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Abstract: Linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators are a novel idea for the
description of intuitionistic fuzzy information, where linguistic complex concepts are used to
describe membership and non-membership. This can convey the hazy information more clearly, and
some findings on linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators have been attained.
Nonetheless, several linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators in the literature are
founded on conventional operational principles, which have certain limitations when used to multi-
attribute group decision-making (MAGDM). In this study, we presented some improved operating
rules based on linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy variables (LCIFVs) and changed their features to
address these issues. Next, we created a few aggregation operators, such as the enhanced linguistic
complex intuitionistic fuzzy weighted average (LCIFWA) and the linguistic complex intuitionistic
fuzzy ordered weighted averaging (LCIFOWA) operator, to fuse the decision information represented
by LCIFVs. We also demonstrated that they had a few favorable qualities. We introduced many novel
approaches to address the MAGDM issues in the context of the linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy
environment, based on the LCIFOWA and linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy ordered weighted
geometric (LCIFOWG) operators. In short, we employed few real-world scenarios to demonstrate the
viability and soundness of the suggested techniques through comparison with other approaches. This
unique technique has been applied to plastic waste management selection, and the results are more
accurate than the previously used materials and methods.
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1. Introduction

In everyday life, complications in systems are growing; therefore, the executives and decision
makers are facing difficulties for achieving the best option from a set of possibilities. Many
organizations found difficulties in setting motivational goals and removing opinion complications. It
is difficult to obtain single objectives to summarize but not impossible. Different organizations have
numerous objectives and are facing many uncertainties, ambiguities, and vagueness in the data
regarding the solution of practical problems, which restricts the decision makers to get the reliable
and applicable technique to find the finest option.

The crisp and classical methods could not always be effective for solving the problems of decision
making with regard to ambiguous and uncertain data; thus, fuzzy set, as characterized by Zadeh [1]
in 1965, are used to deal with these situations. Fuzzy sets part of degree having a place to [0, 1].
Fuzzy sets have been generally utilized in choice investigation, financial matters, hazard evaluation,
and expectation, particularly in the design and administration areas. Allehiany et al. [2] developed a
Bio-inspired numerical analysis of COVID-19 with fuzzy parameters. Talpur et al. [3] wrote
comprehensive review of deep neuro-fuzzy system architectures and their optimization methods.
Moreover the fuzzy sets theory and logic are powerful tools to represent reasoning with uncertain
information; however, but traditional fuzzy sets are restricted to express membership degrees in terms
of real numbers between 0 and 1. Deabes and Amin [4] suggested an image reconstruction algorithm
based on a PSO-tuned fuzzy inference system for electrical capacitance tomography. Zadeh [5] also
presented an idea about linguistics fuzzy sets in 1975 and valuable contribution in linguistic variables
by allowing fuzzy sets in natural language terms like “high”, “medium”, and “low”. This makes fuzzy
sets more interpretable and intuitive, particularly in areas where humans naturally express uncertainty
using language. In 1986, Atanassov [6] presented IFSs (intuitionistic fuzzy sets) by adding
non-membership degrees with the membership degrees, with a more nuanced uncertainty
representation. The work of Huimin [7] on applications of linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy sets in
multi-attribute group decision-making (MAGDM) appeared in 2014; before that, Ramik et al. [8]
introduced complex fuzzy sets in 2000 to expand upon traditional fuzzy sets by integrating complex
numbers as relationship degrees. This permits the inclusion of data regarding phase and magnitude,
which can be valued to represent oscillatory or periodic phenomena. Wan et al. [9] proposed an
innovative use of intuitionistic fuzzy reference evaluations to expand the best-worst technique.
Dai [10] provided a remarkable extension in the work of Ramik et al. [8] linguistic complex fuzzy
sets. Bio et al. [11] marvelous work in the domain aggregation operators of the linguistic
interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy sets based on Hamacher’s extended t-norm and s-norm along with
their applications. These two concepts formed a unique section of fuzzy set, titled as “LIFSs”
(linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy sets), which offered an influential context for dealing with complex and
uncertain information in various fields of life. Zenga et al. [12] introduced a new operator with an
application in intuitionistic fuzzy sets for the decision making process.

Wan et al. [13] worked on Group decision-making via intuitionistic fuzzy preference relations:
Theory and methodology. Rahman et al. [14] launched a specific process for multi group
decisions-making by introducing geometric operators of aggregation with applications on the basis of
Pythagorean fuzzy Einstein operators. Yang et al. [15] wrote a remark on using Pythagorean fuzzy
sets to extend the “technique for order of peference by similarity to ideal solution” for multiple
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criteria decision-making. Yager et al. [16], presented procedures for decision making by relating
complex numbers with Pythagorean membership degrees. Phong et al. [17] worked on picture
linguistic numbers for multiple decision making criteria. Wei [18], worked on decision-making
process by focusing on picture fuzzy sets based on Hamacher’s operators for aggregation with
applications. Garg [19] pointed out Einstein operations in decision-making regarding Pythagorean
fuzzy information. Ashraf et al. [20] formulated different approaches in decision-making issues using
the environment of picture fuzzy sets. Wang et al. [21] first focused on geometric operators for
aggregation in picture fuzzy environment in the domain of decision making process; second, Wang
et al. [22] also gave attention to the decision-making process, especially for incomplete specific
information regarding weights, and their concepts were based on Atanassov’s intuitionistic fuzzy sets.
Gautam et al. [23] used technique for order of peference by similarity to ideal solution in intuitionistic
fuzzy sets. Deschrijver [24], in the domain of the decision-making procedure, represented t-norms
and t-conorms of intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Zeng [25] made relationships between Intuitionistic fuzzy
sets and distance operator of ordered weight, and Ye [26] researched the connection of intuitionistic
fuzzy set’s applications with cosine similarity measures [27]. Selecting a location for a solar power
plant was done using a combined methodology for difficult homogeneous multi-attribute collaborative
decision-making. In the proposed research study, novel decisions-making approaches based on
linguistics complex intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators and their applications will be a valuable
outcome of the applications of fuzzy sets, knowledge, logic, and theory. Garg et al. [28], used set pair
analysis in the group decision-making process with special reference to operators for aggregation and
applications in the intuitionistic fuzzy set. Tang et al. [29] worked on Hamacher’s aggregation
operators in the linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy environment. At first, Liu et al. [30] worked for a
decision-making process by focusing on applications of the linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy sets; second,
Liu et al. [31] introduced some improved aggregation operators in the same domain along with
applications for decision-making to multiple attributes. Xu [32] introduced linguistic aggregation
operators with preference to linguistic relations. Xu’s [33] work was also decision-making process
related to the approaches to ungroup linguistic environment based on aggregation operators of the
linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Abrar Hussain et al. [34] developed the Sugano-Weber triangular
norm-based g-rung orthopair fuzzy information approach to solar panel selection decision-making.
Wan et al. [35] presented a brand-new intuitionistic fuzzy best-worst technique that uses intuitionistic
fuzzy preference relations for group decision-making. Dong et al. [36] provided an additively
consistent interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy best-worst technique. Wan et al. [37] outlined a
comprehensive approach for complex heterogeneous multi-attribute group decision-making and its
use in the site selection of solar power plants. Wan et al. [38] developed a heterogeneous
multi-criterion group decision-making process based on trapezoidal clouds for the selection of multi
modal transport paths for containers. Wang et al. [39] contributed to the use of complex intuitionistic
fuzzy Dombi prioritized aggregation operators for robust green supplier selection. Hussain et al. [40]
contributed to the creation of an intelligent decision support system for real-world applications and
Spherical fuzzy Sugino-Weber aggregation operators. Wang et al. [41] illustrated the use of fuzzy
Dombi prioritization and complex intuitionistic aggregation operations for robust green supplier
selection. Asif et al. [42] specified Hamacher aggregation operators for Pythagorean fuzzy sets and
their use in problems involving several attributes for decision-making. Kannan et al. [43] undertook
work on the linear Diophantine fuzzy CODAS method for the Logistic specialist selection, an
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advanced kind of fuzzy-based decision-making. Imran et al. [44] described an Aczel-Alsina
Bonferroni means and interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy information-based multi-criteria group
decision-making.

