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Keywords: spherical fuzzy set; soft set; spherical fuzzy subsemigroup; spherical fuzzy ideal; soft 
relation 
Mathematics Subject Classification: 03E72, 18B40 
 

 

 

 



3735 

AIMS Mathematics  Volume 10, Issue 2, 3734–3758. 

1. Introduction 

1.1. Motivations 

The Fuzzy set theory was introduced by Zadeh in 1965 [1]. It was the first positive approach to 
tackle uncertainty in daily life problems. For understanding, the notion “young” is uncertain, because we 
cannot uniquely categorize people into two groups: Young people and old people. Thus, the term “young” 
is not an exact but a vague notion. Therefore, uncertainty and vagueness are significant to logicians, 
mathematicians, and scientists. After many efforts, tools are introduced to deal with such problems, 
which have their individual advantages and disadvantages. In a fuzzy set, uncertainty is tackled by using 
a membership degree, which is controlled in a closed interval [0,1]. This theory elaborates on only 
positive aspects of any situation, and for negative and neutral aspects, this theory fails. An extension of 
fuzzy set theory is intuitionistic fuzzy set theory, which also uses nonmembership degrees [2]. In 
intuitionistic fuzzy sets, we discuss the degree of membership and the degree of non-membership. Here, 
the sum of membership degree and non-membership degree lies in interval [0,1]. This theory gives 
information for only agree and disagree elements for a situation that is incomplete because human 
nature has some refusal issues, too.  

The Spherical fuzzy set theory [3] is another extension of fuzzy set theory, which is used for the 
condition that does not rely on yes or no, but there is a rejection. This theory has three functions of 
degree: Membership degree, non-membership degree, and neutral degree. Here, the sum of the 
square of membership degree, non-membership degree, and neutral degree is a number between [0,1]. 
This advanced model gives more choice to the decision makers for the selection of all three degrees. 
In this paper, we work on the most extended form of the fuzzy set, which is the spherical fuzzy set. 
This generalized theory has negligible drawbacks. A good example of a spherical fuzzy set would be 
a decision like voting where there are four types of voters who vote for, against, or decline to vote or 
abstain from voting. By using this theory, an appropriate model can be generated for the voting 
system. This theory is also a generalization of the intuitionistic fuzzy set theory. Moreover, scientists 
are working on the spherical fuzzy set [4–7]. 

1.2. Related work 

A proper semigroup was initiated by a Russian mathematician, Anton Kazimirovich Suschkewitsch [8], 
to provide a label for some structures that were not groups but were formed through the expansion of 
consequences. Semigroups are very useful in many fields such as control problems, dynamical 
systems, partial differential equations, sociology, stochastic differential equations, and biology. Some 
examples of semigroups are the collection of all mappings of a set under the composition of 
functions, the set of natural numbers, and set of whole numbers under either addition or 
multiplication.  

By introducing parameterization tools, Molodtsov initiated the fundamental idea of soft set theory 
in 1999 [9]. This concept has a number of parameters that make it practical in many areas, such as game 
theory, operational research, and Riemann integration. The ideas behind parametric reduction for soft sets 
have been studied by many authors. Ali et al. studied some properties of soft sets, rough sets, and fuzzy 
soft sets [10]. The study of soft matrix and roughness of soft sets is given in [11–13].  

The rough set was introduced by Pawlak [14]. It attracts many researchers as it handles vagueness, 
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uncertainty, and complexities in problems. It reduces the redundant data, which helps us make easy 
decisions in daily life problems. For a crisp set, two major approximations are made. The lower 
approximation includes objectives that positively belong to the target set, whereas the upper 
approximation is a group that contains elements that may belong to a target set. In this theory, rough 
approximations are given by using binary relations, whereas rough approximations, in terms of soft 
binary relations, provide various binary relations. To fabricate approximations, the equivalence relations 
are vital in Pawlak rough sets. The rough set approach is an authoritative approach in case we come 
across imperfect data [15].  

1.3. Literature review and research gap  

Scientists have added spherical fuzzy sets, covering relations, such as soft relations, to the Pawlak 
rough set model [16, 17]. Shahzaib et al. studied spherical fuzzy sets and their representation [18]. Many 
scientists worked on the applications of the spherical fuzzy set [19–21]. Ajay et al. worked on 
Einstein exponential operation laws of spherical fuzzy sets [22]. Kanwal and Shabir introduced 
roughness of the fuzzy subsemigroup in terms of soft relations [23]. Shabir et al. studied 
approximations of bipolar soft sets by soft relations [24]. Anwar et al. approximated the intuitionistic 
fuzzy sets and ideals based on soft relations [25]. Bilal and Shabir worked on approximations of 
pythagorean fuzzy sets over dual universes by soft binary relations [26]. Prasertpong worked on 
roughness of soft sets based on set-valued picture hesitant fuzzy relations [27]. Mazhar et al. worked 
on the approximation of spherical fuzzy sets using soft relations [28]. Approximations of spherical 
fuzzy ideals in terms of soft relations have not been studied, which is a generalization of all the 
theories. In this paper, we work on this new technique having negligible drawbacks.    

1.4. Contributions 

By extending previous studies, we work on the roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals of 
semigroups based on soft relations, which gives information about membership degree, 
non-membership degree, and neutral membership degree.  

Ideals in semigroups are vital for learning structures and properties of such algebraic theories. 
As in any algebraic system, ideals can also be used to build quotient semigroups. Quotient structures 
are generally easier to manage and convert tedious problems to nontrivial ones. In automation, 
approximation of spherical fuzzy ideals contributes to defining control parameters under inexact 
input data. Ideals in semigroups help to explain the congruence relations. In fact, congruences in 
semigroups are defined in terms of ideals. Thus, ideals in semigroups give a fundamental concept 
with which to study, simplify, and classify the structure of semigroup analogs with what happens in 
ring theory or any other part of algebra. In this paper, we extend the approximation of spherical fuzzy 
sets to approximation of spherical fuzzy ideals using soft relations. By combining the rough set 
theory, soft binary relations, and spherical fuzzy set theory on semigroup structure, we approximate 
spherical fuzzy ideals using soft binary relation and obtain lower and upper approximations of the 
spherical fuzzy set by using afterset and foreset. The main theorem of this study is that “If 푋 is a 
spherical fuzzy ideal of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) and (풞 � , 푈) are spherical fuzzy soft ideals of 푆�” for 

upper approximations, (퐶, 푈) is soft compatible relation and for lower approximations, and (퐶, 푈) 
is soft complete relation. The converse of this theorem may not hold, as shown by examples.  

