and
R(µ), respectively, which are fuzzy subsets in U defined by
R(µ)(x)= ∧{µ(y): y∈ [x]R} and
R(µ)(x)= ∨{ µ(y): y ∈[x]R}, for all x∈ U.

283



Abhijit Saha et al./Ann. Fuzzy Math. Inform. 9 (2015), No. 2, 279–292

The operators R and R are called the lower and upper rough approximation
operators on fuzzy sets. µ is said to be definable in U if R(µ)= R(µ); otherwise µ is
called a rough fuzzy set.

Feng el al. [11] provided a framework to combine if rough sets and soft sets all
together, which gives rise to several interesting new concepts such as soft rough sets
and rough soft sets.

Definition 3.3 ([11]). Let Θ =(f, A) be a soft set over U. The pair S=(U, Θ ) is
called a soft approximation space. Based on S, the operators aprS and aprS are
defined as:
aprS(X)={u∈ U: ∃a ∈ A (u ∈f(a)⊆ X)},
aprS(X)={u ∈U: ∃a ∈ A (u∈ f(a), f(a)∩ X 6=φ )} for every X ⊆U.
The two sets aprS(X) and aprS(X) are called the lower and upper soft rough

approximations of X in S respectively. If aprS(X) = aprS (X), then X is said to be
soft definable; otherwise X is called a soft rough set.

Definition 3.4 ([11]). Let (U, R) be a Pawlak approximation space and Θ=(f, A)
be a soft set over U. Then the lower and upper rough approximations of Θ in (U, R)
are denoted by R∗(Θ)=(F∗,A) and R∗(Θ)=(F∗,A), respectively, which are soft sets
over U defined by:

F∗(x)=R(F(x))={y∈ U: [y]R⊆F(x)}, and
F∗(x)= R(F(x))={y ∈U: [y]R∩F(x) 6=φ} for all x ∈U.
The operators R∗ and R∗ are called the lower and upper rough approximation

operators on soft sets. If R∗(Θ) = R∗(Θ), the soft set Θ is said to be definable;
otherwise Θ is called a rough soft set.

4. Soft rough fuzzy sets and soft fuzzy rough soft sets

Motivated by Dubois and Prade’s original idea about rough fuzzy set, Feng et al.
[11] introduced lower and upper soft rough approximations of fuzzy sets in a soft
approximation space and obtained a new hybrid model called soft rough fuzzy set.

Definition 4.1 ([11]). Let Θ=(f, A) be a full soft set over U i.e; ∪a∈Af(a)=U and
the pair S=(U, Θ ) be the soft approximation space. Then for a fuzzy set λ∈IU , the
lower and upper soft rough approximations of λ with respect to S are denoted by
sapS(λ) and sapS(λ) respectively, which are fuzzy sets in U given by:
sapS(λ)={(x, sapS(λ)(x)): x∈ U},
sapS(λ)={(x, sapS(λ)(x)): x ∈U},
where sapS(λ)(x)= ∧{ µλ(y): ∃a∈ A ({x, y}⊆ f(a))} and
sapS(λ)(x)= ∨{ µλ(y): ∃a∈ A ({x, y}⊆ f(a))} for every x∈ U.
The operators sapS and sapS are called the lower and upper soft rough approxi-

mation operators on fuzzy sets. If sapS(λ) =sapS(λ), then λ is said to be fuzzy soft
definable; otherwise λ is called a soft rough fuzzy set.

Meng et al. [18] introduced the lower and upper soft fuzzy rough approximations
of a fuzzy set by granulating the universe of discourse with the help of a fuzzy soft
set and obtained a new model called soft fuzzy rough set.