For this study, linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy sets (LCIFSs) are on the extension of linguistic
intuitionistic fuzzy sets into the complex domain to enable a more nuanced illustration of ambiguity
and uncertainty in linguistic terms. LCIFSs are an association of linguistic variables with complex-
valued relationship degrees to provide a powerful structure for reasoning and representing the complex,
oscillatory, and ambiguous data in various real-world applications.

The major objectives are listed in the following points:

(1) To define the basic concept of LCIFSs and to explore basic operation laws of LCIFSs.

(2) To develop the basic results of LCIFSs and explore associated properties.

(3) To propose aggregation operators based on linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy operation
laws.

(4) To develop a new multi-attribute group decision-making approach to solve a decision making
problem.

(5) To generalize the existing notions to some advanced ideas and make them applicable in real life
problems.

(6) To develop new results and notions, discuss their applications, and compare the results obtained
with the existing theory.

This research article is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present preliminaries consist of
some basic definitions, such as fuzzy sets, linguistic terms, complex fuzzy sets, linguistic intuitionistic
fuzzy sets, linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy variables (LIFVs), and score functions. In Section 3, a new
concept of LCIFSs, is introduced, which contains definitions as well as linguistic complex
intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators and applications for LCIFSs, where method of normal
distribution are used to determine the weights of linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy ordered
weighted averaging (LCIFOWA) and linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy ordered weighted
geometric (LCIFOWG). In Section 4, the operators and applications are used to solve problems of
MAGDM. In Section 5, numerical analysis of decision-making problems has been illustrated. Finally,
we conclude the study in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. [1] Assume that A is a set that is not empty. Then, the fuzzy set X in A is defined as:
X ={a, sqwla € A}. 2.1

The membership function of A is denoted by s, in this case. i.e., s,.: A — [0, 1] represents the
degree of membership function of A.
Definition 2.2. [11] Let
A ={ag,ai,...,a,}
be a finite linguistic term where a, has the following properties:
1) The ordered set: a; > ay iff j > k;
i) N (a;) = aj;
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iil) Max (aj, ak) = Amax(jk)s
iv) Min (a jo ak) = Amin(jk)-
The Linguistic fuzzy set approach depends on fuzzy logic and fuzzy sets theory. Here, variables

represent the linguistic terms. Every linguistic term is differentiated by a unique meaning and label.
The meaning and label stands for the fuzzy subset and the sentence of a language, respectively.

Definition 2.3. [5] Assume that A is a set that is not empty. Then, IFS X in A is defined as:
X ={{a, sara)la € A}, (2.2)

such that; s,: A — [0,1] and r,: A — [0, 1] indicate the level of membership and non-membership of
“a” in X, respectively, for all any a € A,

0<s,+r,<1.
Definition 2.4. [8] Let A be a universal set then complex fuzzy set X is defined as:
X = {a, syme™la € A}, (2.3)

where S ;) € [0, 1]; and wy, € [0, 27].
Definition 2.5. [7] Let A be universal set which is finite and

S = {splso < s < s 8 €[0;¢])
be an ongoing collection of linguistic value set. A LIFS X in A is defined as,
X = {(Cl, Sla)» Sm(a))la € A}, (24)

where 5, Sm@a € S° define the term’s linguistic membership and non-membership degrees a to X,
respectively. For any a € A, the condition

0<l+m<t
is every time satisfied. ¥(a) stands for degree of linguistic indeterminacy a to
X :y(a) = si—i_m.

Obviously, if
l+m=1t,

then (LIFS') X contains the lowest degree of linguistic indeterminacy, so

Y(a) = so,

which shows that the degree of membership (a to X) can be expressed a unique linguistic value, and
X(LIFS) has been reduced into a linguistic variable. Inversely, if

[l=m=0,
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then (LIFS') X has the largest degree of linguistic indeterminacy,

Y(a) = s;.

As with IFS, the (LIFS) X(a) can be converted into an interval of linguistic variable [s;(a), s,_(a)].
This indicates that the terms’ maximum and minimum linguistic membership degrees a to X are s,_,,
and s, respectively. Linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy values “LIFVs” are the unique element that both
“LIFS ” X and Y are supposed to have for notational simplicity, meaning the pairs

X = (sl; sm)
and
Y = (5,5 59)-
For comparability of any two LIF Vs, the score and the accuracy functions could be defined as under:

Definition 2.6. [7] Let
X = (Sla sm)

and
Y = (55, 8)

be two LIFVs, with
81, Sms Spy Sq € S° = {sglso < s < 556 € [0;1]}.

Then, score function of X could be defined as,

E(X) = S¢+1-m)2 (2.5)
and accuracy function of X could be defined as,
F(X) = sim. (2.6)

If
0<@+1-m)/2<t

and
0<l+m<t,

which implies

o
S(t+1-m)/2> Stym €S .