For convenience, we demonstrate the proposed work by a frame diagram given in Figure 1. 
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Comparative analysis 
is given to present the 
validity of proposed 

work

To define the soft 
competible relation and 
soft complete relations

1. Soft compatible 
relations are essential to 
prove the theorems for  
upper approximations 

2. Soft complete relations 
are essential to prove the 

theorems for  lower 
approximations 

To develop the concept 
of approximation of 

spherical fuzzy ideals 
by using soft binary 

relations in semigroups

Figure 1. Frame diagram of the proposed work. 

1.5. Organization of the paper 

This paper is organized as follow: Some foundational definitions and concepts are given in Section 2. 
In Section 3, many theorems and examples based on roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals in semigroups 
using soft binary relations are given. In the last section, conclusions and future work are given. 

2. Preliminaries  

In this section, some basic notions about binary relations, spherical fuzzy sets, soft sets, and 
rough sets are given. Throughout the paper (푆,⋅), (푆�,⋅), and ( 푆�,⋅) are semigroups.  
Definition 1. A binary relation ℛ from S� to S� is a subset of S� × S�. A binary relation ℛ on S 
is a subset of S × S. 
Definition 2. [14] A binary relation ℛ on S is said to be reflexive if (r, r) ∈ ℛ, symmetric if 
(r, s) ∈ ℛ implies (s, r) ∈ ℛ and transitive if (r, s) ∈ ℛ, and (s, t) ∈ ℛ implies (r, t) ∈ ℛ for all 
r, s, t ∈ ℛ. A binary relation ℛ is said to be an equivalence relation if ℛ is reflexive, symmetric, 
and transitive. Equivalence relation partitions S into equivalence classes. 

If 푈(≠ 휙) ⊆ 푆 is a union of some equivalence classes, then 푈 is definable. Otherwise, it is 
not definable. Then, we approximate 푈  into two definable subsets called lower and upper 
approximations of 푈  as ℛ(푈) =∪ {[푠]ℛ  ∶   [푠]ℛ ⊆ 푈}  and ℛ(푈) =∪ {[푠]ℛ  ∶   [푠]ℛ ∩ 푈 ≠ 휙} . 
The pair �ℛ(푈), ℛ(푈)� is called a rough set; if ℛ(푈) ≠ ℛ(푈) and if ℛ(푈) = ℛ(푈) then 푈 is 
definable. ℛ(푈) − ℛ(푈) represents a boundary region.  
Definition 3. [9] For a subset U of E (set of parameters), a pair (C, U) is called a soft set over S 
if C is a mapping C: U → P(S) where P(S) is the power set of S. Thus, C(u) is a subset of S for 
all u ∈ U. Hence, a soft set over S is a parameterized collection of subsets of S.  
Definition 4. [3] A spherical fuzzy set U of S is a set of the form U = {〈 s, 풫�(s), ℐ�(s),  풩�(s) 〉: s 
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∈ S}; where 풫�: S → [0,1], ℐ�: S →  [0, 1] and  풩�: S →  [0, 1]  are called functions of a positive 
membership, function of a neutral membership, and function of a negative membership degree, 
respectively, satisfying 0 ≤ 풫�

�(s) +  ℐ�
�(s) + 풩�

�(s) ≤ 1, for  all  s ∈ S. For spherical fuzzy set U 
δ�(s) = �1 − (풫�

�(s) +  ℐ�
�(s) + 풩�

�(s))   is said to be refusal degree for s ∈ S.  A triplet 
〈풫�(s), ℐ�(s), 풩�(s)〉 is called spherical fuzzy number and it is denoted by n = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉, where 
풫�, ℐ�,  풩� ∈ [0,1], with condition 0 ≤ 풫�

� +  ℐ�
� + 풩�

� ≤ 1.  
Definition 5. [3] Let U = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉, and V = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 be two spherical fuzzy subsets of S. 
Then 
1) U ⊆ V if and only if 풫�(s) ≤ 풫�(s), ℐ�(s) ≤ ℐ�(s) and  풩�(s) ≥  풩�(s)  for all s ∈ S; 
2) U = V if and only if U ⊆ V and V ⊆ U; 
3) U ∪ V = 〈풫�(s) ∨ 풫�(s), ℐ�(s) ∧ ℐ�(s),  풩�(s) ∧ 풩�(s)〉; 
4) U ∩ V = 〈풫�(s) ∧ 풫�(s), ℐ�(s) ∧ ℐ�(s),  풩�(s) ∨ 풩�(s)〉; 
5) U� = 〈풫�(s), ℐ�(s),  풩�(s)〉� = 〈 풩�(s), ℐ�(s), 풫�(s)〉. 
Definition 6. [28] The spherical fuzzy universe set S = 1� = 〈1, 0, 0〉 and spherical fuzzy empty set 
ϕ = 0� = 〈0, 0, 0〉 of S, where 1(s) = 1 and 0(s) = 0 for all s ∈ S. 
Definition 7. [28] A pair (C, U) is called a spherical fuzzy soft set over S, where C: U → Sp(S) 
and C(u) is a spherical fuzzy set of S for all u ∈ U. Hence, a spherical fuzzy soft set over S is a 
parameterized collection of spherical fuzzy sets of S.  

For two spherical fuzzy soft sets (퐶�, 푈�) and (퐶�, 푈�) over a common universe 푆, (퐶�, 푈�) 
is a spherical fuzzy soft subset of (퐶�, 푈�) if (1) 푈�⊆푈� and (2) 퐶�(푢) is a spherical fuzzy soft 
subset of 퐶�(푢)  for all 푢 ∈ 푈 . Two spherical fuzzy soft sets (퐶�, 푈�)  and (퐶�, 푈�)  over a 
common universe 푆 are said to be spherical fuzzy soft equal if (퐶�, 푈�) is a spherical fuzzy soft 
subset of (퐶�, 푈�) and (퐶�, 푈�) is a spherical fuzzy soft subset of (퐶�, 푈�).  