Definition 4.2 ([18]). Let Θ=(f, A) be a fuzzy soft set over U. Then the pair
SF=(U, Θ ) is called a soft fuzzy approximation space. Then for a fuzzy set λ∈IU ,
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the lower and upper soft fuzzy rough approximations of λ with respect to SF are
denoted by AprSF (λ) and AprSF (λ) respectively, which are fuzzy sets in U given
by:
AprSF (λ)={(x, AprSF (λ)(x)): x∈ U},
AprSF (λ)={(x, AprSF (λ)(x)): x ∈U} where
AprSF (λ)(x)= ∧a∈A((1-f(a)(x))∨ (∧y∈U ((1-f(a)(y))∨ µλ(y))) and
AprSF (λ)(x)= ∨a∈A((f(a)(x))∧ (∨y∈U (f(a)(y)∧ µλ(y))) for every x ∈U and µλ(y)

is the degree of membership of y∈ U.
The operators AprSF and AprSF are called the lower and upper soft fuzzy rough

approximation operators on fuzzy sets. If AprSF (λ)= AprSF (λ) , then λ is said to
be soft fuzzy definable; otherwise λ is called a soft fuzzy rough set.

5. Soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough sets

In this section we use an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set to granulate
the universe of discourse and obtain a new hybrid model called soft interval-valued
intuitionistic fuzzy rough set.

Definition 5.1. Let us consider an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set τ defined
by τ={<x, µτ (x), γτ (x)>: x ∈ U} where µτ (x), γτ (x)∈Int([0, 1]) for each x ∈U and
0≤ supµτ (x)+ supγτ (x)≤ 1.

Now let Θ=(f, A) be an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over U and
SIVIF=(U, Θ ) be the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy approximation space.

Let f: A → IVIFSU be defined by f(a)={<x, µf(a)(x), γf(a)(x)>: x ∈ U}, for a∈
A .

Then the lower and upper soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough approxi-
mations of τ with respect to SIVIF are denoted by ↓AprSIV IF (τ) and ↑AprSIV IF (τ)
respectively, which are interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets in U given by:
↓AprSIV IF (τ)={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∧infµτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∧supµτ (x))],
[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨infγτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨supγτ (x))]>: x∈U},
↑AprSIV IF (τ)={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµτ (x))],
[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγτ (x))]>: x∈U}.
The operators ↓AprSIV IF and ↑AprSIV IF are called the lower and upper soft

interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough approximation operators on interval-valued
intuitionistic fuzzy sets. If ↓AprSIV IF (τ)= ↑AprSIV IF (τ), then τ is said to be soft
interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy definable; otherwise τ is called a soft interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set. It is to be noted that if µτ (x), γτ (x)∈[0,1] for
each x ∈U and 0≤ µτ (x)+ γτ (x)≤ 1, then soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy
rough set becomes soft intuitionistic fuzzy rough set and if µτ (x)∈[0,1] with γτ (x)=1-
µτ (x) then soft intuitionistic fuzzy rough set becomes soft fuzzy rough set.

Example 5.2. Let U={x, y} and A={a, b}. Let (f, A) be an interval-valued
intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over U where f: A → IVIFSU be defined by

f(a)={〈x, [0.2, 0.5], [0.3, 0.4]〉, 〈y, [0.6, 0.7], [0.1, 0.2]〉},
f(b)={〈x, [0.1, 0.3], [0.4, 0.5]〉, 〈y, [0.5, 0.8], [0.1, 0.2]〉}.
Let τ={〈x, [0.3, 0.4], [0.3, 0.4]〉, 〈y, [0.2, 0.4], [0.4, 0.5]〉}. Then
↓AprSIV IF (τ )={〈x, [0.1, 0.3], [0.3, 0.4]〉, 〈y, [0.2, 0.4], [0.4, 0.5]〉},
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↑AprSIV IF (τ)={〈x, [0.3, 0.4], [0.3, 0.4]〉, 〈y, [0.5, 0.7], [0.1, 0.2]〉}. Then τ is a
soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set.

Theorem 5.3. let Θ =(f, A) be an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over
U and SIVIF=(U, Θ ) be the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy approximation
space. Then

(i) ↓AprSIV IF (φ)=φ
(ii) ↑AprSIV IF (U)=U
(iii) ↓AprSIV IF (τ)⊆τ⊆ ↑AprSIV IF (τ) for τ∈IVIFSU .

