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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Graph Theory and Its Applications

Graph theory is a fundamental branch of mathematics concerned with networks composed of vertices,
or nodes, and edges, or connections. It provides a rigorous framework for analyzing structural prop-
erties, connectivity patterns, paths, and interactions within such networks [1]. Owing to its broad
applicability, graph theory has been extensively studied in numerous theoretical and practical do-
mains, including real-world network analysis [2], graph neural networks [3, 4], Bayesian networks [5],
bioinformatics [6, 7], protein-structure analysis [8, 9], circuit design [10], chemical graph theory [11],
and graph databases [12, 13]. Major research directions also include the classification and structural
analysis of graph families [14] and the development of efficient graph algorithms [15]. Extensions of
classical graphs are also known, including HyperGraphs [16, 17], SuperHyperGraphs [18, 19], Multi-
Graphs [20,21], and Digraphs.

1.2 Soft Set Theory

Classical set theory is based on exact membership and therefore does not always provide a suffi-
ciently flexible framework for situations involving ambiguity, incomplete information, uncertainty, or
vagueness. To address these limitations, numerous generalized set-theoretic frameworks have been
developed, including fuzzy sets [22, 23], hyperfuzzy sets [24–26], neutrosophic sets [27, 28], double-
valued neutrosophic sets [29–31], plithogenic sets [18,32,33], uncertain sets [34–36], rough sets [37,38],
and soft sets [39].

Let U be a universe and let E be a set of parameters. A soft set over U is a pair (F,E), where

F : E −→ P(U).

Thus, each parameter e ∈ E is associated with a subset F (e) ⊆ U . Rather than assigning a single fixed
classification to the elements of U , a soft set describes them through parameter-dependent subsets.
This flexible parameterization has been applied in areas such as decision analysis, data processing,
and knowledge representation; see, for example, [39,40]. The adaptability of soft-set theory has led to
the introduction of numerous extensions. An IndetermSoft set, for example, permits indeterminacy in
the parameters, the associated approximating subsets, the correspondence between them, or several
of these components simultaneously [41, 42]. Other developments include HyperSoft sets [43, 44],
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Chapter 1. Introduction

TreeSoft sets [45–48], bipolar soft sets [49, 50], and SuperHyperSoft sets [51–53]. Surveys of soft-set
theory are also available in the literature, including the work cited in [54].

Soft-set concepts have further been incorporated into graph-based frameworks, including Soft Graphs
[55, 56] and Soft HyperGraphs [57]. Soft Graphs assign each parameter a subgraph of an ambient
graph, enabling parameter-dependent representation of uncertain vertices, edges, relationships, and
structural configurations within complex networks.

1.3 Rough Sets and Rough Graphs

A rough set represents an imprecisely specified concept through lower and upper approximations
induced by an indiscernibility relation [58, 59]. The lower approximation contains elements that
certainly belong to the target set, whereas the upper approximation contains elements that possibly
belong to it. Their difference forms the boundary region, which captures the uncertainty inherent
in the available information. Several extensions of Rough Sets are known, including Game-Theoretic
Rough Sets [60], Probabilistic Rough Sets [61,62], and Variable Precision Rough Sets [63–65].

A rough graph extends this approximation-based framework to graph structures [66–68]. Rough
approximations may be applied to vertices, edges, or subgraphs, thereby distinguishing structural
components that are certainly present, possibly present, or contained in a boundary region under a
prescribed indiscernibility relation.

1.4 Our Contributions

Soft Graphs, Rough Graphs, and their numerous extensions have been studied extensively. However,
relatively few works provide a unified survey of these graph-theoretic frameworks and their relation-
ships. This book addresses this gap by presenting an organized introduction to Soft Graphs, Rough
Graphs, and several of their principal extensions. The aim is to clarify their underlying mathematical
structures, compare their modeling capabilities, and provide a useful reference for further theoretical
and applied research.
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Chapter 2

Preliminaries

In this chapter, we briefly review the basic definitions, terminology, and notation used throughout
this book.

2.1 Soft Set

A Soft Set provides a simplified approach to parameterized decision modeling by mapping attributes,
or parameters, to subsets of a universal set, thereby addressing uncertainty in a straightforward
manner [39,40,69].
Definition 2.1.1 (Soft Set). [39, 40] Let U be a universal set and A be a set of attributes. A soft
set over U is a pair (F , S), where S ⊆ A and F : S → P(U). Here, P(U) denotes the power set of U .
Mathematically, a soft set is represented as:

(F , S) = {(α,F(α)) | α ∈ S,F(α) ∈ P(U)}.

Each α ∈ S is called a parameter, and F(α) is the set of elements in U associated with α.
Example 2.1.2 (Soft Set for Laptop Selection). Let

U = {`1, `2, `3, `4, `5}

be a set of laptops, and let
A = {a1, a2, a3, a4}

be an attribute set, where

a1 = affordable, a2 = lightweight, a3 = long battery life, a4 = high performance.

Choose
S = {a1, a2, a3} ⊆ A

and define
F : S −→ P(U)

by
F(a1) = {`1, `2, `5},
F(a2) = {`2, `3, `4},

and
F(a3) = {`1, `3, `4}.

Therefore,

(F , S) =


(a1, {`1, `2, `5}),
(a2, {`2, `3, `4}),
(a3, {`1, `3, `4})


is a soft set over U .

7



Chapter 2. Preliminaries

a1: affordable

a2: lightweight

a3: long battery life

`1

`2

`3

`4

`5

Parameters S

Universe U

Figure 2.1: A soft set in which each parameter is associated with a subset of laptops.

2.2 Rough Set

A rough set approximates a subset using lower and upper bounds determined by equivalence classes,
thereby capturing both certainty and uncertainty in membership [58,70,71].
Definition 2.2.1 (Rough Set Approximation). [59] Let X be a nonempty universe of discourse, and
let R ⊆ X×X be an equivalence relation (also called an indiscernibility relation) on X. The relation
R partitions X into disjoint equivalence classes, denoted by [x]R for each x ∈ X, where

[x]R = {y ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ R}.

For any subset U ⊆ X, the lower approximation U and the upper approximation U are defined by:

1. Lower Approximation:
U = {x ∈ X | [x]R ⊆ U}.

This set contains all elements whose entire equivalence class is contained within U ; these ele-
ments definitely belong to U .

2. Upper Approximation:
U = {x ∈ X | [x]R ∩ U 6= ∅}.

This set contains all elements whose equivalence class has a nonempty intersection with U ; these
elements possibly belong to U .

Thus, the pair (U,U) forms the rough set representation of U , satisfying

U ⊆ U ⊆ U.

Example 2.2.2 (Rough Approximation of a Student Group). Let

X = {x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6, x7, x8}

be a set of students. Suppose that R classifies students according to indistinguishable performance
levels, with equivalence classes

C1 = {x1, x2}, C2 = {x3, x4, x5}, C3 = {x6, x7}, C4 = {x8}.

Consider the target set
U = {x1, x2, x3, x6, x7}.

Since C1 and C3 are entirely contained in U , while C2 only intersects U , we obtain

U = C1 ∪ C3 = {x1, x2, x6, x7},

and
U = C1 ∪ C2 ∪ C3 = {x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6, x7}.

Thus, the boundary region is
U \ U = {x3, x4, x5}.

8
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x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8

Target set U

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8

Lower approximation U

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8

Upper approximation U

Figure 2.2: The target set and its lower and upper rough approximations. Shaded elements belong
to the displayed set, and dashed boxes represent the equivalence classes of R.

2.3 Uncertain Set

An Uncertain Set assigns to each element a degree taken from a prescribed uncertainty model, thereby
providing a common framework that includes fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy, neutrosophic, and plithogenic
settings [72].

Definition 2.3.1 (Uncertain Model). [72] Let U denote the class of all uncertain models. Each
M ∈ U is determined by the following data:

• a nonempty set Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k of admissible degree tuples, for some fixed integer k ≥ 1;

• a collection of model-dependent algebraic or geometric constraints imposed on elements of
Dom(M) (for example, µ + ν ≤ 1 in the intuitionistic fuzzy setting, or 0 ≤ T + I + F ≤ 3 in
the neutrosophic setting).

Typical examples are as follows:

• Fuzzy model: Dom(M) = [0, 1];

• Intuitionistic fuzzy model:

Dom(M) = {(µ, ν) ∈ [0, 1]2 : µ+ ν ≤ 1};

• Neutrosophic model:

Dom(M) = {(T, I, F ) ∈ [0, 1]3 : 0 ≤ T + I + F ≤ 3};

• Plithogenic model, together with many further extensions.

Definition 2.3.2 (Uncertain Set (U-Set)). [72] Let X be a nonempty universe, and let M be a
fixed uncertain model with degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k. An Uncertain Set of type M (briefly, a
U-Set) on X is a pair

U = (X,µM ),

where
µM : X −→ Dom(M)

is called the uncertainty-degree function (or membership map) of U .

For each x ∈ X, the value µM (x) ∈ Dom(M) records the degree, or collection of degrees, with which
x belongs to the uncertain set under the model M .

9
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Remark 2.3.3. Several familiar structures appear as special cases:

• If M is the fuzzy model with Dom(M) = [0, 1], then µM : X → [0, 1] is an ordinary fuzzy
membership function, and U is a fuzzy set.

• If M is a neutrosophic model, then µM (x) = (T (x), I(x), F (x)), and U becomes a neutrosophic
set.

• Other choices of M recover intuitionistic fuzzy sets, picture fuzzy sets, plithogenic sets, and
many related models.

As indicated above, this framework admits many different specializations. For reference, Table 2.1
lists representative families of uncertainty sets (U-Sets), organized according to the dimension k of
the degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k (cf. [36]).

Table 2.1: A catalogue of uncertainty-set families (U-Sets) organized by the dimension k of the degree-
domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k [36].

k note Representative U-Set model(s) whose degree-domain is a subset of [0, 1]k
1 Fuzzy Set [22,73]; N-Fuzzy Set [74–76]; Shadowed Set [77–79]
2 Intuitionistic Fuzzy Set [80, 81]; Interval-Valued Fuzzy Set [82, 83]; Pythagorean

Fuzzy Set [84, 85]; Fermatean Fuzzy Set [86, 87]; q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Set
[88,89], Vague Set [90,91]; Bipolar Fuzzy Set (two-component description) [92,93];
Variable Fuzzy Set [94–96]; Paraconsistent Fuzzy Set [97,98]; Bifuzzy Set [99,100]

3 Single-Valued Neutrosophic Set [28, 101]; Picture Fuzzy Set [102, 103]; Cubic Set
[104,105]; Spherical Fuzzy Set [106,107]; T-Spherical Fuzzy Set [108,109]; Tripolar
Fuzzy Set (three-component formalisms) [110–113]; Neutrosophic Vague Set [114,
115]

4 Quadripartitioned Neutrosophic Set [116,117]; Interval-Valued Intuitionistic Fuzzy
Set [118,119]; Interval-Valued Pythagorean Fuzzy Set [120,121]; Linear Diophan-
tine Fuzzy Set [122, 123]; Double-Valued Neutrosophic Set [29, 31, 124]; Dual
Hesitant Fuzzy Set [125, 126]; Ambiguous Set [127–129]; Turiyam Neutrosophic
Set [130–133]

5 Pentapartitioned Neutrosophic Set [134–136]; Triple-Valued Neutrosophic Set [30,
137,138]

6 Hexapartitioned Neutrosophic Set; Quadruple-Valued Neutrosophic Set [30, 139]
Interval-Valued Neutrosophic Set [140,141];

7 Heptapartitioned Neutrosophic Set [142,143]; Quintuple-Valued Neutrosophic Set
[30,144,145]

8 Octapartitioned Neutrosophic Set [146,147]
9 Nonapartitioned Neutrosophic Set [146,147] ; Neutrosophic Cubic Set [148,149]
n (n ≥ 1) Multi-valued (Fuzzy) Sets [150]; MultiFuzzy Set [151]; n-Refined Fuzzy Set [152,

153]
2n (n ≥ 1) n-Refined Intuitionistic Fuzzy Set [153]; Multi-Intuitionistic Fuzzy Set [151]
3n (n ≥ 1) n-Refined Neutrosophic Set [153,154]; Multi-Neutrosophic Set [151,155]

Reading guide. Within the U-Set framework [72], each model M is determined by a degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k

together with a membership map µM : X → Dom(M). Accordingly, the table groups representative families by the
ambient dimension k, that is, by the number of numerical components assigned to each element.
(a) A common viewpoint in the literature is that neutrosophic sets form a broad umbrella encompassing several earlier
multi-component fuzzy models and their generalizations; see [156].
(b) Ambiguous sets are often described as subclasses of certain four-component neutrosophic families; see [116,117,129].
(c) Turiyam neutrosophic sets are reported as subclasses of quadripartitioned neutrosophic sets; see [157].

We now introduce the corresponding notion of an Uncertain Graph.

Definition 2.3.4 (Uncertain Graph). Let G = (V,E) be a finite undirected loopless graph, and let
M be an uncertain model with degree-domain Dom(M). An Uncertain Graph of type M is a triple

GM = (V,E, µM ),

10
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where
µM : V ∪ E −→ Dom(M)

assigns to every vertex v ∈ V and every edge e ∈ E an uncertainty degree µM (v) or µM (e) belonging
to Dom(M).

If desired, one may additionally impose model-dependent consistency conditions relating vertex and
edge degrees. For example, in fuzzy or intuitionistic fuzzy settings, the degree of an edge e = {u, v}
is often bounded in terms of the degrees of its incident vertices. However, such conditions depend on
the particular model M and are therefore not built into this general definition.

Remark 2.3.5. Well-known graph models are recovered by choosing M appropriately:

• fuzzy graphs arise when M is the fuzzy model and µM : V ∪ E → [0, 1];

• intuitionistic fuzzy graphs, neutrosophic graphs, plithogenic graphs, and related models are
obtained from the corresponding choices of M .

For reference, Table 2.2 presents a catalogue of uncertainty-graph families (Uncertain Graphs), again
classified by the dimension k of the degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

Table 2.2: A catalogue of uncertainty-graph families (Uncertain Graphs) organized by the dimension
k of the degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

k Representative uncertainty-graph type(s) GM = (V,E, µM ) with µM : V ∪E → Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k

1 Fuzzy graph [23,73]; N -graph; shadowed-graph variants
2 Intuitionistic fuzzy graph [158]; vague graph [159]; bipolar fuzzy graph [160]; intuitionistic evi-

dence graph; variable fuzzy graph; paraconsistent fuzzy graph; bifuzzy graph [161,162]
3 Neutrosophic graph [163–165](a); hesitant fuzzy graph [166]; tripolar fuzzy graph [167,168]; three-

way fuzzy graph; picture fuzzy graph [169, 170]; spherical fuzzy graph [106, 171]; inconsistent
intuitionistic fuzzy graph; ternary fuzzy / neutrosophic-fuzzy graph; neutrosophic vague graph

4 Quadripartitioned neutrosophic graph [172, 173]; double-valued neutrosophic graph [31]; dual
hesitant fuzzy graph [174–176]; ambiguous graph (b); local-neutrosophic graph; support-
neutrosophic graph; turiyam neutrosophic graph [177](c)

5 Pentapartitioned neutrosophic graph [178]; triple-valued neutrosophic graph [179]
6 Hexapartitioned neutrosophic graph; quadruple-valued neutrosophic graph
7 Heptapartitioned neutrosophic graph [180]; quintuple-valued neutrosophic graph
8 Octapartitioned neutrosophic graph
9 Nonapartitioned neutrosophic graph
n n-refined fuzzy graph; multi-valued (fuzzy) graphs; multi-fuzzy graphs [181]
2n n-refined intuitionistic fuzzy graph; multi-intuitionistic fuzzy graphs
3n n-refined neutrosophic graph; multi-neutrosophic graphs

(a) Neutrosophic graph models are often regarded as broad frameworks that can specialize to many degree-based graph
formalisms under suitable additional constraints.
(b) Ambiguous graph models are commonly described as subclasses of certain quadripartitioned, and in some cases also
double-valued, neutrosophic graph models.
(c) Turiyam neutrosophic graphs are reported as subclasses of certain quadripartitioned neutrosophic graph models.

2.4 Graph, HyperGraph, and SuperHyperGraph

We begin with the set-theoretic operations underlying SuperHyperGraphs and then recall the relevant
graph-theoretic definitions. A hypergraph is a natural generalization of an ordinary graph in which
an edge, usually called a hyperedge, may join any number of vertices rather than only two. We begin
with the standard definition [182–186].

11
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Definition 2.4.1 (Hypergraph). [184] A hypergraph is a pair

H = (V (H), E(H)),

where V (H) is a nonempty set of vertices and E(H) is a family of subsets of V (H), called the
hyperedges of H. In this book, all hypergraphs are assumed to be finite.

Example 2.4.2 (A Collaboration Hypergraph). Consider five researchers represented by

V (H) = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}.

Suppose that three research teams are formed:

e1 = {v1, v2, v3}, e2 = {v3, v4}, e3 = {v2, v4, v5}.

Then
H = (V (H), E(H)), E(H) = {e1, e2, e3},

is a hypergraph. In particular, e1 and e3 represent multiway relationships involving three researchers.

v1 v2 v3

v4v5

e1

e2

e3

Figure 2.3: A hypergraph representing three overlapping research teams.

Hypergraphs are useful for modeling higher-order relationships in many areas, including computer
science and biology [187, 188]. They are also actively studied in database theory [189, 190] and in
hypergraph neural networks [191,192].

A SuperHyperGraph is a higher-order structure whose supervertices belong to an iterated powerset of
a base set, and whose superhyperedges are nonempty subsets thereof [18,193,194]. Moreover, related
concepts such as Recursive SuperHyperGraphs [195–199], Meta-SuperHyperGraphs [182, 200], and
Hierarchical SuperHyperGraphs [196, 200, 201] are also known. Their definitions and related notions
are given below.

Definition 2.4.3 (Base set). A base set S is the underlying universe of admissible objects in the
setting under consideration, i.e.,

S = {x | x is an admissible object in the given context }.

Accordingly, every element of P(S)—and, more generally, of any iterated powerset—is ultimately
formed from elements of S.

Definition 2.4.4 (Powerset). (see [202]) For a set S, its powerset is the family of all subsets of S:

P(S) = {A | A ⊆ S }.

In particular, ∅ ∈ P(S) and S ∈ P(S).

Definition 2.4.5 (Hypergraph). [184,203] A hypergraph is an ordered pair H = (V,E) where

12
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• V is a finite set of vertices, and

• E is a finite family of nonempty subsets of V , called hyperedges.

Thus a hyperedge may contain more than two vertices, allowing one to model genuinely multiway
relations.

Definition 2.4.6 (n-fold iterated powerset). [204,205] Let X be a set. Define P1(X) := P(X) and,
for n ≥ 1, set recursively

P n+1(X) := P
(
P n(X)

)
.

When excluding the empty set, we write

P n
∗ (X) := P n(X) \ {∅}.

Definition 2.4.7 (n-SuperHyperGraph). (see [18, 206]) Let V0 be a finite, nonempty base set, and
define the iterated powersets by

P0(V0) := V0, P k+1(V0) := P
(
P k(V0)

)
(k ∈ N ∪ {0}).

For n ≥ 0, an n-SuperHyperGraph on V0 is a pair

SHG(n) = (V,E)

satisfying
V ⊆ P n(V0) and E ⊆ P(V ) \ {∅}.

Elements of V are called n-supervertices, and elements of E are called superhyperedges; equivalently,
each superhyperedge is a nonempty subset of the supervertex set V .

Example 2.4.8 (A 1-SuperHyperGraph: Interdisciplinary Research Teams). Let

V0 = {a, b, c, d, e, f}

be a set of six researchers. Define three research teams by

S1 := {a, b}, S2 := {c, d}, S3 := {e, f}.

Since S1, S2, S3 ∈ P(V0), the set
V := {S1, S2, S3}

satisfies
V ⊆ P(V0) = P 1(V0).

Define the superhyperedges

e1 := {S1, S2}, e2 := {S2, S3}, e3 := {S1, S2, S3},

and put
E := {e1, e2, e3}.

Then
SHG(1) = (V,E)

is a 1-SuperHyperGraph on V0.

Here, e1 represents collaboration between the first two research teams, e2 represents collaboration
between the second and third teams, and e3 represents a joint project involving all three teams.

13
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e1 e2

e3

S1 = {a, b}

S2 = {c, d}

S3 = {e, f}

Figure 2.4: A 1-SuperHyperGraph whose supervertices are research teams.

Example 2.4.9 (A 2-SuperHyperGraph: Coordinated Organizational Divisions). Let

V0 = {a, b, c, d, e, f}

be a set of employees. Consider the following first-level groups:

A1 := {a, b}, A2 := {c},

B1 := {d, e}, B2 := {f},

and
C1 := {b, e}, C2 := {a, f}.

Define three second-level organizational divisions by

T1 := {A1, A2} =
{
{a, b}, {c}

}
,

T2 := {B1, B2} =
{
{d, e}, {f}

}
,

and
T3 := {C1, C2} =

{
{b, e}, {a, f}

}
.

Each Ti is a set of subsets of V0; hence,

Ti ∈ P
(
P(V0)

)
= P 2(V0).

Therefore,
V := {T1, T2, T3} ⊆ P 2(V0).

Define
f1 := {T1, T2}, f2 := {T2, T3}, f3 := {T1, T2, T3},

and let
E := {f1, f2, f3}.

Then
SHG(2) = (V,E)

is a 2-SuperHyperGraph on V0.

The superhyperedge f1 represents coordination between the first and second divisions, f2 represents
coordination between the second and third divisions, and f3 represents an organization-wide initiative
involving all three divisions.