The union and intersection of two spherical fuzzy soft sets (퐶�, 푈) and (퐶�, 푈)  over a 
common universe 푆 are the spherical fuzzy soft sets (퐻, 푈) and (퐾, 푈) respectively, where 퐻(푢) 
= 퐶�(푢) ∪ 퐶�(푢) and 퐾(푢) = 퐶�(푢) ∩ 퐶�(푢) for all 푢 ∈ 푈.  
Definition 8. [29] A spherical fuzzy subset X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of a semigroup S is called a spherical 
fuzzy subsemigroup of S, if  
1) 풫�(s�s�) ≥ 풫�(s�) ∧ 풫�(s�); 
2) ℐ�(s�s�) ≥ ℐ�(s�) ∧ ℐ�(s�); 
3) 풩�(s�s�) ≤  풩�(s�) ∨  풩�(s�)  for all s�, s� ∈ S. 
Definition 9. [29] A spherical fuzzy subset X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of a semigroup S is called a spherical 
fuzzy left ideal (resp. right ideal) of S, if  
1) 풫�(s�s�) ≥ 풫�(s�) (resp. 풫�(s�s�) ≥ 풫�(s�)); 
2) ℐ�(s�s�) ≥ ℐ�(s�) (resp. ℐ�(s�s�) ≥ ℐ�(s�)); 
3) 풩�(s�s�) ≤  풩�(s�) (resp.  풩�(s�s�) ≤  풩�(s�) ) for all s�, s� ∈ S. 

If X is both spherical fuzzy left and spherical fuzzy right ideal of S, then X is spherical fuzzy 
ideal of S. 
Definition 10. [29] A spherical fuzzy subset X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of a semigroup S  is called a 
spherical fuzzy interior ideal of S, if  
1) 풫�(s�xs�) ≥ 풫�(x); 
2) ℐ�(s�xs�) ≥ ℐ�(x); 
3) 풩�(s�xs�) ≤  풩�(x) for all s�, s�, x ∈ S. 
Definition 11. [29] A spherical fuzzy subsemigroup X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of a semigroup S is called a 
spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of S, if  
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1) 풫�(s�xs�) ≥ 풫�(s�) ∧ 풫�(s�) 
2) ℐ�(s�xs�) ≥ ℐ�(s�) ∧ ℐ�(s�) 
3) 풩�(s�xs�) ≤  풩�(s�) ∨  풩�(s�)  for all s�, s�, x ∈ S. 
Definition 12. [28] Let (풞, U) be a soft binary relation from S� to S� and X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 be a 
spherical fuzzy subset of S� . Then lower approximation 풞� = (풞 풫� , 풞 ℐ� , 풞 풩�)  and upper 

approximation 풞
�

= (풞
풫� , 풞

ℐ� , 풞
풩�) of X in terms of aftersets are defined as follows:  

풞 풫�(푢)(푠�) = �
∧

�∈��풞(�)
풫�(푥)    푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙.
                 (1) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�) = �
∧

�∈��풞(�)
ℐ�(푥)     푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙.
                  (2) 

풞 풩�(푢)(푠�) = �
∨

�∈��풞(�)
풩�(푥)     푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0                푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙.
                 (3) 

And 

풞
풫�(푢)(푠�) = �

∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥)    푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0                푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙.
                 (4) 

풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�) = �

∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥)    푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙.
                  (5) 

풞
풩�(푢)(푠�) = �

∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥)     푖푓      푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      푠�풞(푢) =  휙,
                 (6) 

where  s�풞(u) = {x ∈ S�: (s�, x) ∈ 풞(u)} is called afterset of s� ∈ S� for u ∈ U. 
Definition 13. [28] Let (풞, U) be a soft binary relation from S� to S� and X = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 be a 
spherical fuzzy subset of S�. Then, the lower approximation 풞 = ( 풞 풫� , 풞 ℐ� , 풞 풩� ) 

�  and upper 

approximation 풞 = ( 풞 
풫� , 풞 

ℐ� , 풞 
풩� ) 

�
 of X in terms of foresets are defined as follows:  

풞 풫� (푢)(푠�) = �
∧

�∈풞(�)��
풫�(푥)    푖푓      풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙.
                    (7) 

풞 ℐ� (푢)(푠�) = �
∧

�∈풞(�)��
ℐ�(푥)    푖푓      풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙.
                      (8) 

풞 풩� (푢)(푠�) = �
∨

�∈풞(�)��
풩�(푥)    푖푓      풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0                 푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙.
                     (9) 
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And 

풞 
풫� (푢)(푠�) = �

∨
�∈풞(�)��

풫�(푥)    푖푓      풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0                 푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙.
                    (10) 

풞 
ℐ� (푢)(푠�) = �

∨
�∈풞(�)��

ℐ�(푥)    푖푓       풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0               푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙.
                    (11) 

풞 
풩� (푢)(푠�) = �

∧
�∈풞(�)��

풩�(푥)    푖푓       풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙,

0                푖푓      풞(푢)푠� =  휙,
                    (12) 

where  풞(u)s� = {x ∈ S�: (s�, x) ∈ 풞(u)} is called a foreset of s� ∈ S� for u ∈ U. 
Also, 풞 �: 푈 → 푆퐹(푆�),  풞

�
: 푈 → 푆퐹(푆�),  풞 � : 푈 → 푆퐹(푆�)  and 풞 

�
: 푈 → 푆퐹(푆�)  where 

푆퐹(푆�) is a collection of all spherical fuzzy subsets in 푆�, and 푆퐹(푆�) is a collection of all 
spherical fuzzy subsets in 푆�.  
Theorem 1. [28] Let (풞, 푈) be a soft binary relation from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then, for any spherical fuzzy subsets, 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 and 푌 = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆� the following 
statements hold: 
1) If 푋 ⊆ 푌, then 풞 � ⊆ 풞�; 

2) If 푋 ⊆ 푌, then 풞
�

⊆ 풞
�

; 

3) 풞 � ∩ 풞� = 풞 �∩�; 

4) 풞
�

∩ 풞
�

⊇ 풞
�∩�

; 

5) 풞 � ∪ 풞� ⊆ 풞 �⋃�; 

6) 풞
�

∪ 풞
�

= 풞
�⋃�

; 

7) 풞 � = �풞
��

�
�
  if   푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

8) 풞
�

= �풞 ���
�
  if   푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

9) 풞��� = 1��     if   푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

10) 풞
��� = 1��     if   푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

11) 풞��� = 0�� = 풞
���     if   푠�풞(푢) ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�. 

Theorem 2. [28] Let (풞, 푈) be a soft binary relations from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then, for any spherical fuzzy subsets, 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 and 푌 = 〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆� the following 
statements hold: 
1) If 푋 ⊆ 푌, then 풞 � ⊆ 풞 � ; 
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2) If 푋 ⊆ 푌, then 풞 
�

⊆ 풞 
�

; 

3) 풞 � ∩ 풞 � = 풞 �∩� ; 

4) 풞 
�

∩ 풞 
�

⊇ 풞 
�∩�

; 

5) 풞 � ∪ 풞 � ⊆ 풞 �∪� ; 

6) 풞 
�

∪ 풞 
�

= 풞 
�∪�

; 

7) 풞 � = � 풞 
��

�
�
  if   풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

8) 풞 
�

= � 풞 �� �
�
  if  풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

9) 풞 ��� = 1��    if   풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

10) 풞 
��� = 1��    if   풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�; 

11) 풞 ��� = 0�� = 풞 
���     if   풞(푢)푠� ≠  휙 for all 푠� ∈ 푆�. 