Proof. Straight forward. �

Theorem 5.4. let Θ =(f, A) be an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over
U and SIVIF=(U, Θ ) be the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy approximation
space. Then for τ , δ ∈IVIFSU , we have

(i) τ⊆ δ⇒ ↑AprSIV IF (τ)⊆ ↑AprSIV IF (δ)
(ii) τ⊆ δ⇒↓AprSIV IF (τ)⊆ ↓AprSIV IF (δ)
(iii) ↑AprSIV IF (τ∩δ)⊆ ↑AprSIV IF (τ)∩↑AprSIV IF (δ)
(iv) ↓AprSIV IF (τ∩δ)⊆ ↓AprSIV IF (τ)∩↓AprSIV IF (δ)
(v)↑AprSIV IF (τ)∪↑AprSIV IF (δ)⊆↑AprSIV IF (τ∪δ)
(vi) ↓AprSIV IF (τ)∪↓AprSIV IF (δ)⊆↓AprSIV IF (τ∪δ)

Proof. (i)-(ii) are straight forward.
(iii) We have ↑AprSIV IF (τ∩δ)
={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ infµτ∩δ(x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨ supµτ∩δ(x))],
[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧ infγτ∩δ(x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧ supγτ∩δ(x))]>: x∈U}

={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ min(infµτ (x),infµδ(x))), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨
min( supµτ (x),supµδ(x)))],

[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧ max(infγτ (x),infγδ(x))), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧
max(supγτ (x),supγδ(x)))]>: x∈U}

Now ↑AprSIV IF (τ)∩↑AprSIV IF (δ)
={<x, [ min(∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ infµτ (x)),∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x))),
min(∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµδ(x)))],
[max(

∧
a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγτ (x)),

∧
a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγδ(x))),

max(∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγδ(x)))]>: x∈U}

Since min(infµτ (x), inf µδ (x))≤ inf µτ (x) and min(infµτ (x), infµδ(x))≤ infµδ(x),
so ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨min(infµτ (x), inf µδ(x)))≤ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨inf µτ (x)) and

∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨min(infµτ (x), infµδ(x)))≤ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x)).
Hence ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨min(infµτ (x), inf µδ(x)))≤min(∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨inf µτ

(x)), ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x))).
Similarly, ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨min(supµτ (x), supµδ(x)))≤min(∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨

sup µτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµδ(x))).
Now as max(infγτ (x), infγδ(x))≥ infγτ (x) and max(infγτ (x), infγδ(x))≥ infγδ(x),
we have ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨max(infγτ (x), inf γδ(x)))≥ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨inf γτ

(x)) and ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨max(infγτ (x), infγδ(x)))≥ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨infγδ(x)).
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Therefore, ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨max(infγτ (x), inf γδ(x)))≥max(∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨inf
γτ (x)), ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨infγδ(x))).

Similarly, ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨max(supγτ (x), sup γδ(x)))≥max(∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨
sup γτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨supγδ(x))).

Consequently, ↑AprSIV IF (τ∩δ)⊆ ↑AprSIV IF (τ)∩↑AprSIV IF (δ).
(iv) Proof is similar to (iii).
(v) We have ↑AprSIV IF (τ∪δ)
={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ infµτ∪δ(x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨ supµτ∪δ(x))],
[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧ infγτ∪δ(x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧ supγτ∪δ(x))]>: x∈U}

={<x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ max(infµτ (x),infµδ(x))), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨
max( supµτ (x),supµδ(x)))],

[ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧ min(infγτ (x),infγδ(x))), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧
min(supγτ (x),supγδ(x)))]>: x∈U}

Now ↑AprSIV IF (τ)∪↑AprSIV IF (δ)
={<x, [ max(∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨ infµτ (x)),∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x))),
max(∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµδ(x)))],
[min(∨a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγτ (x)), ∨a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγδ(x))),
min(∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγδ(x)))]>: x∈U}

