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Abstract  

 
In recent years, neutrosophic sets has become a subject of great interest for many researchers and has been widely 
applied to multi attribute decision making (MADM) problems and the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic 
number (SVTN) is used to deal with uncertain information.  In this paper, a new aggregation operator namely single 
valued trapezoidal neutrosophic ordered weighted harmonic averaging (SVTNOWHA) operator is proposed for 
solving MADM problems.  The combining ideas of the Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to Ideal 
Situation (TOPSIS) and SVTNOWHA operator, which can be prove the accuracy of decision maker. A 
SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach for MADM problems with SVTN information is proposed. Finally, an example 
is provided to elaborate the proposed method. In the proposed SVTNOWHA - TOPSIS approach, the ratings of 
alternatives and attributes for illustrative problem are represented by the SVTN numbers. This study has developed 
the SVTNOWHA - TOPSIS method using the neutrosophic information in order to solve the investment company 
problem. In future, the proposed method may also be applied to solve other MADM problems such as enterprise 
selection, supplier selection, low carbon logistics service provider selection and investor selection. 
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1. Introduction  
Multi attribute decision making (MADM) is an important part of decision process.  In 1981, Hwang and Yoon 
developed the Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to Ideal Situation (TOPSIS) for solving multi criteria 
decision making (MCDM) problems. In 1965, Zadeh developed the theory of fuzzy sets and fuzzy logic when 
applied to a various type of MCDM problems. Moataz and Aminah (2016) presented TOPSIS method based on 
prioritized aggregation operators to solve MCDM problems.  Muhammad and Fazal (2017) proposed fuzzy TOPSIS 
method for solving MCDM problems.  Jibin et al. (2018) presented TOPSIS and fuzzy preference relations based on 
hesitant fuzzy set for solving MADM problems. S. Zeng and Y. Xiao (2018) presented hesitant fuzzy MADM using 
TOPSIS and distance measures.  Gia Sirbiladze et al. (2019) developed hesitant Fuzzy TOPSIS method for solving 
Facility Location Selection Problem.   Desyta and Suharyanto (2019) presented Fuzzy TOPSIS method for 
determining priority of small dams construction.  Dhiraj Kumar and Sharifuddin Mondal (2019) presented fuzzy 
TOPSIS method for optimizing of forging problems.  Sindhu et al. (2019) developed TOPSIS method for solving 
decision making problems under picture fuzzy sets.  Aydemir and Gunduz (2020) presented fermatean fuzzy 
TOPSIS method with dombi aggregation operators for solving MCDM problems.  A. Fahmi et al. (2020) presented 
trapezoidal linguistic cubic fuzzy TOPSIS method and applied group decision making problems.  Rana Muhammad 
Zulqarnain et al. (2020) established generalization of fuzzy TOPSIS to solve MCDM problems.  Zhong and Deng 
(2020) proposed audit risk evaluation methods based on TOPSIS and choquet fuzzy integral.   K. H. G. Bae et al. 
(2021) presented a fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and TOPSIS integrated approach for analysis an airline 
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financial and operational performances. Omar et al. (2021) established hierarchical fuzzy TOPSIS method for 
solving decision making problems. Baharin et al. (2021) presented fuzzy TOPSIS method for manager selection 
problems.  
 
By considering the non-membership degree to the concept of fuzzy set, Atanassov (1965) proposed the concept of 
an intuitionistic fuzzy set which is characterized by membership degree and non-membership degree.   Joshi and 
Kumar (2014) proposed a method based on distance measure and intuitionistic fuzzy entropy based on TOPSIS 
methods for solving decision making problems.  Wang and Li (2015) established intuitionistic fuzzy set TOPSIS 
method and applied an application of Employee Performance Appraisal. Ummusalma and Selvakumari (2017) 
presented TOPSIS method for decision making problems under triangular intuitionistic fuzzy numbers. Thiagarasu 
and Dharmarajan (2017) proposed intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS and entropy weight information methods for solving 
MCDM problems.  Raj Mishra et al. (2017) introduced intuitionistic fuzzy weighted measures (IFWM) with 
TOPSIS method MCDM.  Harish Garg and Kamal Kumar (2018) presented an extended TOPSIS method under the 
linguistic interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy information environment. Zheng et al. (2020) presented TOPSIS 
method based on entropy measure for intuitionistic trapezoidal fuzzy sets and applied MADM problems.  Naziya 
and prakash (2021) presented extension TOPSIS method to group decision making problems based on intuitionistic 
fuzzy numbers. Kahraman and Alkan (2021) developed circular intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS method for applied 
supplier selection problems. Fengling Wang (2021) presented Teaching effect evaluation of College English based 
on TOPSIS method under interval valued intuitionistic fuzzy information. 
 
In 1995, Smarandache initially proposed the concept neutrosophic sets.  Pramanik et al. (2015) proposed TOPSIS 
method for solving single valued neutrosophic soft set based MADM problems. Pranab et al. (2015) proposed 
TOPSIS method for MADM problems under single-valued neutrosophic environment. Elhassouny and Smarandache 
(2016) proposed Neutrosophic-simplified-TOPSIS method applied for MCDM problems.  Pranab et al. (2018) 
developed TOPSIS method for solving MADM problems under trapezoidal neutrosophic environment.  Ji Chen et 
al. (2018) presented a technique based on single-valued neutrosophic linguistic ordered weighted averaging distance 
(SVNLOWAD) based on TOPSIS method for solving green supplier selection in low-carbon supply chains. B. C. 
Giri et al. (2018) developed TOPSIS method for MADM problems under interval trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers.  
Nancy and Harish (2019) developed a novel TOPSIS method for solving single-valued neutrosophic MCDM. 
Shouzhen Zeng et al. (2019) established correlation based TOPSIS method for MADM problems with single-valued 
neutrosophic information.  N. A. Nabeeh et al. (2020) proposed integrated neutrosophic TOPSIS method for solving 
personnel selection problems.  Faruk and Fatih (2020) developed MCDM problems based on TOPSIS approach 
under type 2 single valued neutrosophic environment.  Saqlain et al. (2020) proposed a new approach of 
neutrosophic soft set with generalized fuzzy TOPSIS for solving MCDM problem. Rana Muhammad Zulqarnain et 
al. (2020) developed integrated model for solve neutrosophic TOPSIS method and applied MCDM problems.  B. C. 
Giri et al. (2020) extended TOPSIS method for MADM problems based on single valued neutrosophic hesitant 
fuzzy set and interval neutrosophic hesitant fuzzy set. J. Wu et al. (2021) extended multi person TOPSIS method for 
m-polar single-valued neutrosophic sets (m-PSVNSs). Xu and Peng (2021) proposed TOPSIS and TODIM (an 
acronym in Portuguese of interactive and multiple attribute decision making) methods for solving MADM problems 
under multi valued neutrosophic sets.  Ridvan et al. (2021) developed divergence (distance), projection (similarity), 
and likelihood (magnitude) –TOPSIS (DPL – TOPSIS) method for solving MCDM problems. Geng et al. (2021) 
established the single-valued neutrosophic linguistic combined and weighted distance measure (SVNLCWD)-
TOPSIS method for solving a low carbon logistics service provider selection problem. 