To create a new model, we need some basic definitions and theorems. Here, the given 
definitions are of equivalence relations, rough set, soft set, spherical fuzzy subset, and spherical 
fuzzy soft set, and their properties in semigroup, lower, and upper approximations of the spherical 
fuzzy soft set reflect aftersets and foresets. This will be helpful to explore new work. 

3. Approximation of spherical fuzzy ideals in semigroups by soft binary relation 

In this section, prove that the upper approximations of the spherical fuzzy subsemigroup and 
spherical fuzzy (left, right, interior, bi-ideal) ideals of the semigroup are the spherical fuzzy soft 
subsemigroup and spherical fuzzy soft (left, right, interior, bi-ideal) ideals, respectively. We also 
discuss examples that show their converses are not true. Similarly, we do these for lower 
approximations. 
Definition 14. A spherical fuzzy soft set (퐶, 푈) over a semigroup 푆 is a called spherical fuzzy soft 
subsemigroup (left ideal, right ideal, interior ideal, bi-ideal) over 푆 if 퐶(푢) is a spherical fuzzy soft 
subsemigroup (left ideal, right ideal, interior ideal, bi-ideal) of 푆 for all 푢 ∈ 푈, respectively. 
Definition 15. A soft binary relation (풞, 푈) from 푆� to 푆� is a soft set over 푆� × 푆�, such as 
풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�), where 푈 is a subset of the set of parameters E. 
(풞, 푈) is a parameterized collection of binary relations from 푆� to 푆�, so we have a binary relation 
풞(푢) from 푆� to 푆� for each 푢 ∈ 푈. 
Definition 16. For two semigroups 푆� and 푆�, a soft binary relation (풞, 푈) from 푆� to 푆� is a 
soft compatible regarding aftersets if (푠�, 푠�), (푠�, 푠�) ∈ 풞(푢) implies (푠�푠�, 푠�푠�) ∈ 풞(푢) for all 
푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� and 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�.  

Generally, if (풞, 푈) is a soft compatible relation from 푆� to 푆�  regarding aftersets, then 
푠�풞(푢). 푠�풞(푢) ⊆ (푠�푠�)풞(푢) for all 푢 ∈ 푈  and 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� . If 푎 ∈ 푠�풞(푢) and 푏 ∈ 푠�풞(푢), 
then (푠�, 푎) ∈ 풞(푢) and (푠�, 푏) ∈ 풞(푢), and by compatibility relation (푠�푠�, 푎푏) ∈ 풞(푢) implies 
푎푏 ∈ 푠�푠�풞(푢) for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� and 푎, 푏 ∈ 푆�. Similarly, for soft compatible relation (풞, 푈) from 
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푆� to 푆� regarding foresets, 풞(푢)푠�. 풞(푢)푠� ⊆ 풞(푢)(푠�푠�) for all 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� and 푢 ∈ 푈. 
Definition 17. A soft compatible relation (풞, 푈) from 푆�  to 푆�  is said to be soft complete 
regarding aftersets, if 푠�풞(푢).  푠�풞(푢) = (푠�푠�)풞(푢) for all 푢 ∈ 푈 and 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� and is said to 
be a soft complete relation regarding foresets if 풞(푢)푠�. 풞(푢)푠� = 풞(푢)(푠�푠�) for all 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆� 
and 푢 ∈ 푈. 
Theorem 3. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�, 
1) if 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 

soft subsemigroup of 푆�. 
2) If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) is a spherical 

fuzzy soft left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. 1) For a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦), 
ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦) and 풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푥) ∨  풩�(푦) for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now, for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 

풞
풫�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞

풫�(푢)(푠�) = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥)) ∧ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푦)) 

= ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦)) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

  = ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푠�) = 풞
풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (13) 

풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞

ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥)) ∧ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푦)) 

= ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦)) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

                = ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푠�) = 풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (14) 

Additionally, 

풞
풩�(푢)(푠�) ∨ 풞

풩�(푢)(푠�) = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥)) ∨ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푦)) 

= ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

(풩�(푥) ∨ 풩�(푦)) ≥ ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푦) 

   = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푠�) = 풞
풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (15) 

Hence, 풞
�

(푢) is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞
�

, 푈) is a spherical 
fuzzy soft subsemigroup of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
2) For a spherical fuzzy left ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푦), ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푦) and 
풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푦) for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 
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풞
풫�(푢)(푠�)  = ∨

�∈��풞(�)
풫�(푦)  ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푦) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

   = ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푠�) = 풞
풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                           (16) 

풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ∨

�∈��풞(�)
ℐ�(푦) ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푦) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (17) 

Additionally, 

풞
풩�(푢)(푠�) = ∧

�∈��풞(�)
풩�(푦) ≥ ∧

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푦) ≥ ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞
풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (18) 

Hence, 풞
�

(푢) is a spherical fuzzy left ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞
�

, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 

soft left ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
For a spherical fuzzy right ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푥), ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) 

and 풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푥) for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now, for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 

풞
풫�(푢)(푠�)  = ∨

�∈��풞(�)
풫�(푥)  ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푦) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞
풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (19) 

풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ∨

�∈��풞(�)
ℐ�(푥) ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푦) ≤ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (20) 

Additionally, 

풞
풩�(푢)(푠�)  = ∧

�∈��풞(�)
풩�(푥) ≥ ∧

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푦)  ≥ ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞
풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (21) 

Hence, 풞
�

(푢) is a spherical fuzzy right ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞
�

, 푈) is a spherical 

fuzzy soft right ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
Converse of Theorem 3, does not hold.  
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Example 1. Let 푆� = {푠�, 푠�, 푠�, 푠�} and 푆� = {1,2,3,4} be two semigroups under multiplication as 
given in Tables 1 and 2 respectively.  

Table 1. Multiplication on 푆�.    

∙ 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
푠1 푠2 푠2 푠4 푠4 
푠2 푠2 푠2 푠4 푠4 
푠3 푠4 푠4 푠3 푠4 
푠4 푠4 푠4 푠4 푠4 

Table 2. Multiplication on 푆�.    