Since max(infµτ (x), inf µδ (x))≥ inf µτ (x) and max(infµτ (x), infµδ(x))≤ infµδ(x),
so ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨max(infµτ (x), inf µδ(x)))≥ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨inf µτ (x))

and ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨max(infµτ (x), infµδ(x)))≥ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x)).
Hence ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨max(infµτ (x), inf µδ(x)))≥max(∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨inf µτ

(x)), ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∨infµδ(x))).
Similarly, ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨max(supµτ (x), supµδ(x)))≤max(∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨

sup µτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∨supµδ(x))).
Now as min(infγτ (x), infγδ(x))≤ infγτ (x) and min(infγτ (x), infγδ(x))≤ infγδ(x),
we have ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨min(infγτ (x), inf γδ(x)))≤ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨inf γτ

(x)) and ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨min(infγτ (x), infγδ(x)))≤ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨infγδ(x)).
Therefore, ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨min(infγτ (x), inf γδ(x)))≤min(∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨inf

γτ (x)), ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∨infγδ(x))).
Similarly, ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨min(supγτ (x), sup γδ(x)))≤min(∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨

sup γτ (x)), ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∨supγδ(x))).
Consequently, ↑AprSIV IF (τ)∪↑AprSIV IF (δ)⊆↑AprSIV IF (τ∪δ).
(vi) Proof is similar to (v). �

Theorem 5.5. Every soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set is an interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set.

Proof. let Θ =(f, A) be an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over U and
SIVIF=(U, Θ ) be the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy approximation space.Let
τ be a soft interval- valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set. Let us define an interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy set ψ by:
ψ = {(x, [ ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∧infµτ (x))

∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)
∨

infµτ (x)) ,
∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∧supµτ (x))

∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)
∨

supµτ (x)) ]

, [ ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγτ (x))

∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)
∨

infγτ (x)) ,
∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγτ (x))

∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)
∨

supγτ (x)) ]) : x ∈ U}
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Now for α ∈ [0, 1], we consider the following four sets:
F1(α) = {x ∈ U : ∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)∧infµτ (x))

∧a∈A(infµf(a)(x)
∨

infµτ (x)) ≥ α}

F2(α) = {x ∈ U : ∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)∧supµτ (x))

∧a∈A(supµf(a)(x)
∨

supµτ (x)) ≥ α}

F3(α) = {x ∈ U : ∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)∧infγτ (x))

∧a∈A(infγf(a)(x)
∨

infγτ (x)) ≥ α}

F4(α) = {x ∈ U : ∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)∧supγτ (x))

∧a∈A(supγf(a)(x)
∨

supγτ (x)) ≥ α}
Then ϑ(α) = {(x, [inf{α : x ∈ F1(α)}, inf{α : x ∈ F2(α)}], [inf{α : x ∈ F3(α)}
, inf{α : x ∈ F4(α)}]) : x ∈ U}
is an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set over U for each α ∈ [0, 1].
Consequently (ϑ, α) is an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set over U. �

6. A multicriteria group decision making problem

Let U={o1, o2, o3,.....,or} be a set of objects and E be a set of parameters and
A={e1, e2, e3,.....,em} ⊆E and S=(F, A) be an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy
soft set over U. Let us assume that we have an expert group G={T1, T2, ....,Tn}
consisting of n specialists to evaluate the objects in U. Each specialist will examine
all the objects in U and will point out his/her evaluation result. Let Xi denote the
primary evaluation result of the specialist Ti. It is easy to see that the primary
evaluation result of the whole expert group G can be represented as an interval-
valued intuitionistic fuzzy evaluation soft set S∗=( F∗, G) over U, where F∗: G
IVIFSU is given by F∗(Ti)=Xi, for i=1, 2,..., n.