2.1. LCIFS
The following is a presentation of the LCIFS.

Definition 2.7. Let A be a finite universal set,
S = {splso < sp < s €[0,1]},
where S a continuous linguist value set. Then,

X ={a, s,0€™, sywe™@la € A}, .7)
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where $y(q), Sy € [0, 1] and wy(,), Wy € [0, 2] called linguistic complex intuitionistic set, i.e., fuzzy.
Definition 2.8. Let A be a finite universal set and
iwg

S = {s,€™s0e™ < s.e™ < 5,6™:a € [0;1]}

a continuous complex linguistic term set X. Then, LCIFS X in A is given as,
X = {(@, sy, Sme™"la € A)}, (2.8)

where 5/,)e™@, se™™@ € S stands for the degrees of linguistic complex membership and
nonmembership of X to A, respectively. For any a € A, the condition

0<l+m<t

is usually satisfied. Q (a) is defined as the degree of linguistic complex indeterminacy of A in X, such
that
Q(a) = si1-me™" ",

of course, if
l+m=t,

then (LCIFS) X possesses the smallest degree of linguistic complex indeterminacy, 2 (a) = 0, which
shows that the membership degree of A to X with precision can be presented with a unique linguistic
complex value and (LCIFS) X is decreased to a linguistic complex variable. Conversely, if

l=m=0,
then (LCIFS) X possesses the largest degree of linguistic complex indeterminacy,
Q(a) = s,e™.

Similar to ICFS, the (LCIFS) X (a) can be transformed into a linguistic complex variable interval
[s;(a) €@, s,_,, (a) e™@]. This suggests that the items at X have both maximum and minimum
linguistic complex membership degrees s;_,,¢™ - and s;e™" respectively.

For conceptual simplicity, we assume both (LCIFS) A and B, which consist only unique element,
and stand for linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy values (LCIFVs), that is, if

A = (5™, 5,,™™)
and
B = (speiwl’, sqeiw").
For comparability, for any two LCIFVs, the functions for accuracy and score could be described as
follows:
Definition 2.9. Let

X = (5:€™, 5,,™™)

and
Y = (s,e", s,e™)
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be two LCIFVs, with
sie™, s,,e™m, speiwf’, sqeiwq € §° = s,e™spe™ < s ™ < s,e™,a €[0,1].
Then, the score function of X is determined as,
E(X) = Sqst-mype " e-mrz, (2.9)
Then, the accuracy function is as follows:
F (X) = spopme™ (2.10)

Thus, the ranking procedure can be applied to X and Y, as follows:
(OWDIFEX)>E(Y),then X > 7,
)If E(X)=E(Y)and
@FX)=F{),thenX =Y,
(b) F(X)>F(Y),then X > Y;
(o) F(X)<F(Y),thenX < Y.

It is obvious that,
0<(@t+!l-m)/2<t and O0L/+m<t. (2.11)

This implies
S(ust-my2€" R s e €S (2.12)
3. Aggregation operators for LCIFSs
Definition 3.1. If
A= {(a, se™, s,nein)}

and
B = {(b, speiwi’, sqeiw‘f)}

be two LCIFSs where a,b € X, s, 5, 5,54 € [0, 1] and w;, w,,, w,, wy € [0, 27], then A = B iff

— iw; _ iw
a=>b,se" = sye™”

and

Wi _

iw

sme" = sge™.
(1) AN B = {min (s,e’w’, spe"”ﬂ) , max (sme’wm, sqe‘wq)}.
(2) AUB = {max (sleiwl, speiwf’) ,min (smeiw'", sqeiwq)} )

(3) A¢ = (sme"wm, 5,8 ), where A€ is complement of A.

We ascertain the following parameters of operation for linguistic complex terms, which are induced
by the #-co-norm and the -norm.
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Definition 3.2. Assume any two terms of the linguistic complex. Assume any two terms of the
linguistic complex, that is s,e™, sge™ € S°, where

$° ={slso < s, < 5,¥r€[0,1] and wq,wg € [0,2n]},
the additive and multiplicative operation can be defined as,

Sa€"" ® sge™? = spe™ @ s,eiWy = Serasppe’ A, (3.1

sae" @ spe? = spe"’ © s,e™ = Syqpppe’ . (3.2)

The t-norm and z-conorm can be represented by Y(a/t,5/t) and (a/t,B/t), respectively. Since
(a/t,B/1), Y (a/t,B/t) € [0,1], we have t (a/t,B/t) ,tT (a/t,B/t) € [0,1].

This implies that the, results of operation are identical to the linguistic complex values set S ° in the
original sense; that iS, Sya/i8/0)> Ser/ipy € S°. Additionally, we can clearly state that based on the
monotonicity of the r-norm and t-conorm, the terms of function #(a/t,5/t) and Y (a/t,B/t)
monotonically increase with the increase of the values of @ and B, which shows the obtained
operational results.

Then, S s/ip/n and Tyq g Into (3.1) and (3.2) respectively, so we obtain

Sae™ @ sﬂeiwﬁ = sﬁeiwﬁ ® s,eM (3.3)

iw .
= Si(ap/i2)€ () = Saﬁ/zemaﬁ/t

and

See™ @ sﬂeiwﬁ sﬁeiwﬁ ® 5,6 (3.4)

iw .
_ t(a/t+p/t-ap/?) _ . WaiB—ap/t
= Si(a/iipli-ap/2)€ ( ) = Sat+p-ap/r€ T

Example 3.1. Let
S° = {sﬁeiwﬂlsoeiwﬁ < sﬂeiwﬁ < sge™ B e [0, 8]}
applying (3.3) and (3.4) we obtain

iwog

s, @ sget = sue 3 = s3e™?

and ‘
iwe _ Wyie-28 _ iw
S4eiw4@S6e 6 = S4+6_%€ % = Nyl 7,
thus
spe"P o560 < sseg > s7e™
and

sie™* @ 5™ < 55™° D 57",

Alternatively, if we take the operational laws of the previous definition, then we have
sqe™ e sse™ = 504™* ¢ S° and sy €™ @ 5™t = 510e™"° ¢ S°.
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The cardinality of subscripts 519 and sp4 1s larger than the cardinality of linguistic complex value
set. Furthermore, if we accept the discrete term set S to continuous

$° = {spl8 € [0.71}.

where r (r > t) is sufficiently large positive integer, there is a question (unavoidable) for how to define
the semantics for sp;e™* and s,9e™'® “clearly” s,4e™?* and s,9e™'* have distinct meanings in various
linguistic complex term set S ° that have various cardinalities. If we use the most common method

see" ® sge™” = min { Sape™ ™, s,e’W’} ,

see™ @ sge™? = min{s,ige", 5,e™}.

For
sqe™, sge™? € §° = {srelw’lsre’w’ < s,e™ < 5.™,r € [0, t]} ,

then,

Sgelwg ,

s ® s’ = 55™° @ s7€™7

s4e™ @ s6e™° = 55™° D 57" = sge'’?,

these observations contradict the facts that may be hard to apply. We can conquer the limitation that
the subscripts of the linguistic complex variables are of larger cardinality than the linguistic complex
term set S °. We can achieve outcomes that agree with our intuition.