∙ ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
1 1 1 3 4 
2 1 2 3 4 
3 1 3 3 4 
4 1 4 3 1 

Let 푈 = {푢�, 푢�} and define 풞 : 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�)as 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 1), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 4), (푠�, 1), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 1)}, 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 1), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 4), (푠�, 1), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 1), (푠�, 3)}. 

Then, (풞, 푈) is a soft compatible relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�.  
Now, 푠�풞(푢�) = {1}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {1,2}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {3}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {1,3,4} and 푠�풞(푢�) = 
{1}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {1,2,3}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {3}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {1,3,4}. 
Define 푋 : 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 3. 

Table 3. Spherical fuzzy subset 푋. 

푿 ퟏ ퟐ  ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.9 
ℐ� 0 0.3 0.1 0.1 
풩� 0.2 0.4 0.6 0 

Then, 푋 is not a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, because for 푥 = 4, 푦 = 4 
풫�(44) ≱ 풫�(4) ∧ 풫�(4),  ℐ�(44) ≱ ℐ�(4) ∧ ℐ�(4)  and 풩�(44) ≰  풩�(4) ∨  풩�(4).  However, 
풞

�
(푢�), 풞

�
(푢�) are spherical fuzzy subsemigroups of 푆� as given in Table 4. Therefore, (풞

�
, 푈) 

is spherical fuzzy soft subsemigroup of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
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Table 4. Upper approximation of 푋. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 

풞
�

(푢�) (0.5,0,0.2) (0.5,0.3,0.2) (0.3,0.1,0.6) (0.9,0,0.1) 

풞
�

(푢�) (0.5,0,0.2) (0.5,0.3,0.2) (0.3,0.1,0.6) (0.9,0,0.1) 

Also, 푋 is not a spherical fuzzy left ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 4, 푦 = 4, 풫�(44) ≱ 풫�(4), 
ℐ�(44) ≱ ℐ�(4) and 풩�(44) ≰  풩�(4). However, 풞

�
(푢�), 풞

�
(푢�) are spherical fuzzy left ideals of 

푆� as given in Table 4. Therefore, (풞
�

, 푈) is spherical fuzzy soft left ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets.  
Theorem 4. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�, 
1) if 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, then ( 풞 

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 

soft subsemigroup of 푆�. 
2) If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 

�
, 푈) is a spherical 

fuzzy soft left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 3. 
Theorem 5. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�, 
1) if 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, then (풞 � , 푈) is spherical fuzzy soft 

subsemigroup of 푆�.  
2) If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�, then (풞 � , 푈) is spherical 

fuzzy soft left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. 1) For a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦), 
ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦) and 풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푥) ∨  풩�(푦)  for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 

풞 풫�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥)) ∧ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푦)) 

≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

(풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦)) ≤ ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푠�) = 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (22) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥)) ∧ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푦)) 

≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

(ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦)) ≤ ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

   = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푠�) = 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (23) 

And 

풞 풩�(푢)(푠�) ∨ 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�) = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥)) ∨ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푦)) 
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≥ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(풩�(푥) ∨ 풩�(푦)) ≥ ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푠�) = 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (24) 

Hence, 풞 �(푢) is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�  for all 푢 ∈ 푈 . Thus, (풞 � , 푈) is 
spherical fuzzy soft subsemigroup of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
2) For a spherical fuzzy left ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푦), ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푦) and 
풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푦)  for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now, for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 

풞 풫�(푢)(푠�) = ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푦) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푦) = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (25) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�) = ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푦) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푦) = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (26) 

Additionally, 

풞 풩�(푢)(푠�) = ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푦) ≥ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푦) = ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풩�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (27) 

Hence, 풞 �(푢) is a spherical fuzzy left ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical 
fuzzy soft left ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 

For a spherical fuzzy right ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푦) ≥ 풫�(푥), ℐ�(푥푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) 
and 풩�(푥푦) ≤  풩�(푥) for all 푥, 푦 ∈ 푆�. 
Now, for 푠�, 푠� ∈ 푆�, 

풞 풫�(푢)(푠�)  = ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푦) = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�푠�).                            (28) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�) = ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푦) = ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푦) 

= ∧
��∈(����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�푠�).                             (29)  

Additionally, 
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풞 풩�(푢)(푠�)  = ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥) ≥ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푦) = ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푦) 

= ∨
��∈(����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�푠�).                           (30) 

Hence, 풞 �(푢) is a spherical fuzzy right ideal of 푆�  for all 푢 ∈ 푈 . Thus, (풞 � , 푈) is a 
spherical fuzzy soft right ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 

Theorem 5 does not hold. 
Example 2. Let 푆� = {푠�, 푠�, 푠�, 푠�} and 푆� = {1,2,3,4} be two semigroups under multiplication as 
given in Tables 5 and 6 respectively.  

Table 5. Multiplication on 푆�. 

∙ 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 

Table 6. Multiplication on 푆�. 

∙ ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
1 1 2 3 4 
2 2 2 2 2 
3 3 3 3 3 
4 4 3 2 1 

Let 푈 =  {푢�, 푢�} and define 풞 : 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�) as 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3)}, 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 3), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 3)}. 

Then, (풞, 푈) is a soft complete relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�.  
Now, 푠�풞(푢�) = {2,3} = 푠�풞(푢�) = 푠�풞(푢�) = 푠�풞(푢�) and  
 푠�풞(푢�) = {3} = 푠�풞(푢�) =  푠�풞(푢�) =  푠�풞(푢�).  
Define 푋: 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 7. 

Table 7. Spherical fuzzy subset 푋. 

푿 ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 
ℐ� 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 
풩� 0.5 0.4 0.1 0 

Then, 푋 is not a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, because for 푥 = 4, 푦 = 4, 풫�(44) ≱
풫�(4) ∧ 풫� ,  ℐ�(44) ≱ ℐ�(4) ∧ ℐ�(4)  and 풩�(44) ≰  풩�(4) ∨  풩�(4).  However, 풞 �(푢�) , 
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풞 �(푢�) are spherical fuzzy subsemigroups of 푆�  as given in Table 8. Therefore, (풞 � , 푈) is 
spherical fuzzy soft subsemigroup of 푆� regarding aftersets. 

Table 8. Upper approximation of 푋. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
풞 �(푢�)  (0.3,0.2,0.4) (0.3,0.2,0.4) (0.3,0.2,0.4) (0.3,0.2,0.4) 
풞 �(푢�)  (0.4,0.4,0.1) (0.4,0.4,0.1) (0.4,0.4,0.1) (0.4,0.4,0.1) 

Also, 푋 is not a spherical fuzzy left ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 3, 푦 = 4, 풫�(34) = 풫�(4), 
ℐ�(34) ≱ ℐ�(4)  and 풩�(34) ≰  풩�(4) . However,  풞 �(푢�),  풞 �(푢�)  are spherical fuzzy left 
ideals of 푆� as given in Table 8. Therefore, (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft left ideal of 푆� 
regarding aftersets. 