 
Based on literature review that reflects no research has been carried out on SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach for 
solving MADM problems and to merge this gap, we established SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach in neutrosophic 
information. In order to further study of proposed approach of SVTN numbers, simplify its comparison and 
application in MADM problems and the paper attempts do to the following results: 
 

1. To present the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic ordered weighted harmonic averaging 
(SVTNOWHA) operator. 

2. By compared with SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach has including some advantages. 
3. To propose a simple approach for solving MADM problems when the performance ratings are expressed in 

SVTN numbers. 



Proceedings of the 2nd Indian International Conference on Industrial Engineering and Operations Management 
Warangal, Telangana, India, August 16-18, 2022 

© IEOM Society International 

4. TOPSIS method both consider as positive and negative ideal solutions in SVTN numbers and the distance 
measures between the alternatives and ideal solutions of the pairwise comparison between alternatives, it 
make a simple calculation. 

5. The main aim of this proposed method is to choose the best opinion of the alternative of the decision 
making. 

The aim of this paper is to develop a new method which combines SVTNOWHA - TOPSIS method and examines 
its application based on SVTN numbers. This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 depicts some review of basic 
concepts. Section 3 reviews single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic ordered weighted harmonic operator. Section 4 
discusses method for MADM problem. Section 5 is the conclusion of the paper. 
 
2. Preliminaries 
In this section, we review some basic concepts about the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic number. 
 
Definition 2.1 (Smarandache 1998) Let X be a non-empty set. Then a neutrosophic set A of X is defined as 
𝐴𝐴 = {< 𝑥𝑥, (𝑇𝑇𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥), 𝐼𝐼𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥),𝐹𝐹𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥)) > |𝑥𝑥 ∈ 𝑋𝑋},𝑇𝑇𝐴𝐴:𝐴𝐴 → [0,1], 𝐼𝐼𝐴𝐴:𝐴𝐴 → [0,1],𝐹𝐹𝐴𝐴:𝐴𝐴 → [0,1]  to satisfy the condition 0 ≤
𝑇𝑇𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥) + 𝐼𝐼𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥) + 𝐹𝐹𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥) ≤ 3 for every 𝑥𝑥 ∈ 𝐴𝐴.The function 𝑇𝑇𝐴𝐴, 𝐼𝐼𝐴𝐴 and 𝐹𝐹𝐴𝐴 are said to be the degree of truth membership 
function 𝑇𝑇𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥), indeterminacy membership function 𝐼𝐼𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥)and falsity membership function 𝐹𝐹𝐴𝐴(𝑥𝑥)of A, respectively.  
 
Definition 2.2 (Pranab et al. 2018) Let 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 ∈ 𝑅𝑅 such that 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢. A single valued 
trapezoidal neutrosophic number 𝑎𝑎� =< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� > is a special set on the real number set R, 
whose truth membership, indeterminacy membership and falsity membership functions are given as follows. 

𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎�(𝑥𝑥) =

⎩
⎪
⎨

⎪
⎧ �

𝑥𝑥−𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙
𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1−𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙

� 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1
𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2

� 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢−𝑥𝑥
𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢−𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2

� 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢
0,   𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜ℎ𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒

  𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎�(𝑥𝑥) =

⎩
⎪
⎨

⎪
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(𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 −𝑥𝑥+(𝑥𝑥−𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙)𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎�)
𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1−𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙

� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1
𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2

�(𝑥𝑥−𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2+(𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢−𝑥𝑥)𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎�)
𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢−𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2

� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢
0,   𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜ℎ𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒

   

𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�(𝑥𝑥) =

⎩
⎪⎪
⎨

⎪⎪
⎧�

(𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 − 𝑥𝑥 + (𝑥𝑥 − 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙)𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�)
𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 − 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙

� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1

𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2
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(𝑥𝑥 − 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 + (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 − 𝑥𝑥)𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�)

𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 − 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2
� ,   𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 ≤ 𝑥𝑥 ≤ 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢

0,   𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜ℎ𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒

 

 
Definition 2.3 (Pranab et al. 2018) Let 𝑎𝑎� =< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� > and 𝑏𝑏� =<
(𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙 , 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏� > be two single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers and 𝜆𝜆 ≠ 0, then 

i) 𝑎𝑎� + 𝑏𝑏� =< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 + 𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 + 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 + 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 + 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢); min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) > 
ii) 𝑎𝑎� − 𝑏𝑏� =< 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 − 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1 − 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2 − 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 − 𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙); min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) > 

iii) 𝑎𝑎�𝑏𝑏� = �
< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢); min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 > 0, 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 > 0 ) 
< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙); min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 < 0, 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 > 0)
< (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙); min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 < 0, 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 < 0)

 

iv) 𝑎𝑎�
𝑏𝑏�

=

⎩
⎪
⎨

⎪
⎧< �𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙

𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢
, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2

, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1

, 𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢
𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙
� ; min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 > 0,𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 > 0 )

< �𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢
𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢

, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2

, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1

, 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙
𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙
� ; min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 < 0, 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 > 0)

< �𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢
𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙

, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1

, 𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1
𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2

, 𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙
𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢
� ; min(𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�), max (𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�) >, (𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢 < 0, 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢 < 0)

 

v) 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎� = �<
(𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 , 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1, 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2, 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� >, (𝜆𝜆 > 0)

< (𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢, 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2, 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1, 𝜆𝜆𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙);𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� >, (𝜆𝜆 < 0) 

vi) 𝑎𝑎�−1 =< � 1
𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢

, 1
𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2

, 1
𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1

, 1
𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙
� ;𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� >, (𝑎𝑎� ≠ 0�) 

 
 
 
Definition 2.4 (Pranab et al. 2018) Let 𝑎𝑎� =< (𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙 ,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1,𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2,𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎� >  and 



Proceedings of the 2nd Indian International Conference on Industrial Engineering and Operations Management 
Warangal, Telangana, India, August 16-18, 2022 

© IEOM Society International 

𝑏𝑏� =< (𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙 ,𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1,𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2,𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏� > be two single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers, then the normalized 
hamming distance between 𝑎𝑎� and 𝑏𝑏� is defined as follows: 

𝒅𝒅�𝑎𝑎�, 𝑏𝑏�� =
1

12
(|𝑎𝑎𝑙𝑙(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� − 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� − 𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�) − 𝑏𝑏𝑙𝑙(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� − 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� − 𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�)|

+ |𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚1(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� − 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� − 𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�) − 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚1(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� − 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� − 𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�)|
+ |𝑎𝑎𝑚𝑚2(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� − 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� − 𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�) − 𝑏𝑏𝑚𝑚2(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� − 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� − 𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�)|
+ |𝑎𝑎𝑢𝑢(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎� − 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎� − 𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�) − 𝑏𝑏𝑢𝑢(2 + 𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏� − 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏� − 𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�)|) 

 
3. Single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic ordered weighted harmonic averaging operator 
This section, reviews an aggregation operator namely, single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic ordered weighted 
harmonic averaging operator on the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers. 
Definition 3.1 (Paulraj and Tamilarasi 2022) Let  𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 =< �𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗 ,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗�;𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 > be a collection of 
single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers and 𝑤𝑤 = (𝑤𝑤1,𝑤𝑤2, … ,𝑤𝑤𝑛𝑛)𝑇𝑇 be the associated weighted vector. Then 
the Single Valued Trapezoidal Neutrosophic Ordered Weighted Harmonic Averaging (SVTNOWHA) Operator is 
defined by 
 

𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆(𝑎𝑎�1,𝑎𝑎�2, … ,𝑎𝑎�𝑛𝑛) =
1

�∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗
𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 

 
Where 𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 is the largest 𝑗𝑗𝑡𝑡ℎ element in the collection of 𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 and  𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 =< �𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗 ,𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1,𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2,𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗�;𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 , 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 > .  
Here  𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗 ∈ [0,1],∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗 = 1𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1 . 
 