14



Chapter 2. Preliminaries

f1 f2

{a, b}

{c}

T1

{d, e}

{f}

T2

{b, e}

{a, f}

T3

f3

Figure 2.5: A 2-SuperHyperGraph whose supervertices are collections of employee groups.
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Soft Graph Series

This chapter examines Soft Graphs and their various extensions.

Soft Graph extensions = uncertainty extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
fuzzy, intuitionistic fuzzy,

neutrosophic, bipolar, rough, picture fuzzy

∪ structural extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
digraph, hypergraph,

directed hypergraph, superhypergraph

∪ parameter extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
hypersoft, multi-attribute,

expert and multilevel models

.

3.1 Soft Graph

A soft graph assigns each parameter a subgraph, enabling parameter-dependent representation of
uncertain vertices, edges, and relationships within complex networks and decision-making systems
effectively and systematically [207,208].

Definition 3.1.1 (Soft Graph). Let
G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and define

Sub(G∗) =

{
(W,F ) :W ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩

(
W

2

)}
.

Let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set. A mapping

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

is called a soft graph over G∗.

Equivalently, if
Φ(a) =

(
Va, Ea

)
(a ∈ A),

then
Va ⊆ V, Ea ⊆ E ∩

(
Va
2

)
,

so that Φ(a) is a subgraph of G∗ for every a ∈ A.
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Example 3.1.2 (Soft Graph for Research-Team Selection). Let

G∗ = (V,E), V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5},

where the vertices represent researchers, and let

E =
{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}, {v3, v5}, {v4, v5}

}
.

Consider the parameter set
A = {ath, acomp},

where ath denotes theoretical expertise and acomp denotes computational expertise. Define

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

by
Φ(ath) =

(
{v1, v2, v3},

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}

})
and

Φ(acomp) =
(
{v2, v3, v4, v5},

{
{v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}, {v3, v5}, {v4, v5}

})
.

Each image of Φ is a subgraph of G∗; therefore, Φ defines a soft graph over G∗.

v1

v2

v3

v4v5

Ambient graph G∗

v1

v2

v3

Φ(ath)

v2 v3

v4v5

Φ(acomp)

Figure 3.1: An ambient research-collaboration graph and its two parameter-dependent soft-graph
slices.

3.2 HyperSoft Graph

A HyperSoft Graph assigns each tuple of attribute values a subgraph, enabling parameterized repre-
sentation of uncertain relationships governed by multiple disjoint attribute sets simultaneously and
systematically [209–212]. Related concepts, such as Hypersoft Hypergraphs, are also known [213].

Definition 3.2.1 (HyperSoft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let
A1, A2, . . . , Am

be nonempty attribute-value domains. Define the hypersoft parameter space by

CH = A1 ×A2 × · · · ×Am.

A mapping
ΦH : CH −→ Sub(G∗)

is called a HyperSoft graph over G∗.
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Thus, for each attribute-value tuple

γ = (a1, a2, . . . , am) ∈ CH,

the value
ΦH(γ) =

(
Vγ , Eγ

)
is a subgraph of G∗, where

Vγ ⊆ V, Eγ ⊆ E ∩
(
Vγ
2

)
.

Example 3.2.2 (HyperSoft Graph for Supplier Selection). Consider a company that evaluates five
candidate suppliers,

V = {s1, s2, s3, s4, s5}.

Two suppliers are joined whenever they can participate in the same logistical collaboration. Let the
underlying graph be

G∗ = (V,E),

where
E =

{
{s1, s2}, {s1, s3}, {s2, s3}, {s2, s4},
{s3, s4}, {s3, s5}, {s4, s5}

}
.

Suppose that suppliers are assessed according to two attributes: cost level and reliability level. Define

A1 = {low,medium}, A2 = {high,moderate}.

Hence, the hypersoft parameter space is

CH = A1 ×A2 =

{
(low,high), (low,moderate),
(medium,high), (medium,moderate)

}
.

Define
ΦH : CH −→ Sub(G∗)

by
ΦH(low,high) =

(
{s1, s2, s3}, {{s1, s2}, {s1, s3}, {s2, s3}}

)
,

ΦH(low,moderate) =
(
{s1, s3, s5}, {{s1, s3}, {s3, s5}}

)
,

ΦH(medium,high) =
(
{s2, s3, s4}, {{s2, s3}, {s2, s4}, {s3, s4}}

)
,

and
ΦH(medium,moderate) =

(
{s3, s4, s5}, {{s3, s4}, {s3, s5}, {s4, s5}}

)
.

Each value of ΦH is a subgraph of G∗. Therefore, ΦH defines a HyperSoft Graph over G∗. For
example,

ΦH(low,high)

represents the compatible supplier network consisting of suppliers having low cost and high reliability.
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Underlying supplier graph G∗

s1

s2

s3

s4

s5

ΦH(low, high)

s1 s2

s3

ΦH(low,moderate)

s1

s3

s5

ΦH(medium, high)

s2

s3

s4

ΦH(medium,moderate)

s3

s4

s5

Figure 3.2: A HyperSoft Graph for supplier selection under cost and reliability attributes.

3.3 SuperHyperSoft Graph

A SuperHyperSoft Graph assigns each tuple of attribute-value subsets a subgraph, enabling flexible
parameterized representation of uncertain relational structures under grouped multiattribute infor-
mation and constraints [214].

Definition 3.3.1 (SuperHyperSoft Graph). [214] Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let
A1, A2, . . . , Am

be nonempty pairwise-disjoint attribute-value domains. Define the SuperHyperSoft parameter space
by

CSH = P(A1)× P(A2)× · · · × P(Am).

A mapping
ΦSH : CSH −→ Sub(G∗)

is called a SuperHyperSoft graph over G∗.

Thus, for every tuple
α = (α1, α2, . . . , αm) ∈ CSH, αi ⊆ Ai,

the value
ΦSH(α) =

(
Vα, Eα

)
is a subgraph of G∗, where

Vα ⊆ V, Eα ⊆ E ∩
(
Vα
2

)
.
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3.4 Soft HyperGraph

A soft HyperGraph assigns each parameter a subhypergraph, enabling parameterized representation of
uncertain multiway relationships among vertices through parameter-dependent vertex and hyperedge
families in systems [215].

Definition 3.4.1 (Soft HyperGraph). Let

H = (V,E)

be a hypergraph, where
E ⊆ P(V ) \ {∅},

and let C 6= ∅ be a set of parameters.

A soft HyperGraph over H is a quadruple

Hsoft = (H, C,A,B),

where
A : C −→ P(V ), B : C −→ P(E),

such that, for every c ∈ C,
B(c) ⊆ {e ∈ E : e ⊆ A(c)}.

For each c ∈ C, the hypergraph
H[c] =

(
A(c), B(c)

)
is called the parameter slice or soft subhypergraph at c.

Example 3.4.2 (Soft HyperGraph for Hospital Emergency Coordination). Consider the set of hos-
pital departments

V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6},

where
v1 = Emergency Department, v2 = Intensive Care Unit,
v3 = Laboratory, v4 = Pharmacy,
v5 = Information Technology, v6 = Security.

Let
E = {e1, e2, e3, e4},

with
e1 = {v1, v2, v3}, e2 = {v1, v4},

e3 = {v5, v6}, e4 = {v2, v4, v5}.

Thus,
H = (V,E)

is a hypergraph representing coordination groups among hospital departments.

Let
C = {cmed, ccyb},

where cmed denotes a medical emergency and ccyb denotes a cybersecurity emergency. Define

A(cmed) = {v1, v2, v3, v4}, B(cmed) = {e1, e2},
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and
A(ccyb) = {v2, v4, v5, v6}, B(ccyb) = {e3, e4}.

Since
e1, e2 ⊆ A(cmed)

and
e3, e4 ⊆ A(ccyb),

we have
B(c) ⊆ {e ∈ E : e ⊆ A(c)} for every c ∈ C.

Therefore,
Hsoft = (H, C,A,B)

is a soft HyperGraph.

Its two parameter slices are
H[cmed] = ({v1, v2, v3, v4}, {e1, e2})

and
H[ccyb] = ({v2, v4, v5, v6}, {e3, e4}) .

v1

v2

v3

v4

e1

e2

H[cmed]
Medical emergency

v2

v4

v5

v6

e3

e4

H[ccyb]
Cybersecurity emergency

first hyperedge type second hyperedge type

Figure 3.3: Two parameter slices of a soft HyperGraph for hospital emergency coordination. The
medical-emergency slice activates e1 and e2, whereas the cybersecurity-emergency slice activates e3
and e4.

The example illustrates how the same ambient hospital hypergraph can produce different subhyper-
graphs according to the emergency parameter.

3.5 Soft SuperHyperGraph

A soft SuperHyperGraph assigns each parameter a sub-SuperHyperGraph, enabling parameterized
modeling of uncertain higher-order relations among supervertices and superedges within complex
hierarchical networks and systems [216].

Definition 3.5.1 (Soft n-SuperHyperGraph). Let V0 be a nonempty finite base set, let n ≥ 1, and
let

G = (V, E)

be an n-SuperHyperGraph satisfying

V ⊆ P〈n〉(V0), E ⊆ P(V) \ {∅}.
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Let C 6= ∅ be a set of parameters.

A soft n-SuperHyperGraph over G is a quadruple

Gsoft = (G, C,A,B),

where
A : C −→ P(V), B : C −→ P(E),

such that, for every c ∈ C,
B(c) ⊆ {e ∈ E : e ⊆ A(c)}.

For each c ∈ C, the n-SuperHyperGraph

G[c] =
(
A(c), B(c)

)
is called the parameter slice or soft sub-n-SuperHyperGraph at c. A soft n-SuperHyperGraph is also
called a soft SuperHyperGraph when the level n is understood.

Example 3.5.2 (Soft 2-SuperHyperGraph for Project Organization). Let n = 2 and let

V0 = {a, b, c, d, e, f}

be a set of project members. Define the first-level supervertices

S1 = {a, b}, S2 = {c, d}, S3 = {e, f}, S4 = {b, c},

and the second-level supervertices

T1 = {S1, S2}, T2 = {S2, S3}, T3 = {S1, S4}.

Thus,
V = {S1, S2, S3, S4, T1, T2, T3} ⊆ P〈2〉(V0).

Let
E = {e1, e2, e3, e4},

where
e1 = {S1, S2, T1},
e2 = {S2, S3, T2},
e3 = {S1, S4, T3},
e4 = {S1, S2, S4}.

Then
G = (V, E)

is a 2-SuperHyperGraph.

Consider the parameter set
C = {cdev, cops},

where cdev denotes development activities and cops denotes operational activities. Define

A(cdev) = {S1, S2, S4, T1, T3},

B(cdev) = {e1, e3, e4},

and
A(cops) = {S2, S3, T2}, B(cops) = {e2}.
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Since
e ⊆ A(c) for every e ∈ B(c)

and every c ∈ C, the structure
Gsoft = (G, C,A,B)

is a soft 2-SuperHyperGraph. Its parameter slices are

G[cdev] =
(
{S1, S2, S4, T1, T3}, {e1, e3, e4}

)
and

G[cops] =
(
{S2, S3, T2}, {e2}

)
.

3.6 Recursive Soft SuperHyperGraph

A Recursive SuperHyperGraph organizes nested supervertices and superedges across multiple lev-
els, preserving recursive containment and representing hierarchical higher-order relational struc-
tures [195, 217]. A Recursive Soft SuperHyperGraph assigns each parameter a recursively closed
sub-SuperHyperGraph, preserving nested supervertices, superedges, and levelwise hierarchical struc-
ture consistently.

Definition 3.6.1 (Recursive Soft SuperHyperGraph). Let r ≥ 0, let V0 be a finite nonempty set,
and recursively define nonempty level sets

Vk ⊆ P(Vk−1) \ {∅}, k = 1, . . . , r.

Put

V ∗ :=

r⋃
k=0

Vk,

and let
G∗ = ({Vk}rk=0, E) , E ⊆ P(V ∗) \ {∅},

be an ambient recursive SuperHyperGraph.

Let C 6= ∅ be a parameter set. A recursive soft SuperHyperGraph over G∗ is a triple

GRSSH = (G∗, C,Φ),

where, for every c ∈ C,
Φ(c) = ({Vk(c)}rk=0, E(c))

satisfies
V0(c) ⊆ V0,

Vk(c) ⊆ Vk ∩
(
P(Vk−1(c)) \ {∅}

)
, k = 1, . . . , r,

and

E(c) ⊆

{
e ∈ E : e ⊆

r⋃
k=0

Vk(c)

}
.

Thus, each parameter determines a recursively closed sub-SuperHyperGraph of G∗.

Example 3.6.2 (Recursive Soft SuperHyperGraph for a Software Project). Let r = 2 and consider
the base-level task set

V0 = {x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6},

where
x1 : requirements analysis, x2 : system design,
x3 : implementation, x4 : software testing,
x5 : deployment, x6 : system monitoring.
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Define the first-level supervertices

S1 = {x1, x2}, S2 = {x3, x4}, S3 = {x5, x6},

and put
V1 = {S1, S2, S3}.

Define the second-level supervertices

T1 = {S1, S2}, T2 = {S2, S3},

so that
V2 = {T1, T2}.

Let
E = {e1, e2, e3, e4, e5},

where
e1 = {x1, x2, S1}, e2 = {x3, x4, S2},
e3 = {x5, x6, S3}, e4 = {S1, S2, T1},
e5 = {S2, S3, T2}.

Then
G∗ = ({V0, V1, V2}, E)

is an ambient recursive SuperHyperGraph.

Consider the parameter set
C = {cdev, cops},

where cdev denotes the development phase and cops denotes the deployment-and-operation phase.

Define
Φ(cdev) = ({V0(cdev), V1(cdev), V2(cdev)}, E(cdev)) ,

where
V0(cdev) = {x1, x2, x3, x4},

V1(cdev) = {S1, S2}, V2(cdev) = {T1},
and

E(cdev) = {e1, e2, e4}.

Similarly, define
Φ(cops) = ({V0(cops), V1(cops), V2(cops)}, E(cops)) ,

where
V0(cops) = {x3, x4, x5, x6},

V1(cops) = {S2, S3}, V2(cops) = {T2},
and

E(cops) = {e2, e3, e5}.

Indeed,
T1 ⊆ V1(cdev) and T2 ⊆ V1(cops),

and every selected first-level supervertex consists entirely of selected base vertices. Moreover, every
selected superhyperedge is contained in the union of the corresponding selected levels. Therefore,

GRSSH = (G∗, C,Φ)

is a Recursive Soft SuperHyperGraph.

24



Chapter 3. Soft Graph Series

3.7 TreeSoft Graph

A TreeSoft Set maps subsets of a hierarchical attribute tree to subsets of a universe, representing
structured multilevel parameter-dependent uncertainty [48, 218–222]. A TreeSoft Graph maps hier-
archical attribute-tree subsets to parameter-dependent vertex and edge sets, representing structured
multilevel uncertainty within graph networks [46].

Definition 3.7.1 (TreeSoft Graph). Let H be a finite nonempty vertex set, let

T = Tree(A)

be a finite rooted attribute tree, and define

EH :=

(
H

2

)
.

A TreeSoft Graph on (H, T ) is a pair of mappings

FV : P(T ) −→ P(H), FE : P(T ) −→ P(EH),

such that, for every X ⊆ T ,

FE(X) ⊆
(
FV (X)

2

)
.

The graph
G[X] :=

(
FV (X), FE(X)

)
is called the TreeSoft graph slice associated with X.

Example 3.7.2 (TreeSoft Graph for Research-Team Selection). Let

H = {p1, p2, p3, p4, p5}

be a set of researchers. Consider the rooted attribute tree

T = {A,S,M,C,D, I, L},

where A is the root and

A −→ {S,D}, S −→ {M,C}, D −→ {I, L}.

The attributes are interpreted as

S : suitable expertise, M : mathematical expertise,
C : computational expertise, D : availability,
I : immediately available, L : available later.

Assign to each tree node t ∈ T a subset Qt ⊆ H:

QA = H,

QS = {p1, p2, p3, p4}, QM = {p1, p2, p4},
QC = {p2, p3, p4}, QD = {p1, p3, p4, p5},
QI = {p1, p3, p4}, QL = {p5}.

Let the admissible collaboration edges be

E∗ =
{
{p1, p2}, {p1, p3}, {p2, p3}, {p2, p4}, {p3, p4}, {p4, p5}

}
.

25



Chapter 3. Soft Graph Series

For every X ⊆ T , define

FV (X) =


H, X = ∅,⋂
t∈X

Qt, X 6= ∅,

and
FE(X) = E∗ ∩

(
FV (X)

2

)
.

Then
FE(X) ⊆

(
FV (X)

2

)
for every X ⊆ T , so (FV , FE) is a TreeSoft Graph.

For example, take
X = {S, I}.

Then
FV (X) = QS ∩QI = {p1, p3, p4},

and
FE(X) =

{
{p1, p3}, {p3, p4}

}
.

Hence the corresponding TreeSoft graph slice is

G[X] =
(
{p1, p3, p4},

{
{p1, p3}, {p3, p4}

})
.

A

S D

M CI L

Attribute tree T
selected nodes: X = {S, I}

p1 p3 p4

G[{S, I}]
V = {p1, p3, p4}

Figure 3.4: An attribute tree and the TreeSoft graph slice determined by the attributes “suitable
expertise” and “immediately available.”

3.8 ForestSoft Graph

A ForestSoft Set integrates multiple disjoint TreeSoft structures, representing parameter-dependent
uncertainty across several hierarchical attribute trees within one unified framework [223–226]. A
ForestSoft Graph unifies TreeSoft Graphs over multiple disjoint attribute trees, jointly representing
parameter-dependent vertices and edges under multi-hierarchical uncertainty [46].

Definition 3.8.1 (ForestSoft Graph). Let

{Tt}t∈I

be a finite family of pairwise disjoint attribute trees, and let

F :=
⊔
t∈I

Tt
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be their forest. Suppose that, for each t ∈ I,

Gt =
(
F

(t)
V , F

(t)
E

)
is a TreeSoft Graph on (H, Tt).

The corresponding ForestSoft Graph is the pair

GF = (FV , FE),

where, for every X ⊆ F ,
FV (X) :=

⋃
t∈I

F
(t)
V (X ∩ Tt) ,

and
FE(X) :=

⋃
t∈I

F
(t)
E (X ∩ Tt) .

Then
FE(X) ⊆

(
FV (X)

2

)
,

and
GF [X] :=

(
FV (X), FE(X)

)
is called the ForestSoft graph slice associated with X.

Example 3.8.2 (ForestSoft Graph for Research-Team Formation). Let

H = {p1, p2, p3, p4, p5}

be a set of researchers. Consider two pairwise disjoint attribute trees:

TE = {E,M,C}, TA = {A, I, L},

where
E −→ {M,C}, A −→ {I, L}.

Here, M and C represent mathematical and computational expertise, while I and L represent imme-
diate and later availability. The corresponding forest is

F = TE t TA.

Assign the following vertex subsets:

QE = H, QM = {p1, p2, p4}, QC = {p2, p3, p5},
QA = H, QI = {p2, p3, p4}, QL = {p1, p5}.

For t ∈ {E,A} and Y ⊆ Tt, define

F
(t)
V (Y ) =


∅, Y = ∅,⋂
a∈Y

Qa, Y 6= ∅.

Let the admissible edge sets for the two trees be

KE =
{
{p1, p2}, {p2, p4}, {p2, p3}, {p3, p5}

}
,

and
KA =

{
{p2, p3}, {p3, p4}, {p1, p5}

}
.
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Define

F
(t)
E (Y ) = Kt ∩

(
F

(t)
V (Y )

2

)
.

Thus,
GE = (F

(E)
V , F

(E)
E ) and GA = (F

(A)
V , F

(A)
E )

are TreeSoft Graphs.

Consider the forest-node set
X = {M, I} ⊆ F .

Since
X ∩ TE = {M}, X ∩ TA = {I},

we obtain
F

(E)
V ({M}) = {p1, p2, p4}, F

(E)
E ({M}) =

{
{p1, p2}, {p2, p4}

}
,

and
F

(A)
V ({I}) = {p2, p3, p4}, F

(A)
E ({I}) =

{
{p2, p3}, {p3, p4}

}
.

Therefore,
FV (X) = {p1, p2, p3, p4},

and
FE(X) =

{
{p1, p2}, {p2, p3}, {p2, p4}, {p3, p4}

}
.

Hence the corresponding ForestSoft graph slice is

GF [X] =
(
{p1, p2, p3, p4},

{
{p1, p2}, {p2, p3}, {p2, p4}, {p3, p4}

})
.

E

M C

TE

A

I L

TA
Attribute forest F

selected nodes X = {M, I}

p1

p2

p3

p4

GF [{M, I}]
ForestSoft graph slice

Figure 3.5: A ForestSoft Graph obtained by combining the expertise and availability TreeSoft graph
slices.

3.9 Indetermsoft Graph

An IndetermSoft Set permits indeterminacy in parameters, universes, mappings, or approximate sub-
sets, representing unclear, uncertain, conflicting, or non-unique information systematically [227–230].
An IndetermSoft Graph maps parameters to vertex and edge subsets while allowing indeterminacy
in attributes, mappings, vertices, edges, or relationships [214].

Definition 3.9.1 (IndetermSoft Graph). [214] Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let

P+
(
Sub(G∗)

)
:= P

(
Sub(G∗)

)
\ {∅}.
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An IndetermSoft Graph over G∗ is a mapping

ΦI : A −→ P+
(
Sub(G∗)

)
.

Thus, for each parameter a ∈ A, the set
ΦI(a)

is a nonempty family of admissible subgraphs of G∗, representing the possible vertex and edge con-
figurations associated with a.