Definition 3.3. Let
A = (s5:e™, s,,e"™)

and
B = (spe‘wf’, sqe‘w‘f)

be two linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy values, where
S1s Sms Sp> 84 € [0, 1]

and
Wi, Wi, Wp, Wy € [0, 27]

with 4 > 0. Now,

[A%%
1A = (St(l—(l—l/t)/l)e (1-=min) Sty elwz(m/r)*) ’ (3.5)

A = (g™, Sr(l—(1_m/r>”)eLWt(l_“_m/M)) : (3:6)
Some examples of 1A and A% are obtained as given below:
A= (soe‘wo, steiw’) ,
AA = (Sz(l—(l—O/I)A)eiW[(l_“_O/t)A)’ Sz(z/z)ﬂeiw'(’/')) = (s0e™°, s,e™),

A _ iwt 1-(1-t/n _ iw, iw,
A —(S,(O/,)Ae"wt(()/t),St(l—(l—z/t))e ( )) = Soe ¢, s.e ),

AIMS Mathematics Volume 9, Issue 11, 30122-30152.



30132

1A = A*
If
(sleiw’, s e’w’”) = (soe "o g eiwo) ,
then,
ilw iw
AA = (SO(I (1-9 ﬂ)e -1 1)’80(?)16 (9)1)
= (50(1 l)ze“ s So(0)1€ W“)
— (S()@MWO, s et/lwo) ,
iw iw,
At = (So(?)w (9)A’S0(1—(1_0)4)e (1_(1_9)1))
— (SQGMWO, Soet/lwo)
Therefore
A = A?
If
l/lW(17 79)4) iW(o)ﬂ
AA = SO(] (1 0 /l)e s SO(?)Ae !

If A — oo then,

_ W10 '
AA = (St(l—(l—()/t)’l)e ( t ), Sy
= s5,e™, s0e™,
A )
A = (S[(o/[)ﬂeiwr(O/r),St(l—(l—t/t))elw)
= (soeiwo, steiw’) )
Theorem 3.1. Let

A = (s5;e™, s,,e"™)

and
B = (SPELW”, sqequ)

be two linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy values, where
S1s Sms Sps Sqg €S° = {sae’w"lsoe’w" < 5™ < s, Ya € [0, t]}

with A, A, Ay > 0. Now,
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(1) A(A® B) = 1A AB;
2) 1A® LB = (4 + D)A;
(3) A'® B! = (A ® B)%;

(4) AY @ At = AhA,

Proof. (1) We have

_ W(l4pi w,
A®B= (S(l+p—lp/[)€ (I+p p/t)’ qu/te mq/z) ,
we obtain
A(A®B) = (St(l—(l—(l+ _Ipjnjpr€ A=A=ep=ipioint g elwt((mq/t)/')/l/t)
p=ip > " ima/n/t
w ( A A
_ (1=t a-pjit) WiminA( /M)
(St(l—(l—l/t)‘(l—p/t)l)e ’ Sron/r)ﬁ(q/r)/‘e e '
Similarly
w 11l
AA = (Sz(l—(l_z/m)e Qoo St(m/z)ﬂetw’('”/”d)’
w
_ I=(=p/pt W, 0l
AB = (s,(1-aopye ), sge™ ),
S(1-(1=1/ )t +1(1=(1=p /1y ~1(1=(1=1/)(1=(1-p/D)")
AA® AB = eLW(1414/1)/1“(1—(1—p/n‘—t(l—<H/t>"><lf“*ﬂ/f>‘)
Lwt(m/t)’l(q/t))‘
Sr(m/r)ﬁt(q/r)ﬁ/ €
w
_ ((1-a-tpA1=-p/yt) Wit/ /M)
- (St(l—(l—l/t)A(l—p/t)”)e S ® )
So we have,
A(A® B) = 1A ® AB,
w A
_ i(1-a-1ptr) My /Ml)
A = (5i0-1-m)e S € )
— Wi(1-(1-1/1)15) Y /tY‘Z)
LA (St(l—u—l/n@)e oS )
St(1=(1=1/ /1 +1(1=(1=1/1y2 ~1(1~(1~1/D)"))(1~(1-p /D))
w
A B = 1(1==y +1A=(1=1/7'2 =111y )1 =(1=p /)2
1 2 e
st(m/t)ll (q/t)h elwr(m/t)/ll (Q/t)l2
w 2 2 [A%% A1+
_ 1= (=112 172
_ ( Si1_lfyt (1-jeyn € 0= a2 st(mm i, € 1m/1) ),
/llA @/123 = (/ll + /12)A
So we get

A _ W Wi(1=(=myn?
A —(Sz(z/z)ﬂe U Sy(1-(1-m /1) € ( t)),
A w0 Yi(1-1-g/p?
B —(Sz(p/t)”e I Si(1-(1-q /1)) € (tt-ar ))’

thus we have

glwt(l/zﬂ(p/r)ﬁ s
> S t(1=(1=m/DA+1(1=(1=glty' =t(1=(1-m /DY) (1=(1-q/ 1))

etwt(|-(1-/mz)/l+;(1—(1-q/r)-z(1-(1—m/r)4><|—(1—q/1)4)

AA ® BA — S,(,/,)A(,,/,)a
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— LU TIY! W (1) (1 —(1 =gl
= (sz(z/r)l(p/;)ﬁe RIS (g (1—(1=gliyy—€ = A== )’
w
(A® B) = (Sl /,e‘W’”/’, Sm+q-mq/t€ mwfmq/t) ,
(A®B)' = (st(lp/t/t)wlwt(lp/t/ P, Si1-1=rg-maiyyy€ 0=l )

A 2
St i € 11— -y O ’"‘”’))

— WnA(p/nd W, _lmm/DA (1=a /D)
= (St(l/t)‘(p/t)/‘e «mip/o” St(l—(l—m/t)/l(l—q/t)"e 1(1=(1-m/0)"(1=q/1y ),

A'® B' = (A® B).

If
A w A w, (ol
A _(St(l/l)/lle 111y > Si(1-(1-m/n'1)€ ( )
and
= " " LW’ l*(lfm/t)’IZ
A" = St(l/t)lz Wity ,st(l—(l_m/t)/lz)e ( ) ,
w2 /12
SipM /e € ULRYUD;
/l] /12 _
AT ®A" = St(l ~(Lom/ty 4 (12— (=m/ Y1 (A2 >
Wi=mmp + (=12 (1= (=mp™ =1y
A/ll+/12 S e t(l/’) i S elW (1—(1—/;1/[)’11+/12)
= \Punhitt2 t(l _a m/z)/lwlz)

— 1+/12

which finalizes the theorem’s proof generated by complex intuitionistic fuzzy aggregation operators.
m]

Next, we define some aggregation operators for LCIFVs.

Definition 3.4.
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) =1,2,3,...,n)

is a finite set of LCIFVs. Than, the linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy weighted averaging
(LCIFWA) operator is defined as

-T2 (10 /)%
st(l H" (1 l/t)w‘)e ( =1 U/t t)’

LCIFWA (A, A, ..., A,) = , (3.7)

" (ml/l)ml)
@, e =1
t(IIt_l(”ZL/[) L) ‘

where

T
w = (@, @, ..., Wy)

is the weight vector of A,(t = 1,2,3, ..., n), with, @, € [0, 1] and

Zn:wL =1
i=1

in spatial, and if

w=(/n1/n,..,1/n),
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then the (LCIFWA) operator is simplified to a linguistic complex intuitionistic averaging (LCIFA)
operator, so that

iw
1(1-11"__ (1-1, /)@
St(1-1, (11, /0™ ) € = ),

LCIFWA (A,A,,...,A,) = Wy _ (3.8)
Su(r om0y )€ ()
Now, we get some properties of the (LCIFWA) operator.
Theorem 3.2. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (t=1,2,3,...,n)
be a set of LCIFV, where
@ = (@, @2, ..., wn)T
is the weight vector of A,(t = 1, 2,3, ..., n), with, @, € [0, 1] and
Z w, = 1.
i=1
Then, we have
Idempotency. Let A,(¢ = 1,2, 3, ...,n), where all A, are equal then,
A, = (s, s, e™™) = (5™, 58" . (3.9)
Monotonicity. Let
A, = (s,e™, sp,e™™) =1,2,3,...,n)
be a set of LCIFV if
sl;’ €Lwlo‘ Z SlLeLWIL
and
S e < Sm, eMm
for any ¢. Then, LCIFWA (A}, A,, ..., A,) for any @.
LCIFOWA (A}, A3, ..., A,) = LCIFOWA (A1, Ay, ..., Ay) . (3.10)
Boundary. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (=1,2,3,...,n)
be a set of LCIFVs. Then,
(min(le &), max sy, ¢ )) < LCIFWA (A, Ay, .., Ay)
< (max(sll ¢, min(sy, e )) . 3.11)
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Proof. (1) Since,

(Sli’ e, Sype ) = (5™, se™™)

for any ¢ then
LCIFWA = (St(1_(1_l/t))etwml*(l*'"/ID, St(m/t)elwf(m/’)) = (sle””’, sme‘w’”) .

2) It

spe™t > 5, M,

then for any [ > [, for any (. We have

Px>lL=1-0/t<1-1/t=<1
==L/ =1 -1/np"
=", (1 -0 /0" <II_,(1 = [,/H™

=1 -1, = /)™ = 1 =TT, (1 = /D)™
= 1(1 =TI, (1 = /0y = (1 = T, (1 = L,/D)™).

Similarly, when

(Wi,

Spee"m < sy e

Vi, we have
AT, (m2 /)" < AT, (m, /1) .

According to (3), we obtain

iw o1/ o/pl
)l/n)e (11, (1= 19) ")’ Sl( v (mg )t/

iw
Si(1-, (110 /1 . (mg /') €

iw iw
(1-1 (1=t /pl/n (0 gyl
Z (SZ(I—HL":I(I—IL/t)l/n)e ( =1 ), st(Hln:l(mL/t)l/")e ( =1 ) ,

that is
LCIFWA (A}, A5, ...,A)) = LCIFWA (A1, Ay, ..., A,).
(3) Since
min(s,e™") < s, ™ < max(s;e"™")
and

min(s,, e"™) = s, e™™ > max(s,,e"™)
L L
V any ¢, then, by the monotonocity of we can get
(min(slle‘w"), max(smle‘w’"t)) < LCIFWA (A,A,, ..., A,)
L L

< (max(sll e™"), min(s,, "™ )) .
L L

O
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Definition 3.5. Let
A, = (s, spe™™) (t=1,2,3,....n)

is a finite set of LCIFV. Then, the LCIFOWA operator is defined as where
A(L) — (S[(L) eLWI(‘) , sm(L)eLWmL)

is the ith largest of A}, A,, ..., A, and

T
w = (wl’ W7, ...y zD-l’l)

is the associated weight vector of A (¢ = 1,2, 3, ...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

iwl =1.
=1

We get some properties of the LCIFOWA operator.
Theorem 3.3. Let

A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) =1,2,3,...,n)
be a set of LCIFVs. Then,

T
@ = (@, @, ..., Ty)

is the associated weight vector of A, (¢ = 1,2, 3, ...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

n
Z w, = 1.
=1

Then, one can be expressed as

Idempotency. If A, (¢ = 1,2, 3, ..., n) where A, are equal
A, = (s,€™, s, e™™) = (5™, 5,€™") Y.

Then,
LCIFOWA (A1,A,, ..., A,) = (s;e™, s,,e™™).

Monotonocity. Let
Al = (Szfe””"", Smoe™ ) (t=1,23,..,n

be a set of LCIFVs. If

W, wy,

Spe = se

and

w (Wi,

Spee™m < sy

for any ¢. Then,
LCIFOWA (A}, A3, ..., A;,) = LCIFOWA (A, Ay, ..., Ay)

for any @.

(3.12)
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Boundary. Let
A, = (s, spe™™) (t=1,2,3,....n)

be a set of LCIFVs. Then,
(min(le &1, max(sy, e )) < LCIFOWA (A, A, ... A,)

(3.13)
< (max(sll e™"), min(s,, "™ )) )

Definition 3.6. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (=1,2,3,...,n)

a set of LCIFVs. Then, the linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy weighted geometric (LCIFWG)
operator is defined as

SCCOTEY

S, (1 =\ € ,
LCIFWG(AI,AZ,...,A,L):( (I ™) ] (3.14)

w
(T (1=my /1)L
Sy, (1-m /™) € (gt
where the weight vector
T
@ = (@1, @2, ..., Wy)

of A,)(t=1,2,3,...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

Theorem 3.4. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (t=1,2,3,....n)

be a set of LCIFVs. Here

T
@ = (@, @, ..., Ty)

is the weight vector of Ay (¢ = 1,2, 3, ...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

n
Sot
=1

so we have the following:

Idempotency. If all A,(t = 1,2, 3, ...,n) are equal
AL = (SlLeLWha smletwm,) — (sle‘w’, sme‘wm) Vi

Then,
LCIFWG (A1, A, ..., A,) = (5", 5,,€™™) (3.15)

Monotonicity. Let
A, = (spe™, spee™ ) (=1,2,3,...n)
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be a set of LCIFVs. If

W, wy,

Spe > s€e

and

Spe€™m < sy

(Wi,

for all ¢. Then,
LCIFWG (A7, A5, ...,A)) > LCIFWG (A4, Ay, ..., Ay) (3.16)

for any @.

Boundary. Let
Al = (Szfe””"", Smoe™ ) (t=1,23,..,n

be a set of LCIFVs. If

W, wy,

Sre 2> s.e

and

(W,

Spee™m < sy

for all . Then,

(min(slt ¢, max(sy, e )) < LCIFWG (A}, Ay, s Ay)

(3.17)
< (max(sll e™"), min(s,, "™ )) .
Definition 3.7. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (t=1,2,3,...,n)
a finite set of LCIFV. Then, the LCIFOWG operator is defined as,
S, (1 @ eiw’(”ill(’(o/’)m),
LCIFOWG (A1, Ay, .., Ay) = [ o) o (™) ) - (3.18)
S, (1=mqy)™)€ =

Theorem 3.5. Let
A, = (s,e", spe™) =1,2,3,...,n)

be a set of LCIFVs. Where
w = (wy, @3, ..., wn)T,

where, weight vector of A,y (¢t = 1,2, 3, ...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

Zn]zm = 1.
=1

Then, we get the following:
Idempotency. If all A,(¢: = 1,2, 3, ..., n) are equal then,

A, = (s,™", s, ™) = (5™, 5,€™")
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V¢. Then,

LCIFOWG (A1, A,, ..., A,) = (s;e™, s,,e™").

Monotonicity. Let
Af = (Slf’elwlol, Sm?eLW,nf’) (L = 1, 2’ 3’ - I’l)
be a set of LCIFVs. If

Wpo, wy,

Spe > s€e

and
Spe€™m < 5y ™ VL

Then,

LCIFOWG (A3, AS, .., A2) > (A1, Ay, ..., Ay) .

Boundary. Let
Al = (Szfe‘w”", Smoe™ ) (t=1,23,..,n)

be a set of LCIFVs. If

spe™t > 5 et
L (]

and
S < 5y €™ VL

Then,

(min(sL ¢, max sy, e )) < LCIFOWG (A, As, ...

An)

< (max(sll e™"), min(s,, "™ )) )
L L

Leema 3.1. Let
A, = (s,e™, sp,e™™) =1,2,3,...,n)

be a set of LCIFVs. Where the weight vector

T
@ = (@, @, ..., Ty)

isof Ay (t=1,2,3,...,n), with @, € [0, 1] and

then, by lemma we have

1_H7:1(l—ll/z)ﬁneiHLn:|(l_lt/t)w‘ >1- Z:l |, (1 _ lt/t)wl eiZlewl(l—lL/t)m

i
=1-3" @,e"=UD 4 3" @l /te

= 1 — TG0 4 31 ], /1l

> Hfl:l (lL/l‘)w‘ erlZI(ll/t

)T

i @ (1-1,/1)
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with equality if and only if [} = [, = ... = [,, that is
t(TIL, (1 = £/0 &MaT0™) > ¢TI (1)1 ™0™ )
with equality if and only if m; = m, = ... = m,, that is
(H:lzl (m, /1) &M= ’)m) < X" @ m,eta ™

i
=1-3" @, (1 -m,,)e ==l

il'l:l:1 (1=my /)@t

<1-11, (1 - my,)" e
with equality if and only if my = m, = ... = m,
I(Hle (m, /)™ einle(ml/’)w’) = t(l — I, (1 —my,)" e

inle (1=my /Tt )

consequently, we get

iw (1t /0) ™ iw . A
(Sl(l—l_[:lzl(1—1(1)/l‘)w(‘))e 7( 171( (0] ’) )’ st(l’lle(mu)/t)w‘)e 1 Lfl(m(l.) l‘)

iw (10 /0) iwnn— e 1)
z (Sr(ni’l(lm/r)%)e (o) ),Sz(nill(l_mm/t)m‘)e M (m0t)

with equality if and only if m; = my = ... = m,; that is
LCIFOWA (A, A, ..., A,) =2 LCIFOWG (A1, Az, ..., Ay) s (3.19)
with equality if and only if A; = A, = ... = A,;; that is, on the base of above property. We can drive the

following results of LCIFOWA and LCIFOWG.

Theorem 3.7. Let
A, = (s,™, sp,e™™) (t=1,2,3,...,n)

be a set of LCIFVs. Here the weight vector

T
w = (WI, wz» ey wn)

of Ay (¢t =1,2,3,...,n), with @, € [0,1] and }}]_, @, = 1, then one has the following:
(D Ifw = (1,0,...,0)7, then

LCIFOWA (A, A,,...,A,) = LCIFOWG (A1, A3, ..., Ap)

=max (4,).

2)If @ = (0,0, ..., 1)T, then

LCIFOWA (AL, A,,...,A,) = LCIFOWG (Ay,A, ..., Ay)

=min(A4,).
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(3)If w, = 1 and @w; = 0 for j # ¢ than

LCIFOWA (Ay,A,,...,A,) = LCIFOWG (A1, Ay, ..., A,)
=(A),
where
Ay = (s,(l)e‘wl(”, sm(L)e‘W’W)
is the largest of Ay, A, As, ....
Example 3.2. Let

A = (sle’w‘, szeiwz) , Ay = (sleiw', s3eiw3) , Ay = (szeiwz, s4eiw4)
and
Ay = (s4€™, 51™)
be LCIFVs, which are derived from
S° = {saeiwf’lsoeiw" < s, < s,e™, a € [0, 6]}
and let
@ =(0.2,0.3,0.4,0.1)"
be the weight vector of A,(t = 1,2,3,4).

_ We(iom (-6 W61 (m, J6)"
LCIFWA(Al,Az, A3, A4) - (56(1—1'11":1(1—[‘/6)”")8 ( =1 ), s6(H:'=1(ml/6)w‘)e (T € ) ))

— We(0.3 IWe(0.
= (56(0.3045)6 0030%) | $6(0.46346)€ 6(03045))

= (s51.807€""%7, $2781€"7),

w n wy We o _mn —my 16)9We
LCIFWG(A|, Az, Az, Ay) = (s6(Hf](zl/6)WL)€ s(TrL 1,/6) )’ S6(1-11- (1-m/6")€ 6(1-I1, (1-m, /6) ))

_ iw. w3 1
= (S1516€" "%, 83.157€"1),

S0,

LCIFWA(A|, Ay, A3, Ag) = (s1.827€™"7, 52781€™>™)
> LCIFWG(Ay, Az, Az, Ag)

= (s1516€"""0, 53157€"17).

We get the following values of score function and accuracy function

IW(6+1— iw
S(A)) = Ses1-2)2" 2 = 555",

S (Az) = S6+1-3)2€" " = 576",
S (A3z) = Sgs2-ay2" TV = 55",
( )/

S(A4) = Sera-1)2 = Sas€".
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Since

E(As) > E(Ay) > E(A2) = E(A3),
F(A3) > F(A),

and, then
A(l) = A4 = (S4€iw4, Sleiwl), A(z) = Al = (Sleiwl, S2€iw2),
A(3) = A3 = (Szeiwz, S4€iW4), A(4) = A2 = (sleiwl, S3€iw1),
Assume that @ = (0.155, 0.345,0.345,0.155), which are determined by the normal distribution, is

the associated weight vector of A(¢). So, we have.

iw, 4 —I()/6)@1) W4 my [6)@L
LCIFOWA(A,, Ay, ..., A,) = (56<1—n;4:1(1—z<t)/6)m>€ A AT )

= (S1.983€"""%, 52.430€"240),

_ Mo, (i /6)™ We(1-114, (1-m/6/™)
LCIFOWG(A],Az, ...,An = (S6H?:1(l(z)/6)zme L—l(() ) s s6(1—H?:1(1—m(l)/6)m‘)e =1
= (s1575€™", 52.850€™17).
It is easy to see that

LCIFOWA(A,A,,...,A) = (S1.983€iwl'983’ S2.430€iw2'430)
> LCIFOWG(Ay, Ay, ..., Ay)

= (51.575€™"573, 57 880€™"1).
4. MAGDM method with linguistic complex intuitionistic fuzzy information

A technique for handling MAGDM numerical problems is described below, wherein the weight
vector of the attributes is identified and the attribute performance values are represented as LCIFVs.
Let the set of alternatives
A= (AlaA27 "-,AX)
with the set of attributes
C = (C17 C2, cey Cn)’
where the weight vector is
w = (wla W7, ..., wn)

Zn:wL = 1.
=1

D = (D), D, ...,Dy)

with @, € [0, 1] and

Suppose

be set of the decision makers, and
RK = ('{'{j)rxc
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be the decision matrix, where

r?Jk = (Slijelwhja smijelwmij )k
represents the preference value that decision-makers provide in the form of LCIFV. Dk for alternative
A, w. 1. to attribute C; and

(s,€" )", (s ™) € S = {s)lt =0, 1,..., ).

The suggested method could be explained as under:
Step 1. Make LCIF decision matrix Rg = (rf.‘j)rXc.
Step 2. Normalized the decision matrix.
Step 3. Apply the LCIFOWA or LCIFOWG operator to obtain the aggregated decision matrix:

R=(r; j)r><c

rij = (sl[.jeiwlif, smijeiw’""f) = LCIFOWA(r,-lj, r,-zj, s T
4.1)

LCIFOWG (r,.lj, rl-zj, .y rlx]) =rij= (sll.jeiw’if, sm,.jeiw'””f),
where the LCIFOWA and LCIFOWG weights are calculated by the method of normal distribution.

Step 4. The LCIFWA or LCIFWG operator determines the collective preference values (overall) r,
for each option A, (¢ = 1,2, ..., r) after aggregating r;;(j = 1,2,...,¢).

Step 5. Arrange the alternatives according to r,.

In Figure 1, we represent the algorithm.

Collection of expert opinions for
each altemative basad on the critenia

Nommalized the dacision matrices

Aggrezate all the attribute values < 2

sine the LCIFW. Agzregate all the armbute values
EasL AT using the LCIFWG operator

Agzregate all the atribute values Aggrezate all the attribute values

using the LCTFOWA operator using the LCIFOWG operator

Determine Score and
accuracy values

Identify the best Altermative

Figure 1. Flow chart of the algorithm.

4.1. Numerical example

Plastic’s low price, effectiveness, and adaptability have made plastic the object of choice in today’s
world. However, plastic waste remains a huge ecological problem, especially in underdeveloped
nations, such as Pakistan, where there is no established system for collecting and recycling this type
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of trash. Toxic compounds from plastic garbage can leach into the ground and water, and ingested
plastic by livestock can make its way up the food cycle and endanger humans. In this section, we
cover the level of plastic pollution in Pakistan as well as possible technological alternatives to this
issue. In Pakistan, a growing country home to nearly 220 million people, plastic trash is now an
ecological problem because of inadequate waste collection and disposal infrastructure. An
estimated 20 million tons of solid trash are produced yearly in Pakistan, with 5%—10% of that being
plastic, according to United Nations development program (UNDP) research. Furthermore, according
to a 2018 worldwide fund for nature (WWF) report, Pakistan ranks as one of the top 10 countries for
plastic waste, with around 90% of plastic trash being disposed of in an unsuitable manner. The health
and ecological consequences of Pakistan’s plastic pollution crisis are substantial. Accumulated plastic
trash pollutes air, soil, and water, which can have devastating long-term effects on ecosystems. In the
monsoon season, the plastic trash often jams gutters and waterways, causing flooding. Air pollution is
partly caused by inhaling pollutants into the air from the combustion of plastic trash. Human health is
also seriously threatened by the plastic waste challenge. Toxic substances from plastic debris that
leach into the environment and water can make their way into the food chain. Furthermore, plastic
trash can serve as an attractive target for pests and disease-transmitting vectors. Pakistan’s plastic
waste is a complicated issue that needs to be addressed from many angles. Some possible scientific
approaches to Pakistan’s plastic waste challenge are outlined.

Pakistan’s plastic waste is a most complicated issue that needs to be addressed at different angles,
and some viable scientific approaches for Pakistan’s plastic waste challenge are as follows: A; is
recycling, A, is a collection of plastic from desert locations, As is replacement of plastic with glass
biodegradable materials and jute, and A, is the disposal of plastic in the ocean. Experts select numerous
criteria c;; social benefits, c¢;; environmental impact, c3; operational cost and cy4; effectiveness. The
weight vector is

@ =(0.2,0.1,0.3,0.4)".

Consequently, specialists are asked to provide their choices for each option for each attribute using the
linguistic set which is described in the following:

so = extremely ef fected, s, = very ef fected, s, = ef fected,
s3 = slightly ef fected, s, = moderate, ss = slightly unaf fected,
s¢ = unaf fected, s; = very unaf fected, sg = extremely unaf fected.

Step 1. Decision makers construct their evaluation terms and prepare the LCIF decision matrix
Rk = (rll'(j)rxc(k = 1’ 2, 3)7
which have been represented in the above mentioned Tables 1-3.

Table 1. The decision-making matrix, given by D;.

C1 C) C3 Cy
A (s1€™", see™) (s1€™", s3¢™) (s53€™3, 53€™") (s6€™0, s1€™")
A, (s4€™*, 53€™") (s53€™3, s4€™*) (s5€2", 52€™) (s4€™4, 59€™?2)
Aj (53", 51€™") (s3€", 5,€™?) (52€™?, 53€™?) (s1e™, s6e"%)
A4 (S2€IW2, SéelW(,) (S3€”V3 , s4eIW4) (S] elW] , SselWS) (S] elWI S S7€”V7)

AIMS Mathematics

Volume 9, Issue 11, 30122-30152.



30146

Table 2. The decision-making matrix, given by D,.

(&1 C C3 C4
A (s2¢™2, 53€") (516", s4e") (s4e™, 53€") (53¢, 52€"2)
Ay (s2€™2, 55€") (s1e™, s7e™?) (s4€™*, 53€™?) (s5€™7, 57€™?)
Az (s3€™3, 57€™7) (s3€™3, 53€™7) (526", 51€™") (s3€™3, 53€™*)
Ay (s2€™2, 55€") (s3€™3, 53€™) (s2€™?, s5€™?) (s1e™!, s4e™)

Table 3. The decision-making matrix, given by Ds.

C1 C C3 C4
Ay (s53€™3, 53¢™3) (s5€™3, s3¢™) (s1€™", sge™) (s6€™s, 52€™2)
Ay (s2e™2, 53€™) (s4€™, 52€™?) (s1e™, s7e"?) (s4€™°, 53€™)
A; (s1€™", s6e™) (s5€™3, 55€™7) (s4€™4, 53€™*) (s53€™3, 51€™")
Ay (sie™, sse™) (s4€™*, 54€™*) (52€™2, 56€") (s2€™?, 55€™?)

Step 2. Science all the attributes are benefit type, the normalization is not required.

Step 3. To determine the collective (overall) preference values r, for each alternative A,(t = 1, ..., 4),
aggregate r;;(j = 1, ...,4). This may be done using the LCIFWA or LCIFWG operator with the experts

weight vector € = (0.243,0.514,0.243), as indicated in Tables 4 and 5.

Table 4. The combined decision matrix calculated by the LCIFWA operator.

C1

(&)

C3

Cy

A,
A;

(S2.1€iwz'°4 , S3_5€iw3'5)
(s2.5€™2¢, §39€™39)
(s2.5€™20, 57,€™%)
(51.6€™10, §5,€"52)

(523€"2, 53,€"2)
(53.4€™4, 524€™%)
(s53.5€™33, 57,€"2)
(53.5€™33, 537€"37)

(s25€™2%, 535€™3%)
(s3.7€™7, 537€™7)
(s3.1€™31, 527€™7)
(51.5€™13, 55,€"52)

(s55€™55, 51 7€™17)
(542€™12, 57,€™22)
(527€™27, 597€™27)
(512€™12, 54 5€™45)

Table 5. The overall collective preference values

of alternatives using LCIFOWA and

LCIFOWG operators.
Cq (65} C3 C4
A (518€™15, 540€™0) (514€™14, 532€™32) (52.4€™24, 540€™40) (s51€™51, 517€™17)
Ay (523€™23, 535€™39) (52.8€™28, 555€™25) (53.0€™29, 555€™25) (542€™42, 57,€™22)
Aj (523€™23, 53,€™32) (534€™34, 59,€™22) (52.8€™28, 575€™25) (523€™23, 536€™39)
Ay (s1.4€™'4, 55,€"52) (534€"34, 537€"37) (s1.4€™14, 55,€"52) (512€™12, 547€"47)

Step 4. In this step, we apply the LCIFOWA and LCIFOWG operators, and obtain the alternative

values given in Table 6.
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Table 6. The overall collective preference values of alternatives using LCIFOWA and
LCIFOWG operators.

A A A A
LCIFOWA (SZ.Seiwz.s , S3.1eiw3'1 ) (S3‘26iW3'2 , S2.7eiwz-7) (SZ.Sein,s , 53.2eiw3'2) (S1.4eiwl-4, s4‘9eiw4.9)
LCIFOWG (5309€"™%?, 57 6€"2) (536", 57 6€"2%) (528628, 59 5€"2) (51.6€"19, 549€"49)

Step 5. In this step, we find the score values and ranking of the alternatives from Table 7.

Table 7. Score values and their ranking.

Operator Score values Ranking
LCIFOWA S3_87€iw3'87 S4_22€iw4'22 S3_65€iw3'65 S2425€iw2‘25 A2 > A > A3 > A4
LCIFOWG .8‘4'6661"4/""6(7 S4.51€iw4'51 S4.19€iw4'19 S2.33€iwz'33 Al > Ay > Az > Ay

In Figure 2, we represent the ranking of the alternatives based on Table 7.

a5

LCIFWA LCIFOWA ICIFWG LCIFOWG

IS

w
i

w

~
"

~N

-
7

-

=]
"

Ha® HA® HAS A

Figure 2. Ranking of the alternatives based on Table 7.

5. Comparison analysis and other methods

MAGDM is commonly used in LIFVs, and due to its prominence, MAGDM methods are also

utilized here the newly introduced LCIFVs. We solve the same example in the case of LIFVs as well
as in LCIFVs. A comparison of both examples are presented for observation and explanation using
the other MAGDM methods, including the LCIFWA, LCIFOWA and the LCIFWG, and LCIFOWG.
The comparison results are shown in Table 6. A handling method for MAGDM problems by some
aggregation operators of linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy sets are shown in Table 8.

AIMS Mathematics Volume 9, Issue 11, 30122-30152.
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Table 8. The overall collective preference values and rankings of alternatives.

Operator Ay A; As Ay
LIFOWA [26] (52.87, 53.14) (5320, $2.77) (5277, $3.20) (81440 S4.94)
LIFOWG [28] (53.93, $2.61) (8,600 52.60) (5288 52.50) (S, 65> Sa00)

Step 6. In this step, we find the score values of the alternatives from Table 9.

Table 9. Score values and their ranking.

Operator Score values Ranking
LIFOWA [26] $3.86 S4.22 $3.77 8§25 A2 > A1 > A3 > A4
LIFOWG [28] S4.66 S4.51 S4.19 5233 A >Ay > A3 > Ay

By comparing Tablse 6 and 7, based on the methods used, we get the same kind of
Ay > A; > A, > Asz. However, in practical applications, comparison, the ranking result of using the
LCIFWA, LCIFOWA and LCIFOWG, LCIFWG, LIFOWA, LIFWA and LIFOWG, LIFWG operators,
the ranking results have not changed. Therefore, the proposed new methods can overcome the
drawbacks of the LIFWA, LIFOWA operators, and the LIFWG, LIFOWG operators. Then, new
introduced operators are more suitable than the previous because the new operators have a vast range
but the already prevailing operators have limited use.

In Figure 3, we show the ranking of Table 9.

Results

mA,
WA
WA
HA,

LIFOWA LIFWA LIFOWG LIFWG

Figure 3. Ranking of the alternatives based on Table 9.

6. Conclusions

The Linguistic intuitionistic fuzzy set is proposed by combining the concepts of linguistic
variables and intuitionistic fuzzy sets. Its prominent operators are LIFWG, LIFOWG, and LIFWA,
with LIFOWA in the MAGDM method. The use of these concepts, operators, and applications in
decision-making issues were limited just to linguistic terms and intuitionistic fuzzy sets and have

AIMS Mathematics Volume 9, Issue 11, 30122-30152.
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limited scope. In this paper, we tried to extend the prevailing methods, strategies, operators, and
applications for a vast range and up to complex variables. New introduced concepts is LCIFs, its
operators, LCIFWG, LCIFOWG, and LCIFWA, with LCIFOWA in the MAGDM method, and the
mentioned procedure, operators, applications, and numerical analysis are evidence that the new
introduced operators and applications cover a vast range and provide novel ideas to give the proper
solutions of the problems in decision-making where data is ambiguous and uncertain. These new
introduced methods are very useful in MAGDM methods.

In the future, we will extend this concept to Dombi operation, Hamacher operation, and Frank
operations.
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