Theorem 3.2 Let 𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 =< �𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗 ,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2,𝑎𝑎𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗�;𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 , 𝐼𝐼𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 ,𝐹𝐹𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗 >, (𝑗𝑗 = 1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛) be a collection of single valued 
trapezoidal Neutrosophic number and 𝑤𝑤 = (𝑤𝑤1,𝑤𝑤2, … ,𝑤𝑤𝑛𝑛)𝑇𝑇 be a weighted vector of 𝑎𝑎�𝑗𝑗, where 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗 ∈
[0,1],∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗 = 1𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1 , then the result of aggregation operator  

SVTNOWHA(𝑎𝑎�1,𝑎𝑎�2, … ,𝑎𝑎�𝑛𝑛) = 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗

𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 

=< �
1

�∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗
𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

,
1

�∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1

𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

,
1

�∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2

𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

,
1

�∑ 𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗
𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 �

� ; min
𝑗𝑗

{𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} > 

 
Proof: This theorem can be proved by mathematical induction. 
When n=2, then SVTNOWHA (𝑎𝑎�1,𝑎𝑎�2) is calculated as follows: 

1
𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏�1

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏�2

=
1

𝑤𝑤1
<(𝑏𝑏1𝑙𝑙,𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚1,𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚2,𝑏𝑏1𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�1,𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�1,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�1>

 +  𝑤𝑤2
<(𝑏𝑏2𝑙𝑙,𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚1,𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚2,𝑏𝑏2𝑢𝑢);𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�2,𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�2,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�2>

 

=
1

𝑤𝑤1 < � 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑢𝑢

, 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚2

, 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚1

, 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑙𝑙
� ;𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�1, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�1,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�1 >  + 𝑤𝑤2 < � 1

𝑏𝑏2𝑢𝑢
, 1
𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚2

, 1
𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚1

, 1
𝑏𝑏2𝑙𝑙
� ;𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�2, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�2,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�2 >

 

=
1

< ��𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏1𝑢𝑢

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏2𝑢𝑢
� , � 𝑤𝑤1

𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚2
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚2
� , � 𝑤𝑤 1

𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚1
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚1
� , �𝑤𝑤1

𝑏𝑏1𝑙𝑙
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑙𝑙
�� ; min(𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�1,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�2) , max(𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�1, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�2) , max(𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�1,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�2) >

 

=< �
1

�𝑤𝑤1

𝑏𝑏1𝑙𝑙
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑙𝑙
�

,
1

� 𝑤𝑤 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚1

 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚1
�

,
1

� 𝑤𝑤1

𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚2
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚2
�

,
1

�𝑤𝑤1

𝑏𝑏1𝑢𝑢
 +  𝑤𝑤2

𝑏𝑏2𝑢𝑢
�
� ; min  (𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�1,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�2) , max  (𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�1, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�2) , max  (𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�1,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�2) > 

 
Therefore, 𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆(𝑎𝑎�1,𝑎𝑎�2) = 1

𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏�1

 + 𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏�2
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=< �
1

�𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏1𝑙𝑙

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏2𝑙𝑙
�

,
1

� 𝑤𝑤 1
𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚1

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚1

�
,

1

� 𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏1𝑚𝑚2

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏2𝑚𝑚2

�
,

1

�𝑤𝑤1
𝑏𝑏1𝑢𝑢

 +  𝑤𝑤2
𝑏𝑏2𝑢𝑢
�
� ; min(𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�1,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�2) , max(𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�1, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�2) , max(𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�1,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�2) > 

 
Then the result true for n =2 and assume that the result holds for n=k. 

SVTNOWHA (𝑎𝑎�1, 𝑎𝑎�2, … , 𝑎𝑎�𝑘𝑘) =< � 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �

  , 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1
𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �

  , 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗

𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2
𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �

  , 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �

� ; min
𝑗𝑗

{𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} > 

 
For n =k+1, using the above result and arithmetic operations laws, we have 
SVTNOWHA (𝑎𝑎�1,𝑎𝑎�2, … ,𝑎𝑎�𝑘𝑘,𝑎𝑎�𝑘𝑘+1) = 1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗

 + 
𝑤𝑤𝑘𝑘+1
𝑏𝑏�𝑘𝑘+1

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 

=
1

< ��∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

+ 𝑤𝑤𝑘𝑘+1
𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)𝑢𝑢

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 � , �∑

𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2

+ 𝑤𝑤𝑘𝑘+1
𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)𝑚𝑚2

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 � , �∑

𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1

+ 𝑤𝑤𝑘𝑘+1
𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)𝑚𝑚1

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 � , �∑

𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

+ 𝑤𝑤𝑘𝑘+1
𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)𝑙𝑙

𝑘𝑘
𝑗𝑗=1 �� ;𝛼𝛼,𝛽𝛽, 𝛾𝛾 >

 

 
Where 𝛼𝛼 = min�𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 ,𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)� ,𝛽𝛽 = max {I𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗, 𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)} and 𝛾𝛾 = max {𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗 ,𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�(𝑘𝑘+1)}. 

=< �
1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

𝑘𝑘+1
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 ,
1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1

𝑘𝑘+1
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 ,
1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2

𝑘𝑘+1
𝑗𝑗=1 �

 ,
1

�∑
𝑤𝑤𝑗𝑗
𝑏𝑏𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗

𝑘𝑘+1
𝑗𝑗=1 �

� ; min
𝑗𝑗

{𝑇𝑇𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐼𝐼𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} , max
𝑗𝑗

{𝐹𝐹𝑏𝑏�𝑗𝑗} > 

Then the result is true for all n. 
 
4. SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach for solving MADM problems 
Consider the multi attribute decision making problem with m alternatives and n attributes.   
Let 𝐴𝐴 =  (𝐴𝐴1,𝐴𝐴2, . . . ,𝐴𝐴𝑚𝑚) be a set of m alternatives. Let 𝐶𝐶 =  (𝐶𝐶1,𝐶𝐶2, . . . ,𝐶𝐶𝑛𝑛) be the set of n attributes.  
Let 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝 = �𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 �
𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛

 be the decision matrix of the decision maker 𝑝𝑝.  Where 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝  is the rating of decision maker 𝑝𝑝 of 

an alternative 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖with an attribute𝐶𝐶𝑗𝑗( 𝑖𝑖 =  1, 2, . . . ,𝑚𝑚, 𝑗𝑗 =  1, 2, . . . ,𝑛𝑛,𝑝𝑝 = 1,2, … , 𝑡𝑡). Let   𝜔𝜔 =  (𝜔𝜔1𝜔𝜔2, . . . ,𝜔𝜔𝑛𝑛)𝑇𝑇  be 
the attribute weighted vector satisfying 0 ≤  𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗 ≤  1, (𝑗𝑗 =  1, 2, . . . ,𝑛𝑛) and ∑ 𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1 = 1.  
 
The following algorithm is proposed to obtain the solution of MADM problem with the SVTN numbers information 
by using SVTNOWHA -TOPSIS method. 
 
Assume that the decision matrix of the decision maker 𝑝𝑝 is given as follows:  
 
                                                                                         𝐶𝐶1 𝐶𝐶2 ⋯ 𝐶𝐶𝑛𝑛 

 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝 = �𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 �

𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛
=
𝐴𝐴1
𝐴𝐴2
⋮
𝐴𝐴𝑚𝑚 ⎝

⎜
⎛
𝑎𝑎�11
𝑝𝑝 𝑎𝑎�12

𝑝𝑝 ⋯ 𝑎𝑎�1𝑛𝑛
𝑝𝑝

𝑎𝑎�21
𝑝𝑝 𝑎𝑎�22

𝑝𝑝 ⋯ 𝑎𝑎�2𝑛𝑛
𝑝𝑝

⋮
𝑎𝑎�𝑚𝑚1
𝑝𝑝

⋮
𝑎𝑎�𝑚𝑚2
𝑝𝑝

⋯      ⋮
… 𝑎𝑎�𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚

𝑝𝑝
⎠

⎟
⎞

 

 
Where 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 =< �𝑎𝑎𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 ,𝑎𝑎𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1

𝑝𝑝 ,𝑎𝑎𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖2
𝑝𝑝 ,𝑎𝑎𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 �;𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝, 𝐼𝐼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 ,𝐹𝐹𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 >, (𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛,𝑝𝑝 = 1,2, … , 𝑡𝑡) is in the form of 

single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic number. 
 
Step 1: Compute the normalized decision matrix. 
If all the rating in a decision matrix 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝either profit or cost then there is no need of normalization. Otherwise, 
construct the normalized decision matrix 𝑁𝑁𝑝𝑝 = �𝑟𝑟�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 �
𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛

. Where 𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 is the normalized rating of decision maker 𝑝𝑝 of 

an alternative 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 with an attribute 𝐶𝐶𝑗𝑗 and its computed as follows. 
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𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝  =

⎩
⎪
⎪
⎨

⎪
⎪
⎧ 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝

∑ 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1
, 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑡𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑒 𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝  𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝

� 1
𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝�

∑ � 1
𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝�𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1

, 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑡𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑒 𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟 𝑎𝑎�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝  𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐

 

 
 

𝐶𝐶1 𝐶𝐶2 ⋯ 𝐶𝐶𝑛𝑛 

                                i.e., 𝑁𝑁𝑝𝑝 = �𝑟𝑟�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 �

𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛
=
𝐴𝐴1
𝐴𝐴2
⋮
𝐴𝐴𝑚𝑚 ⎝

⎜
⎛
𝑟̃𝑟11
𝑝𝑝 𝑟̃𝑟12

𝑝𝑝 ⋯ 𝑟̃𝑟1𝑛𝑛
𝑝𝑝

𝑟̃𝑟21
𝑝𝑝 𝑟̃𝑟22

𝑝𝑝 ⋯ 𝑟̃𝑟2𝑛𝑛
𝑝𝑝

⋮
𝑟̃𝑟𝑚𝑚1
𝑝𝑝

⋮
𝑟̃𝑟𝑚𝑚2
𝑝𝑝

⋯  ⋮
… 𝑟̃𝑟𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚

𝑝𝑝
⎠

⎟
⎞

 

Where 𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 =< �𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 , 𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1
𝑝𝑝 , 𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖2

𝑝𝑝 , 𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 �;𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝, 𝐼𝐼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖
𝑝𝑝 ,𝐹𝐹𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖

𝑝𝑝 >, 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛,𝑝𝑝 = 1,2, … , 𝑡𝑡 is in the form of single 
valued trapezoidal neutrosophic number. 
 
Step 2: Compute the aggregated decision matrix 
To aggregate all experts' ratings for each alternative with respect to each attribute and the SVTNOWHA operator are 
used and aggregated matrix can be represented as follows: 
 
                                                                                     𝐶𝐶1 𝐶𝐶2 ⋯ 𝐶𝐶𝑛𝑛 

 𝑅𝑅 = �𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛
=
𝐴𝐴1
𝐴𝐴2
⋮
𝐴𝐴𝑚𝑚 ⎝

⎛
𝑅𝑅�11 𝑅𝑅�12 ⋯ 𝑅𝑅�1𝑛𝑛
𝑅𝑅�21 𝑅𝑅�22 ⋯ 𝑅𝑅�21
⋮

𝑅𝑅�𝑚𝑚1
⋮

𝑅𝑅�𝑚𝑚2
⋯      ⋮
… 𝑅𝑅�𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚⎠

⎞ 

 
Where  𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 = 𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆𝑆�𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1 , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖2 , … , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑡𝑡 �  and  𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 =< �𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 ,𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1,𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖2,𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�;𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 , 𝐼𝐼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 ,𝐹𝐹𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 >  𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚, 𝑗𝑗 =
1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛,𝑝𝑝 = 1,2, … , 𝑡𝑡 is in the form of single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic number. Here, 𝑤𝑤 is the associate 
weight vector which can be obtained by the fuzzy linguistic quantifier is “most” with the pair of (𝛼𝛼,𝛽𝛽) = (0.3,0.8). 
 