The structure is genuinely indeterminate if ∣∣ΦI(a)
∣∣ > 1

for at least one a ∈ A. If every ΦI(a) is a singleton, the structure reduces to an ordinary Soft Graph.

Example 3.9.2 (IndetermSoft Graph for Research-Team Selection). Consider the finite simple graph

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}

represents five researchers and

E =
{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}, {v3, v5}, {v4, v5}

}
.

An edge indicates that the corresponding researchers have an established collaboration relationship.

Let
A = {aexp, aav},

where
aexp = “suitable expertise”

and
aav = “sufficient availability”.

Suppose that the information concerning expertise is indeterminate. In particular, the available
assessments lead to two admissible candidate subgraphs:

H(1)
exp = ({v1, v2, v3}, {{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}})

and
H(2)

exp = ({v1, v2, v3, v4}, {{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}}) .

The first assessment selects v1, v2, v3, whereas the second assessment additionally regards v4 as having
suitable expertise.

For the availability parameter, suppose that the information is unambiguous and yields the single
subgraph

Hav = ({v2, v3, v4}, {{v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}}) .

Define
ΦI : A −→ P+

(
Sub(G∗)

)
by

ΦI(aexp) =
{
H(1)

exp,H
(2)
exp

}
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and
ΦI(aav) = {Hav}.

Every member of these families is a subgraph of G∗. Moreover,

|ΦI(aexp)| = 2 > 1,

while
|ΦI(aav)| = 1.

Hence,
(G∗, A,ΦI)

defines a genuinely indeterminate IndetermSoft Graph.

3.10 Multisoft Graph

A MultiSoft Set assigns subsets of a universe to multilevel parameter combinations, representing in-
formation governed by several parameter groups simultaneously (cf. [231, 232]). A MultiSoft Graph
assigns induced subgraphs to multilevel parameter subsets, representing parameter-dependent net-
work structures governed by several disjoint parameter blocks [233].

Definition 3.10.1 (MultiSoft Graph). [233] Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let
P1, P2, . . . , Pn

be pairwise disjoint nonempty parameter sets. Put

P :=
n⋃
i=1

Pi,

and let
∅ 6= A ⊆ P(P ).

A mapping
F : A −→ P(V )

defines a MultiSoft Graph over G. For each a ∈ A, set

Va := F (a), Ea :=
{
{u, v} ∈ E : u, v ∈ Va

}
.

The corresponding slice is the induced subgraph

G[a] := (Va, Ea) = G[Va].

Thus, a MultiSoft Graph is a family
{G[a] : a ∈ A}

of induced subgraphs indexed by subsets of a multilevel parameter system {Pi}ni=1.
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3.11 Fuzzy Soft Graph

A fuzzy soft set assigns fuzzy subsets to parameters, representing graded membership and parameter-
dependent uncertainty within a unified mathematical framework [234–236]. A fuzzy soft graph com-
bines fuzzy membership with soft-set parameterization, assigning each parameter a fuzzy subgraph
to represent uncertain vertices and edges through graded relationships [237, 238]. Related concepts,
such as Fuzzy HyperSoft Graphs [209, 211, 213] and Fuzzy Soft Expert Graphs [239, 240], have also
been studied in the literature.

Definition 3.11.1 (Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters. A fuzzy soft graph over G∗ is a
quadruple

G =
(
G∗, A, µV , µE

)
,

where
µV : A× V −→ [0, 1], µE : A× E −→ [0, 1],

such that, for every a ∈ A and every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E,

µE(a, e) ≤ min
{
µV (a, u), µV (a, v)

}
.

For each a ∈ A, the pair
Ga =

(
µaV , µ

a
E

)
,

where
µaV (v) = µV (a, v), µaE(e) = µE(a, e),

is a fuzzy subgraph of G∗. Thus, a fuzzy soft graph is a parameterized family

G = {Ga : a ∈ A}

of fuzzy subgraphs of G∗.

Example 3.11.2 (Fuzzy Soft Communication Network). Let

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

represents four communication stations and

E = {e12, e23, e34, e14, e13}, eij = {vi, vj}.

Consider the parameter set
A = {ar, as},

where ar denotes reliability and as denotes signal strength.

For ar, define
v v1 v2 v3 v4

µV (ar, v) 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6

and
e e12 e23 e34 e14 e13

µE(ar, e) 0.75 0.65 0.55 0.50 0.60
.
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For as, define
v v1 v2 v3 v4

µV (as, v) 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.8

and
e e12 e23 e34 e14 e13

µE(as, e) 0.45 0.65 0.75 0.40 0.50
.

For every parameter and every edge eij ,

µE(a, eij) ≤ min{µV (a, vi), µV (a, vj)}.

For example,
µE(ar, e12) = 0.75 ≤ min{0.9, 0.8} = 0.8.

Therefore, these assignments define a fuzzy soft graph over G∗.

v1
0.9

v2
0.8

v3
0.7

v4
0.6

0.75

0.65

0.55

0.50 0.60

Gar : Reliability

v1
0.5

v2
0.7

v3
0.9

v4
0.8

0.45

0.65

0.75

0.40 0.50

Gas : Signal strength

Figure 3.6: Two parameter-dependent fuzzy subgraphs of the communication network. Vertex and
edge membership degrees are displayed beside the corresponding elements.

3.12 Intuitionistic Fuzzy Soft Graph

An intuitionistic fuzzy soft set assigns parameter-dependent membership and non-membership de-
grees, explicitly representing hesitation and uncertainty within soft-set models systematically [241–
244]. An Intuitionistic Fuzzy Graph assigns membership and non-membership degrees to vertices
and edges, representing uncertain relationships with explicit hesitation information [245–247]. An
intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph assigns each parameter an intuitionistic fuzzy subgraph, represent-
ing membership, non-membership, and hesitation degrees of vertices and edges under parameterized
uncertainty [248–251].

Definition 3.12.1 (Intuitionistic Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters. An intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph over
G∗ is a sextuple

G =
(
G∗, A, µV , νV , µE , νE

)
,

where
µV , νV : A× V −→ [0, 1]

and
µE , νE : A× E −→ [0, 1].

For every a ∈ A and v ∈ V , assume that

0 ≤ µV (a, v) + νV (a, v) ≤ 1,
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and, for every a ∈ A and e ∈ E,

0 ≤ µE(a, e) + νE(a, e) ≤ 1.

Moreover, for every a ∈ A and every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E, suppose that

µE(a, e) ≤ min
{
µV (a, u), µV (a, v)

}
,

and
νE(a, e) ≥ max

{
νV (a, u), νV (a, v)

}
.

For each a ∈ A, define
Ga =

(
(µaV , ν

a
V ), (µ

a
E , ν

a
E)

)
,

where
µaV (v) = µV (a, v), νaV (v) = νV (a, v),

and
µaE(e) = µE(a, e), νaE(e) = νE(a, e).

Then each Ga is an intuitionistic fuzzy subgraph of G∗, and

G = {Ga : a ∈ A}

is called an intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph.

3.13 Neutrosophic Soft Graph

A Neutrosophic Graph assigns truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to vertices and edges, repre-
senting uncertain and inconsistent network relationships flexibly [165,252,253]. A Neutrosophic Soft
Graph assigns parameter-dependent truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to vertices and edges
while preserving endpoint-consistency constraints systematically [254–256].

Definition 3.13.1 (Neutrosophic Soft Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let C 6= ∅ be a parameter set. A Neutrosophic Soft Graph over G is the
structure

GNS =
(
G,C, TV , IV , FV , TE , IE , FE

)
,

where
TV , IV , FV : C × V −→ [0, 1]

and
TE , IE , FE : C × E −→ [0, 1]

assign parameter-dependent truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to vertices and edges, respec-
tively.

For every c ∈ C, v ∈ V , and e ∈ E,

0 ≤ TV (c, v) + IV (c, v) + FV (c, v) ≤ 3,

0 ≤ TE(c, e) + IE(c, e) + FE(c, e) ≤ 3.

Moreover, for every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E,

TE(c, e) ≤ min{TV (c, u), TV (c, v)},

IE(c, e) ≤ min{IV (c, u), IV (c, v)},
and

FE(c, e) ≥ max{FV (c, u), FV (c, v)}.
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3.14 Plithogenic Soft Graph

A Plithogenic Graph assigns multi-attribute appurtenance and contradiction degrees to vertices
and edges, representing heterogeneous uncertainty within complex network structures [257–259]. A
Plithogenic Soft Graph assigns parameter-dependent appurtenance and contradiction degrees to ver-
tices and edges, modeling multi-attribute uncertainty across graph slices.
Definition 3.14.1 (Plithogenic Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let C 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let AV and AE be attribute-value sets for
vertices and edges, respectively. Fix r ≥ 1.

A Plithogenic Soft Graph over G∗ is a structure

GPS =
(
G∗, C, µV , µE , δV , δE

)
,

where
µV : C × V −→ [0, 1]r, µE : C × E −→ [0, 1]r

are parameter-dependent degree-of-appurtenance functions, and

δV : C ×AV ×AV −→ [0, 1], δE : C ×AE ×AE −→ [0, 1]

are parameter-dependent degree-of-contradiction functions satisfying

δX(c, a, a) = 0, δX(c, a, b) = δX(c, b, a),

for X ∈ {V,E}, c ∈ C, and admissible a, b.

Moreover, for every c ∈ C and every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E,

µE(c, e) ≤cw µV (c, u) ∧cw µV (c, v),

where ≤cw and ∧cw denote componentwise order and componentwise minimum, respectively. Thus,
every parameter c determines a plithogenic graph slice of the underlying graph G∗.

3.15 Uncertain Soft Graph

An Uncertain Soft Graph assigns parameter-dependent uncertain subgraphs to each parameter, mod-
eling graded vertex and edge information under generalized uncertainty.
Definition 3.15.1 (Graph-Compatible Uncertainty Model). Let M be an uncertainty model with a
nonempty degree-domain

Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k

for some integer k ≥ 1. Let

CM ⊆ Dom(M)× Dom(M)× Dom(M)

be a model-dependent admissibility relation.

For degrees
α, β, γ ∈ Dom(M),

the condition
(α, β, γ) ∈ CM

means that γ is an admissible uncertainty degree for an edge whose endpoint degrees are α and β.

The pair
M =

(
Dom(M), CM

)
is called a graph-compatible uncertainty model.
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Remark 3.15.2. The admissibility relation CM depends on the selected uncertainty model. For
example, in the fuzzy setting,

Dom(M) = [0, 1]

and one may take
CM =

{
(α, β, γ) ∈ [0, 1]3 : γ ≤ min{α, β}

}
.

Other choices of M yield intuitionistic fuzzy, neutrosophic, picture fuzzy, spherical fuzzy, plithogenic,
and related graph models.

Definition 3.15.3 (Uncertain Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E), E ⊆
(
V

2

)
,

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let

M =
(
Dom(M), CM

)
be a graph-compatible uncertainty model.

An Uncertain Soft Graph of type M over G∗ is a mapping

ΦM : A −→ USubM (G∗),

where USubM (G∗) denotes the family of all M -uncertain subgraphs of G∗.

More explicitly, for every parameter a ∈ A,

ΦM (a) = GM,a =
(
Va, Ea, µV,a, µE,a

)
,

where
Va ⊆ V, Ea ⊆ E ∩

(
Va
2

)
,

and
µV,a : Va −→ Dom(M), µE,a : Ea −→ Dom(M)

are uncertainty-degree functions satisfying(
µV,a(u), µV,a(v), µE,a({u, v})

)
∈ CM

for every edge
{u, v} ∈ Ea.

Thus, every parameter a ∈ A determines an M -uncertain subgraph

GM,a =
(
Va, Ea, µV,a, µE,a

)
of the ambient graph G∗. The complete Uncertain Soft Graph may equivalently be written as

Gsoft
M = (G∗, A, {GM,a}a∈A) .

Remark 3.15.4 (Catalogue of Uncertain Soft Graph Families). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let M be an uncertainty model whose
degree-domain satisfies

Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k

for some integer k ≥ 1.
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An Uncertain Soft Graph of type M over G∗ may be represented by

Gsoft
M =

(
G∗, A, µV,M , µE,M

)
,

where
µV,M : A× V −→ Dom(M)

and
µE,M : A× E −→ Dom(M)

assign parameter-dependent uncertainty degrees to the vertices and edges, respectively.

For each a ∈ A, define

µaV,M (v) := µV,M (a, v), µaE,M (e) := µE,M (a, e).

Then
GM,a =

(
V,E, µaV,M , µ

a
E,M

)
is the uncertainty-graph slice associated with the parameter a. Whenever required by the chosen
uncertainty model M , suitable model-dependent endpoint-consistency conditions are imposed on
µV,M and µE,M .

For reference, Table 3.1 presents a catalogue of uncertainty-soft-graph families, called Uncertain Soft
Graphs, classified according to the dimension k of the underlying degree-domain

Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

3.16 Soft Expert Graph

A Soft Expert Set assigns subsets of a universe to parameter–expert–opinion triples, representing
expert-specific agreement and disagreement under parameterized uncertainty [270–274]. Related con-
cepts, such as HyperSoft Expert Sets, are also known in the literature [275–277]. A Soft Expert Graph
assigns each parameter–expert–opinion triple an induced subgraph, representing expert-specific agree-
ment or disagreement about vertices, edges, and structural relationships within a network [239,278].

Definition 3.16.1 (Soft Expert Graph). [239, 278] Let G = (V,E) be a finite simple graph, P a
nonempty set of parameters, X a nonempty set of experts, and

O = {0, 1},

where 1 and 0 represent agreement and disagreement, respectively. Let

A ⊆ P ×X ×O

be nonempty, and let
F : A −→ P(V )

be a mapping.

For each α = (p, x, o) ∈ A, define
Vα := F (α)

and
Eα :=

{
{u, v} ∈ E : u, v ∈ Vα

}
.

Then
Gα := (Vα, Eα) = G[Vα]
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Table 3.1: A catalogue of Uncertain Soft Graph families organized by the dimension k of the degree-
domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

k Representative Uncertain Soft Graph type(s) Gsoft
M = (G∗, A, µV,M , µE,M ), where µV,M : A×V →

Dom(M) and µE,M : A× E → Dom(M)

1 Fuzzy soft graph [260,261]; N -fuzzy soft graph; shadowed soft graph variants
2 Intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph [248,249,262]; vague soft graph [263]; bipolar fuzzy soft graph [264];

intuitionistic evidence soft graph; variable fuzzy soft graph; paraconsistent fuzzy soft graph;
bifuzzy soft graph

3 Neutrosophic soft graph [178, 250, 254, 255](a); hesitant fuzzy soft graph(d) [265]; tripolar fuzzy
soft graph; three-way fuzzy soft graph; picture fuzzy soft graph [266–268]; spherical fuzzy soft
graph [269]; inconsistent intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph; ternary fuzzy soft graph; neutrosophic-
fuzzy soft graph; neutrosophic vague soft graph

4 Quadripartitioned neutrosophic soft graph [117]; double-valued neutrosophic soft graph; dual
hesitant fuzzy soft graph(d); ambiguous soft graph(b); local-neutrosophic soft graph; support-
neutrosophic soft graph; Turiyam neutrosophic soft graph(c)

5 Pentapartitioned neutrosophic soft graph; triple-valued neutrosophic soft graph
6 Hexapartitioned neutrosophic soft graph; quadruple-valued neutrosophic soft graph
7 Heptapartitioned neutrosophic soft graph; quintuple-valued neutrosophic soft graph
8 Octapartitioned neutrosophic soft graph
9 Nonapartitioned neutrosophic soft graph
n n-refined fuzzy soft graph; multi-valued fuzzy soft graph; multi-fuzzy soft graph
2n n-refined intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph; multi-intuitionistic fuzzy soft graph
3n n-refined neutrosophic soft graph; multi-neutrosophic soft graph

(a) Neutrosophic soft graph models may serve as broad parameterized frameworks capable of specializing to several
degree-based soft graph models when suitable model-dependent constraints are imposed.
(b) An ambiguous soft graph is obtained by using an ambiguous-set degree model within the Uncertain Soft Graph
framework. Ambiguous-set models are commonly related to certain four-component neutrosophic models.
(c) A Turiyam neutrosophic soft graph is obtained from a four-component Turiyam neutrosophic degree model. Such
models are commonly regarded as specializations of quadripartitioned neutrosophic frameworks.
(d) Hesitant and dual hesitant fuzzy degrees are naturally set-valued. Their placement in a fixed-dimensional row
presupposes a selected finite-coordinate representation. Without such a representation, their natural degree-domains
need not be subsets of one fixed finite-dimensional cube [0, 1]k.
Citation note. The references in this table identify representative sources for the underlying uncertainty models or their
graph-theoretic realizations. The corresponding soft graph type is obtained by introducing the parameter-dependent
maps µV,M and µE,M specified above.

is the subgraph of G induced by Vα.

The structure
SEG := (G, (F,A))

is called a Soft Expert Graph over G. Thus, it is a family of induced subgraphs indexed by parameter–
expert–opinion triples.

Example 3.16.2 (Soft Expert Graph for Supplier Evaluation). Let

V = {s1, s2, s3, s4, s5}

be a set of candidate suppliers, and let

E =
{
{s1, s2}, {s1, s3}, {s2, s3}, {s2, s4}, {s3, s4}, {s3, s5}, {s4, s5}

}
.

Thus,
G = (V,E)

is the ambient supplier-network graph, where an edge indicates an established compatibility or coop-
eration relationship.

Consider the parameter set
P = {pq, pd},
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where
pq = high quality, pd = reliable delivery,

and the expert set
X = {x1, x2}.

Let
O = {0, 1},

where 1 denotes agreement and 0 denotes disagreement.

For simplicity, consider

A = {(pq, x1, 1), (pq, x2, 1), (pd, x1, 1), (pd, x2, 0)}.

Define
F : A −→ P(V )

by
F (pq, x1, 1) = {s1, s2, s3},

F (pq, x2, 1) = {s2, s3, s4},

F (pd, x1, 1) = {s3, s4, s5},

and
F (pd, x2, 0) = {s1, s3, s5}.

For example, for
α = (pq, x1, 1),

we have
Vα = {s1, s2, s3}.

Hence
Eα =

{
{s1, s2}, {s1, s3}, {s2, s3}

}
,

and therefore
Gα = G[{s1, s2, s3}]

is the triangle induced by s1, s2, s3.

Similarly, for
β = (pd, x1, 1),

we obtain
Vβ = {s3, s4, s5},

and
Eβ =

{
{s3, s4}, {s3, s5}, {s4, s5}

}
.

Thus
Gβ = G[{s3, s4, s5}]

is another induced triangle.

Consequently,
SEG = (G, (F,A))

is a Soft Expert Graph whose slices describe supplier subnetworks selected according to parameters,
experts, and their opinions.
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s1
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s3

s4s5

Ambient graph G
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G(pq,x1,1)

quality, expert x1, agreement
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s4

s5

G(pd,x1,1)

delivery, expert x1, agreement

Figure 3.7: An ambient supplier graph and two representative slices of a Soft Expert Graph. Each
slice is the induced subgraph determined by a parameter–expert–opinion triple.

3.17 Multisoft Multiexpert Graph

A MultiSoft MultiExpert Graph assigns induced subgraphs to multilevel parameter–expert–opinion
configurations, allowing multiplicities and jointly representing interacting attributes, expert assess-
ments, repeated scenarios, and network structure [233].

Definition 3.17.1 (MultiSoft MultiExpert Graph). Let G = (V,E) be a finite simple graph, and let

P1, P2, . . . , Pn

be pairwise disjoint nonempty parameter sets. Put

P :=

n⋃
i=1

Pi.

Let X be a nonempty set of experts, let O = {0, 1}, and define

Z := P ×X ×O.

For a set Y , let
M(Y ) := {m : Y −→ N0 : supp(m) is finite}

denote the collection of finite multisets on Y . Let

A ∈ M
(
P(Z)

)
and let

F : P(Z) −→ P(V )

be a mapping.

For every α ⊆ Z satisfying A(α) > 0, define

Vα := F (α)

and
Eα :=

{
{u, v} ∈ E : u, v ∈ Vα

}
.

Then
Gα := (Vα, Eα) = G[Vα]

is the subgraph of G induced by Vα.

The structure
MSMEG := (G, (F,A), {Pi}ni=1, X,O)

is called a MultiSoft MultiExpert Graph over G. It represents a multiset-indexed family of induced
subgraphs determined by multilevel parameters, experts, and their opinions.
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3.18 Soft Digraph

A soft digraph represents a soft set as a directed graph whose vertices and arcs encode parameter-
dependent memberships, using a universal vertex for unmatched elements [279–282].

Definition 3.18.1 (Soft Digraph). Let

U = {hj : j ∈ ∆}, P = {p1, p2, . . . , pn},

and let (F, P ) be a soft set over U , where

F : P −→ P(U).

Introduce an additional parameter pa /∈ P such that

F (pa) = ∅.

The Soft Digraph corresponding to (F, P ) is the digraph

DF = (VF , AF ),

where
VF = P ∪ {pa}

and
AF =

{
(pi, pj) : hj ∈ F (pi), 1 ≤ j ≤ n

}
∪
{
(pi, pa) : hj ∈ F (pi), j > n

}
.

The additional vertex pa is called the universal vertex.

Example 3.18.2 (Soft Digraph for a Soft Set). Let

U = {h1, h2, h3, h4, h5}

and
P = {p1, p2, p3, p4}.

Define a soft set (F, P ) over U by

F (p1) = {h2, h5}, F (p2) = {h1, h3},

F (p3) = {h2, h4}, F (p4) = {h3}.
Introduce the additional parameter pa /∈ P such that

F (pa) = ∅.

By Definition 3.18.1, the corresponding Soft Digraph is

DF = (VF , AF ), VF = {p1, p2, p3, p4, pa}.

Since h2 ∈ F (p1) and h5 ∈ F (p1), we obtain

(p1, p2) ∈ AF , (p1, pa) ∈ AF .

Similarly,
(p2, p1), (p2, p3) ∈ AF ,

(p3, p2), (p3, p4) ∈ AF ,

and
(p4, p3) ∈ AF .

Hence
AF = {(p1, p2), (p1, pa), (p2, p1), (p2, p3), (p3, p2), (p3, p4), (p4, p3)}.

Therefore, the Soft Digraph of (F, P ) is

DF =
(
{p1, p2, p3, p4, pa}, {(p1, p2), (p1, pa), (p2, p1), (p2, p3), (p3, p2), (p3, p4), (p4, p3)}

)
.
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p1 p2 p3 p4

pa

Soft Digraph DF

Figure 3.8: A Soft Digraph associated with the soft set (F, P ). The vertex pa is the universal vertex.

3.19 Bipolar Soft Graph

A Bipolar Soft Set assigns disjoint positive and negative approximations to opposite parameters,
representing supportive and opposing information simultaneously and systematically [283–286]. A
Bipolar Soft Graph assigns disjoint positive and negative parameterized subgraphs, representing sup-
portive and opposing relational information within one network.

Definition 3.19.1 (Bipolar Soft Set). [283] Let U 6= ∅ be a universe, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set,
and let

¬A := {¬a : a ∈ A}

be the corresponding set of opposite parameters, with

A ∩ ¬A = ∅.

A Bipolar Soft Set over U is a triple
(F,G,A),

where
F : A −→ P(U), G : ¬A −→ P(U),

such that
F (a) ∩G(¬a) = ∅ for every a ∈ A.

Here, F (a) and G(¬a) represent the positive and negative approximations associated with a, respec-
tively.

Definition 3.19.2 (Bipolar Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E), E ⊆
(
V

2

)
,

be a finite simple graph. Let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let

¬A := {¬a : a ∈ A}

be its set of opposite parameters.

A Bipolar Soft Graph over G∗ is a structure

GBS =
(
G∗, A, F+

V , F
+
E , F

−
V , F

−
E

)
,

where
F+
V : A −→ P(V ), F+

E : A −→ P(E),

and
F−
V : ¬A −→ P(V ), F−

E : ¬A −→ P(E),
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satisfy, for every a ∈ A,

F+
E (a) ⊆ E ∩

(
F+
V (a)

2

)
,

F−
E (¬a) ⊆ E ∩

(
F−
V (¬a)
2

)
,

and
F+
V (a) ∩ F−

V (¬a) = ∅.

The corresponding positive and negative graph slices are

G+
a =

(
F+
V (a), F+

E (a)
)

and
G−

¬a =
(
F−
V (¬a), F−

E (¬a)
)
,

respectively.

Example 3.19.3 (Bipolar Soft Graph for Project-Team Selection). Consider the finite simple graph

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5},

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v5}

}
.

Interpret the vertices as five researchers in a collaboration network.

Let
A = {a},

where a denotes the parameter

a = “suitable for the core project team”.

Then
¬A = {¬a},

where ¬a denotes the opposite parameter

¬a = “not suitable for the core project team”.

Define the positive vertex and edge maps by

F+
V (a) = {v1, v2, v3},

and
F+
E (a) =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}

}
.

Thus,

F+
E (a) ⊆ E ∩

(
F+
V (a)

2

)
.

Define the negative vertex and edge maps by

F−
V (¬a) = {v4, v5},

and
F−
E (¬a) =

{
{v4, v5}

}
.
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Hence,

F−
E (¬a) ⊆ E ∩

(
F−
V (¬a)
2

)
.

Moreover,
F+
V (a) ∩ F−

V (¬a) = {v1, v2, v3} ∩ {v4, v5} = ∅.

Therefore, all conditions in Definition 3.19.2 are satisfied, and

GBS =
(
G∗, A, F+

V , F
+
E , F

−
V , F

−
E

)
is a Bipolar Soft Graph over G∗.

The corresponding positive and negative graph slices are

G+
a =

(
{v1, v2, v3}, {{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}}

)
,

and
G−

¬a =
(
{v4, v5}, {{v4, v5}}

)
,

respectively.

Here, G+
a represents the positively selected core team, whereas G−

¬a represents the negatively classified
researchers under the opposite parameter. An illustrative diagram is shown in Figure 3.9.

Ambient graph G∗

v1

v2

v3

v4 v5

Positive slice G+
a

v1

v2

v3

Negative slice G−
¬a

v4 v5

Figure 3.9: A Bipolar Soft Graph consisting of an ambient graph, a positive graph slice, and a negative
graph slice.
Theorem 3.19.4 (Well-Definedness of a Bipolar Soft Graph). For every a ∈ A, the structures G+

a

and G−
¬a are vertex-disjoint subgraphs of G∗. Consequently, the Bipolar Soft Graph is well-defined.

Proof. By definition,

F+
E (a) ⊆ E ∩

(
F+
V (a)

2

)
,

so every endpoint of every edge in F+
E (a) belongs to F+

V (a). Hence G+
a is a subgraph of G∗. The

same argument proves that G−
¬a is a subgraph.

Moreover,
F+
V (a) ∩ F−

V (¬a) = ∅.

Therefore the two slices are vertex-disjoint. In particular, they cannot share an edge, because any
common edge would have both endpoints in the empty intersection of their vertex sets.
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3.20 Multipolar Soft Graph

An m-polar Soft Set assigns each parameter an m-tuple of subsets, representing multiple perspec-
tives or polar evaluations over one universe [36]. An m-polar Soft Graph assigns each parameter
multiple graph slices, representing polar perspectives on vertices, edges, and network relationships
simultaneously.

Definition 3.20.1 (m-Polar Soft Set). Let U 6= ∅ be a universe, let E 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and
let m ≥ 2. An m-Polar Soft Set over U is a pair

(F,E),

where
F : E −→

(
P(U)

)m
.

For each e ∈ E, write

F (e) =
(
F1(e), F2(e), . . . , Fm(e)

)
, Fi(e) ⊆ U.

The subset Fi(e) is called the i-th polar approximation of U under the parameter e.

Definition 3.20.2 (m-Polar Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E), E ⊆
(
V

2

)
,

be a finite simple graph, let P 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let m ≥ 2.

An m-Polar Soft Graph over G∗ is a structure

GmPS =
(
G∗, P,m, FV , FE

)
,

where
FV : P −→

(
P(V )

)m
and

FE : P −→
(
P(E)

)m
.

For every p ∈ P , write
FV (p) =

(
V1(p), V2(p), . . . , Vm(p)

)
and

FE(p) =
(
E1(p), E2(p), . . . , Em(p)

)
,

where
Ei(p) ⊆ E ∩

(
Vi(p)

2

)
, i = 1, . . . ,m.

The i-th polar graph slice under p is

Gi[p] =
(
Vi(p), Ei(p)

)
.

Theorem 3.20.3 (Well-Definedness of an m-Polar Soft Graph). For every p ∈ P and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
the slice Gi[p] is a subgraph of G∗. Hence

p 7−→
(
G1[p], G2[p], . . . , Gm[p]

)
is a well-defined mapping into the ordered m-tuples of subgraphs of G∗.

Proof. For every p ∈ P and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

Vi(p) ⊆ V

and
Ei(p) ⊆ E ∩

(
Vi(p)

2

)
.

Thus every edge of Ei(p) belongs to E and has both endpoints in Vi(p). Therefore Gi[p] is a subgraph
of G∗, which proves the assertion.
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3.21 ClusterSoft Graph

The ClusterSoft Set construction uses the union-based aggregation presented in the literature; the
ClusterSoft Graph is its corresponding graph-theoretic extension (cf. [287]).

Definition 3.21.1 (ClusterSoft Set). Let U 6= ∅ be a universe, let I 6= ∅ be a finite index set, and
let

{(Fi, Ai) : i ∈ I}

be a finite family of soft sets over U , where

Ai 6= ∅, Fi : Ai −→ P(U).

For each i ∈ I, define the aggregated image

F∪
i :=

⋃
a∈Ai

Fi(a).

Let
C = {Cj : j ∈ J}

be a partition of I; that is,

Cj 6= ∅,
⋃
j∈J

Cj = I, Cj ∩ Ck = ∅ (j 6= k).

The mapping
Γ : C −→ P(U)

defined by
Γ(Cj) =

⋃
i∈Cj

F∪
i =

⋃
i∈Cj

⋃
a∈Ai

Fi(a)

is called the ClusterSoft Set induced by {(Fi, Ai) : i ∈ I} and C.

Thus, each cluster Cj aggregates the objects associated with all soft sets whose indices belong to Cj .

Definition 3.21.2 (ClusterSoft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E), E ⊆
(
V

2

)
,

be a finite simple graph, and define

Sub(G∗) =

{
(W,F ) :W ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩

(
W

2

)}
.

Let I 6= ∅ be a finite index set. For every i ∈ I, let

Φi : Ai −→ Sub(G∗)

be a soft graph over G∗, where Ai 6= ∅. Write

Φi(a) =
(
Vi,a, Ei,a

)
, a ∈ Ai.

For each i ∈ I, define its aggregated graph by

V ∪
i =

⋃
a∈Ai

Vi,a, E∪
i =

⋃
a∈Ai

Ei,a,
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and put
H∪
i =

(
V ∪
i , E

∪
i

)
.

Let
C = {Cj : j ∈ J}

be a partition of I. Define
Ψ : C −→ Sub(G∗)

by

Ψ(Cj) =
⋃
i∈Cj

H∪
i =

 ⋃
i∈Cj

V ∪
i ,

⋃
i∈Cj

E∪
i

 .

Equivalently,

Ψ(Cj) =

 ⋃
i∈Cj

⋃
a∈Ai

Vi,a,
⋃
i∈Cj

⋃
a∈Ai

Ei,a

 .

The structure
GCS = (G∗, {Φi : i ∈ I}, C,Ψ)

is called a ClusterSoft Graph over G∗.

Indeed, every edge contained in the edge set of Ψ(Cj) belongs to E and has both endpoints in the
vertex set of Ψ(Cj); hence Ψ(Cj) is a well-defined subgraph of G∗.

3.22 Double-Framed Soft Graph

A Double-Framed Soft Set uses positive and negative mappings satisfying algebraic inclusion condi-
tions to model dual parameter-dependent information over a universe [288–291]. Related concepts,
such as Double-Framed HyperSoft Sets, are also known in the literature [292–294]. A Double-Framed
Soft Graph assigns positive and negative subgraph frames satisfying algebraic inclusion conditions,
representing parameter-dependent network structures within ambient graphs.

Definition 3.22.1 (Double-Framed Soft Set). [288–290] Let U 6= ∅ be a universe, and let

(A, ∗)

be a nonempty set equipped with a binary operation

∗ : A×A −→ A.

A Double-Framed Soft Set over U is a triple

〈α, β;A〉,

where
α, β : A −→ P(U)

satisfy, for all a, b ∈ A,
α(a ∗ b) ⊇ α(a) ∩ α(b),

and
β(a ∗ b) ⊆ β(a) ∪ β(b).

Here, α(a) and β(a) are called the positive frame and the negative frame associated with a, respec-
tively.
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Definition 3.22.2 (Double-Framed Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and define

Sub(G∗) =

{
(W,F ) :W ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩

(
W

2

)}
.

For
Hi = (Wi, Fi) ∈ Sub(G∗), i = 1, 2,

define
H1 ∩H2 = (W1 ∩W2, F1 ∩ F2),

H1 ∪H2 = (W1 ∪W2, F1 ∪ F2),

and write
H1 � H2

whenever W1 ⊆W2 and F1 ⊆ F2.

Let (A, ∗) be a nonempty set equipped with a binary operation. A Double-Framed Soft Graph over
G∗ is a triple

〈Φ+,Φ−;A〉,
where

Φ+,Φ− : A −→ Sub(G∗)

satisfy, for all a, b ∈ A,
Φ+(a) ∩ Φ+(b) � Φ+(a ∗ b),

and
Φ−(a ∗ b) � Φ−(a) ∪ Φ−(b).

The subgraphs Φ+(a) and Φ−(a) are called the positive graph frame and the negative graph frame
associated with a, respectively.

3.23 Ranked Soft Graph

A Ranked Soft Set assigns each parameter an ordered partition of the universe, representing objects
at distinct parameter-dependent satisfaction levels systematically [295]. A Ranked Soft Graph assigns
parameter-dependent ranks to vertices and edges, producing nested threshold subgraphs that preserve
endpoint compatibility across levels.

Definition 3.23.1 (Ranked Soft Set). [295] Let U 6= ∅ be a finite universe, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter
set, and fix an integer k ≥ 0. Define

RPartk(U) =

{
(U0, U1, . . . , Uk) : U =

k⊔
i=0

U i

}
,

where
⊔

denotes disjoint union and a larger index represents a higher rank.

A Ranked Soft Set over U is a mapping

R : A −→ RPartk(U).

For each a ∈ A, write
R(a) =

(
U0
a , U

1
a , . . . , U

k
a

)
.

Thus,

U =
k⊔
i=0

U ia,

and the elements of U ja satisfy the parameter a at a higher rank than those of U ia whenever i < j.
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Definition 3.23.2 (Ranked Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E), E ⊆
(
V

2

)
,

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and fix an integer k ≥ 0.

A Ranked Soft Graph over G∗ is a structure

GRS =
(
G∗, A, ρV , ρE

)
,

where
ρV : A× V −→ {0, 1, . . . , k},

ρE : A× E −→ {0, 1, . . . , k},

and, for every a ∈ A and every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E,

ρE(a, e) ≤ min{ρV (a, u), ρV (a, v)}.

For a ∈ A and i ∈ {0, . . . , k}, define

V ia = {v ∈ V : ρV (a, v) = i}, Eia = {e ∈ E : ρE(a, e) = i}.

Then

V =
k⊔
i=0

V ia , E =
k⊔
i=0

Eia,

are the parameter-dependent ranked partitions of the vertices and edges.

Moreover, the threshold sets

V ≥i
a = {v ∈ V : ρV (a, v) ≥ i}, E≥i

a = {e ∈ E : ρE(a, e) ≥ i}

determine a subgraph
G≥i
a =

(
V ≥i
a , E≥i

a

)
of G∗ for every a ∈ A and i ∈ {0, . . . , k}.

3.24 Type-2 Soft Graph

A Type-2 Soft Set extends the ordinary Soft Set framework by assigning to each primary parameter a
Type-1 Soft Set, thereby providing a two-level hierarchical representation of parameter-dependent in-
formation [296–299]. Similarly, a Type-3 Soft Set assigns a Type-2 Soft Set to each primary parameter
and thus introduces a three-level nested parameter structure.

Related higher-order uncertainty models include Type-3 Fuzzy Sets [300–302], Type-3 Intuitionistic
Fuzzy Sets [303,304], and Type-3 Neutrosophic Sets [305,306].

In graph-theoretic settings, a Type-2 Soft Graph introduces two levels of parameterization by as-
sociating each primary parameter with a Soft Graph indexed by a corresponding set of secondary
parameters [307,308].
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Definition 3.24.1 (Type-2 Soft Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and denote by
Sub(G)

the family of all subgraphs of G.

Define
S(G) = {(Ψ, B) : ∅ 6= B ⊆ V, Ψ : B −→ Sub(G)} .

Thus, each element of S(G) is a Type-1 Soft Graph over G.

Let
A ⊆ {x ∈ V : NG(x) 6= ∅}

be a nonempty set of primary parameters, where

NG(x) = {y ∈ V : {x, y} ∈ E}

denotes the neighborhood of x.

A Type-2 Soft Graph over G is a mapping

Φ(2) : A −→ S(G)

such that, for every x ∈ A,
Φ(2)(x) = (Φx, NG(x)),

where
Φx : NG(x) −→ Sub(G)

is a Type-1 Soft Graph over G.

Equivalently, a Type-2 Soft Graph may be represented as the two-level parameterized family

{Gx,z = Φx(z) : x ∈ A, z ∈ NG(x)} ,

where every
Gx,z ∈ Sub(G).

Hence, the first parameter x selects a neighborhood-based Type-1 Soft Graph, while the secondary
parameter z ∈ NG(x) selects a particular subgraph of G.

Remark 3.24.2. The two parameter levels of a Type-2 Soft Graph can be represented schematically
as

x 7−→ (z 7−→ Gx,z) , x ∈ A, z ∈ NG(x).

Thus, the construction is genuinely hierarchical: primary parameters determine Soft Graphs, whereas
secondary parameters determine the individual subgraphs contained in those Soft Graphs.

Example 3.24.3 (Type-2 Soft Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be the finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E = {{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}} .
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Choose the set of primary parameters
A = {v1, v2}.

The corresponding neighborhoods are

NG(v1) = {v2, v3}

and
NG(v2) = {v1, v3, v4}.

For the primary parameter v1, define

Φv1 : NG(v1) −→ Sub(G)

by
Φv1(v2) = ({v1, v2, v3}, {{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}}) ,

and
Φv1(v3) = ({v1, v3, v4}, {{v1, v3}, {v3, v4}}) .

Thus,
Φ(2)(v1) = (Φv1 , NG(v1)) ∈ S(G).

For the primary parameter v2, define

Φv2 : NG(v2) −→ Sub(G)

by
Φv2(v1) = ({v1, v2}, {{v1, v2}}) ,

Φv2(v3) = ({v2, v3, v4}, {{v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}}) ,
and

Φv2(v4) = ({v2, v4}, {{v2, v4}}) .

Hence,
Φ(2)(v2) = (Φv2 , NG(v2)) ∈ S(G).

Therefore, the mapping
Φ(2) : A −→ S(G),

defined by
Φ(2)(v1) = (Φv1 , NG(v1))

and
Φ(2)(v2) = (Φv2 , NG(v2)),

is a Type-2 Soft Graph over G.

Equivalently, the associated two-level parameterized family is

{Gv1,v2 , Gv1,v3 , Gv2,v1 , Gv2,v3 , Gv2,v4} ,

where
Gx,z = Φx(z).

This example illustrates the hierarchical nature of a Type-2 Soft Graph: the primary parameter x
selects a Type-1 Soft Graph, while the secondary parameter z ∈ NG(x) selects a particular subgraph
of G.
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3.25 Type-n Soft Graph

A Type-n Soft Graph recursively parameterizes soft graphs through n levels, providing a hierarchical
representation of graph structures under nested parameter systems. Related concepts include Type-n
Fuzzy Sets [309–311], Type-n Intuitionistic Fuzzy Sets [312, 313], and Type-n Neutrosophic Sets
[314–317].

Definition 3.25.1 (Type-n Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let P 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let n ≥ 1 be an integer.

Denote by
Sub(G∗)

the family of all subgraphs of G∗.

Define recursively the classes
SG(n)(G∗, P )

as follows.

For n = 1, set
SG(1)(G∗, P ) = {(F,A) : ∅ 6= A ⊆ P, F : A −→ Sub(G∗)} .

For every n ≥ 2, define

SG(n)(G∗, P ) =
{
(F,A) : ∅ 6= A ⊆ P, F : A −→ SG(n−1)(G∗, P )

}
.

An element
G̃(n) = (G∗, F,A), (F,A) ∈ SG(n)(G∗, P ),

is called a Type-n Soft Graph over G∗.

More explicitly, for each a1 ∈ A,

F (a1) = (Fa1 , Aa1) ∈ SG(n−1)(G∗, P ).

Iterating this decomposition, every admissible parameter chain

a1 ∈ A, a2 ∈ Aa1 , . . . , an ∈ Aa1···an−1

terminates in a subgraph
Fa1···an−1

(an) ∈ Sub(G∗).

Theorem 3.25.2 (Well-Definedness of Type-n Soft Graphs). For every integer n ≥ 1, the recursive
construction in Definition 3.25.1 is well-defined. In particular, every admissible parameter chain of
length n terminates in a uniquely specified subgraph of G∗.
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Proof. We proceed by induction on n.

For n = 1, let
(F,A) ∈ SG(1)(G∗, P ).

By definition,
F : A −→ Sub(G∗),

and therefore, for every a1 ∈ A,
F (a1) ∈ Sub(G∗).

Hence, every Type-1 Soft Graph assigns a well-defined subgraph of G∗ to each parameter.

Assume now that the statement holds for some n− 1 ≥ 1. Let

(F,A) ∈ SG(n)(G∗, P ).

Then, by definition,
F : A −→ SG(n−1)(G∗, P ).

Thus, for every a1 ∈ A,
F (a1) = (Fa1 , Aa1) ∈ SG(n−1)(G∗, P ).

By the induction hypothesis, every admissible parameter chain

a2, . . . , an

within F (a1) terminates in a well-defined subgraph

Fa1···an−1(an) ∈ Sub(G∗).

Since a1 was arbitrary, every admissible parameter chain

a1, a2, . . . , an

of the Type-n Soft Graph terminates in a subgraph of G∗. Moreover, since every mapping appearing
in the recursive construction is a function, the terminal subgraph is uniquely determined by the
chosen parameter chain.

Therefore,
SG(n)(G∗, P )

is well-defined for every n ≥ 1.

Remark 3.25.3. The Type-n Soft Graph framework provides a hierarchy of increasingly deep pa-
rameterizations rather than a literal chain of set-theoretic inclusions.

For n = 1, the recursive construction reduces to an ordinary Soft Graph. For n = 2, each primary
parameter determines a Type-1 Soft Graph, yielding a general two-level parameterized Soft Graph.
In particular, it reduces to the Type-2 Soft Graph introduced above when the secondary parameter
set associated with each primary parameter x is chosen to be the neighborhood NG(x).