In the following example, we show that condition of complete relation is necessary for lower 
approximation. 
Example 3. Consider the semigroups and soft binary relations of Example 1. Define 푌 : 푆� → [0,1] 
as given in Table 9. 

Table 9. Spherical fuzzy subset 푌. 

풀 ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.7 0.7 0.8 0 
ℐ� 0.1 0.1 0.2 0 
풩� 0.1 0.1 0 1 

Then, 푌 is a spherical fuzzy left ideal of 푆�. Also, lower approximations of 푌 are given in Table 10.  

Table 10. Lower approximation of 푌. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
풞�(푢�)  (0.7,0.1,0.1) (0.7,0.1,0.1) (0.8,0.2,0) (0,0,1) 
풞�(푢�)  (0.7,0.1,0.1) (0.7,0.1,0.1) (0.8,0.2,0) (0,0,1) 

Here, 풞�(푢�)  and 풞�(푢�) are not spherical fuzzy left ideals of 푆�. Take 푥 = 푠�, 푦 = 푠�, 
then 풞 풫�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≱  풞 풫�(푢�)(푠�),  풞 ℐ�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≱  풞 ℐ�(푢�)(푠�),  and 풞  풩�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≰ 
풞  풩�(푢�)(푠�).  

Moreover, 풞 풫�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≱  풞 풫�(푢�),  풞 ℐ�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≱  풞 ℐ�(푢�), and 풞  풩�(푢�)(푠�푠�) ≰ 
풞  풩�(푢�)(푠�).   

This example shows that if the soft relation is not complete, then the lower approximation of the 
spherical fuzzy left ideal is not spherical fuzzy soft left ideal of 푆�. 
Theorem 6. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�, 
1) if 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy subsemigroup of 푆�, then ( 풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 

soft subsemigroup of 푆�.  
2) If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 � , 푈) is a spherical 

fuzzy soft left (resp. right) ideal of 푆�. 
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Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 5. 
Theorem 7. Suppose (풞, 푈) is a soft binary relation from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then for any spherical fuzzy right ideal  푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  and spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, 풞

��
⊆ 풞

�
∩ 풞

�
. 

Proof. For a spherical fuzzy right ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 and a spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, we have 푋푌 ⊆ 푋 ∩ 푌. Now, from Theorem 1 (part 2 and 4),  

풞
풫�풫� ⊆ 풞

풫�∩풫� ⊆  풞
풫� ∩ 풞

풫�; 

풞
ℐ�ℐ� ⊆ 풞

ℐ�∩ℐ�  ⊆  풞
ℐ� ∩ 풞

ℐ�; 

풞
풩�풩� ⊇ 풞

풩�∩풩� ⊇  풞
풩� ∩ 풞

풩�, implies 풞
��

⊆ 풞
�

∩ 풞
�

. 

Theorem 8. Suppose (풞, 푈) is a soft binary relation from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then for any spherical fuzzy right ideal  푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  and spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, 풞 

��
 ⊆ 풞 

�
∩ 풞 

�
. 

Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 7. 
Theorem 9. Suppose (풞, 푈) is a soft binary relation from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then for any spherical fuzzy right ideal  푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  and spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, 풞 �� ⊆ 풞 � ∩ 풞�. 
Proof. For a spherical fuzzy right ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 and a spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, we have 푋푌 ⊆ 푋 ∩ 푌. Now, from Theorem 1 (part 1 and 3),  

풞 풫�풫� ⊆ 풞 풫�∩풫� ⊆  풞 풫� ∩ 풞 풫�; 

풞 ℐ�ℐ� ⊆ 풞 ℐ�∩ℐ�  ⊆  풞 ℐ� ∩ 풞 ℐ�; 

풞 풩�풩� ⊇ 풞 풩�∩풩� ⊇  풞 풩� ∩ 풞 풩�, implies 풞 �� ⊆ 풞 � ∩ 풞�. 

Theorem 10. Suppose (풞, 푈) is a soft binary relation from 푆� to 푆�, that is, 풞: 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�). 
Then for any spherical fuzzy right ideal  푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  and spherical fuzzy left ideal 푌 =
〈풫�, ℐ�,  풩�〉 of 푆�, 풞 ��  ⊆ 풞 � ∩ 풞 � . 
Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 9. 
Theorem 11. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft interior 

ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. For a spherical fuzzy interior ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푏푦) ≥ 풫�(푏), ℐ�(푥푏푦) ≥
ℐ�(푏) and 풩�(푥푏푦) ≤  풩�(푏) for all 푥, 푦, 푏 ∈ 푆�. 
Now for 푠�, 푠�, 푎 ∈ 푆�, 

풞
풫�(푢)(푎) = ∨

�∈�풞(�) 
풫�(푏) ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈�풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푏푦) ≤ ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푏푦) 

= ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞
풫�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                (31) 
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풞
ℐ�(푢)(푎) = ∨

�∈�풞(�) 
ℐ�(푏) ≤ ∨

�∈��풞(�) 
 ∨
�∈�풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푏푦) ≤ ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푏푦) 

 = ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                (32) 

Additionally, 

풞
풩�(푢)(푎) = ∧

�∈�풞(�)
풩�(푏) ≥ ∧

�∈��풞(�) 
∧

�∈�풞(�)
 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푏푦)  ≥ ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푏푦) 

= ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞
풩�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                               (33) 

Hence, 풞
�

(푢) is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞
�

, 푈) is a spherical 
fuzzy soft interior ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
In general, converse of Theorem 11, this does not hold. 
Example 4. Let 푆� = {푠�, 푠�, 푠�} and 푆� = {1,2,3} be two semigroups under multiplication as 
given in Tables 11 and 12, respectively.  

Table 11. Multiplication on 푆�. 

∙ 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 
푠� 푠� 푠� 푠� 

Table 12. Multiplication on 푆�. 

∙ ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ 
1 1 1 3 
2 1 2 3 
3 1 3 3 

Let 푈 = {푢�, 푢�} and define 풞 : 푈 → 푃(푆� × 푆�) as 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 1), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 1), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 1)}, 

풞(푢�) = {(푠�, 1), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3), (푠�, 1), (푠�, 2), (푠�, 3)}. 

Then, (풞, 푈) is a soft compatible relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�.  
Now, 푠�풞(푢�)  =  {1,2,3},  푠�풞(푢�)  =  {1,2},  푠�풞(푢�)  =  {1,3},  and 푠�풞(푢�)  =  {1,2,3}, 
푠�풞(푢�) = {1,2}, 푠�풞(푢�) = {3}. 
Define 퐼: 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 13. 
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Table 13. Spherical fuzzy subset 퐼. 

푰 ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ 
풫� 0 0.2 0.2 
ℐ� 0 0.5 0.5 
풩� 1 0.1 0.1 

Then, 퐼 is not a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 1, 푦 = 2, 푧 = 1, 풫�(121) ≱
풫�(2), ℐ�(121) ≱ ℐ�(2)  and 풩�(121) ≰  풩�(2). However, 풞

�
(푢�), 풞

�
(푢�) are spherical fuzzy 

interior ideals of 푆� as given in Table 14. Therefore, (풞
�
, 푈) is spherical fuzzy soft interior ideal of 

푆� regarding aftersets. 

Table 14. Upper approximation of 퐼. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 

풞
�
(푢�) (0.2,0.5,0.1) (0.2,0.5,0.1) (0.2,0.5,0.1) 

풞
�
(푢�) (0.2,0.5,0.1) (0.2,0.5,0.1) (0.2,0.5,0.1) 

Theorem 12. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft interior 

ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 11. 
Theorem 13. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, then (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft interior 
ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. For a spherical fuzzy interior ideal 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 of 푆�, 풫�(푥푏푦) ≥ 풫�(푏), ℐ�(푥푏푦) ≥
ℐ�(푏) and 풩�(푥푏푦) ≤  풩�(푏) for all 푥, 푦, 푏 ∈ 푆�. 
Now for 푠�, 푠�, 푎 ∈ 푆�, 

풞 풫�(푢)(푎)  = ∧
�∈�풞(�)

풫�(푏) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈�풞(�)

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푏푦) = ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푏푦) 

= ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                               (34) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푎) = ∧
�∈�풞(�)

ℐ�(푏) ≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈�풞(�)

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푏푦) = ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푏푦) 

 = ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                (35) 

Additionally, 

풞 풩�(푢)(푎)  = ∨
�∈�풞(�)

풩�(푏) ≥ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈�풞(�)

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푏푦) = ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푏푦) 
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= ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                              (36) 

Hence, 풞 �(푢) is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. So, (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical 
fuzzy soft interior ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 

Theorem 13 does not hold. 
Example 5. Consider the semigroups and soft binary relations of Example 2.  
Define 퐼: 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 15. 

Table 15. Spherical fuzzy subset 퐼. 

푰 ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.5 
ℐ� 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.5 
풩� 0.8 0.5 0 0 

Then, 퐼 is not a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 1, 푦 = 4, 푧 = 4, 풫�(144) ≱
풫�(4), ℐ�(144) ≱ ℐ�(4) and 풩�(144) ≰  풩�(4). However, 풞�(푢�), 풞�(푢�) are spherical fuzzy 
interior ideal of 푆� as given in Table 16. Therefore, (풞� , 푈) is spherical fuzzy soft interior ideal of 
푆� regarding aftersets. 

Table 16. Upper approximation of 퐼. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
풞�(푢�)  (0.3,0.2,0.5) (0.3,0.2,0.5) (0.3,0.2,0.5) (0.3,0.2,0.5) 
풞�(푢�)  (0.4,0.5,0) (0.4,0.5,0) (0.4,0.5,0) (0.4,0.5,0) 

Theorem 14. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy interior ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft interior 
ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 13. 
Theorem 15. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆�. 

Proof. If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�,  then 푋  is spherical fuzzy 
subsemigroup of 푆�, and 풫�(푥푏푦) ≥ 풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦), ℐ�(푥푏푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦) and 풩�(푥푏푦) ≤
 풩�(푥) ∨  풩�(푦)  for all 푥, 푦, 푏 ∈ 푆�. Moreover, by Theorem 3, (풞

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft 

subsemigroup of 푆�.  
Now, for 푠�, 푠�, 푎 ∈ 푆�, 

풞
풫�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞

풫�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥)) ∧ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푦)) 

= ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦)) ≤ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈�풞(�)

  ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(풫�(푥푏푦)) 

                     ≤ ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푏푦) = ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푠�) 
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 = 풞
풫�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                                   (37) 

풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞

ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥)) ∧ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푦)) 

= ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦)) ≤ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∨
�∈�풞(�)

  ∨
�∈��풞(�)

(ℐ�(푥푏푦)) 

                           ≤ ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푏푦) = ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푠�) 

= 풞
ℐ�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                                   (38) 

And 

풞
풩�(푢)(푠�) ∨ 풞

풩�(푢)(푠�) = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥)) ∨ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푦)) 

= ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

(풩�(푥) ∨ 풩�(푦)) ≥ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈�풞(�)

  ∧
�∈��풞(�)

(풩�(푥푏푦)) 

                       ≥ ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푏푦) = ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푠�) 

= 풞
풩�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                                                    (39) 

Hence, 풞
�

(푢) is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. Thus, (풞
�

, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 

soft bi-ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
Theorem 15 does not hold. 

Example 6. Consider the semigroups and soft binary relations of Example 1.  
Define 퐵 : 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 17. 

Table 17. Spherical fuzzy subset 퐵. 

푩 ퟏ ퟐ ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.9 
ℐ� 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 
풩� 0.4 0.1 0.6 0 

Then, 퐵 is not a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 2, 푦 = 4, 푧 = 4, 풫�(244) ≱
풫�(2) ∧ 풫�(4), ℐ�(244) ≱ ℐ�(2) ∧ ℐ�(4), and 풩�(244) ≰  풩�(2) ∨  풩�(4). However, 풞

�
(푢�), 

풞
�

(푢�) are spherical fuzzy bi-ideals of 푆� as given in Table 18. Therefore, (풞
�

, 푈) is spherical 
fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 
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Table 18. Upper approximation of 퐵. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 

풞
�

(푢�) (0.3,0,0.4) (0.5,0.1,0.2) (0.3,0.1,0.6) (0.9,0.1,0) 

풞
�

(푢�) (0.3,0,0.4) (0.5,0.1,0.2) (0.3,0.1,0.6) (0.9,0.1,0) 

Theorem 16. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft compatible relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 

�
, 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆�. 

Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 15. 
Theorem 17. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding aftersets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, then (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. If 푋 = 〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉  is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�,  then 푋  is spherical fuzzy 
subsemigroup of 푆�, and 풫�(푥푏푦) ≥ 풫�(푥) ∧ 풫�(푦), ℐ�(푥푏푦) ≥ ℐ�(푥) ∧ ℐ�(푦) and 풩�(푥푏푦) ≤
 풩�(푥) ∨  풩�(푦)  for all 푥, 푦, 푏 ∈ 푆�. Moreover, by Theorem 5, (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft 
subsemigroup of 푆�.   
Now for 푠�, 푠�, 푎 ∈ 푆�, 

풞 풫�(푢)(푠�)  ∧ 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�) = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥)) ∧ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푦)) 

≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈�풞(�)

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

풫�(푥푏푦) = ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풫�(푥푏푦) 

= ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풫�(푠�) = 풞 풫�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                             (40) 

풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�) ∧ 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥)) ∧ ( ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푦)) 

≤ ∧
�∈��풞(�) 

 ∧
�∈�풞(�)

 ∧
�∈��풞(�)

ℐ�(푥푏푦) = ∧
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 ℐ�(푥푏푦) 

= ∧
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

ℐ�(푠�) = 풞 ℐ�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                              (41) 

And  

풞 풩�(푢)(푠�) ∨ 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�)  = ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥)) ∨ ( ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푦)) 

≥ ∨
�∈��풞(�) 

∨
�∈�풞(�)

 ∨
�∈��풞(�)

풩�(푥푏푦) = ∨
���∈(�����)풞(�) 

 풩�(푥푏푦) 

= ∨
��∈(�����)풞(�) 

풩�(푠�) = 풞 풩�(푢)(푠�푎푠�).                             (42) 

Hence, 풞 �(푢) is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆� for all 푢 ∈ 푈. So, (풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy 
soft bi-ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 



3755 

AIMS Mathematics  Volume 10, Issue 2, 3734–3758. 

In general, converse of Theorem 17, this does not hold. 
Example 7. Consider the semigroups and soft binary relations of Example 2.  
Define 퐵: 푆� → [0,1] as given in Table 19. 

Table 19. Spherical fuzzy subset 퐵. 

푩 ퟏ ퟐ  ퟑ ퟒ 
풫� 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.4 
ℐ� 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.3 
풩� 0 0.7 0.5 0.3 

Then, 퐵 is not a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, because for 푥 = 1, 푦 = 3, 푧 = 4, 풫�(134) ≱
풫�(1) ∧ 풫�(4), ℐ�(134) ≱ ℐ�(1) ∧ ℐ�(4), and 풩�(134) ≰  풩�(1) ∨ 풩�(4). However, 풞�(푢�)  
and 풞�(푢�) are spherical fuzzy bi-ideals of 푆�, as given in Table 20. Therefore, (풞�, 푈) is a 
spherical fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆� regarding aftersets. 

Table 20. Upper approximation of 퐵. 

 풔ퟏ 풔ퟐ 풔ퟑ 풔ퟒ 
풞�(푢�)  (0.1,0.1,0.7) (0.1,0.1,0.7) (0.1,0.1,0.7) (0.1,0.1,0.7) 
풞�(푢�)  (0.2,0.2,0.5) (0.2,0.2,0.5) (0.2,0.2,0.5) (0.2,0.2,0.5) 

Theorem 18. Let (풞, 푈) be a soft complete relation regarding foresets from 푆� to 푆�. If 푋 =
〈풫� , ℐ� , 풩�〉 is a spherical fuzzy bi-ideal of 푆�, then ( 풞 � , 푈) is a spherical fuzzy soft bi-ideal of 푆�. 
Proof. The proof is similar to proof of Theorem 17. 

4. Comparative study  

In this paper, rough approximations of spherical fuzzy ideals in semigroups using soft binary 
relations are studied. In [23], Kanwal and Shabir introduced the study of roughness of fuzzy ideals in 
terms of soft relations, which gives only one-sided information due to its membership degree [0,1]. 
Anwar et al. studied the roughness of the intuitionistic fuzzy set based on soft relations [25], which works 
on the membership and nonmembership degrees of given information. By extending previous studies, we 
work on the roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals of semigroups based on soft relations, which gives 
information about membership degree, nonmembership degree, and neutral membership degree.  
Advantages:  

This approach has potential impacts on fields like coding theory, automata theory, and cryptogr
aphy, providing a flexible and robust method for handling imprecise data. The model explored in this 
paper is the most generalized form of existing techniques and handles incomplete and vague 
information in problems in a more accurate way.  
1) If 풩 = 0 = ℐ and 풫 ∈ [0,1], then the roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals over a soft 

binary relation (RSISB) is reduced to rough approximations of fuzzy ideals over soft binary 
relation [23].  

2) If ℐ = 0 and 풫 + 풩 ∈ [0,1], then RSISB is reduced to the roughness of the intuitionistic 
fuzzy set over a soft binary relation [25]. 
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3) If ℐ = 0 and 풫� +풩� ∈ [0,1], then RSISB is reduced to the roughness of the pythagorean 
fuzzy set over a soft binary relation [26]. 

4) If 풫 + ℐ + 풩 ∈ [0,1], then RSISB is reduced to [27].  

It is clear that RSISB is a generalization of the above models. 

5. Conclusions 

In this paper, we generalize the structure of [23, 25] to a spherical fuzzy set and introduce a model 
based on the roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals with the use of soft binary relations. We investigate the 
roughness of the spherical fuzzy subsemigroup using soft relations and obtain two soft sets. Upper 
approximations of the spherical fuzzy subsemigroup and spherical fuzzy ideals are studied using a soft 
compatible relation, while lower approximations of the spherical fuzzy subsemigroup and spherical fuzzy 
ideals are studied using a soft complete relation. Also, with the help of examples, we show that conditions 
of a complete relation are necessary for lower approximations. The main theorem of this study is that “If 
푋 is a spherical fuzzy ideal of 푆�, then (풞

�
, 푈) and (풞 � , 푈) are spherical fuzzy soft ideals of 푆�” for 

upper approximations, (퐶, 푈) is a soft compatible relation, and for lower approximations, (퐶, 푈) is 
a soft complete relation. The converse of this theorem may not hold, which is shown by examples.  

With a new model, to manage data having multiple granulations, might be challenging in many 
real-world problems. To tackle this, we need a technique that can approximate spherical fuzzy ideals 
with respect to multi-equivalence relations instead of single-equivalence relations. In the future, we 
will extend our work to optimistic multigranulation roughness of spherical fuzzy sets and optimistic 
multigranulation roughness of spherical fuzzy ideals in a semigroup using soft relations. 
Interval-valued Fermatean fuzzy set (IVFFS), an extension of Fermatean fuzzy sets, has many 
practical applications [30]. We will also work on this. 
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