Step 3: Determine the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic positive and negative ideal solutions. 
In the aggregated neutrosophic decision matrix, the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic positive ideal solution 
and the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic negative ideal solution are defined as follows 

𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+ = (𝑟̃𝑟1+, 𝑟̃𝑟2+, … , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑛𝑛+) and  𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗− = (𝑟̃𝑟1−, 𝑟̃𝑟2−, … , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑛𝑛−) 
 

  Where,                          𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+ =< �𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗+, 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1+ , 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2+ , 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗+�;𝑇𝑇𝑗𝑗+, 𝐼𝐼𝑗𝑗+,𝐹𝐹𝑗𝑗+ >, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛 

𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+ =< �max
𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, max

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1�, max

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑚𝑚2�, max

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�� ;  max

𝑗𝑗
�𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, min

𝑗𝑗
�𝐼𝐼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, min

𝑗𝑗
�𝐹𝐹𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖� >, 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚 

 
𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗− =< �𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗−, 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗1− , 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗2− , 𝑟𝑟𝑗𝑗𝑗𝑗−�;𝑇𝑇𝑗𝑗−, 𝐼𝐼𝑗𝑗−,𝐹𝐹𝑗𝑗− >, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2, … ,𝑛𝑛 

𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗− =< �min
𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, min

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖1�, min

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖2�, min

𝑗𝑗
�𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�� ;  min

𝑗𝑗
�𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, max

𝑗𝑗
�𝐼𝐼𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, max

𝑗𝑗
�𝐹𝐹𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖�, >, 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚 

 
Step 4: Compute the distance separation measures. 
For the separation measures 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖+ and 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖−of each alternative from the ideal solutions can be determined by  
𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖+ = ∑ 𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗𝑑𝑑�𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+�𝑛𝑛

𝑗𝑗=1  and 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖− = ∑ 𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗𝑑𝑑�𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗−�𝑛𝑛
𝑗𝑗=1 , 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚 

 
Step 5: Calculate the relative closeness coefficient (RCC). 
The RCC of an alternative 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 w. r. to the single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic positive and negative ideal solutions 
is computed as  



Proceedings of the 2nd Indian International Conference on Industrial Engineering and Operations Management 
Warangal, Telangana, India, August 16-18, 2022 

© IEOM Society International 

𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖 =
𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖−

(𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖+ + 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖−) , 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2, … ,𝑚𝑚, 0 ≤ 𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖 ≤ 1 

 
Step 6: Select the best alternative. 
After computation of RCC ranking all the alternatives 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 (𝑖𝑖 =  1, 2, . . . ,𝑚𝑚) according to the closeness coefficient 𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖, 
the greater the value 𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖  is the better the alternative 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖. 
 
4.1 An Illustrative Example 
In this section, we are going to develop MADM problem in order to illustrate the new approach. The following 
problem is adapted from Pramanik and Mallick (2019) and applied with SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS method. 
Suppose that an investment company intends to invest a sum of money in the best option. The company constitutes a 
board of decision makers with three members. The decision makers determine the alternatives to invest money. The 
alternatives are Computer company (𝐴𝐴1), Arms company (𝐴𝐴2), Car company (𝐴𝐴3) and Food company(𝐴𝐴4).  The 
decision makers take the decision based on the following three attributes are Risk factor (𝐶𝐶1), Growth factor (𝐶𝐶2) 
and Environment impact (𝐶𝐶3).   Assume that the weight of attributes for the decision makers is 𝜔𝜔 = (0.3,0.5,0.2)𝑇𝑇 . 
The ratings of the all alternatives 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 , (𝑖𝑖 = 1,2,3,4)with respect to attributes 𝐶𝐶𝑗𝑗, (𝑗𝑗 = 1,2,3) according to the SVTN 
numbers are given in Table 1, 2 and 3. 

 
Table 1. Decision matrix provided by an expert 𝐷𝐷1 

 
Alternatives 𝑪𝑪𝟏𝟏 𝑪𝑪𝟐𝟐 𝑪𝑪𝟑𝟑 

𝑨𝑨𝟏𝟏 < (0.4,0.5,0.5,0.6); 
0.3,0.1,0.2 > 

< (0.3,0.4,0.5,0.5); 
0.4,0.2,0.3 > 

< (0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5); 
0.3,0.3,0.2 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟐𝟐 < (0.3,0.3,0.4,0.4); 
0.5,0.3,0.4 > 

< (0.2,0.3,0.3,0.3); 
0.5,0.2,0.5 > 

< (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.6); 
0.4,0.2,0.3 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟑𝟑 < (0.4,0.4,0.5,0.6); 
0.4,0.3,0.3 > 

< (0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6); 
0.3,0.4,0.2 > 

< (0.1,0.2,0.2,0.3); 
0.3,0.2,0.1 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟒𝟒 < (0.3,0.4,0.5,0.5); 
0.2,0.3,0.1 > 

< (0.2,0.3,0.3,0.6); 
0.5,0.2,0.2 > 

< (0.3,0.4,0.7,0.7); 
0.5,0.4,0.3 > 

 
Table 2. Decision matrix provided by an expert 𝐷𝐷2 

 
Alternatives 𝑪𝑪𝟏𝟏 𝑪𝑪𝟐𝟐 𝑪𝑪𝟑𝟑 

𝑨𝑨𝟏𝟏 < (0.6,0.7,0.7,0.8); 
0.3,0.4,0.1 > 

< (0.5,0.6,0.6,0.7); 
0.5,0.4,0.3 > 

< (0.3,0.5,0.6,0.7); 
0.5,0.4,0.2 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟐𝟐 < (0.5,0.6,0.7,0.7); 
0.5,0.3,0.4 > 

< (0.2,0.3,0.5,0.5); 
0.4,0.5,0.3 > 

< (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7); 
0.4,0.2,0.3 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟑𝟑 < (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.6); 
0.8,0.3,0.4 > 

< (0.3,0.4,0.5,0.5); 
0.3,0.4,0.5 > 

< (0.6,0.6,0.7,0.7); 
0.2,0.3,0.1 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟒𝟒 < (0.3,0.5,0.6,0.7); 
0.7,0.4,0.5 > 

< (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.6); 
0.4,0.4,0.3 > 

< (0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8); 
0.5,0.1,0.2 > 

 
Table 3. Decision matrix provided by an expert 𝐷𝐷3 

 
Alternatives 𝑪𝑪𝟏𝟏 𝑪𝑪𝟐𝟐 𝑪𝑪𝟑𝟑 

𝑨𝑨𝟏𝟏 < (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.6); 
0.3,0.2,0.2 > 

< (0.4,0.5,0.5,0.5); 
0.3,0.5,0.2 > 

< (0.2,0.3,0.4,0.4); 
0.4,0.3,0.3 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟐𝟐 < (0.5,0.6,0.6,0.7); 
0.4,0.5,0.6 > 

< (0.3,0.5,0.5,0.6); 
0.8,0.2,0.3 > 

< (0.3,0.4,0.4,0.5); 
0.5,0.3,0.2 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟑𝟑 < (0.6,0.7,0.7,0.8); 
0.4,0.3,0.3 > 

< (0.6,0.6,0.6,0.7); 
0.6,0.5,0.4 > 

< (0.4,0.5,0.6,0.6); 
0.4,0.2,0.2 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟒𝟒 < (0.5,0.5,0.7,0.7); 
0.2,0.1,0.1 > 

< (0.5,0.5,0.6,0.8); 
0.3,0.2,0.2 > 

< (0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7); 
0.5,0.2,0.3 > 
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Step 1: Compute the normalized decision matrix 
Since the given ratings are profit, we need not normalize the given decision matrix. 
 
Step 2: Compute the aggregated neutrosophic decision matrix 
Assume that the associated weighted vector  𝑤𝑤 = (0.067,0.666,0.267)𝑇𝑇  which can be obtained by the fuzzy 
linguistic quantifier is “most” with the pair of  (𝛼𝛼,𝛽𝛽) = (0.3,0.8)  . To aggregate all experts' ratings for each 
alternative with respect to each attribute and the SVTNOWHA operator is used and the final aggregated values are 
given in Table 4. 
 