More generally, increasing n introduces additional nested parameter levels. Thus, the progression

Type-1 −→ Type-2 −→ · · · −→ Type-n

should be understood as an increase in parameterization depth, rather than as ordinary set inclusion.
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3.26 Interval-Valued Fuzzy Soft Graph

An Interval-Valued Fuzzy Soft Graph assigns interval-valued fuzzy memberships to vertices and edges
under parameters, representing uncertainty through bounded membership ranges [318,319].

Definition 3.26.1 (Interval-Valued Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters.

An Interval-Valued Fuzzy Soft Graph over G∗ is a quadruple

G̃ = (G∗,F ,K, A),

where, for every a ∈ A,

F(a) : V −→ Int([0, 1])

is an interval-valued fuzzy set on V , and

K(a) : E −→ Int([0, 1])

is an interval-valued fuzzy set on E.

Write
F(a)(v) =

[
µ−
F(a)(v), µ

+
F(a)(v)

]
for v ∈ V , and

K(a)({u, v}) =
[
µ−
K(a)({u, v}), µ

+
K(a)({u, v})

]
for {u, v} ∈ E.

For every a ∈ A and every {u, v} ∈ E, the following compatibility conditions are required:

µ−
K(a)({u, v}) ≤ min

{
µ−
F(a)(u), µ

−
F(a)(v)

}
,

and
µ+
K(a)({u, v}) ≤ min

{
µ+
F(a)(u), µ

+
F(a)(v)

}
.

Thus, for each parameter a ∈ A, (
F(a),K(a)

)
is an interval-valued fuzzy graph of G∗, and G̃ is a parameterized family of interval-valued fuzzy
graphs.
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3.27 Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph

An Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph extends an Uncertain Soft Graph by assigning an interval
of admissible uncertainty values to each vertex and edge under every parameter.

Definition 3.27.1 (Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let

(L,�,∧)

be a meet-semilattice of uncertainty values.

For x−, x+ ∈ L with x− � x+, write

[x−, x+]L = {x ∈ L : x− � x � x+}.

For every a ∈ A, let
ωV,a, ωV,a : V −→ L

and
ωE,a, ωE,a : E −→ L

satisfy
ωV,a(v) � ωV,a(v) (v ∈ V ),

and
ωE,a(e) � ωE,a(e) (e ∈ E).

Define the interval-valued uncertainty degrees by

ΩV,a(v) =
[
ωV,a(v), ωV,a(v)

]
L
,

and
ΩE,a(e) =

[
ωE,a(e), ωE,a(e)

]
L
.

Moreover, for every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E, assume that

ωE,a(e) � ωV,a(u) ∧ ωV,a(v),

and
ωE,a(e) � ωV,a(u) ∧ ωV,a(v).

Then
G̃IU = (G∗, {ΩV,a}a∈A, {ΩE,a}a∈A, A)

is called an Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph.

Theorem 3.27.2 (Well-Definedness). The Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph in Definition 3.27.1
is well-defined. In particular, every vertex and edge is assigned a nonempty interval of uncertainty
values, and the graph compatibility conditions are preserved at both interval endpoints.
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Proof. Fix a ∈ A.

For every v ∈ V , we have
ωV,a(v) � ωV,a(v).

Hence,
ΩV,a(v) =

[
ωV,a(v), ωV,a(v)

]
L
6= ∅,

because both endpoints belong to the corresponding order interval.

Similarly, for every e ∈ E,
ωE,a(e) � ωE,a(e),

and therefore
ΩE,a(e) =

[
ωE,a(e), ωE,a(e)

]
L
6= ∅.

Now let e = {u, v} ∈ E. By assumption,

ωE,a(e) � ωV,a(u) ∧ ωV,a(v),

and
ωE,a(e) � ωV,a(u) ∧ ωV,a(v).

Thus, both the lower and upper edge uncertainty degrees satisfy the required incidence compatibility
conditions with their endpoint vertices.

Consequently, for every parameter a ∈ A, the mappings ΩV,a and ΩE,a define valid interval-valued
uncertainty assignments on V and E, respectively. Therefore,

G̃IU

is a well-defined Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph.

Remark 3.27.3. If
ωV,a(v) = ωV,a(v)

for every v ∈ V , and
ωE,a(e) = ωE,a(e)

for every e ∈ E, then all uncertainty intervals are degenerate. Hence, an ordinary Uncertain Soft
Graph is recovered as a special case of an Interval-Valued Uncertain Soft Graph.

Related concepts, such as Interval-Valued Intuitionistic Fuzzy Soft Graphs [320, 321] and Interval-
Valued Neutrosophic Soft Graphs [178,322,323], are also known.

3.28 Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph

A Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph parameterizes Pythagorean fuzzy graphs, modeling membership and
non-membership degrees satisfying squared-sum constraints under uncertainty flexibly [260,324–327].
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Definition 3.28.1 (Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters.

A Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph over G∗ is a quadruple

G̃P = (G∗,F ,K, A),

where, for every a ∈ A,
F(a) =

(
µF(a), νF(a)

)
is a Pythagorean fuzzy set on V , and

K(a) =
(
µK(a), νK(a)

)
is a Pythagorean fuzzy set on E.

Thus, for every v ∈ V ,
0 ≤ µF(a)(v)

2 + νF(a)(v)
2 ≤ 1,

and, for every e ∈ E,
0 ≤ µK(a)(e)

2 + νK(a)(e)
2 ≤ 1.

Moreover, for every edge {u, v} ∈ E,

µK(a)({u, v}) ≤ min
{
µF(a)(u), µF(a)(v)

}
,

and
νK(a)({u, v}) ≥ max

{
νF(a)(u), νF(a)(v)

}
.

Hence, for each a ∈ A, (
F(a),K(a)

)
is a Pythagorean fuzzy graph of G∗, and G̃P is a parameterized family of Pythagorean fuzzy graphs.

Example 3.28.2 (Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3}

and
E = {e12, e23}, e12 = {v1, v2}, e23 = {v2, v3}.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

For the parameter a1, define the Pythagorean fuzzy vertex degrees by

v v1 v2 v3
µF(a1)(v) 0.8 0.7 0.6
νF(a1)(v) 0.3 0.4 0.5
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and the edge degrees by
e e12 e23

µK(a1)(e) 0.6 0.5
νK(a1)(e) 0.5 0.6

.

For the parameter a2, define
v v1 v2 v3

µF(a2)(v) 0.6 0.9 0.5
νF(a2)(v) 0.6 0.2 0.7

and
e e12 e23

µK(a2)(e) 0.5 0.4
νK(a2)(e) 0.7 0.8

.

All vertex and edge degrees satisfy the Pythagorean condition. For example,

0.82 + 0.32 = 0.73 ≤ 1,

and
0.62 + 0.52 = 0.61 ≤ 1.

Moreover, for a1 and e12 = {v1, v2},

0.6 ≤ min{0.8, 0.7} = 0.7,

and
0.5 ≥ max{0.3, 0.4} = 0.4.

Similarly, for e23 = {v2, v3},
0.5 ≤ min{0.7, 0.6} = 0.6,

and
0.6 ≥ max{0.4, 0.5} = 0.5.

The same conditions are satisfied for the parameter a2. Therefore,

G̃P = (G∗,F ,K, A)

is a Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph.

3.29 q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph

A q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Set assigns membership and non-membership degrees whose qth powers
sum to at most one for element [328–331]. A q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Graph assigns q-rung mem-
bership and non-membership degrees to vertices and edges while preserving incidence compatibility
conditions [332–334]. A q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph parameterizes q-rung orthopair fuzzy
graphs, representing membership and non-membership uncertainty under flexible q-rung constraints.
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Definition 3.29.1 (q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let q ≥ 1.

A q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph over G∗ is a quadruple

G̃q = (G∗,F ,K, A),

where, for every a ∈ A,
F(a) =

(
µF(a), νF(a)

)
is a q-rung orthopair fuzzy set on V , and

K(a) =
(
µK(a), νK(a)

)
is a q-rung orthopair fuzzy set on E.

Thus, for every v ∈ V ,
0 ≤ µF(a)(v)

q + νF(a)(v)
q ≤ 1,

and, for every e ∈ E,
0 ≤ µK(a)(e)

q + νK(a)(e)
q ≤ 1.

Moreover, for every edge {u, v} ∈ E,

µK(a)({u, v}) ≤ min
{
µF(a)(u), µF(a)(v)

}
,

and
νK(a)({u, v}) ≥ max

{
νF(a)(u), νF(a)(v)

}
.

Hence, for every a ∈ A,
(F(a),K(a))

is a q-rung orthopair fuzzy graph of G∗, and G̃q is called a q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph.

Example 3.29.2 (3-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3}

and
E = {e12, e23}, e12 = {v1, v2}, e23 = {v2, v3}.

Let
A = {a1, a2}

and take
q = 3.

For the parameter a1, define the vertex degrees by

v v1 v2 v3
µF(a1)(v) 0.80 0.75 0.65
νF(a1)(v) 0.70 0.70 0.75
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and the edge degrees by
e e12 e23

µK(a1)(e) 0.70 0.60
νK(a1)(e) 0.72 0.78

.

For the parameter a2, define
v v1 v2 v3

µF(a2)(v) 0.65 0.85 0.70
νF(a2)(v) 0.70 0.50 0.65

and
e e12 e23

µK(a2)(e) 0.60 0.65
νK(a2)(e) 0.72 0.70

.

We verify the 3-rung orthopair condition. For example, for a1 and v1,

0.803 + 0.703 = 0.512 + 0.343 = 0.855 ≤ 1.

For a1 and e12,
0.703 + 0.723 = 0.343 + 0.373248 = 0.716248 ≤ 1.

The vertex–edge compatibility conditions are also satisfied. For a1 and e12 = {v1, v2},

0.70 ≤ min{0.80, 0.75} = 0.75,

and
0.72 ≥ max{0.70, 0.70} = 0.70.

For e23 = {v2, v3},
0.60 ≤ min{0.75, 0.65} = 0.65,

and
0.78 ≥ max{0.70, 0.75} = 0.75.

Similarly, all vertex and edge degrees associated with a2 satisfy the 3-rung orthopair condition and
the corresponding vertex–edge compatibility conditions.

Therefore,
G̃3 = (G∗,F ,K, A)

is a 3-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph, and hence an instance of a q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft
Graph.

Notice that
0.802 + 0.702 = 1.13 > 1.

Thus, the degree pair (0.80, 0.70) is not admissible in a Pythagorean fuzzy model, although

0.803 + 0.703 = 0.855 ≤ 1.

This example therefore also illustrates the greater flexibility of the q-rung orthopair framework for
q > 2.
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Theorem 3.29.3 (Generalization of Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graphs). Every Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft
Graph is a q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph for every q ≥ 2. In particular, when q = 2, the notion
of a q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph reduces exactly to that of a Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph.
Furthermore, for q > 2, the q-rung framework is strictly more general.

Proof. Let
G̃P = (G∗,F ,K, A)

be a Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph. Then, for every a ∈ A and v ∈ V ,

µF(a)(v)
2 + νF(a)(v)

2 ≤ 1,

and, for every e ∈ E,
µK(a)(e)

2 + νK(a)(e)
2 ≤ 1.

Since 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 implies
xq ≤ x2 for every q ≥ 2,

we obtain
µF(a)(v)

q + νF(a)(v)
q ≤ µF(a)(v)

2 + νF(a)(v)
2 ≤ 1.

Similarly,
µK(a)(e)

q + νK(a)(e)
q ≤ 1.

The vertex–edge compatibility conditions are unchanged. Therefore, every Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft
Graph satisfies the defining conditions of a q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph for every q ≥ 2.

When q = 2, the defining condition
µq + νq ≤ 1

becomes
µ2 + ν2 ≤ 1,

which is precisely the Pythagorean fuzzy condition. Hence, Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graphs are
exactly the q = 2 case.

To see that the generalization is strict for q > 2, choose c ∈ [0, 1] such that

2−1/2 < c ≤ 2−1/q.

Then
2cq ≤ 1,

whereas
2c2 > 1.

Thus, an orthopair (c, c) may satisfy the q-rung condition while failing the Pythagorean condition.
Consequently, for q > 2, the q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph framework admits configurations
that are not Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graphs.

Remark 3.29.4. The relationship among the corresponding soft graph models may be summarized
as

Intuitionistic Fuzzy Soft Graph ⊆ Pythagorean Fuzzy Soft Graph ⊆ q-Rung Orthopair Fuzzy Soft Graph,

where the first model is recovered at q = 1, the second at q = 2, and larger values of q provide a
wider admissible region for the membership and non-membership degrees.
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3.30 q-Rung Orthopair Uncertain Soft Graph

A q-Rung Orthopair Uncertain Soft Graph represents parameterized graph uncertainty through mem-
bership, non-membership, and hesitation degrees whose qth powers satisfy a normalized uncertainty
constraint.

Definition 3.30.1 (q-Rung Orthopair Uncertain Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let q ≥ 1.

For each a ∈ A, assign to every vertex v ∈ V three values

µV,a(v), νV,a(v), πV,a(v) ∈ [0, 1],

satisfying
µV,a(v)

q + νV,a(v)
q + πV,a(v)

q = 1.

Similarly, assign to every edge e ∈ E three values

µE,a(e), νE,a(e), πE,a(e) ∈ [0, 1],

satisfying
µE,a(e)

q + νE,a(e)
q + πE,a(e)

q = 1.

Here,
µ, ν, π

represent membership, non-membership, and hesitation degrees, respectively.

For every edge e = {u, v} ∈ E, assume that

µE,a(e)
q ≤ min {µV,a(u)q, µV,a(v)q} ,

and
νE,a(e)

q ≥ max {νV,a(u)q, νV,a(v)q} .

Equivalently, the hesitation degrees are determined by

πV,a(v)
q = 1− µV,a(v)

q − νV,a(v)
q,

and
πE,a(e)

q = 1− µE,a(e)
q − νE,a(e)

q.

The parameterized structure

G̃qU = (G∗, {µV,a, νV,a, πV,a}a∈A, {µE,a, νE,a, πE,a}a∈A, A)

is called a q-Rung Orthopair Uncertain Soft Graph.

Theorem 3.30.2 (Well-Definedness). The q-Rung Orthopair Uncertain Soft Graph given in Defini-
tion 3.30.1 is well-defined.
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Proof. Fix a ∈ A.

For every v ∈ V ,
µV,a(v)

q + νV,a(v)
q ≤ 1.

Hence,
1− µV,a(v)

q − νV,a(v)
q ≥ 0,

and therefore
πV,a(v) = (1− µV,a(v)

q − νV,a(v)
q)

1/q

is a well-defined element of [0, 1]. Consequently,

µV,a(v)
q + νV,a(v)

q + πV,a(v)
q = 1.

Likewise, for every e ∈ E,
µE,a(e)

q + νE,a(e)
q ≤ 1

implies that
πE,a(e) = (1− µE,a(e)

q − νE,a(e)
q)

1/q ∈ [0, 1],

and hence
µE,a(e)

q + νE,a(e)
q + πE,a(e)

q = 1.

Moreover, for every e = {u, v} ∈ E,

µE,a(e)
q ≤ min {µV,a(u)q, µV,a(v)q} ,

and
νE,a(e)

q ≥ max {νV,a(u)q, νV,a(v)q} .

Since x 7→ xq is monotonically increasing on [0, 1], these conditions are equivalent to

µE,a(e) ≤ min {µV,a(u), µV,a(v)} ,

and
νE,a(e) ≥ max {νV,a(u), νV,a(v)} .

Thus, all vertex and edge uncertainty degrees satisfy both the q-rung orthopair constraints and the
graph incidence compatibility conditions. Therefore,

G̃qU

is well-defined.

Remark 3.30.3. The defining uncertainty relations are expressed entirely through qth powers:

µq + νq + πq = 1.

In particular, q = 1 yields the intuitionistic-type constraint, whereas q = 2 yields the Pythagorean-
type constraint. Increasing q enlarges the admissible region of membership and non-membership
degrees.
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Rough Graph Series

This chapter introduces rough graphs and their extensions.

Rough Graph extensions = approximation-based extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
edge rough, vertex rough, vertex–edge rough,

weighted rough, and directed rough graphs

∪ hybrid uncertainty extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
fuzzy rough, intuitionistic fuzzy rough,

neutrosophic rough, soft rough,
and hypersoft rough graphs

∪ higher-order structural extensions︸ ︷︷ ︸
rough hypergraphs, rough superhypergraphs,

rough n-superhypergraphs, and
recursive rough superhypergraphs

.

4.1 Rough Graph

The term Rough Graph is used in the literature for several closely related graph models based on
rough-set theory. Two useful formulations are distinguished in this book. The first represents a rough
graph through lower and upper approximations of graph elements, whereas the second represents
rough information through a rough-membership function attached to the vertices of a graph. These
formulations emphasize different aspects of roughness and should not be regarded as mathematically
identical.

Formulation I: Approximation-Based Rough Graph

An approximation-based Rough Graph models uncertainty in the edge set of a graph by partitioning
the edges through an equivalence relation and approximating a target edge set by its lower and upper
approximations [68,335–337].
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Definition 4.1.1 (Approximation-Based Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a graph, where V is the vertex set and E is the edge set. Let RE be an equivalence relation on E,
possibly induced by a collection of edge attributes. For each e ∈ E, denote its equivalence class by

[e]RE
= {f ∈ E : eREf}.

For any target edge set X ⊆ E, define the lower approximation by

RE(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]RE
⊆ X},

and the upper approximation by

RE(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]RE
∩X 6= ∅}.

The corresponding lower- and upper-approximation graphs are

GRE
∗ (X) =

(
V,RE(X)

)
and

G∗
RE

(X) =
(
V,RE(X)

)
,

respectively.

The target edge set X is called RE-exact if

RE(X) = X = RE(X).

Otherwise, X is called RE-rough.

The ordered pair
GRE

(X) =
(
GRE

∗ (X), G∗
RE

(X)
)

is called an Approximation-Based Rough Graph determined by X.

Example 4.1.2 (A Rough Graph Determined by Edge Types). Let

G = (V,E), V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5},

with
E = {e1, e2, e3, e4, e5},

where
e1 = {v1, v2}, e2 = {v2, v3}, e3 = {v3, v4}, e4 = {v4, v5}, e5 = {v5, v1}.

Suppose that RE has the equivalence classes

[e1]RE
= [e2]RE

= {e1, e2}, [e3]RE
= {e3}, [e4]RE

= [e5]RE
= {e4, e5}.

Consider
X = {e1, e2, e4}.

Since
{e1, e2} ⊆ X, {e4, e5} ∩X 6= ∅,
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but
{e4, e5} * X,

we obtain
RE(X) = {e1, e2}

and
RE(X) = {e1, e2, e4, e5}.

Therefore,
GRE

(X) =
((
V, {e1, e2}

)
,
(
V, {e1, e2, e4, e5}

))
.

Since
RE(X) 6= RE(X),

the target edge set X is RE-rough.

Formulation II: Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph

A second formulation represents roughness quantitatively through a rough-membership function.
In a finite approximation space, the rough membership of a vertex measures the proportion of its
equivalence class that belongs to a prescribed target set.

Definition 4.1.3 (Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let RV be an equivalence relation on V , and let

X ⊆ V

be a target vertex set.

For every v ∈ V , let
[v]RV

= {u ∈ V : vRV u}
denote the equivalence class of v. Define the rough-membership function of X by

ωX(v) =
|[v]RV

∩X|
|[v]RV

|
, v ∈ V.

Then
ωX : V −→ [0, 1].

The structure
RX = (G,ωX) = (V,E, ωX)

is called a Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph.

In particular,
ωX(v) = 1

means that the entire equivalence class of v belongs to X, whereas

ωX(v) = 0

means that its equivalence class does not intersect X. Values satisfying

0 < ωX(v) < 1

represent boundary or partially supported vertices.

65



Chapter 4. Rough Graph Series

Example 4.1.4 (A Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph). Let

V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6}

and let
E = {{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v5}, {v5, v6}} .

Suppose that the equivalence relation RV induces the classes

C1 = {v1, v2}, C2 = {v3, v4, v5}, C3 = {v6}.

Let
X = {v1, v2, v3, v5}.

Then
ωX(v1) = ωX(v2) =

2

2
= 1,

ωX(v3) = ωX(v4) = ωX(v5) =
2

3
,

and
ωX(v6) = 0.

Hence,
RX = (V,E, ωX)

is a Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph. The vertices v1 and v2 belong completely to
the rough target concept, v3, v4, v5 belong to its boundary region, and v6 lies outside the corresponding
upper approximation.

Remark 4.1.5 (Relationship Between the Two Formulations). The two formulations describe differ-
ent aspects of rough information. The approximation-based formulation represents roughness explic-
itly through a pair of lower and upper graphs,(

GRE
∗ (X), G∗

RE
(X)

)
,

whereas the rough-membership formulation represents roughness through a degree function

ωX : V → [0, 1].

Thus, schematically,

Approximation-Based Rough Graph =⇒ lower/upper graph pair,

whereas

Rough-Membership-Function-Based Rough Graph =⇒ graph with rough membership degrees.

These notions are related through rough-set theory, but they are not identical constructions. There-
fore, the intended formulation should be stated explicitly whenever the term “Rough Graph” is used.
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4.2 Rough HyperGraph

A rough hypergraph employs lower and upper approximations to model uncertain vertices and hyper-
edges, distinguishing certain, possible, and boundary multiway relationships induced by indiscerni-
bility relations [338–341].

Definition 4.2.1 (Rough Hypergraph). Let Q be a nonempty finite set, and let ϕ be an equivalence
relation on Q. For A ⊆ Q, define the lower and upper approximations of A by

ϕ(A) = {x ∈ Q : [x]ϕ ⊆ A}, ϕ(A) = {x ∈ Q : [x]ϕ ∩A 6= ∅}.

Let
M ⊆ P(Q) \ {∅}

be a family of nonempty subsets of Q, and let ψ be an equivalence relation on M. For a target
hyperedge family

D ⊆ M,

define
ψ(D) = {F ∈ M : [F ]ψ ⊆ D},

and
ψ(D) = {F ∈ M : [F ]ψ ∩ D 6= ∅}.

Assume that
ψ(D) ⊆ P

(
ϕ(A)

)
\ {∅}

and
ψ(D) ⊆ P

(
ϕ(A)

)
\ {∅}.

Then the ordered pair
R =

(
R,R

)
,

where
R =

(
ϕ(A), ψ(D)

)
and

R =
(
ϕ(A), ψ(D)

)
,

is called a rough hypergraph. The hypergraphs R and R are called the lower-approximation hypergraph
and the upper-approximation hypergraph, respectively.

4.3 Rough SuperHyperGraph

A rough SuperHyperGraph applies lower and upper approximations to supervertices and superedges,
distinguishing definite, possible, and boundary higher-order structures under indiscernibility relations
within complex networks [342].

Definition 4.3.1 (Rough SuperHyperGraph). [342] Let S be a nonempty finite set, and let

V ⊆ P(S) \ {∅}

be a family of supervertices. Let
M ⊆ P(V) \ {∅}

be a family of candidate superedges.
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Let ρ and σ be equivalence relations on V and M, respectively. For A ⊆ V and B ⊆ M, define

ρ(A) = {X ∈ V : [X]ρ ⊆ A} , ρ(A) = {X ∈ V : [X]ρ ∩ A 6= ∅} ,

and
σ(B) = {F ∈ M : [F ]σ ⊆ B} , σ(B) = {F ∈ M : [F ]σ ∩ B 6= ∅} .

Assume that
σ(B) ⊆ P

(
ρ(A)

)
\ {∅}

and
σ(B) ⊆ P

(
ρ(A)

)
\ {∅}.

Then
R =

(
R,R

)
,

where
R =

(
ρ(A), σ(B)

)
and

R = (ρ(A), σ(B)) ,

is called a rough SuperHyperGraph. The structures R and R are called its lower-approximation
SuperHyperGraph and upper-approximation SuperHyperGraph, respectively.

4.4 Recursive Rough SuperHyperGraph

A Recursive Rough SuperHyperGraph applies lower and upper approximations to recursively nested
supervertices and superedges, representing certain and possible structures.

Definition 4.4.1 (Recursive Rough SuperHyperGraph). Let r ≥ 0, let V0 be a finite nonempty set,
and recursively define

Vk ⊆ P(Vk−1) \ {∅}, k = 1, . . . , r.

Put

V ∗ :=
r⋃

k=0

Vk, G = (V ∗, E), E ⊆ P(V ∗) \ {∅}.

A subset X ⊆ V ∗ is called recursively closed if

x ∈ X ∩ Vk =⇒ x ⊆ X ∩ Vk−1, k = 1, . . . , r.

For Y ⊆ V ∗, let
rker(Y )

denote the largest recursively closed subset of Y , and let

rcl(Y )

denote the smallest recursively closed subset containing Y .

Let ∼V and ∼E be equivalence relations on V ∗ and E, respectively, where ∼V preserves levels. For
a recursive sub-SuperHyperGraph

H = (X,F ), F ⊆ {e ∈ E : e ⊆ X},

define
X = rker

(
{x ∈ V ∗ : [x]∼V

⊆ X}
)
,
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X = rcl
(
{x ∈ V ∗ : [x]∼V

∩X 6= ∅}
)
,

and
F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E

⊆ F and e ⊆ X} ,

F =
{
e ∈ E : [e]∼E

∩ F 6= ∅ and e ⊆ X
}
.

The pair
R(H) =

(
H,H

)
,

where
H = (X,F ), H = (X,F ),

is called a Recursive Rough SuperHyperGraph.

4.5 Fuzzy Rough Graph

A fuzzy rough set combines fuzzy membership with rough approximations, representing uncertain
concepts through graded lower and upper approximation boundaries [343–345]. A fuzzy rough graph
combines fuzzy membership with rough lower and upper approximations, representing uncertain
vertices and edges through graded inclusion and indiscernibility relations simultaneously [333, 346–
348]. Related concepts, such as Fuzzy Rough Digraphs, are also known [349–351].

Definition 4.5.1 (Fuzzy Rough Graph). Let V be a nonempty finite set and let

E∗ =

(
V

2

)
.

Let R : V × V → [0, 1] and S : E∗ × E∗ → [0, 1] be fuzzy tolerance relations. Let

µ : V → [0, 1] and ν : E∗ → [0, 1]

be fuzzy sets of vertices and edges, respectively.

The lower and upper approximations of µ with respect to R are defined by

R(µ)(x) =
∧
y∈V

((1−R(x, y)) ∨ µ(y)) ,

and
R(µ)(x) =

∨
y∈V

(R(x, y) ∧ µ(y)) , x ∈ V.

Similarly, the lower and upper approximations of ν with respect to S are defined by

S(ν)(e) =
∧
f∈E∗

((1− S(e, f)) ∨ ν(f)) ,

and
S(ν)(e) =

∨
f∈E∗

(S(e, f) ∧ ν(f)) , e ∈ E∗.

Assume that, for every e = {x, y} ∈ E∗,

S(ν)(e) ≤ R(µ)(x) ∧R(µ)(y),
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and
S(ν)(e) ≤ R(µ)(x) ∧R(µ)(y).

Then
G =

(
G,G

)
,

where
G = (R(µ), S(ν))

and
G =

(
R(µ), S(ν)

)
,

is called a fuzzy rough graph. The fuzzy graphs G and G are called the lower-approximation graph
and the upper-approximation graph, respectively.

Example 4.5.2 (A Fuzzy Rough Triangle). Let

V = {v1, v2, v3}, E∗ = {e12, e23, e13},

where eij = {vi, vj}. Define universal fuzzy tolerance relations by

R(vi, vj) = 1 and S(e, f) = 1

for all vi, vj ∈ V and e, f ∈ E∗.

Let the vertex-membership function be

µ(v1) = 0.8, µ(v2) = 0.6, µ(v3) = 0.9,

and let the edge-membership function be

ν(e12) = 0.5, ν(e23) = 0.4, ν(e13) = 0.6.

Since R is universal, for every x ∈ V ,

R(µ)(x) = min
y∈V

µ(y) = 0.6,

whereas
R(µ)(x) = max

y∈V
µ(y) = 0.9.

Similarly, for every e ∈ E∗,
S(ν)(e) = min

f∈E∗
ν(f) = 0.4,

and
S(ν)(e) = max

f∈E∗
ν(f) = 0.6.

Consequently, for every edge e = {x, y} ∈ E∗,

0.4 ≤ min{0.6, 0.6}

and
0.6 ≤ min{0.9, 0.9}.

Hence
G =

(
R(µ), S(ν)

)
and

G =
(
R(µ), S(ν)

)
are well-defined fuzzy graphs. Since their membership values differ,

G =
(
G,G

)
is a non-exact fuzzy rough graph.
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v1
0.6

v2
0.6

v3
0.6

0.4

0.40.4

G
Lower-approximation graph

v1
0.9

v2
0.9

v3
0.9

0.6

0.60.6

G
Upper-approximation graph

Figure 4.1: The lower- and upper-approximation fuzzy graphs. The values inside the vertices and
beside the edges are their membership degrees.

4.6 Intuitionistic Fuzzy Rough Graph

An intuitionistic fuzzy rough set uses membership and non-membership degrees with lower and up-
per approximations to represent uncertain, hesitant concepts [352–354]. An intuitionistic fuzzy rough
graph combines membership, non-membership, and hesitation degrees with lower and upper approx-
imations to model uncertain vertices and edges under indiscernibility relations [355–357].

Definition 4.6.1 (Intuitionistic Fuzzy Rough Graph). Let V be a nonempty finite set and let

E∗ =
{
{x, y} ⊆ V : x 6= y

}
.

Let
A =

(
µ
V
, νV

)
, A =

(
µV , νV

)
be the lower and upper intuitionistic fuzzy approximations of a vertex set on V , and let

B =
(
µ
E
, νE

)
, B =

(
µE , νE

)
be the corresponding lower and upper intuitionistic fuzzy approximations of an edge set on E∗.

Assume that, for every x ∈ V ,

0 ≤ µ
V
(x) + νV (x) ≤ 1, 0 ≤ µV (x) + νV (x) ≤ 1,

and, for every e ∈ E∗,

0 ≤ µ
E
(e) + νE(e) ≤ 1, 0 ≤ µE(e) + νE(e) ≤ 1.

Moreover, for every edge e = {x, y} ∈ E∗, suppose that

µ
E
(e) ≤ min

{
µ
V
(x), µ

V
(y)

}
,

νE(e) ≥ max
{
νV (x), νV (y)

}
,

and
µE(e) ≤ min

{
µV (x), µV (y)

}
,

νE(e) ≥ max
{
νV (x), νV (y)

}
.

Then
G =

(
G,G

)
,

where
G = (A,B) and G =

(
A,B

)
,

is called an intuitionistic fuzzy rough graph. The graphs G and G are called its lower-approximation
intuitionistic fuzzy graph and upper-approximation intuitionistic fuzzy graph, respectively.
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4.7 Neutrosophic Rough Graph

A neutrosophic rough set combines truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees with lower and upper
approximations to model inconsistent uncertain information [358–360]. A neutrosophic rough graph
combines truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees with lower and upper approximations, representing
uncertain vertices and edges under indiscernibility relations more flexibly [361].

Definition 4.7.1 (Neutrosophic Rough Graph). Let V be a nonempty finite set, and let

E∗ =
{
{x, y} ⊆ V : x 6= y

}
.

Let
A =

(
TV , IV , FV

)
, A =

(
TV , IV , FV

)
be the lower and upper neutrosophic approximations on V , and let

B =
(
TE , IE , FE

)
, B =

(
TE , IE , FE

)
be the corresponding lower and upper neutrosophic approximations on E∗, where all component
functions take values in [0, 1].

Assume that, for every edge e = {x, y} ∈ E∗,

TE(e) ≤ min{TV (x), TV (y)},

IE(e) ≤ max{IV (x), IV (y)}, FE(e) ≤ max{FV (x), FV (y)},

and
TE(e) ≤ min{TV (x), TV (y)},

IE(e) ≤ max{IV (x), IV (y)}, FE(e) ≤ max{FV (x), FV (y)}.

Then
G =

(
G,G

)
,

where
G = (A,B) and G =

(
A,B

)
,

is called a neutrosophic rough graph. The neutrosophic graphs G and G are called the lower-
approximation graph and the upper-approximation graph, respectively.

4.8 Plithogenic Rough Graph

A plithogenic rough set combines appurtenance and contradiction degrees with lower and upper
approximations to model heterogeneous uncertain information systematically [362]. A Plithogenic
Rough Graph combines plithogenic appurtenance and contradiction degrees with lower and upper
approximations of uncertain vertices and edges.
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Definition 4.8.1 (Plithogenic Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let ∼V and ∼E be equivalence relations on V and E, respectively. Let
A 6= ∅ be a finite attribute-value set, and let

µV : V ×A −→ [0, 1], µE : E ×A −→ [0, 1]

be degree-of-appurtenance functions. Let

δ : A×A −→ [0, 1]

be a degree-of-contradiction function satisfying

δ(a, a) = 0, δ(a, b) = δ(b, a).

For every e = {u, v} ∈ E and a ∈ A, require

µE(e, a) ≤ min{µV (u, a), µV (v, a)}.

Let
H = (X,F ), X ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩

(
X

2

)
.

Define
X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V

⊆ X}, X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V
∩X 6= ∅},

and
F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E

⊆ F, e ⊆ X},

F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E
∩ F 6= ∅, e ⊆ X}.

The pair
RP (H) =

(
(X,F , µV |X×A, µE |F×A, δ), (X,F , µV |X×A, µE |F×A, δ)

)
is called a Plithogenic Rough Graph.

4.9 Uncertain Rough Graph

An Uncertain Rough Graph applies lower and upper approximations to uncertainty-weighted vertices
and edges, distinguishing certain, possible, and boundary structures.

Definition 4.9.1 (Uncertain Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let (L,�,∧) be a meet-semilattice of uncertainty values. Let

ωV : V −→ L, ωE : E −→ L

satisfy
ωE({u, v}) � ωV (u) ∧ ωV (v)

for every {u, v} ∈ E.

Let ∼V and ∼E be equivalence relations on V and E, respectively, and let

H = (X,F ), X ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩
(
X

2

)
.
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Define
X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V

⊆ X}, X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V
∩X 6= ∅},

F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E
⊆ F, e ⊆ X},

and
F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E

∩ F 6= ∅, e ⊆ X}.
The pair

RU (H) =
(
(X,F , ωV |X , ωE |F ), (X,F , ωV |X , ωE |F )

)
is called an Uncertain Rough Graph.

Remark 4.9.2 (Catalogue of Uncertain Rough Graph Families). For reference, Table 4.1 presents
a catalogue of uncertainty-rough-graph families, called Uncertain Rough Graphs, classified according
to the dimension k of the underlying uncertainty-degree domain

Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

Table 4.1: A catalogue of Uncertain Rough Graph families organized by the dimension k of the
underlying degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

k Representative Uncertain Rough Graph type(s) RM (H) = (G
M
(H),GM (H)) induced by

uncertainty-degree maps µV,M : V → Dom(M) and µE,M : E → Dom(M)

1 Fuzzy rough graph [347,363]; N -fuzzy rough graph; shadowed rough graph variants
2 Intuitionistic fuzzy rough graph [364–366]; vague rough graph; bipolar fuzzy rough graph [367];

intuitionistic evidence rough graph; variable fuzzy rough graph; paraconsistent fuzzy rough
graph; bifuzzy rough graph

3 Neutrosophic rough graph [361](a); hesitant fuzzy rough graph(d); tripolar fuzzy rough graph;
three-way fuzzy rough graph; picture fuzzy rough graph; spherical fuzzy rough graph [333];
inconsistent intuitionistic fuzzy rough graph; ternary fuzzy rough graph; neutrosophic-fuzzy
rough graph; neutrosophic vague rough graph

4 Quadripartitioned neutrosophic rough graph; double-valued neutrosophic rough graph; dual hes-
itant fuzzy rough graph(d); ambiguous rough graph(b); local-neutrosophic rough graph; support-
neutrosophic rough graph; Turiyam neutrosophic rough graph(c)

5 Pentapartitioned neutrosophic rough graph; triple-valued neutrosophic rough graph
6 Hexapartitioned neutrosophic rough graph; quadruple-valued neutrosophic rough graph
7 Heptapartitioned neutrosophic rough graph; quintuple-valued neutrosophic rough graph
8 Octapartitioned neutrosophic rough graph
9 Nonapartitioned neutrosophic rough graph
n n-refined fuzzy rough graph; multi-valued fuzzy rough graph; multi-fuzzy rough graph
2n n-refined intuitionistic fuzzy rough graph; multi-intuitionistic fuzzy rough graph
3n n-refined neutrosophic rough graph; multi-neutrosophic rough graph

(a) Neutrosophic rough graph models may be viewed as broad approximation-based frameworks capable of specializing
to several degree-based rough graph models under suitable constraints.
(b) An ambiguous rough graph is obtained by applying the lower and upper graph-approximation operators to an
uncertainty graph whose degrees belong to an ambiguous-set model. Ambiguous-set models are commonly related to
certain four-component neutrosophic models.
(c) A Turiyam neutrosophic rough graph is induced by a four-component Turiyam neutrosophic degree model and
suitable lower and upper approximations. Such models are commonly regarded as specializations of quadripartitioned
neutrosophic frameworks.
(d) Hesitant and dual hesitant fuzzy degrees are naturally set-valued. Their placement in a fixed-dimensional row
presupposes a selected finite-coordinate representation. Otherwise, their degree-domains need not be subsets of a single
finite-dimensional cube [0, 1]k.
Dimension note. The integer k records the dimension of the underlying uncertainty degree assigned to each vertex or
edge. It does not count the lower and upper approximations as additional degree components. Thus, the rough pair(

G
M

(H),GM (H)
)

remains classified according to the dimension of Dom(M), rather than according to 2k.

4.10 Soft Rough Graph

A soft rough set combines soft-set parameterization with rough lower and upper approximations
to represent parameter-dependent uncertainty in information systems [368–370]. Related concepts,
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such as hypersoft rough sets [371–376], are also known in the literature. A soft rough graph combines
soft-set parameterization with lower and upper approximations to represent uncertain vertices, edges,
parameter-dependent subgraphs, and boundary information systematically within networks [377–379].

Definition 4.10.1 (Soft Rough Graph). [377–379] Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a set of parameters, and let

F : A −→ P(V ), K : A −→ P(E)

be set-valued mappings such that

K(a) ⊆ E ∩
(
F (a)

2

)
for every a ∈ A.

Thus, each
Ga = (F (a),K(a))

is a subgraph of G.

For a nonempty target set X ⊆ V , define

A∗(X) = {a ∈ A : F (a) ⊆ X}

and
A∗(X) = {a ∈ A : F (a) ∩X 6= ∅}.

The lower approximations of the vertex and edge sets are

F∗(X) =
⋃

a∈A∗(X)

F (a), K∗(X) =
⋃

a∈A∗(X)

K(a),

whereas their upper approximations are

F ∗(X) =
⋃

a∈A∗(X)

F (a), K∗(X) =
⋃

a∈A∗(X)

K(a).

Then
G̃X = (G∗(X), G∗(X)) ,

where
G∗(X) =

(
F∗(X),K∗(X)

)
and

G∗(X) =
(
F ∗(X),K∗(X)

)
,

is called a soft rough graph of G. The graphs G∗(X) and G∗(X) are called the lower-approximation
graph and the upper-approximation graph, respectively.

4.11 Edge Rough Graph

An edge rough graph approximates an uncertain target edge set through equivalence classes, producing
lower and upper subgraphs that distinguish certain, possible, and boundary edges [380].
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Definition 4.11.1 (Edge Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite graph, and let RE be an equivalence relation on the edge set E. For each e ∈ E, denote
its equivalence class under RE by

[e]RE
= {f ∈ E : eRE f}.

For a target edge set X ⊆ E, define its lower and upper approximations by

RE(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]RE
⊆ X},

and
RE(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]RE

∩X 6= ∅}.

For any F ⊆ E, let
V (F ) = {v ∈ V : v is incident with some edge in F}.

The corresponding lower- and upper-approximation graphs are

GE∗ (X) =
(
V (RE(X)), RE(X)

)
and

G∗
E(X) =

(
V (RE(X)), RE(X)

)
,

respectively.

The ordered pair
GRE

(X) =
(
GE∗ (X), G∗

E(X)
)

is called the edge rough graph determined by X. The graphs GE∗ (X) and G∗
E(X) are called the lower

edge-approximation graph and the upper edge-approximation graph, respectively.

4.12 Vertex Rough Graph

A vertex rough graph approximates an uncertain target vertex set through equivalence classes, pro-
ducing lower and upper subgraphs that identify certain, possible, and boundary vertices [381,382].

Definition 4.12.1 (Vertex Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let R be an equivalence relation on V , and let

H = (W,F )

be a subgraph of G, where W ⊆ V and F ⊆ E.

For each v ∈ V , let
[v]R = {u ∈ V : uRv}

denote the equivalence class of v. The lower and upper approximations of W are defined by

R(W ) = {v ∈ V : [v]R ⊆W},
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and
R(W ) = {v ∈ V : [v]R ∩W 6= ∅}.

For any U ⊆ V , write
EG[U ] =

{
{x, y} ∈ E : x, y ∈ U

}
.

Define the lower- and upper-approximation graphs of H by

RV (H) = (R(W ), F ∩ EG[R(W )])

and
RV (H) =

(
R(W ), EG[R(W )]

)
,

respectively.

The ordered pair
RV (H) =

(
RV (H), RV (H)

)
is called the vertex rough graph of H with respect to R. The graphs RV (H) and RV (H) are called
the lower vertex-approximation graph and the upper vertex-approximation graph, respectively.

Example 4.12.2 (A Vertex Rough Graph). Let

V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6}

and let
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v5}, {v5, v6}, {v6, v1}, {v1, v3}, {v3, v5}

}
.

Define an equivalence relation R on V by the classes

{v1, v2}, {v3, v4}, {v5, v6}.

Consider the subgraph
H = (W,F ),

where
W = {v1, v2, v3, v5}

and
F =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v1, v3}, {v3, v5}

}
.

Only the class {v1, v2} is entirely contained in W , while every equivalence class intersects W . Hence

R(W ) = {v1, v2}, R(W ) = V.

Therefore,
RV (H) =

(
{v1, v2},

{
{v1, v2}

})
and

RV (H) = (V,E).

Thus,
RV (H) =

(
RV (H), RV (H)

)
is a non-exact vertex rough graph.
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v1

v2

v3

v4
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v6

H = (W,F )

v1 v2

RV (H)
Lower approximation

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

RV (H)
Upper approximation

Figure 4.2: A target subgraph and its lower and upper vertex-approximation graphs. Dashed vertices
in the first panel belong to the ambient graph but not to W .

4.13 Weighted Rough Graph

A weighted rough graph integrates edge or vertex weights with lower and upper approximations,
preserving quantitative network information while distinguishing certain, possible, and boundary
structures [67,341,383].

Definition 4.13.1 (Weighted Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E,w)

be a finite weighted graph, where
w : E −→ R≥0

is an edge-weight function, and let R be an equivalence relation on E.

For a target edge set X ⊆ E, define its lower and upper approximations by

R(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]R ⊆ X}, R(X) = {e ∈ E : [e]R ∩X 6= ∅}.

For F ⊆ E, let
V (F ) = {v ∈ V : v is incident with an edge of F}.

The lower- and upper-approximation graphs are

GR∗ (X) =
(
V (R(X)), R(X)

)
and

G∗
R(X) =

(
V (R(X)), R(X)

)
,

respectively.

Let
Φ : {finite multisets in R≥0} −→ R≥0

be a fixed aggregation function. For each equivalence class C ∈ E/R, define its class weight by

ωR(C) = Φ
(
{w(e) : e ∈ C}

)
.

Then
GR,w(X) =

(
GR∗ (X), G∗

R(X), ωR
)

is called a weighted rough graph.
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Example 4.13.2 (A Weighted Rough Transportation Network). Let

G = (V,E,w), V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5},

where
e1 = {v1, v2}, w(e1) = 2,

e2 = {v2, v3}, w(e2) = 4,

e3 = {v3, v4}, w(e3) = 3,

e4 = {v4, v5}, w(e4) = 7,

e5 = {v5, v1}, w(e5) = 5.

Assume that R has the equivalence classes

C1 = {e1, e2}, C2 = {e3}, C3 = {e4, e5}.

For the target edge set
X = {e1, e2, e4},

we obtain
R(X) = {e1, e2}, R(X) = {e1, e2, e4, e5}.

Hence
GR∗ (X) =

(
{v1, v2, v3}, {e1, e2}

)
and

G∗
R(X) =

(
V, {e1, e2, e4, e5}

)
.

Choose the arithmetic-mean aggregator

Φ({x1, . . . , xk}) =
1

k

k∑
i=1

xi.

The corresponding class weights are

ωR(C1) = 3, ωR(C2) = 3, ωR(C3) = 6.

Therefore,
GR,w(X) =

(
GR∗ (X), G∗

R(X), ωR
)

is a weighted rough graph.

v1

v2

v3

e1 : 2 e2 : 4

GR∗ (X)
ωR(C1) = 3

v1

v2

v3

v4v5

e1 : 2 e2 : 4

e4 : 7

e5 : 5

G∗
R(X)

ωR(C1) = 3, ωR(C3) = 6

Figure 4.3: The lower and upper approximation graphs. Edge labels display the original edge and its
weight.
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4.14 Rough Digraph

A rough digraph applies lower and upper approximations to directed vertices or arcs, representing
definite, possible, and boundary relationships while preserving orientation within uncertain networks
[367,384–386].

Definition 4.14.1 (Rough Digraph). Let

D = (V,A)

be a finite digraph, where
A ⊆ V × V,

and let
H = (W,B)

be a subdigraph of D, where
W ⊆ V, B ⊆ A ∩ (W ×W ).

Let RV and RA be equivalence relations on V and A, respectively. For x ∈ V and a ∈ A, denote
their equivalence classes by

[x]RV
= {y ∈ V : xRV y}

and
[a]RA

= {b ∈ A : aRAb}.

Define the lower and upper approximations of W by

RV (W ) = {x ∈ V : [x]RV
⊆W},

RV (W ) = {x ∈ V : [x]RV
∩W 6= ∅},

and those of B by
RA(B) = {a ∈ A : [a]RA

⊆ B},

RA(B) = {a ∈ A : [a]RA
∩B 6= ∅}.

For U ⊆ V , let
AD[U ] = A ∩ (U × U).

The lower- and upper-approximation digraphs of H are defined by

R(H) =
(
RV (W ), RA(B) ∩AD[RV (W )]

)
and

R(H) =
(
RV (W ), RA(B) ∩AD[RV (W )]

)
,

respectively.

The ordered pair
R(H) =

(
R(H),R(H)

)
is called the rough digraph of H with respect to (RV , RA).
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4.15 Soft-Covering-Based Rough Graph

A soft-covering-based rough graph derives lower and upper graph approximations from parameterized
coverings, identifying definite, possible, and boundary vertices or edges without requiring equivalence
relations [387,388].

Definition 4.15.1 (Soft-Covering-Based Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let A 6= ∅ be a finite parameter set. Suppose that

λ : A −→ P(V ) \ {∅}, µ : A −→ P(E) \ {∅}

satisfy ⋃
a∈A

λ(a) = V,
⋃
a∈A

µ(a) = E,

and
µ(a) ⊆ EG[λ(a)] for every a ∈ A,

where, for U ⊆ V ,
EG[U ] =

{
{x, y} ∈ E : x, y ∈ U

}
.

Thus,
CV = {λ(a) : a ∈ A} and CE = {µ(a) : a ∈ A}

are coverings of V and E, respectively.

For v ∈ V , define its minimal vertex descriptions by

Mdλ(v) =
{
λ(a) :

v ∈ λ(a), and there is no b ∈ A
such that v ∈ λ(b) ( λ(a)

}
.

Similarly, for e ∈ E, define

Mdµ(e) =
{
µ(a) :

e ∈ µ(a), and there is no b ∈ A
such that e ∈ µ(b) ( µ(a)

}
.

Let
H = (X,Y )

be a subgraph of G, where
X ⊆ V, Y ⊆ EG[X].

Define the lower and upper soft-covering approximations of X by

λ(X) =
⋃
a∈A

λ(a)⊆X

λ(a),

and
λ(X) =

⋃
v∈X

⋃
Mdλ(v).

Similarly, define the lower and upper soft-covering approximations of Y by

µ(Y ) =
⋃
a∈A

µ(a)⊆Y

µ(a),

and
µ(Y ) =

⋃
e∈Y

⋃
Mdµ(e).
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The corresponding lower- and upper-approximation graphs are

R(H) =
(
λ(X), µ(Y ) ∩ EG[λ(X)]

)
and

R(H) =
(
λ(X), µ(Y ) ∩ EG[λ(X)]

)
,

respectively.

If
λ(X) 6= λ(X) and µ(Y ) 6= µ(Y ),

then the ordered pair
Rλ,µ(H) =

(
R(H),R(H)

)
is called the soft-covering-based rough graph of H.
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Special Classes of Soft Graphs

This chapter introduces several special classes of Soft Graphs.

5.1 Soft Tree

A Soft Tree is a special class of Soft Graph in which every parameter-dependent graph is a tree. This
concept provides a parameterized representation of connected and acyclic graph structures [207,307,
389].

Definition 5.1.1 (Soft Tree). Let
G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅ be a parameter set, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For each a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea),

where
Va ⊆ V, Ea ⊆ E ∩

(
Va
2

)
.

The Soft Graph Φ is called a Soft Tree if, for every a ∈ A, the graph Ga is a tree.

Equivalently, for every a ∈ A,
Ga is connected

and
Ga contains no cycle.

Thus, each parameter a determines a tree contained in the ambient graph G∗.
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Example 5.1.2 (A Soft Tree). Let the ambient graph be

G∗ = (V,E),

where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v3, v5}, {v4, v5}

}
.

Let
A = {a1, a2, a3}

be the parameter set. Define the Soft Graph

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

as follows:
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}, Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}

}
;

Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v2, v3, v4}, Ea2 =

{
{v2, v3}, {v3, v4}

}
;

and
Φ(a3) = Ga3 = (Va3 , Ea3),

where
Va3 = {v3, v4, v5}, Ea3 =

{
{v3, v4}, {v3, v5}

}
.

Each parameter-dependent graph is connected and contains no cycle. Indeed,

Ga1
∼= P3, Ga2

∼= P3, Ga3
∼= P3,

where P3 denotes the path graph on three vertices. In particular, each Gai has three vertices and two
edges, and is connected. Hence every Gai is a tree.

Therefore,
Φ = {Ga1 , Ga2 , Ga3}

is a Soft Tree over G∗.

5.2 Complete Soft Graph

A complete graph is a graph in which every pair of distinct vertices is connected by exactly one edge
to each other (cf. [390–392]). A Complete Soft Graph is a Soft Graph whose parameter-dependent
graph is complete for every parameter [393–395].
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Definition 5.2.1 (Complete Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For each a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).

The Soft Graph Φ is called a Complete Soft Graph if Ga is a complete graph for every a ∈ A.

Equivalently,

Ea =

(
Va
2

)
for every a ∈ A.

Hence, for each parameter a, every pair of distinct vertices u, v ∈ Va satisfies

{u, v} ∈ Ea.

In particular,
Ga ∼= K|Va| for every a ∈ A.

Example 5.2.2 (Complete Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be the complete graph K4, where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v1, v4}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2, a3}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

by
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}

}
,

and by
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v2, v3, v4}

and
Ea2 =

{
{v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
.
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Finally, let
Φ(a3) = Ga3 = (Va3 , Ea3),

where
Va3 = {v1, v4}

and
Ea3 =

{
{v1, v4}

}
.

Then
Ea1 =

(
Va1
2

)
, Ea2 =

(
Va2
2

)
, Ea3 =

(
Va3
2

)
.

Hence,
Ga1

∼= K3, Ga2
∼= K3, Ga3

∼= K2.

Therefore, every parameter-dependent graph Ga is complete, and thus Φ is a Complete Soft Graph.

5.3 Regular Soft Graph

A regular graph is one where every vertex has identical degree, so all vertices have the same number of
neighbors (cf. [396–398]). A Regular Soft Graph is a Soft Graph for which each parameter-dependent
graph is regular [207,399].

Definition 5.3.1 (Regular Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For each a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).

For v ∈ Va, let
degGa

(v) =
∣∣{u ∈ Va : {u, v} ∈ Ea}

∣∣
denote the degree of v in the parameter graph Ga.

The Soft Graph Φ is called a Regular Soft Graph if, for every a ∈ A, there exists a nonnegative integer
ra such that

degGa
(v) = ra for every v ∈ Va.

Equivalently, every parameter graph Ga is an ra-regular graph.

If there exists a single integer r ≥ 0 such that

degGa
(v) = r for every a ∈ A and every v ∈ Va,

then Φ may more specifically be called a uniformly r-regular Soft Graph.
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Example 5.3.2 (Regular Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v1}, {v4, v5}, {v5, v6}, {v6, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

by
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v1}

}
,

and by
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v4, v5, v6}

and
Ea2 =

{
{v4, v5}, {v5, v6}, {v6, v4}

}
.

For the first parameter graph Ga1 , we have

degGa1
(v1) = degGa1

(v2) = degGa1
(v3) = 2.

Hence, Ga1 is a 2-regular graph.

Similarly, for the second parameter graph Ga2 ,

degGa2
(v4) = degGa2

(v5) = degGa2
(v6) = 2.

Thus, Ga2 is also a 2-regular graph.

Therefore, every parameter-dependent graph Ga is regular, and hence Φ is a Regular Soft Graph.
Moreover, since the same degree r = 2 occurs for every parameter and every corresponding vertex, Φ
is, more specifically, a uniformly 2-regular Soft Graph.
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5.4 Irregular Soft Graph

An irregular graph is one whose vertices do not all have the same degree, so vertex degrees differ
among vertices [400–402]. An Irregular Soft Graph is a Soft Graph whose parameter-dependent
graphs fail to be regular [207].

Definition 5.4.1 (Irregular Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For every a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).

The Soft Graph Φ is called an Irregular Soft Graph if Ga is an irregular graph for every a ∈ A;
equivalently, for every a ∈ A, the graph Ga is not regular.

Thus, for every a ∈ A, there exist vertices u, v ∈ Va such that

degGa
(u) 6= degGa

(v).

Hence, no parameter graph Ga has a constant vertex degree.

Example 5.4.2 (Irregular Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6, v7}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v4, v5}, {v4, v6}, {v4, v7}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

as follows.

For the parameter a1, let
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}

}
.

Then
degGa1

(v1) = 1, degGa1
(v2) = 2, degGa1

(v3) = 1.
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Hence, Ga1 is not regular.

For the parameter a2, let
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v4, v5, v6, v7}

and
Ea2 =

{
{v4, v5}, {v4, v6}, {v4, v7}

}
.

In this case,
degGa2

(v4) = 3,

whereas
degGa2

(v5) = degGa2
(v6) = degGa2

(v7) = 1.

Therefore, Ga2 is also not regular.

Since every parameter-dependent graph Ga contains vertices of different degrees, each Ga is irregular.
Consequently,

Φ

is an Irregular Soft Graph.

5.5 Connected Soft Graph

Connectedness of a Soft Graph can be formulated in terms of paths appearing within its parameter-
dependent graph parts [403–405].

Definition 5.5.1 (Connected Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For every a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea),

and define the vertex support of the Soft Graph by

VΦ :=
⋃
a∈A

Va.

The Soft Graph Φ is called a Connected Soft Graph if, for every pair of vertices u, v ∈ VΦ, there exists
a parameter a ∈ A such that u, v ∈ Va and there exists a u-v path entirely contained in Ga.

Equivalently,
∀u, v ∈ VΦ, ∃ a ∈ A such that u, v ∈ Va and u

Ga
; v,

where
u
Ga
; v

means that u and v are joined by a path in Ga.
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Example 5.5.2 (Connected Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be the finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

by
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Thus, Ga1 is the path
v1 − v2 − v3 − v4.

For the second parameter, let
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v1, v3}

and
Ea2 = ∅.

The vertex support of Φ is
VΦ = Va1 ∪ Va2 = {v1, v2, v3, v4}.

Now consider arbitrary vertices u, v ∈ VΦ. Since

u, v ∈ Va1

and Ga1 is connected, there exists a u-v path entirely contained in Ga1 . For example,

v1
Ga1
; v4

via the path
v1 − v2 − v3 − v4,

while
v2

Ga1
; v4

via
v2 − v3 − v4.

Therefore,
∀u, v ∈ VΦ, ∃ a ∈ A such that u, v ∈ Va and u

Ga
; v.

Hence, Φ is a Connected Soft Graph.

Notice that Ga2 itself is disconnected. This illustrates that, under the present definition, it is not
necessary for every parameter-dependent graph Ga to be connected; it is sufficient that each pair of
vertices in VΦ be connected within at least one parameter graph.
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5.6 Complement Soft Graph

The complement operation can be applied parameterwise to the graph parts of a Soft Graph (cf. [406]).

Definition 5.6.1 (Complement Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For every a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).

For each a ∈ A, define the complement of the parameter graph Ga by

Ga =
(
Va, Ea

)
,

where
Ea =

(
Va
2

)
\ Ea.

The Complement Soft Graph of Φ, denoted by

Φ,

is the parameterized family
Φ = {Ga : a ∈ A},

or equivalently the mapping
Φ : A −→ Sub(KV ), a 7−→ Ga,

where KV denotes the complete graph on V .

Thus, for distinct u, v ∈ Va,
{u, v} ∈ Ea ⇐⇒ {u, v} /∈ Ea.

In particular,
Φ = Φ.

Example 5.6.2 (Complement Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be the finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.
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Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

as follows.

For the parameter a1, let
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}

}
.

Since (
Va1
2

)
=

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v2, v3}

}
,

the complement edge set is

Ea1 =

(
Va1
2

)
\ Ea1 =

{
{v1, v3}

}
.

Therefore,
Ga1 =

(
{v1, v2, v3},

{
{v1, v3}

})
.

For the parameter a2, let
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v2, v3, v4}

and
Ea2 =

{
{v2, v3}, {v3, v4}

}
.

In this case, (
Va2
2

)
=

{
{v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
,

and hence
Ea2 =

(
Va2
2

)
\ Ea2 =

{
{v2, v4}

}
.

Thus,
Ga2 =

(
{v2, v3, v4},

{
{v2, v4}

})
.

Accordingly, the Complement Soft Graph of Φ is

Φ =
{
Ga1 , Ga2

}
,

or equivalently,
Φ(a1) = Ga1 , Φ(a2) = Ga2 .

Moreover, taking the complement once again gives

Ea1 =

(
Va1
2

)
\ Ea1 = Ea1

and
Ea2 =

(
Va2
2

)
\ Ea2 = Ea2 .

Hence,
Φ = Φ.

Therefore, this construction provides a concrete example of a Complement Soft Graph.
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5.7 Hamiltonian Soft Graph

A Hamiltonian graph contains a cycle that visits every vertex exactly once before returning to the
starting vertex, called a Hamiltonian cycle [407–410]. A Hamiltonian Soft Graph is a Soft Graph in
which every parameter-dependent graph contains a Hamiltonian cycle [411].

Definition 5.7.1 (Hamiltonian Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For each a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).

A parameter graph Ga is called a Hamiltonian part of Φ if it contains a cycle passing through every
vertex of Va exactly once, except for the initial vertex, which is repeated at the end of the cycle.

The Soft Graph Φ is called a Hamiltonian Soft Graph if every parameter graph Ga is a Hamiltonian
part; that is,

Ga is Hamiltonian for every a ∈ A.

Equivalently, for every a ∈ A, there exists an ordering

v1, v2, . . . , vna

of all vertices of Va, where
na = |Va| ≥ 3,

such that
{vi, vi+1} ∈ Ea (i = 1, . . . , na − 1)

and
{vna , v1} ∈ Ea.

Example 5.7.2 (Hamiltonian Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be the complete graph K4, where
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v1, v4}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

as follows.
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For the parameter a1, let
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
Ea1 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v1}

}
.

Thus, Ga1 is the cycle graph C4. In particular,

v1 − v2 − v3 − v4 − v1

is a Hamiltonian cycle of Ga1 , since it visits every vertex of Va1 exactly once before returning to v1.

For the parameter a2, let
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea2 =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v1}

}
.

Hence,
Ga2

∼= K3
∼= C3,

and
v1 − v2 − v3 − v1

is a Hamiltonian cycle of Ga2 .

Therefore,
Ga1 is Hamiltonian and Ga2 is Hamiltonian.

Since every parameter-dependent graph Ga contains a Hamiltonian cycle, the Soft Graph

Φ

is a Hamiltonian Soft Graph.

5.8 Line Graph of a Soft Graph

A line graph transforms each edge of a graph into a vertex, connecting vertices whenever their
corresponding edges share endpoints (cf. [412,413]). The line graph construction extends naturally to
Soft Graphs by applying the classical line graph operation to each parameter-dependent graph [414].

Definition 5.8.1 (Line Graph of a Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, let A 6= ∅, and let

Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

be a Soft Graph over G∗. For each a ∈ A, write

Φ(a) = Ga = (Va, Ea).
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The line graph of the parameter graph Ga, denoted by

L(Ga),

is the graph
L(Ga) =

(
Ea, E

L
a

)
,

where the vertices of L(Ga) are the edges of Ga, and

ELa =

{
{e, f} ∈

(
Ea
2

)
: e ∩ f 6= ∅

}
.

Thus, two vertices e, f ∈ Ea of L(Ga) are adjacent if and only if the corresponding edges e and f of
Ga share a common endpoint.

The Line Graph of the Soft Graph Φ, denoted by

L(Φ),

is defined parameterwise by
L(Φ) = {L(Ga) : a ∈ A}.

Equivalently, since
L(Ga) ⊆ L(G∗) for every a ∈ A,

the line graph of Φ may be regarded as the Soft Graph

L(Φ) : A −→ Sub
(
L(G∗)

)
, a 7−→ L(Ga).

Example 5.8.2 (Line Graph of a Soft Graph). Let

G∗ = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v2, v4}

}
.

Let the parameter set be
A = {a1, a2}.

Define the Soft Graph
Φ : A −→ Sub(G∗)

as follows.

For the parameter a1, let
Φ(a1) = Ga1 = (Va1 , Ea1),

where
Va1 = {v1, v2, v3}

and
Ea1 =

{
e1, e2

}
,

with
e1 = {v1, v2}, e2 = {v2, v3}.
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Since
e1 ∩ e2 = {v2} 6= ∅,

the two vertices e1 and e2 are adjacent in the line graph. Therefore,

L(Ga1) =
(
{e1, e2},

{
{e1, e2}

})
.

Hence,
L(Ga1)

∼= K2.

For the parameter a2, let
Φ(a2) = Ga2 = (Va2 , Ea2),

where
Va2 = {v2, v3, v4}

and
Ea2 =

{
e3, e4, e5

}
,

with
e3 = {v2, v3}, e4 = {v3, v4}, e5 = {v2, v4}.

We have
e3 ∩ e4 = {v3}, e4 ∩ e5 = {v4}, e5 ∩ e3 = {v2}.

Thus, every pair of distinct edges in Ea2 shares a common endpoint. Consequently,

ELa2 =
{
{e3, e4}, {e4, e5}, {e5, e3}

}
,

and hence
L(Ga2) =

(
{e3, e4, e5}, ELa2

) ∼= K3.

Therefore, the line graph of the Soft Graph Φ is

L(Φ) =
{
L(Ga1), L(Ga2)

}
.

Equivalently,
L(Φ)(a1) = L(Ga1), L(Φ)(a2) = L(Ga2).

Thus, this example illustrates how the classical line graph operation is applied independently to each
parameter-dependent graph of a Soft Graph.

5.9 Rough Fuzzy Graph

A Rough Fuzzy Graph applies rough lower and upper approximations to fuzzy vertex and edge
memberships under indiscernibility relations systematically.
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Definition 5.9.1 (Rough Fuzzy Graph). Let V be a finite nonempty set and let

E∗ =

(
V

2

)
.

Let RV and RE be equivalence relations on V and E∗, respectively. Let

µ : V −→ [0, 1], ν : E∗ −→ [0, 1]

define a fuzzy graph, so that

ν({x, y}) ≤ min{µ(x), µ(y)} for all {x, y} ∈ E∗.

For x ∈ V and e ∈ E∗, define

µ(x) = inf
z∈[x]RV

µ(z), µ(x) = sup
z∈[x]RV

µ(z),

and
ν(e) = inf

f∈[e]RE

ν(f), ν(e) = sup
f∈[e]RE

ν(f).