Now we consider the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough approxima-
tions of the specialist Ti’s primary evaluation result Xi w.r.t the soft interval-valued
intuitionistic fuzzy approximation space SIVIF=(U, S). Then we obtain two other
interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets ↓S∗=(↓F∗, G) and ↑S∗=(↑F∗, G) over U,
where ↓F∗: G → IVIFSU is given by ↓F∗(Ti)= ↓AprSIV IF (Xi) and ↑F∗: G→IVIFSU

is given by ↑F∗(Ti)= ↑AprSIV IF (Xi), for i=1, 2,..., n.
Here ↓S∗ can be considered as the evaluation result for the whole expert group G

with ’low confidence’ , ↑S∗ can be considered as the evaluation result for the whole
expert group G with ’high confidence’ and S∗ can be considered as the evaluation
result for the whole expert group G with ’middle confidence’.

Let us define two interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets IVIFS↓S∗ and IVIFS↑S∗

by
IVIFS↓S∗ ={<ok, [ 1

n

∑
n
j=1infµ↓F∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supµ↓F∗(Tj)(ok)]

, [ 1
n

∑
n
j=1infγ↓F∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supγ↓F∗(Tj)(ok)]>: k=1, 2,...., r} and

IVIFS↑S∗ ={<ok, [ 1
n

∑
n
j=1infµ↑F∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supµ↑F∗(Tj)(ok)]

, [ 1
n

∑
n
j=1infγ↑F∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supγ↑F∗(Tj)(ok)]>: k=1, 2,...., r}.

Now we define another interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy set IVIFSS∗ by
IVIFSS∗ ={<ok, [ 1

n

∑
n
j=1infµF∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supµF∗(Tj)(ok)]

, [ 1
n

∑
n
j=1infγF∗(Tj)(ok), 1

n

∑
n
j=1supγF∗(Tj)(ok)]>: k=1, 2,...., r}.

Then clearly, IVIFS↓S∗ ⊆ IVIFSS∗ ⊆ IVIFS↑S∗ .
Let C={L(low confidence), M(middle confidence), H(high confidence)} be a set of

parameters. Let us consider the interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set S∗∗=(f,
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C) over U, where f: C→IVIFSU is given by f(H)=IVIFS↑S∗ , f(M)=IVIFSS∗ , f(L)=
IVIFS↓S∗ .

Now given a weighting vector W=(wL, wM , wH) such that wL, wM , wH ∈Int([0,
1]), we define α: U →R+ by
α(ok))=supwL*supµf(L)(ok)+ supwM*supµf(M)(ok)+supwH*supµf(H)(ok)

, ok∈U (* represents ordinary multiplication).
Here α(ok) is called the weighted evaluation value of the alternative ok∈U. Finally,

we can select the object op such that α(op)=max{α(ok): k=1, 2,...., r} as the most
preferred alternative.

Algorithm:
(1) Input the original description interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set (F,

A).
(2) Construct the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy evaluation soft set S*=( F*,

G).
(3) Compute the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough approximations

and then construct the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets ↓S∗ and ↑S∗ .
(4) Construct the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets IVIFS↑S∗ , IVIFSS∗ ,

IVIFS↓S∗ .
(5) Construct the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set S**.
(6) Input the weighting vector W and compute the weighted evaluation values

α(ok) of each alternative ok ∈U.
(7) Select the object op such that α(op)=max{α(ok): k=1, 2,...., r} as the most

preferred alternative.

An illustrative example:
Let us consider a car selection problem to buy a car for the family of Mr. X. Let

U={c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is the universe set consisting of five cars. Let us consider the
soft set S=(F, A), which describes the ”quality of the car”, where A={e1(expensive),
e2(fuel efficient), e3(attractive), e4(challenging internal structure with maximum seat
capacity)}.

Let the tabular representation of the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set
(F, A) be:
Table-1: Representation of the interval- valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set (F, A)

c1 c2 c3 c4 c5

e1 ([.2,.3],[.4,.5]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.3]) ([.4,.5],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.2],[.1,.3]) ([.3,.5],[.3,.4])
e2 ([.3,.6],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.3]) ([.3,.6],[.2,.4]) ([.5,.6],[.2,.3]) ([.1,.3],[.3,.6])
e3 ([.4,.5],[.2,.3]) ([.2,.4],[.2,.5]) ([.1,.3],[.4,.6]) ([.3,.4],[.3,.4]) ([.4,.6],[.1,.3])
e4 ([.2,.4],[.2,.4]) ([.6,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.4],[.3,.4]) ([.2,.4],[.4,.6]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.2])

Let G={T1, T2, T3, T4, T5} be the set of members of the family of Mr. X to judge
the quality of the car in U. Now if Xi denote the primary evaluation result of the
member Ti (for i=1, 2, 3, 4, 5), then the primary evaluation result of the whole expert
group G can be represented as an interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy evaluation soft
set S*=( F*, G) over U, where F*: G →IVIFSU is given by F*(Ti)=Xi for i=1, 2,
3, 4, 5.

Let the tabular representation of S* be given as;
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Table-2: Representation of the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set S*
c1 c2 c3 c4 c5

T1 ([.4,.6],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.4],[.3,.4]) ([.2,.3],[.2,.3]) ([.6,.8],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.4],[.2,.4])
T2 ([.3,.5],[.2,.4]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.3]) ([.4,.6],[.1,.3]) ([.3,.5],[.1,.3]) ([.4,.5],[.2,.3])
T3 ([.1,.3],[.5,.6]) ([.2,.3],[.4,.5]) ([.1,.4],[.2,.4]) ([.2,.3],[.5,.6]) ([.3,.6],[.2,.3])
T4 ([.2,.3],[.3,.4]) ([.4,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.5],[.4,.5]) ([.4,.5],[.2,.4]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.2])
T5 ([.6,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.5],[.2,.5]) ([.5,.6],[.3,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.3,.6]) ([.1,.2],[.6,.8])
Let us choose P=(U, S) as the soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy approxi-

mation space. Let us consider the interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy evaluation soft
sets ↓S*=(↓F*, G) and ↑S*=(↑F*, G) over U.

Then after calculation we get the tabular representation of these sets as:
Table-3: Representation of the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set ↓S*

c1 c2 c3 c4 c5

T1 ([.2,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.3],[.3,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.2],[.1,.3]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.4])
T2 ([.2,.3],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.1,.3]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.2],[.1,.3]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.3])
T3 ([.1,.3],[.5,.6]) ([.1,.3],[.4,.5]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.2],[.5,.6]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.3])
T4 ([.2,.3],[.3,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.3],[.4,.5]) ([.1,.2],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.1,.2])
T5 ([.2,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.3],[.2,.5]) ([.1,.3],[.3,.4]) ([.1,.2],[.3,.6]) ([.1,.2],[.6,.8])
Table-4: Representation of the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set ↑S*

c1 c2 c3 c4 c5

T1 ([.4,.6],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.4],[.1,.2]) ([.2,.3],[.2,.3]) ([.6,.8],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.4],[.1,.2])
T2 ([.3,.5],[.1,.2]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.4,.6],[.1,.3]) ([.3,.5],[.1,.3]) ([.4,.5],[.1,.2])
T3 ([.2,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.2,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.1,.4],[.2,.4]) ([.2,.3],[.1,.3]) ([.3,.6],[.1,.2])
T4 ([.2,.3],[.1,.2]) ([.4,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.5],[.2,.4]) ([.4,.5],[.1,.3]) ([.5,.7],[.1,.2])
T5 ([.6,.7],[.1,.2]) ([.3,.5],[.1,.2]) ([.5,.6],[.2,.4]) ([.1,.3],[.1,.3]) ([.1,.3],[.1,.2])
Here, ↓S*⊆S* ⊆ ↑S*.
Then we have IVIFS↑S∗= {< c1, [0.34, 0.48], [0.10, 0.20] >,< c2, [0.34, 0.52]

, [0.10, 0.20] >,< c3, [0.30, 0.48], [0.18, 0.36] >,< c4, [0.32, 0.48], [0.10, 0.28] >
,< c5, [0.28, 0.50], [0.10, 0.20] >},

IVIFS↓S∗= {< c1, [0.18, 0.30], [0.24, 0.36] >,< c2, [0.10, 0.30], [0.22, 0.38] >,< c3
, [0.10, 0.30], [0.26, 0.42] >,< c4, [0.10, 0.20], [0.24, 0.44] >,< c5
, [0.10, 0.28], [0.26, 0.40] >},

IVIFSS∗ = {< c1, [0.32, 0.48], [0.24, 0.36] >,< c2, [0.34, 0.52], [0.22, 0.38] >,< c3
, [0.30, 0.48], [0.24, 0.38] >,< c4, [0.32, 0.48], [0.24, 0.42] >,< c5
, [0.28, 0.48], [0.26, 0.40] >}.

Thus, IVIFS↓S∗ ⊆ IVIFSS∗ ⊆ IVIFS↑S∗ .
Let C={L(low confidence), M(middle confidence), H(high confidence)} be a set of

parameters. Let us consider the interval- valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft set S**=(f,
C) over U, where f: C→ IVIFSU is given by

f(H)=IVIFS↑S∗ , f(M)=IVIFSS∗ , f(L)= IVIFS↓S∗ .
Now assuming the weighting vector W=(wL, wM , wH) such that wL=[0.5, 0.6],

wM=[0.4, 0.5], wH=[0.4, 0.7], we have,
α(c1)= 0.6*0.30+ 0.5*0.48+ 0.7*0.48=0.756,
α(c2)= 0.6*0.30+ 0.5*0.52+ 0.7*0.52=0.804,
α(c3)= 0.6*0.30+ 0.5*0.48+ 0.7*0.48=0.756,
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α(c4)= 0.6*0.20+ 0.5*0.48+ 0.7*0.48=0.696,
α(c5)= 0.6*0.28+ 0.5*0.48+ 0.7*0.50=0.758.
Since max{ α(c1), α(c2), α(c3), α(c4), α(c5)}= 0.804, so the car c2 will be selected

as the most preferred alternative.

7. Conclusions

In this paper we first defined soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough set
which are the extension of soft intuitioistic fuzzy rough set and soft fuzzy rough set .
We also investigated some basic properties of soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy
rough set. Finally we have proposed a soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough
set based multicriteria group decision making scheme and presented an example
regarding the car selection problem for a family to buy a car to show that this scheme
successfully works. It is to be noted that we defined soft interval-valued intuitionistic
fuzzy rough set in such a way so that complicated calculations in decision making
problems will be avoided.

References

[1] H. Aktas and N. Cagman, Soft sets and soft groups, Inform. Sci. 177 (2007) 2726–2735.

[2] M. I. Ali, F. Feng, X. Liu, W. K. Min and M. Shabir, On some new operations in soft set

theory, Comput. Math. Appl. 57 (2009) 1547–1553.
[3] K. Atanassov, Intuitionistic fuzzy sets, Fuzzy Sets and Systems 20 (1986) 87–96.

[4] K. Atanassov and G. Gargov, Interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets, Fuzzy Sets and Systems
31 (1989) 343–349.

[5] M. Bhowmik and M. Pal, Partition of generalized interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets,

International Journal of Applied Mathematical Analysis and Applications 4(1) (2009) 1–10.
[6] D. Chen, E. C. C. Tsang, D. S. Yeung and X. Wang, The parameterization reduction of soft

sets and its applications, Comput. Math. Appl. 49 (2005) 757–763.
[7] D. Dubois and H. Prade, Rough fuzzy sets and fuzzy rough sets, Int. J. Gen. Syst. 17 (1990)

191–209.
[8] F. Feng, Soft rough sets applied to multi criteria group decision making, Ann. Fuzzy Math.

Inform. 2 (2011) 69–80.
[9] F. Feng, Y. B. Jun and X. Zhao, Soft semirings, Comput. Math. Appl. 56 (2008) 2621–2628.