Table 4. Individual overall attributes values 
 

Alternatives 𝑪𝑪𝟏𝟏 𝑪𝑪𝟐𝟐 𝑪𝑪𝟑𝟑 
𝑨𝑨𝟏𝟏 < (0.409,0.51,0.575, 

0.61); 0.3,0.4,0.2 > 
< (0.372,0.474,0.506, 
0.51); 0.3,0.5,0.3 > 

< (0.205,0.308,0.409 
, 0.477); 0.3,0.4,0.3 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟐𝟐 < (0.424,0.474,0.534, 
0.582); 0.4,0.5,0.6 > 

< (0.205,0.308,0.424, 
0.429); 0.4,0.5,0.5 > 

< (0.367,0.469,0.529, 
0.575); 0.4,0.3,0.3 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟑𝟑 < (0.409,0.477,0.575, 
0.61); 0.4,0.3,0.4 > 

< (0.31,0.409,0.474, 
0.575); 0.3,0.5,0.5 > 

< (0.225,0.36,0.394, 
0.477); 0.2,0.3,0.2 > 

𝑨𝑨𝟒𝟒 < (0.308,0.469,0.575, 
0.633); 0.2,0.4,0.5 > 

< (0.319,0.424,0.474, 
0.61); 0.3,0.4,0.3 > 

< (0.308,0.474,0.633, 
0.706); 0.5,0.4,0.3 > 

 
Step 3: Determine the single valued trapezoidal positive and negative ideal solutions. 
The single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic positive and negative ideal solutions are defined as 
 

𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+ = {𝑟̃𝑟1+, 𝑟̃𝑟2+, … , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑛𝑛+}, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2,3 
𝑟̃𝑟1+ =< (0.424,0.51,0.575,0.633); 0.4,0.3,0.2 > 
𝑟̃𝑟2+ =< (0.372,0.474,0.507,0.61); 0.4,0.4,0.3 > 
𝑟̃𝑟3+ =< (0.367,0.469,0.633,0.706); 0.5,0.3,0.2 > 

 
𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗− = {𝑟̃𝑟1−, 𝑟̃𝑟2−, … , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑛𝑛−}, 𝑗𝑗 = 1,2,3 

𝑟̃𝑟1− =< (0.308,0.469,0.534,0.583); 0.3,0.5,0.6 > 
𝑟̃𝑟2− =< (0.205,0.308,0.424,0.423); 0.3,0.5,0.5 > 
𝑟̃𝑟3− =< (0.205,0.308,0.394,0.477); 0.2,0.4,0.3 > 

 
Step 4: Compute the separation distance measures. 
Normalized hamming distance measure is used to find negative and positive separation measures 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖+ and 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖−of each 
alternative.  
 
                                             𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖+ = ∑ 𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗𝑑𝑑�𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗+�3

𝑗𝑗=1  and 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖− = ∑ 𝜔𝜔𝑗𝑗𝑑𝑑�𝑅𝑅�𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟̃𝑟𝑗𝑗−�3
𝑗𝑗=1 , 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 

 
𝑑𝑑1+ = 0.0701,𝑑𝑑2+ = 0.0904,𝑑𝑑3+ = 0.0758,𝑑𝑑4+ = 0.0581 
𝑑𝑑1− = 0.0776,𝑑𝑑2− = 0.0573,𝑑𝑑3− = 0.0720,𝑑𝑑4− = 0.0897 

 
Step 5: Calculate the relative closeness coefficient (RCC) of each alternative 
 
        The RCC is calculated by using equation      𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖 = 𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖

−

�𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖
++𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖

−�
, 𝑖𝑖 = 1,2,3,4 

 

𝑅𝑅1 =
𝑑𝑑1−

𝑑𝑑1+ + 𝑑𝑑1−
=

0.0776
0.0701 + 0.0776

= 0.5256 

 
⇒ 𝑅𝑅1 = 0.5256, 𝑅𝑅2 = 0.3882, 𝑅𝑅3 = 0.4871, 𝑅𝑅4 = 0.6070 
 
Step 6: Select the best alternative 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 
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Rank all the alternatives 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 (𝑖𝑖 =  1,2,3,4) according to the closeness coefficient 𝑅𝑅𝑖𝑖. 
 

𝐴𝐴4 > 𝐴𝐴1 > 𝐴𝐴3 > 𝐴𝐴2 
 
Thus the most desirable alternative is food company (𝐴𝐴4). 
The separation measure and the value of relative closeness coefficient (RCC) expressed in the following Figure 1. 

 
                        Figure1. Separation measure and the RCC for each Alternative 
Results: 
Three investment company intends to invest a sum of money have been selected under four attributes including 
computer company, arms company, car company and food company. The results indicate that the best Company is 
𝐴𝐴4 which has highest closeness coefficient value as shown in Figure 2. 

                              
Figure 2. Rating values of alternatives  

Comparative Analysis: 
In this paper, point out the advantages of our proposed approach compared with some existing methods. First we 
compare our proposed approach with Jun Ye (2016), we have considered the same MADM problem under 
neutrosophic environment and obtained the similar ranking values and it can be consider arithmetic and geometric 
aggregation operators for solving MADM problems under neutrosophic environment. Similarly, consider our 
proposed approach compared with existing method Deli and Subas (2015) to deal with de-neutrosophication 
approach for solving MADM problems obtained similar ranking result. Further by comparing with the proposed 
SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS approach with existing methods such as TODIM (Pramanik and Mallick (2019)) and 
SVTNGOWHA operator (Paulraj and Tamilarasi (2022)), and find out the same alternative food company (𝐴𝐴4), 
which is the best one. 
 
 5. Conclusion 
In this paper, the MADM problem attribute value in single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers form has been 
investigated. Then a SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS method combined with SVTNOWHA operator and TOPSIS method 
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are proposed.  The SVTNOWHA – TOPSIS method procedure has been explained and the proposed method 
extended for solving MADM problems with single valued trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers. Finally, an example is 
illustrated in a case study of Investment Company when choosing an investment plan. In the future study, we aim to 
extend the proposed approach and applied for several examples such as information material, project selection and 
many other areas of decision making problems. 
 