Suppose that
ν({x, y}) ≤ min{µ(x), µ(y)}

and
ν({x, y}) ≤ min{µ(x), µ(y)}

for every {x, y} ∈ E∗.

Then
G = (µ, ν) and G = (µ, ν)

are fuzzy graphs, and the ordered pair
GRF = (G,G)

is called a Rough Fuzzy Graph.

For reference, a comparison between Rough Fuzzy Graphs and Fuzzy Rough Graphs is presented in
Table 5.1.

5.10 Rough Neutrosophic Graph

A Rough Neutrosophic Graph applies rough approximations to truth, indeterminacy, and falsity
degrees assigned to vertices and edges under indiscernibility (cf. [415]).

Definition 5.10.1 (Rough Neutrosophic Graph). Let V be a finite nonempty set and let

E∗ =

(
V

2

)
.

Let RV and RE be equivalence relations on V and E∗, respectively.

Let
TV , IV , FV : V −→ [0, 1]
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Table 5.1: Comparison between Rough Fuzzy Graph and Fuzzy Rough Graph

Aspect Rough Fuzzy Graph Fuzzy Rough Graph
Basic idea Applies rough approximations to

an underlying fuzzy graph.
Combines fuzzy approximation
mechanisms with rough-set-based
graph modeling.

Construction order Fuzzy structure → Rough approx-
imation.

Rough approximation framework
→ Fuzzy representation.

Main information Fuzzy membership degrees of ver-
tices and edges are approximated
by lower and upper rough approx-
imations.

Lower and upper approximations
are determined using fuzzy re-
lations, fuzzy neighborhoods, or
graded indiscernibility.

Typical representa-
tion

A pair of lower and upper approx-
imated fuzzy graphs.

A graph equipped with fuzzy
lower and upper approximation
structures.

Interpretation Represents uncertainty in an al-
ready fuzzy graph through rough
approximations.

Represents rough uncertainty
through fuzzy or graded approxi-
mation mechanisms.

and
TE , IE , FE : E∗ −→ [0, 1]

define a single-valued neutrosophic graph.

For x ∈ V , define the lower approximations by

TV (x) = inf
z∈[x]RV

TV (z), IV (x) = inf
z∈[x]RV

IV (z),

FV (x) = sup
z∈[x]RV

FV (z),

and the upper approximations by

TV (x) = sup
z∈[x]RV

TV (z), IV (x) = sup
z∈[x]RV

IV (z),

FV (x) = inf
z∈[x]RV

FV (z).

Similarly, for e ∈ E∗, define

TE(e) = inf
f∈[e]RE

TE(f), IE(e) = inf
f∈[e]RE

IE(f),

FE(e) = sup
f∈[e]RE

FE(f),

and
TE(e) = sup

f∈[e]RE

TE(f), IE(e) = sup
f∈[e]RE

IE(f),

FE(e) = inf
f∈[e]RE

FE(f).

If the resulting lower and upper degree functions satisfy the corresponding neutrosophic graph com-
patibility conditions, then

GN = (TV , IV , FV , TE , IE , FE)

and
GN = (TV , IV , FV , TE , IE , FE)
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are neutrosophic graphs.

The ordered pair
GRN = (GN , GN )

is called a Rough Neutrosophic Graph.

For reference, a comparison between Neutrosophic Rough Graphs and Rough Neutrosophic Graphs is
presented in Table 5.2. Since the terminology for these two concepts is not always used consistently
across the literature, readers should be aware of this distinction.

Table 5.2: Comparison between Neutrosophic Rough Graph and Rough Neutrosophic Graph

Aspect Neutrosophic Rough Graph Rough Neutrosophic Graph
Basic idea Extends a rough graph frame-

work by incorporating neutro-
sophic truth, indeterminacy, and
falsity information.

Applies rough lower and upper
approximations to an underlying
neutrosophic graph.

Construction order Rough structure → Neutrosophic
extension.

Neutrosophic structure → Rough
approximation.

Main information Rough approximations are en-
riched with truth, indeterminacy,
and falsity degrees.

Neutrosophic vertex and edge
degrees are represented through
lower and upper rough approxima-
tions.

Typical representa-
tion

A rough graph equipped with
neutrosophic membership infor-
mation.

A pair of lower and upper approx-
imated neutrosophic graphs.

Interpretation Represents rough structural un-
certainty using neutrosophic infor-
mation.

Represents uncertainty in a neu-
trosophic graph through rough ap-
proximations.

5.11 Rough Uncertain Graph

A Rough Uncertain Graph first constructs lower and upper rough approximations of a graph struc-
ture and then equips the resulting approximation graphs with uncertainty degrees on their vertices
and edges. Thus, it represents rough structural uncertainty together with generalized uncertainty
information.

Definition 5.11.1 (Rough Uncertain Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let ∼V and ∼E be equivalence relations on V and E, respectively.

Let
H = (X,F ), X ⊆ V, F ⊆ E ∩

(
X

2

)
be a subgraph of G. Define the lower and upper vertex approximations by

X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V
⊆ X}, X = {v ∈ V : [v]∼V

∩X 6= ∅},

and the corresponding edge approximations by

F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E
⊆ F, e ⊆ X},
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and
F = {e ∈ E : [e]∼E

∩ F 6= ∅, e ⊆ X}.

Let (L,�,∧) be a meet-semilattice of uncertainty values. Assign uncertainty-degree maps

ωV : X −→ L, ωE : F −→ L,

and
ωV : X −→ L, ωE : F −→ L,

such that
ωE({u, v}) � ωV (u) ∧ ωV (v)

for every {u, v} ∈ F , and
ωE({u, v}) � ωV (u) ∧ ωV (v)

for every {u, v} ∈ F .

Define
GU (H) = (X,F , ωV , ωE)

and
GU (H) =

(
X,F , ωV , ωE

)
.

The ordered pair
RU(H) =

(
GU (H),GU (H)

)
is called a Rough Uncertain Graph.

Remark 5.11.2. The construction order is important. In a Rough Uncertain Graph, the rough
lower and upper graph approximations are constructed first, and uncertainty degrees are subsequently
assigned to the resulting approximation graphs. Thus, schematically,

Graph −→ Rough approximations −→ Uncertain graphs.

This construction should be distinguished from an Uncertain Rough Graph, in which an uncertain
graph is specified first and rough approximations are then applied to that uncertain structure.

Remark 5.11.3 (Catalogue of Rough Uncertain Graph Families). For reference, Table 5.3 presents
representative specializations of Rough Uncertain Graphs, classified according to the dimension k of
the underlying uncertainty-degree domain

Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

5.12 Covering-Based Rough Graph

A Covering-Based Rough Graph uses overlapping coverings instead of partitions to construct lower
and upper approximations of structures under uncertainty [416].
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Table 5.3: A catalogue of Rough Uncertain Graph families organized by the dimension k of the
underlying degree-domain Dom(M) ⊆ [0, 1]k.

k Representative Rough Uncertain Graph specialization(s) obtained by equipping the lower and
upper rough graph approximations with uncertainty degrees in Dom(M)

1 Rough fuzzy graph; rough N -fuzzy graph; rough shadowed graph variants
2 Rough intuitionistic fuzzy graph; rough vague graph; rough bipolar fuzzy graph; rough intu-

itionistic evidence graph; rough variable fuzzy graph; rough paraconsistent fuzzy graph; rough
bifuzzy graph

3 Rough neutrosophic graph(a); rough hesitant fuzzy graph(d); rough tripolar fuzzy graph; rough
three-way fuzzy graph; rough picture fuzzy graph; rough spherical fuzzy graph; rough incon-
sistent intuitionistic fuzzy graph; rough ternary fuzzy graph; rough neutrosophic-fuzzy graph;
rough neutrosophic vague graph

4 Rough quadripartitioned neutrosophic graph; rough double-valued neutrosophic graph; rough
dual hesitant fuzzy graph(d); rough ambiguous graph(b); rough local-neutrosophic graph; rough
support-neutrosophic graph; rough Turiyam neutrosophic graph(c)

5 Rough pentapartitioned neutrosophic graph; rough triple-valued neutrosophic graph
6 Rough hexapartitioned neutrosophic graph; rough quadruple-valued neutrosophic graph
7 Rough heptapartitioned neutrosophic graph; rough quintuple-valued neutrosophic graph
8 Rough octapartitioned neutrosophic graph
9 Rough nonapartitioned neutrosophic graph
n Rough n-refined fuzzy graph; rough multi-valued fuzzy graph; rough multi-fuzzy graph
2n Rough n-refined intuitionistic fuzzy graph; rough multi-intuitionistic fuzzy graph
3n Rough n-refined neutrosophic graph; rough multi-neutrosophic graph

(a) A Rough Neutrosophic Graph is obtained by first constructing lower and upper rough graph approximations and
then assigning neutrosophic truth, indeterminacy, and falsity degrees to their vertices and edges.
(b) A rough ambiguous graph is obtained by equipping the lower and upper rough graph approximations with degrees
belonging to an ambiguous-set model. Ambiguous-set models are commonly related to certain four-component neutro-
sophic models.
(c) A rough Turiyam neutrosophic graph is obtained by assigning a four-component Turiyam neutrosophic degree model
to the lower and upper rough graph approximations. Such degree models are commonly regarded as specializations of
quadripartitioned neutrosophic frameworks.
(d) Hesitant and dual hesitant fuzzy degrees are naturally set-valued. Their placement in a fixed-dimensional row
presupposes a selected finite-coordinate representation. Otherwise, their degree-domains need not be subsets of a single
finite-dimensional cube [0, 1]k.
Dimension note. The integer k records the dimension of the uncertainty degree assigned to each vertex or edge of each
rough approximation graph. It does not count the lower and upper approximations as additional degree components.
Hence, the pair (

G
M

(H),GM (H)
)

is classified according to the dimension of Dom(M), rather than according to 2k.
Terminology note. The terminology for constructions such as Rough Fuzzy Graph versus Fuzzy Rough Graph, and
Rough Neutrosophic Graph versus Neutrosophic Rough Graph, is not completely uniform throughout the literature. In
this book, the prefix “Rough” indicates that the rough graph structure is constructed first and is subsequently equipped
with the corresponding uncertainty model.

Definition 5.12.1 (Covering-Based Rough Graph). Let

G = (V,E)

be a finite simple graph, and let
CV

be a covering of V ; that is,
∅ /∈ CV ,

⋃
C∈CV

C = V.

For X ⊆ V , define the covering-based lower and upper approximations by

CV (X) =
⋃

{C ∈ CV : C ⊆ X},

and
CV (X) =

⋃
{C ∈ CV : C ∩X 6= ∅}.
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The covering CV induces an edge covering C(e)
V of E by the nonempty sets

EC,D =
{
{u, v} ∈ E : u ∈ C, v ∈ D

}
, C,D ∈ CV .

Let
H = (X,F )

be a subgraph of G. Using C(e)
V , let

C(e)
V (F ) and C(e)

V (F )

denote the lower and upper covering approximations of F .

Define
CG(H) =

(
CV (X), C(e)

V (F ) ∩ EG[CV (X)]
)
,

and
CG(H) =

(
CV (X), C(e)

V (F )
)
,

where
EG[W ] =

{
{u, v} ∈ E : u, v ∈W

}
for W ⊆ V .

The ordered pair
RC(H) =

(
CG(H), CG(H)

)
is called a Covering-Based Rough Graph.
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Special Classes of Rough Graphs

This chapter introduces several special classes of Rough Graphs. In this chapter, we use the rough-
membership-function-based formulation of Rough Graphs in order to introduce several special graph
classes.

6.1 Regular Rough Graph

A regular Rough Graph is a Rough Graph whose vertices all have equal degree, equivalently equal
maximum and minimum degrees [417,418].

Definition 6.1.1 (Regular Rough Graph). [418] Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph, where
ω : V −→ [0, 1].

For each v ∈ V , let
degR(v)

denote the degree of v. Define
∆+(R) = max

v∈V
degR(v)

and
∆−(R) = min

v∈V
degR(v).

The Rough Graph R is called a Regular Rough Graph if

∆+(R) = ∆−(R).

Equivalently, there exists an integer r ≥ 0 such that

degR(v) = r for every v ∈ V.

In this case, R is called an r-regular Rough Graph.
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Example 6.1.2 (Regular Rough Graph). Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph with vertex set
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}

and edge set
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v1, v4}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Thus, the underlying graph of R is the complete graph K4.

Define the rough membership function

ω : V −→ [0, 1]

by
ω(v1) = 0.6, ω(v2) = 0.7, ω(v3) = 0.8, ω(v4) = 0.9.

Since every vertex is adjacent to the other three vertices, we have

degR(v1) = degR(v2) = degR(v3) = degR(v4) = 3.

Therefore,
∆+(R) = 3

and
∆−(R) = 3.

Hence,
∆+(R) = ∆−(R).

Consequently, R is a Regular Rough Graph. More specifically, it is a 3-regular Rough Graph.

6.2 Complete Rough Graph

A complete Rough Graph is a Rough Graph where every vertex is adjacent to every other vertex in
the graph [418].

Definition 6.2.1 (Complete Rough Graph). [418] Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph. The graph R is called a Complete Rough Graph if every pair of distinct vertices
is adjacent; that is,

{u, v} ∈ E for all distinct u, v ∈ V.

Equivalently,

E =

(
V

2

)
.

If
|V | = n,

then the complete Rough Graph has

|E| =
(
n

2

)
=
n(n− 1)

2

edges and is (n− 1)-regular.
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Example 6.2.2 (Complete Rough Graph). Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4}.

Define the edge set by

E =
{
{v1, v2}, {v1, v3}, {v1, v4}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v3, v4}

}
.

Let the rough membership function
ω : V −→ [0, 1]

be given by
ω(v1) = 0.6, ω(v2) = 0.7, ω(v3) = 0.8, ω(v4) = 0.9.

Since every pair of distinct vertices is adjacent, we have

E =

(
V

2

)
.

Hence, the underlying graph is isomorphic to the complete graph

K4.

Since
|V | = 4,

the number of edges is

|E| =
(
4

2

)
=

4(4− 1)

2
= 6.

Moreover, every vertex is adjacent to the other three vertices, so

degR(v1) = degR(v2) = degR(v3) = degR(v4) = 3.

Therefore, R is a Complete Rough Graph. Furthermore, it is a 3-regular Rough Graph.

6.3 Rough Path

A Rough Path is a rough walk with distinct vertices, where each vertex has rough membership value
at least 0.5 [418].
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Definition 6.3.1 (Rough Path). [418] Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph. A sequence of distinct vertices

P = v1, v2, . . . , vk

with k ≥ 2 is called a Rough Path if

{vi, vi+1} ∈ E for i = 1, . . . , k − 1,

and
ω(vi) ≥

1

2
for i = 1, . . . , k.

Thus, a Rough Path is a rough walk in which all vertices are distinct.
Example 6.3.2 (Rough Path). Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v5}, {v1, v3}

}
.

Define the rough membership function

ω : V −→ [0, 1]

by
ω(v1) = 0.8, ω(v2) = 0.6, ω(v3) = 0.9, ω(v4) = 0.7, ω(v5) = 0.4.

Consider the vertex sequence
P = v1, v2, v3, v4.

The vertices v1, v2, v3, v4 are distinct, and the consecutive pairs satisfy

{v1, v2} ∈ E, {v2, v3} ∈ E, {v3, v4} ∈ E.

Moreover,
ω(v1) = 0.8 ≥ 1

2
, ω(v2) = 0.6 ≥ 1

2
,

ω(v3) = 0.9 ≥ 1

2
, ω(v4) = 0.7 ≥ 1

2
.

Therefore,
P = v1, v2, v3, v4

is a Rough Path in R.

On the other hand, although
{v4, v5} ∈ E,

the extended sequence
v1, v2, v3, v4, v5

is not a Rough Path under the stated definition because

ω(v5) = 0.4 <
1

2
.

Thus, this example illustrates that both adjacency of consecutive vertices and the rough membership
threshold are required for a sequence to form a Rough Path.
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6.4 Rough Cycle

A Rough Cycle is a closed rough walk with distinct internal vertices and membership values of at
least 0.5 throughout [418].

Definition 6.4.1 (Rough Cycle). [418] Let

R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph. A sequence

C = v1, v2, . . . , vk, v1, k ≥ 3,

is called a Rough Cycle if
v1, v2, . . . , vk

are distinct,
{vi, vi+1} ∈ E for i = 1, . . . , k − 1,

{vk, v1} ∈ E,

and
ω(vi) ≥

1

2
for i = 1, . . . , k.

Equivalently, a Rough Cycle is a closed Rough Path whose initial vertex is repeated only at the end.

Example 6.4.2 (Rough Cycle). Let
R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v3, v4}, {v4, v1}, {v4, v5}

}
.

Define the rough membership function

ω : V −→ [0, 1]

by
ω(v1) = 0.8, ω(v2) = 0.7, ω(v3) = 0.9, ω(v4) = 0.6, ω(v5) = 0.4.

Consider the sequence
C = v1, v2, v3, v4, v1.

The vertices
v1, v2, v3, v4

are distinct, and the consecutive pairs satisfy

{v1, v2} ∈ E, {v2, v3} ∈ E, {v3, v4} ∈ E,

and
{v4, v1} ∈ E.

Moreover,
ω(v1) = 0.8 ≥ 1

2
, ω(v2) = 0.7 ≥ 1

2
,

107



Chapter 6. Special Classes of Rough Graphs

ω(v3) = 0.9 ≥ 1

2
, ω(v4) = 0.6 ≥ 1

2
.

Therefore,
C = v1, v2, v3, v4, v1

is a Rough Cycle in R.

Notice that although
{v4, v5} ∈ E,

the vertex v5 cannot be included in a Rough Cycle satisfying the stated membership condition because

ω(v5) = 0.4 <
1

2
.

Hence, this example illustrates that a Rough Cycle must be a closed sequence of distinct vertices,
except for the repeated initial vertex, with adjacent consecutive vertices and rough membership values
at least 1/2.

6.5 Rough Tree

A Rough Tree extends the classical notion of a tree to the framework of Rough Graphs by requiring
the underlying graph structure to be connected and acyclic.

Definition 6.5.1 (Rough Tree). Let
R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph, where
ω : V −→ [0, 1]

is its rough membership function.

The Rough Graph R is called a Rough Tree if its underlying graph

GR = (V,E)

is a tree.

Equivalently, R is a Rough Tree if
GR is connected

and
GR contains no cycle.

For a finite Rough Graph, this is equivalent to

|E| = |V | − 1

together with the connectedness of GR.

Thus, a Rough Tree preserves the rough membership information associated with its vertices while
its underlying graph has the classical tree structure.
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Example 6.5.2 (Rough Tree). Let
R = (V,E, ω)

be a Rough Graph with
V = {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5}

and
E =

{
{v1, v2}, {v2, v3}, {v2, v4}, {v4, v5}

}
.

Define the rough membership function

ω : V −→ [0, 1]

by
ω(v1) = 0.8, ω(v2) = 0.7, ω(v3) = 0.6, ω(v4) = 0.9, ω(v5) = 0.5.

The underlying graph
GR = (V,E)

is connected. Indeed, every vertex can be reached from every other vertex through a sequence of
adjacent vertices. For example,

v1 − v2 − v4 − v5

is a path connecting v1 and v5.

Moreover, GR contains no cycle. Since
|V | = 5

and
|E| = 4,

we have
|E| = |V | − 1.

Thus, because GR is connected and has exactly |V | − 1 edges, it is a tree.

Therefore,
R = (V,E, ω)

is a Rough Tree. The rough membership values

ω(v1), ω(v2), ω(v3), ω(v4), ω(v5)

provide the rough information associated with the vertices, while the underlying graph preserves the
classical tree structure.
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Conclusion

This book has presented a unified survey of Soft Graphs, Rough Graphs, and several of their principal
extensions. Soft Graphs provide a parameterized framework in which each parameter determines a
subgraph of an ambient graph, while Rough Graphs use lower and upper approximations to distin-
guish certain, possible, and boundary structures under indiscernibility. By organizing these models
within a common graph-theoretic perspective, the discussion clarifies their definitions, structural
properties, relationships, and roles in representing uncertain network information. The surveyed ex-
tensions demonstrate that parameterization, graded membership, approximation, bipolarity, neutros-
ophy, plithogenicity, and higher-order structures can be incorporated into graph models in systematic
ways. These frameworks offer useful foundations for decision-making, information systems, social
networks, engineering, and other applications involving incomplete or ambiguous relational data. Fu-
ture research may further develop algorithms, computational complexity results, comparative studies,
benchmark datasets, and real-world implementations, while also exploring deeper connections with
hypergraphs, SuperHyperGraphs, machine learning, and dynamic network analysis.
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Abstract

Graph theory provides a fundamental mathematical language for analyzing networks whose entities
and relationships are represented by vertices and edges. Soft Graphs extend this framework by assign-
ing a subgraph of an ambient graph to each parameter, thereby enabling parameter-dependent rep-
resentations of uncertain vertices, edges, relationships, and structural configurations. Rough Graphs
incorporate approximation-based reasoning into graph structures by applying lower and upper ap-
proximations to vertices, edges, or subgraphs. This approach distinguishes structural components
that are certainly present, possibly present, or located within a boundary region under a prescribed
indiscernibility relation.

Soft Graphs, Rough Graphs, and their numerous extensions have been studied extensively. Never-
theless, comparatively few works provide a unified and systematic account of these frameworks and
the relationships among them. This book addresses this gap by presenting an organized introduction
to Soft Graphs, Rough Graphs, and several of their principal extensions, with particular emphasis on
their mathematical foundations, structural features, interconnections, and roles in modeling uncertain
networks.
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