[10] F. Feng, Y. B. Jun, X. Liu and L. Li, An adjustable approach to fuzzy soft set based decision
making, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 234(1) (2010) 10–20.

[11] F. Feng, C. X. Li, B. Davvaz and M. I. Ali, Soft sets combined with fuzzy sets and rough sets:

a tentative approach, Soft Computing 14 (2010) 899–911.
[12] Y. Jiang, Y. Tang, Q. Chen, H. Liu and J. Tang, Interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets

and their properties, Comput. Math. Appl. 60 (2010) 906–918.
[13] Y. B. Jun, Soft BCK/BCI-algebras, Comput. Math. Appl. 56 (2008) 1408–1413.
[14] Z. Kong, L. Gao, L. Wang and S. Li, The normal parameter reduction of soft sets and its

algorithm, Comput. Math. Appl. 56 (2008) 3029–3037.

[15] P. K. Maji, A. R. Roy and R. Biswas, Soft set theory, Comput. Math. Appl. 45 (2003) 555–562.
[16] P. K. Maji, A. R. Roy and R. Biswas, Fuzzy soft sets, J. Fuzzy Math. 9 (2001) 589–602.

[17] P. K. Maji, R. Biswas and A. R. Roy, Intuitionistic fuzzy soft sets, J. Fuzzy Math. 12 (2004)
677–692.

[18] D. Meng, X. Zhang and K. Qin, Soft rough fuzzy sets and soft fuzzy rough sets, Comput.

Math. Appl. 62 (2011) 4635–4645.
[19] D. Molodtsov, Soft set theory-first results, Comput. Math. Appl. 37 (1999) 19–31.

[20] Z. Pawlak, Rough sets, International Journal of Computing and Information Sciences 11 (1982)

341–356.

291



Abhijit Saha et al./Ann. Fuzzy Math. Inform. 9 (2015), No. 2, 279–292

[21] A. R. Roy and P. K. Maji, A fuzzy soft set theoretic approach to decision making problems,
J. Comput. App. Math. 203 (2007) 412–418.

[22] A. K. Shyamal and M. Pal, Distance between intuitionistic fuzzy sets and interval-valued
intuitionistic fuzzy sets, Int. J. Math. Sci. 6(1) (2007) 71–84.

[23] Q. M. Sun, Z. L. Zhang and J. Liu, Soft sets and soft modules, in: G. Wang, T. Li, J. W.

Grzymala-Busse, D. Miao, A. Skowron, Y. Yao(Eds), Proceedings of the Third International
Conference on Rough Sets and Knowledge Technology, RSKT 2008, in: Lecture notes in

Computer Science, Springer, 5009 (2008) 403–409.
[24] Z. Xiao, K. Gong and Y. Zou, A combined forecasting approach based on fuzzy soft sets, J.

Comput. Appl. Math. 228(1) (2009) 326–333.

[25] X. B. Yang, T. Y. Lin, J. Y. Yang, Y. Li and D. J. Yu, Combination of interval valued fuzzy

set and soft set, Comput. Math. Appl. 58 (2009) 521–527.
[26] X. B. Yang, D. J. Yu, J. Y. Yang and C. Wu, Generalization of soft set theory: from crisp to

fuzzy case; in: B. Y. Cao(Ed.), Proceeding of the Second International Conference on Fuzzy
Information and Engineering, in: Advances on Soft Computing, Springer-Verlag 40 (2007)

345–354.
[27] Y. Y. Yao, A comparative study of fuzzy sets and rough sets, Inform. Sci. 109 (1998) 227–242.
[28] L. A. Zadeh, Fuzzy sets, Information and Control 8 (1965) 338–353.

Abhijit Saha (abhijit84−mt@yahoo.in)
Department of Mathematics,Tripura University, Suryamaninagar, Agartala-799022,
Tripura, India

Anjan Mukherjee (anjan2002−m@yahoo.co.in)
Department of Mathematics,Tripura University, Suryamaninagar, Agartala-799022,
Tripura, India

292


	 Soft interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy rough sets . By 