References 
Aliya Fahmi, Saleem Abdullah, Fazli Amin, Muhammad Aslam and Shah Hussain, Trapezoidal Linguistic Cubic 

Fuzzy TOPSIS Method and Application in a Group Decision Making Program, Journal of  Intelligent Systems, 
29(1): 1283–1300, 2020.  DOI: https://doi.org/10.1515/jisys-2017-056 

Atanassov K. T.(1986). Intuitionistic fuzzy sets.Fuzzy sets and system.20(1). Pp. 87-96 Azeddine Elhassouny and 
Florentin Smarandache,  Neutrosophic-simplified-TOPSIS Multi-Criteria Decision-Making using combined 
Simplified-TOPSIS method and Neutrosophics, IEEE International  Conference on Fuzzy Systems (FUZZ), 
2016. DOI: 10.1109/FUZZ-IEEE.2016.7738003 

Bibhas C. Giri1, Mahatab Uddin Molla and Pranab Biswas.  TOPSIS Method for MADM based on Interval 
 Trapezoidal Neutrosophic Number, Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 22, 2018. 
Bibhas C. Giri, Mahatab Uddin Mollaand  Pranab Biswas, TOPSIS Method for Neutrosophic Hesitant Fuzzy Multi-

Attribute Decision Making, INFORMATICA, Vol. 31, No. 1, 35–63, 2020.  
CengizKahraman and NurşahAlkan. Circular intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS method with vague membership functions: 

Supplier selection application context, Notes on Intuitionistic Fuzzy Sets, Vol. 27, No. 1, 24–52, 2021. DOI: 
10.7546/nifs.2021.27.1.24-52 

DesytaUlfiana and SuharyantoSuharyanto, Analysis of Fuzzy TOPSIS Method in Determining Priority of Small 
Dams Construction, Journal TeknikSipil&Perencanaan, 21 (2), p. 46 – 53, 2019.  DOI: 
10.15294/jtsp.v21i2.19957 

Dhiraj Kumar, Sharifuddin Mondal, A Fuzzy-TOPSIS Method for Optimizing of Forging Problems, International 
Journal of Innovative Technology and Exploring Engineering (IJITEE), Volume-8 Issue-12, 2019. DOI: 
10.35940/ijitee.L2811.1081219 

Dongsheng Xu and Lijuan Peng, An Improved Method Based on TODIM and TOPSIS for Multi-Attribute Decision 
- Making with Multi-Valued Neutrosophic Sets, Computer Modelling in Engineering &Sciences, vol.129, no.2, 
2021. DOI: 10.32604/cmes.2021.016720 

Faruk Karaaslan and Fatih Hunu. Type -2 single - valued neutrosophic sets and their applications in Multi criteria 
group decision making based on TOPSIS method, Journal of Ambient Intelligence and Humanized Computing, 
2020. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12652-020-01686-9 

Fengling Wang, TOPSIS Method for Teaching Effect Evaluation of College English with Interval-Valued 
Intuitionistic Fuzzy Information, Hindawi Journal of Mathematics, Volume 2021, Article ID 5517198, 9 pages, 
2021. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/5517198 

GiaSirbiladze, Irina Khutsishvili , Anna Sikharulidze and BezhanGhvaberidze,  Hesitant Fuzzy TOPSIS  based 
Facility Location Selection Problem,  Bulletin of TICMI, Vol. 23, No. 2, 131–141, 2019. 

Hwang, C.L; Yoon, K Multiple Attribute Decision Making: Methods and Applications. A state-of-the-art 
 Survey.Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1981. 
Harish Garg and Kamal Kumar , An extended technique for order preference by similarity to ideal solution group 

decision-making method with linguistic interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy information, J Multi-CritDecis Anal., 
1–11, 2018. DOI: 10.1002/mcda.1654 

Irfan Deli and Yusuf Subas,  A ranking method of single valued neutrosophic numbers and its applications to multi-
attribute decision making problems, Int. J. Mach. Learn. & Cyber, 2015.  

Jibin Lan, Mian Yang, Mingming Hu and Fang Li, Multi – attribute group decision making based on hesitant fuzzy 
sets, topsis method and fuzzy preference relations, Technological and Economic Development of Economy, 
Volume 24 Issue 6: 2295–2317, 2018. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3846/tede.2018.6768 

Ji Chen, ShouzhenZeng and Chonghui Zhang, An OWA Distance-Based, Single-Valued Neutrosophic Linguistic 
TOPSIS Approach for Green Supplier Evaluation and Selection in Low-Carbon Supply Chains, Int. J. Environ. 
Res. Public Health, 15, 1439, 2018; DOI:10.3390/ijerph15071439 

Joshi D, Kumar S, Intuitionistic fuzzy entropy and distance measure based TOPSIS  method for multi-criteria 
decision making, Egyptian Informatics Journal, 2014.  

Juanyong Wu, Ahmed Mostafa Khalil, Nasruddin Hassan, Florentin Smarandache, A. A. Azzam and Hui Yang,.   
similarity Measures and Multi-person TOPSIS Method Using m-polar Single-Valued Neutrosophic Sets,  

https://doi.org/10.1515/jisys-2017-056
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12652-020-01686-9
https://doi.org/10.3846/tede.2018.6768


Proceedings of the 2nd Indian International Conference on Industrial Engineering and Operations Management 
Warangal, Telangana, India, August 16-18, 2022 

© IEOM Society International 

International Journal of Computational Intelligence Systems, Vol. 14(1), pp. 869–885, 2021.    DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.2991/ijcis.d.210203.003 

Juanjuan Geng, Wanhong Ye, and Dongsheng Xu, A Method Based on TOPSIS and Distance Measures for Single-
Valued Neutrosophic Linguistic Sets and Its Application,International Journal of Applied Mathematics, Volume 
51, Issue 3, 2021. 

Jun Ye,  Some weighted aggregation operators of trapezoidal neutrosophic numbers and theirmultiple attribute 
decision makingmethod, Informatica, 2016, Volume 28, Issue 2, pp. 387-402, 2016. 

Ki-Hwan Gabriel Baea, AmanGuptab and Ronald Mau, Comparative analysis of airline financial and operational 
performances: A fuzzy AHP and TOPSIS integrated approach, Decision Science Letters, 10 (2021) 361–374, 
2021. DOI: 10.5267/j.dsl.2021.2.002. 

Moataz Nabil Omar and Aminah Robinson Fayek,  ATopsis-Based Approach for Prioritized Aggregation in 
 MultiCriteria Decision-Making Problems, Journal of Multi Criteria Decision Analysis, 2016. DOI: 

10.1002/mcda.1561 
MohdFaizal Omar, Junidah Abdul Shukor,  Maznah Mat Kassim and KasmaruddinCheHussin, Decision model 

using hierarchical fuzzy TOPSIS: Towards improving decision making in food waste management , Journal of 
Language and Linguistic Studies, 17(3), 1639-1650, 2021. 

Muhammad Saqlain , Muhammad NaveedJafar  and Muhammad Riaz, A New Approach of Neutrosophic 
Soft Set with Generalized Fuzzy TOPSIS in Application of Smart Phone Selection, Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, 

Vol. 32, 2020. 
Muhammad Zulqarnain, Fazal Dayan,  Choose Best Criteria for Decision Making Via Fuzzy Topsis Method, 
 Mathematics and Computer Science. Vol. 2, No. 6, 2017, pp. 113-119, 2017. doi: 10.11648/j.mcs.20170206.14 
Nada a. nabeeh , Florentin smarandache, Mohamed abdel-basset, Haitham a. el-ghareeb , and Ahmed aboelfetouh,,  

An Integrated Neutrosophic-TOPSIS Approach and Its Application to Personnel Selection: A New Trend in 
Brain Processing and Analysis,  Multidisciplinary, IEEE Access, 2019.  DOI: 10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2899841 

Nancy and Harish Garg, A novel divergence measure and its based TOPSIS method for multi criteria decision-
making under single-valued neutrosophic environment, Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems, 36,  101–115, 
2019. DOI:10.3233/JIFS-18040 IOS Press 

NaziyaParveen and Prakash N. Kamble. An extension of TOPSIS for group decision making in intuitionistic fuzzy 
environment, Mathematical Foundations of Computing, American Institute of Mathematical Sciences, Volume 4, 
Number 1, 2021. DOI: 10.3934/mfc.2021002 

NurHannaniBaharin, NurFazlinRashidi and Nor FaradilahMahad, Manager selection using Fuzzy TOPSIS 
 method,  Journal of Physics: Conference Series, IOP Publishing, 2021. DOI: 10.1088/1742-6596/1988/1/012057 
Pranab Biswas, Surapati Pramanik and Bibhas C. Giri. TOPSIS method for multi-attribute group decision-  making 

under single-valued neutrosophic environment, Neural Computing and Application,  DOI: 10.1007/s00521-015-
1891-2, 2015. 

Pranab Biswas, Surapati Pramanik and Bibhas C.Giri., TOPSIS Strategy for Multi-Attribute Decision 
 Making with Trapezoidal Neutrosophic Numbers, Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 19, 2018 
Paulraj S., and Tamilarasi G., Generalized ordered weighted harmonic averaging operator with trapezoidal 

neutrosophic numbers for solving MADM problems, Journal of Ambient Intelligence and Humanized 
Computing, Springer, Vol. 13, No. 8, pp. 4089-4102, 2022.DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12652-021-03509-x  

Rana Muhammad Zulqarnain, Muhammad Saeed, Bagh Ali, SohaibAbdal, Muhammad Saqlain, Muhammad Irfan 
Ahamad and Zeeshan Zafar. Generalized Fuzzy TOPSIS to Solve Multi-Criteria Decision-Making Problems, 
Journal of New Theory, 32, 40-50, 2020. 

Rana Muhammad Zulqarnain, Xiao Long Xin, Muhammad Saqlain, Florentin Smarandache and Muhammad Irfan 
Ahamad, An integrated model of Neutrosophic TOPSIS with application in Multi-Criteria Decision-Making 
Problem, Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 40., 2020. 

Raj Mishra A., Rani P., and Jain D., Information measures based TOPSIS method for multicriteria decision making 
problem in intuitionistic fuzzy environment, Iranian Journal of Fuzzy Systems, Vol. 14, No. 6, pp. 41-63, 2017. 

Sahin Rıdvan, Aslan Fuat and Küçük Gökçe Dilek,  A single‐valued neutrosophic multicriteria group decision 
approach with DPL‐TOPSIS method based on optimization, International Journal Intelligent Systems, 1–28, 
2021. DOI: 10.1002/int.22418 

Salih Berkan Aydemir and Sevcan Yilmaz Gundu,  Fermatean fuzzy TOPSIS method with dombi aggregation 
operators and its application in multi-criteria decision making, Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy System, 2020,  
DOI:10.3233/JIFS-191763 IOS Press. 

https://doi.org/10.2991/ijcis.d.210203.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12652-021-03509-x


Proceedings of the 2nd Indian International Conference on Industrial Engineering and Operations Management 
Warangal, Telangana, India, August 16-18, 2022 

© IEOM Society International 

Shouzhen Zeng, Dandan Luo, Chonghui Zhang, Xingsen Li, A correlation-based TOPSIS method for multiple 
attribute decision making with single-valued neutrosophic information, International Journal of Information 
Technology & Decision Making, 2018. DOI: 10.1142/S0219622019500512 

Shouzhen Zeng and Yao Xiao,  A method based on TOPSIS and distance measures for hesitant fuzzy multiple 
attribute decision making, Technological and Economic Development of Economy, ISSN 2029-4913 / EISSN 
2029-4921 2018 Volume 24 Issue 3: 969–983, 2018..  DOI: https://doi.org/10.3846/20294913.2016.1216472 

SarwarSindhuI M., Tabasam Rashid and Agha Kashif, Modeling of linear programming and extended TOPSIS in 
decision making problem under the framework of picture fuzzy sets. PLOS ONE 14(8), 2019: e0220957. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal. pone.0220957 

Surapati Pramanik, Partha PratimDey and Bibhas C. Giri,  TOPSIS for Single Valued Neutrosophic Soft Expert Set 
Based Multi-attribute Decision Making Problems, Neutrosophic Sets and Systems, Vol. 10, 2015. 

Surapati Pramanik and Rama Mallick,  TODIM strategy for multi-attribute group decision making in trapezoidal 
neutrosophic number environment, Complex & Intelligent Systems (2019) 5:379–389, 2019. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40747-019-0110-7 

Thiagarasu V. and  Dharmarajan R., An Intuitionistic Fuzzy Topsis DSS Model with Weight Determining 
 Methods, International Journal Of Engineering And Computer Science, Volume 6 Issue 2, 2017.. DOI: 

10.18535/ijecs/v6i2.34 
Ummusalma B. and Selvakumari K., TOPSIS method for decision making problem by accuracy function of 

triangular intuitionistic fuzzy number, International Journal of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Volume 114 No. 
6 2017, 161 – 168, 2017. 

Wang Yinghui and Li Wenlu, The Application of Intuitionistic Fuzzy Set TOPSIS Method in Employee 
Performance Appraisal,  International Journal of u- and e- Service, Science and Technology Vol.8, No.3 2015, 
pp.329-344. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.14257/ijunesst.2015.8.3.32 

Yefu Zheng, Jun Xu and Hongzhang Chen, TOPSIS-based entropy measure for intuitionistic trapezoidal fuzzy sets 
and application to multi-attribute decision making, Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering, 17(5): 5604–
5617, 2020. DOI: 10.3934/mbe.2020301. 

Zadeh, L.A., Fuzzy sets. Information and Control, 8, 338-353. 1965.  
Zhong, F. Y., & Deng, Y. Q. Audit Risk Evaluation Method Based on TOPSIS and Choquet Fuzzy  

Integral.American Journal of Industrial and Business Management, 10, 815-823, 2020..  
 

Biographies 
G. Tamilarasi received her M. Phil. in Mathematics from Anna University, College of Engineering Guindy 
Campus, Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India. She is undergoing her doctorate degree from the Anna University. Her 
research interests include Neutrosophic Multi Attribute Decision Making, Neutrosophic Set Theory and Fuzzy Set 
Theory. 
 
Dr. S. Paulraj received his M. Phil. and Ph. D. in Operations Research from Anna University, College of 
Engineering Guindy Campus, Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India. He is currently working as Professor of Mathematics in 
Anna University. His research interests include Neutrosophic Multi Attribute Decision Making, Linear 
Programming, Fuzzy Set Theory and Neutrosophic Set Theory. 
 

https://doi.org/10.3846/20294913.2016.1216472
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.%20pone.0220957
http://dx.doi.org/10.14257/ijunesst.2015.8.3.32

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries



